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R E P O R T

FROM THI

SELECT COMMITTEE

PHARMACY BiLL;

FOGETHER WITH THE

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE,
MINUTES OF EVYIDENCE,

AND INDEX.

Ordeved, -ll:-_'; The House of Commons, fo fe Printed,

2t May 1852,




Mereure, 17 die Martii, 1852,

Puaruacy Doy, “ for Regulating the Quulifications of Pharmaceutical Chemists,
read 2% and committed to a Select Committee.

Lenee, 22° die Martii, 1852,

Lelect Committee nominated, of—

Mr. Jacoh Bell. Mr. Deedes.
Me. Ewart

Mr. Hindley.
Mr. Bouverie, | Mr. Jackson,
Hir Willlam Gibson Crae, | Mpr. Farrer.
Mr. Cardwell.

. Mr. Wyld.
Sir Henry Willoughly. { Mr. Brumston.
AMr. Wakley. |

Ordered, Tuwar the Committes have power to send for Persons, Papers and Records,
Ordered, That Five be the Quorum of the Committee.

Veneris, 26° dic Martii, 1852,

Chrdered, Tuar Mr. Bramston be diﬁulmrgul from further attendance on the Committes,
amd that Lord 'ﬂurgli]t:_\-' be added thereto.

Jovis, 20° die Maii, 1852,

Ordered, Taar the Committee have power to Report the Minutes

of Evidence taken
Lefore them, to The Honse.

REFORT - -

o ul ol A
PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE -

INDEX - - - - p.on
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- PROCEEDINGSE OF THE

PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE.

Luna, 29° dic Martii, 1852,

MEMEBERS PEERENT:

Mr. Bell. Mr. Jackson,
Sir H. Willoughhy. Mr. Farrer.
Mr. Hilldh:}'. Mr. Bouverie.

Mr. Deedes.

Mr. Bery, was called 1o the Chair.

The Commitiee deliberated.

[Adjourned.

Martis, 30° die Martii, 1852,

MEMBEKS PRESENT :

Jacor Ber, Esq., in the Chair,

Mr. Jacoh Bell, Mr. Bouverie.
Mr, Hindley. Mr. Jackson.
Mr. Farrer. Mr. Ewart.

Mr. Mepdes. | Lord Burghley.
sir H. “‘ri]luughb}'. | Mr. “rjiﬂ::

Sir W. (3, Craig.

James Arthur Wilson, Esq® examined.
John F, South, Fsq., examined,
Robert Bratherson Lpton, ]:.':H:I., exanmined,

[Adjourned to Friday next, at Twelve o'elock.

Veneris, 2° die Aprilis, 1852,

MEMBERS PRERENT :

Jacos Beww, Esq., in the Chair,

. Sir W, G. Craig.
Sir H. Willoughby.

Mr. .l:.l.{‘ul:l “uH.
Mur. Farrer.
Mr. Bouverie,

-i Mr. Wyld.
Mr. Juckson. I Lord Burghley.
Mr. Hindley. ; Mr. Deedes.

Mr. Ewart,

Mr. John Savory, examined.

B Bewjemin Brodie, Bart., examined.,
Mr. Peter Squire, examined.

Mr. Thomas Herring, examined.

Mr. George Walter Smith, examined.

[Adjourned to Thursday, the 22d April, at Twelve o'clock.,
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Jovis, 22° die Aprilis, 1852,

MEMBERS PRESENT:
Jacon Berw, Esq., in the Chair,

Mr. Jacob Beli. I Mr. Deedes.
Mr. Ewart. Mr, Hindley.
Mr. Bouverie. Mr. Jackzan,
Sir W, G. Craic, Mr. Farrer.
Sir H. \Fi!luugﬁh}', Mr. Wyld.

Dr. Hofmann, examined.

Mr. George Walter Smith, lurther examined.
'—— Baschet, examined,

Dr. Hamberg, examined.

Mr. Richard William iles, examined.

Mr. Gearge Walter Swmith, again examined,

Profeszor Kapp, examined.
[Adjourned to Monday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Lunce, 26° die Aprilis, 1852,

MEMBERS PRESENT :
Jacon Beri, Esq., in the Chair.

Mr. Jacob Bell. Mr. Jackson,
Sir W. G. Craig. | Mr. Farre:.
M. Hindley. : Lord Burghley.

Jokn Gairduer, Esq., s. n., examined,
Janes Combe, Egq., . ., examined.

~James Waison, Esq., y. 0., examined.
[Adjourned o To-morrow, at Twelve o'clock.

Martis, 27° die Aprilis, 1852,

MEMDERS PRESENT @
Jacos Bery, Esq., in the Chair,

Mr. Jacob Bell. Mr. Hindley.
Mr. Ewart. Mr. Farrer.

Sir. W. G. Craig.
Mr. Jokn Machay, examined.

Dovglas Maclagan, M. D., F.R. 8. E., examined.
James Watson, Esq., s, ., further exumined.
Robert Renton, Esq., v, R, P, B, examined.
Alezander Wood, Esq., 1. D., examined.
[Adjourned to Thursday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Jovis, 29, die Aprilis, 1852,

MEMBERZ PHESENT :
Jacos Bevi, Esq., in the Chair.

Nir. Jacob Bell. Mr. Wakley.
Mr. Jackson, | Mr. Hindley.
Mr. Decdes, Mr. Farrer.
Mr. Ewart. Mr. Wyld.

G-E'IJ.ITJE Welster, l:leirl., M. b, examined.
Marshall Hall, B, M. p., examined.
Edwards Crisp, Esq., u. ., examined,
Jolin ftose Cormack, Esq., u. ., examined.

Henry Aneell, Esq., M. R.e.5., examined,
[Adjourned 1o Monday, at One o'elock.

387. a3
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Lamer, 33° die Mair, 1852,
MEMBERS PRESENT :
My, Bell. Myr. Juckson.
Mr. Hindley.

A querum not beiog present,
[Adjourned.

Veneris, 7° die Maii, 1852,

MEMBLERS PRESENT.
Jacor Bror, E:iq., i the Chisar.

Mr. Jacol Bell. | Sir W. (5. Craig,

Mr. Hindley, Mr. Farrer.

Me. Ewart. | Lord Burehley.
Joha Propert, Esy., exemined.
Henry Ancell, Esq., lurther examined.
Jodin Propert, Esq.. lTurther examined.,
Mr. Aneell’s examination resumed .
Johu Propert, further examined.
Williaw 0 Comner, Esg., examined.
Heary Ancell, Esg., farther exumined.
Jowathan Pereira, Ezq., m. D, cxamined,

[Adjourned.

Martis, 11= die Maii, 1852.

A guorum not beine present,
1 B [Committee adjourned..

Mercurii, 12, oie Maii, 1852,

MEMDIRS FRESENT
Jacos Beui, Esq., in the Chair.
¥

Mr. Jacoh Bell. [ Mr. Deedes.
Mr. Ewart. | Mr. Hinﬂll:}'.
Mr. Bouverie. | Mr- Jackson.
Sir W. G. Craig, | Mr. Farrer.

=ir H. "l.'u'i"un;:hl}}'. Mr. “‘Fld.

Mr. Wakley, " | Lord Burghley.

Glearge Slilwell, ﬂ:ul., exanined.
Theophilns Caractacns Lewis, s, ., examined.

Mevewrii, 19 die Mait, 1852,

MEMBERS PRESENT
Jacon El:r.l,_, Es-rp,, m the Chair.

Mr. Bouverie. =i . Willoughby.

Mr. Wakley. | My. Jackson.

Mr. Hindley.
The Committee went throvgh the clavses of the Bill, and made amendments thereunto.
Resolved, that the Chairman do ask leave to report the Minntes of Evidence to the House.
Bill as amwended agrecd to.
Ordered 10 Report.
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LIST OF WITNESSES.

Martis, 30° die Martiz, 1852.

James Arthur Wilson, Esq., sn. .

1| Mr. Jolhn Mackay - -

Martis, 27° die Aprilis, 1852,

= P

13
Douglas Maclagan, m.p., F.r.s.E p. 120
James Watson, Fsq., mn. - .

Robert Renton, Esq., eoere. - p

129
120

| Alexander Wood, Esq., ap, - . 136
Jovis, 207 dic Apritis, 1852.
Gieorge Webster, Esq., atp, - P 141
Marshall Hall, Esq., u.p. - o152
Edwards Crisp, Esq., m.n, - p. 1506
Jolm Rose Cormack, Esq., s.p.  p. 163
Henry Aneell, Esq.. sr.c5. - pe 170
Veneris, 7o die Maii, 1852.

Jolin Propert, Esq.  pp. 176. 181, 183

Jolin I. South, Esq. - - p 14
Robert Brotherson Upton, Esq.  p. 20
Veneris, 2° die .-'!fu';ff.'r, 1852,

Mr. Jolm Savory - - - p 30
Sir Benjamin Brodie, Bart. - p. 42

Mr. Peter Sqnire - - - P 46
My, Thomas Herring - - ™ 40
Mr. George Walter Smith - p. 55
Joyts, 227 die Aprilis, 1852,
Dre. Holmanu - - - . 00
Mr. George Walter Smith,  pp. 71. 78
C. Baschet - - - - P 71
v, Hamberg . - - p. 73
Mr. Richard Willian Giles - p. 56
Professor Kopp - - - p. 82
Lunee, 207 die Aprilis, 1852.
Jolin Gairdner, Esq., vun. - p. 85
Jumes Combe, Esg., s.n. - p. 103
James Watson, Esq., 3.0, - p. 108

Henry Ancell, Esq.  pp. 178. 182, 193

William O'Connor, Esq. - Pp- 184
Jonathan Pereira, Esq., s.p. - pa 103
Merveurii, 120 die Maii, 15852.
[ivnrgu Stilwell, E..-.[|, = = . 104

Theophilus Caractacus Lewis, m.n. 208




MINUTES OF EVIDENCE.

Martis, 50° die Martii, 1852,

MEMBERS URESENT.

Mr. Jacob Bell. Mr. Bouverie.
Mr. Hindley. Mr. Jackson.
Mr. Farrer. Mr. Ewart.
Mr. Deedes, Lord l}nlﬁﬂl]e}',
Sir H. Willoughby. Mr. Wyld.

Sir W. G. Craig.

JACOB BELL, Esa., 1x THE CHAIR.

James Arthur Wilson, Esq., s1.p., called in; and Examined.

1. Chairman.] YOU are Physician to St. George’s Hospital ?—Senior Phy- J. 4. #ilson, Lsq.,
siclan. : M, D,
2. And have been for many years, I believe, a lecturer on the practice of ———=
1 . 5 : it — 40 Mareh 1852,
physic 2 —Not for many years on the practice of physic; I have lectured on
various branches of my profession.
3. On clinical medicine ?—On clinical medicine for many years, and on the
practice of physic some 12 or 15 years back. ) Symen
4. Have you given some attention to the subject of the education which is
requisite in medical practitioners -—Considerable attention. .
5. Have you, with respect to all branches connected with the medical profes-
sion, considered the necessity of education 2—I have. ;
6. Has it ever occurred to you, in the course of your lectures and instruction,
that all the lubour in education might be frustrated by the incompetence of those
who prepared prescriptions *—1 have repeatedly expressed myself to that eflect
in my lectures both at St. George’s Hospital and at the College of Physicians, 22
Fearﬁ agu. 3
7. Do you consider that it is as necessary for the person who compounds the
prescription to be educated in pharmacy, as it is for the physician to be educated
in the practice of medicine. and the surgeon in surgery ¢—-To refuse assent to that
proposition would be to deny physic altogether. I cannot fancy a greater satire
upon physic than my declaring that the means which we employ were of little or
no consequence.
8. Then you consider it may be laid down as an axiom that pharmaceutical
chemists ought to be examined by some Board before they undertake to com-
pound the prescriptions of medical men ?—Certainly ; they should be proved
competent.
9. That point being admitted, have you given any consideration to the juris-
diction under which sach a Board ought to be placed i—>More or less, at differcnt
times, | have given attention to that; but of course the attention in our own
profession is so much occupied that one subject supersedes the other; 1 have,
however, at various times given a zood deal of attention to that matter.
10. Then it is the fact that in your profession you are so much oceupied by
the practice of medicine, that you have not an opportunity of going into the
details of pharmacy *—In this particular year, and 22 years back, it was my duty,
as censor of the College of Physicians, to attend more particularly to the practice
0.42. A of



2 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

1. 4. Wiisen, Esq., of pharmacy. As censors of the college, we are required by certain Acts of Par-

M. D

-

g0 March 1852,

liament, by an Act especially passed in the 32d year of Henry the Eighth, and
confirmed and enlarged by an Act the st of Mary, to examine the * wares and
stufi,” I think the expression is, of the apothecaries within the precinets of the
city of London.

11, That is for the protection of the public within the city of London ?*—That
is for the protection of the public within the city of London,

12. The public outside the city of London are left without that protection >—
They are left now without that protection. 1 am not sure myself that that old Act
does not extend to the suburbs in a liberal construction of it; but actually it is
confined to the city.

13. But that refers as much to the honesty of the chemist as to his capability
of performing his duties ; is there any law in this country which obliges a chemist
to study at all >—Not that I am aware of.

i4. Was not that office performed by the apothecaries formerly 7—It was.

15. Prior to the year 1815, and at several periods, did they not endeavour to
obtain an Act for the purpose of enforcing the examination of persons practising
as apothecaries 3 by the term * apothecary,” meaning a dispenser of medicine ?—
I believe so.

16. At the time that the Act of 1815 was under consideration, was it proposed
to the College of Physicians to undertake the examination of apothecaries ?—In
1815, which was Waterloo year, I was a student of Christ Church, Oxford, so that
I cannot speak from my own knowledge of what took place in the medical pro-
fession at that time ; but I have repeatedly heard it stated, and 1 believe it to be
as the Chairman now mentions, that that was proposed.

17. And that the College declined it *—That the College declined it.

18, Aud that upon that the powers of examination were conferred by the Act
of 1815 upon the Society of Apothecaries ?—I believe I may say 1 know that to
be the fact.

19. And that society, instead of being incorporated as a pharmaceutical society,
gimilar to the one now in existence, became a society of medical practitioners ?—
Yes.

20, And they comprized in their curriculum the practice of medicine, and in
fact became general practitioners ?—Just so.

21. The apothecaries as a company and individually still continue to compound
prescriptions, but that is secondary as compared with the giving of advice ¥—
I believe in both instances they do everything ; but compounding and preparing
wedicines is rather considered as secondary to medical attendance and practice.

22, Mr. Bouverie.] They are in the habit individually of compoundin
medicines for sale, wot upon their own prescriptions *— Individually many o
them prepare medicines for sale; they sell medicines from their open shops, very
many of them.

23- Mr. Ewart.] And as a company as well, do not they ?—And as a company
as well.

24. Chairman.] They are a trading company 2—A trading company in drugs.

25. I it not a natural result with a class of persons like apothecaries, that
being medical practitioners, which they consider a professional avocation, they
should to a certain extent neglect pharmacy, which is a trade?—1It has always
been my opinion that pharmacy would not be so well or so thoroughly carried
out by apothecaries, or by medical practitioners of any denomination, as by a class
of men whose attention was specially and exclusively given to the subject.

2t Was not that the case in the early history of medicine, when there was
only one class of medical men, that they did everything themselves, and that
their assistants became the apothecaries; the question refers to the time of
Henry the Eighth; did not the assistants of the physicians become apothecaries ¢
—The assistants of the physicians became apothecaries ; the apothecaries then
existed, more or less, as a body ; they were not, to the best of my historical
knowledge, incorporated till the time of James the First, but they are spoken of
repeatedly, in the Acts confirming our charter, as the apothecaries, or * potti-
caries,” a version which is still affected by some persons, who never speak of the
apothecaries but as potticaries; it is bon ton, I believe, so to speak of the
apothecaries as potticaries.

27. As a general principle, was it not the case, that physicians, finding it

onerous
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onerous to compound their medicines, employed assistams, who grew into J. 4. Wbes, 1

wthecaries '—Yes.

28. And eonsequently practice of necessity has introduced a division of labour
between the science of medicine, as it is termed, and the science of pharmacy ?—
Certainly.

29. You have, I suppose, attended to the various medical Bills that have been
introduced into Parliament ; do you remember one that was introduced about the
year 1835 by Mr. Warburton and Mr. Waklelj;',, which proposed to take a general
supervision of the profession, including the chemists and druggists ?—So many
proceedings have taken place since then, and so many Bills have been still-born,
that I have a very dim recollection of that Bill. 1 remember the Anatomy Bill,
that great and useful Bill of Mr. Warburton's,

30. Do you remember a Bill subsequent to the one to which I allude, which
was introduced by Mr. Hawes in the year 1840 ?—I rememuer the fact of the
introduction of a Bill by Mr. Hawes, but no more,

31. Do you remember that a communication took place between the chemists
and druggists and the College of Physicians on the subjeet of that Bill 2—I
remember there were interviews between the chemists and droggists, then
recently established as the Pharmaceutical Society, and the College of
Physicians.

32. Do you recognize that as being a document proceeding from the College;
perhaps you will have the kindness to read it (handing the sawe to the Witness) ?
—" The committee appointed by the College of Physicians to confer with the
different bodies interested in a reform of the profession, received a deputation of
the chemists and druggists, on the Bill introduced into the last Parliament, and
at the same time intimated a proposition, which had been acceded to by the
College, to form a Board for the examination of chemists and druggists, jointly
with the Apothecaries Society, to which propoesition the deputation objected.
Satisfied as the committee are that in any legislative enactment for the better
arrangement of the profession, an examination of all chemists and druggists who
are to dispense medicines will be insisted upon, the committee appointed by the
College will be happy to receive and consider any definite proposition for that
purpose which the deputation from the chemists and druggists may be enabled to
propose. College of Physicians, 14th October 1841." Signed * Francis
Hawhkins, . ., Registrar,” and addressed to ** The Deputation of Chemists and
Druggists, &e. &e.”

33 You recognize that as an authentic document *—Certainly ; 1 remembe:
now the general proceeding.

34. Do you recognize that as another communication shortly after (handing a

r to the Witness) 7—* College of Physicians, 27th November 1841, The
@E[ College of Physicians of London has received from the council of the
Phramaceutical Society an address, and an outline of a plan for the education
and examination of chemists and druggists, &c.  The College is sincerely desirous
that chemists and druggists, on whom such large responsibilities rest, should not
dispense medicines without being previously examined. But the Collese must
have further time to consider how this may be best effccted, with due attention
to the privileges conferred by charter upon other bodies at the same time, having
the most earnest wish to assist the chemists and drugaists for the general good of
the profession and the public. In conclusion, the Colleze begs to add that the
committee charged with the duty of conferring with other professional bodies is
proceeding with the inquiries and negotiations in which it has becn engaged, and
hopes at no distant period to be in a position to answer more fully.  (Signed)
Francis Hawkins, m. p., Registrar.”

35- You consider that those two communications are an official acknowledg-
ment by the College that an education and examiation of chemists and droygisis
is essential F — Certainly.

30. Have the College taken any steps to carry out the views expressed in
those 'wo documents between that time and the present, which is 10 years ago
—For soine years after that period, I assisted very little in the proceedings of the
Caoliege, in the debutes and discussions. Latterly, for the last three or four vears,
I have been in closer attendance, but I am not aware that any active steps upon
this particular matter have been taken since that; our attention has been since
then engaged more largely with subjects and inquiries reluting more immediately
and closely to our particular interests as physicians.

0.42. Au 37. It

M. D.

0 March 1852,
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M. D.
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-4 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

47. It is stated in one of those documents that such measures as might be
adopted must not interfere with the existing privileges of any of the present
corporations. Can you conceive that any interference of that sort could take
place by the fuct that the body of men who now are constituted as chemists and
druggists should undertake the examination of the future members of their body ;
could that interfere with any existing privileges of any other body *—Not if the
cxamination was confined to members of their own body.

38. Confined 1o any persons who wished to embark in business as chemists
and druggists, having no medical subject introduced into their curriculum *—I do
not conceive that it would interfere with any other body. 1T suppose the profes-
sion would object to medieal men being examined by chemists and druggists.

39. Mr. Bouverie.] Shouid you say that an examination in botany, maferia
mediea, and pharmacentical and general chemistry and toxicology would trench
in its operation upon the privileges of the medical bodies as at present consti-
tuted — Supposing the examination, as I understood the question from the
Chairman, to be confined to persons practising for carrying on the business of
pharmaceutical chemists, I do not conceive 5!31 it could possibly trench upon
any of the privileges of medieal men individually or in corporation.

40. Chairman.} It has been urged as an objection to the proposed Pharmacy
Bill, that it contemplates placing in the power of what is called a private society
the examination of future chemists and druggists ; do vou agree in that objection ?
—The society would be no longer a private society, [ presume, if a charter were
granted, and the Bill passed empowering the society to act.

41, You are aware that the charter was granted to the society in 184397 —
Yes.

42. Is not every institution small in the beginning, increasing by degrees ; for
instance, was not the College of Physicians, lvoking back to the vear 1511, a
very small society when Henry the Eighth first started it 7—Very small.

43. If the objection which is now raised against this Bill had been raised
against giving powers to the physicians of that day, would you ever have had a
College of Physicians ?—I[t is difficult to answer that question.

44. T merely wish to show the analogy between the origin of the chemists in
their association, and the origin of the physicians in theirs, and in the same way
with respect to the College of Surgeons, which you are aware was originally com-
bined with the barbers; would the argument which is now brought forward
against this Bill have been applicable equally to giving powers to the barber
surgeans, and giving powers to the physicians, who were examined at that time by
the Bishop of London and the Dean ‘of St. Paul’s ?— Muratis mutandis with a
very large margin, I should say the analogy holds good.

45. Are vou aware of what the pharmaceutical chemists have been doing
within the last 11 years for the purpose of raising their standard of qualification ;
have you attended their meetings :—I have some of them.

46. Have you seen the Transactions of the society —From month to month.

47. Have you any idea from that of the pature of the means which they are
adopting for the purpose of improving the qualification of their members?—I
have watched the birth, progress, and proceedings of the Pharmaceutical Society
with very great interest, and with very great thankfulness; and at no time have
I failed to express my sincere gratification, and my admiration of their labours,
their scicnce, their skill, and especially of the mational purpose which the
Pharmaceutical Society has had in view ; I conceive that already it has been of
the greatest use to the profession of medicine—of the greatest use. As far back
as 1843, which was two or three years, 1 think, afier the institution of the society,
I ook occasion, or rather, 1 could not help expressing my opinion in a litt
work which I published at the time, that the only real progress made i“. medical
reform up to that date (15843) was in the establishment of, and the increasing pros-
perity and the exertions of, the Pharmaceutical Society.

48. Is the Pharmaceutical Society large enough to form an adequate repre-
sentation of the chemists of the United Kingdom :—I cannot speak to the num-
ber, but my impression is, that it is; I may mention, in answer to that question,
that ina little run down to Derbyshire some three or four years back, 1 saw
in the village, or hamlet, or market town, or whatever it is, of Bakewell, the
diploma of the Pharmaceutical Society, made very prominent in a shop window,
and great importance scemed to be attached to it, and I have repeatedly heard
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of its members in many parts of the country; I have always been pleased when 1 J.A. Wilsow, Esq.,
have =o heard. R

409. Then from what you know of the society, do you helieve it was established am;?
for a public object ; that it was not a private clique, but was intended to comprise e
the wEnle body of chemists and druggists, and to introduce a general refurm into
that branch of the prefession F—1 am under that full impression, and always have
been.

50. Do you believe that this Bill is not intended simply to confer power on a
private cligue, but that a private society was established for the purpose of
engrafting the Bill upon it, from what vou have heard :—1 believe so, without
ANy rescryve,

51. And from what the society has done already, as a voluntary society, do you
consider that it is as fit to receive additional powers as the surgeons were at the
time that the charter was conferred upon them, separating them from the barbers?

—1I coneeive it to be more fit than any society or any body of men now existing
for such additional powers.

52. Would you, as a physician desirous that your patients should be pro-
tected from ignorant persons compounding your prescriptions, feel that there was
a security conferred upon you in that respect by the power that the society is
applyving for?—I should feel it a very great comfort, and a very great reliel to
my conscience, if | knew that that society educated and examined men for phar-
maceuntical chemists, 1, and every physician, must feel humiliation, more or less, in
knowing that our preseriptions are lefton the table, and go out, it may be, to where
the butler or the lady’s maid has a friend round the corner; that very little note
is taken of the way or of the person by whom the prescription 1s to be prepared,
or of the risk of the preseription being, not only not equal to what the preseriber
intends, but being worth worse than nothing, mischievous; the difference in
the quality of the medicines, or in the care and in the mode of compounding,
baving amounted in many instauces to a serious matter; not so much of Jae
years, from, as [ believe, the establishment of this society, which has induced a
much more careful inguiry, and much more attention to the subject of medicine ;
but it is very ﬁninful to me, and it must have been very painful to every physician
practising with a feeling of honour in kis profession, that there is little or no
security for the prescription being properly carried out ; it would be a great relief
to iy conscience, if I may so express it, were this remedied.

53- Mr. Bouverie.] Is that in respect of the quality of the medicines, or in
respect of the competency of the person who makes up the prescriptions to
measure out the quantities of the medicine and compound them together pro-
perly ?—With respect to both points. [ perhaps may be allowed to say, that in
the course of my censorial official inspection of the medicines in the city of
London, I have come upon such incidents as these: 1 and my colleagues E;'mre
found in a shop in the City a widow woman, with a baby in her arms, dispensing
medicines, her husband having died two or three months back, and the woman
depending for her sustenance and that of her child upon a little miserable shop.
1 made careful notes at the time, which I have locked at this morning, 2nd, with
respect to one material of which we all know something, under the common
name of cathartic extract, which is known to the Chairman and mysell as com-
pound extract of colocynth, it appears from the note which I made in one of
my visits that I found in every shop but one, where inquiry was made for it, that
extract very hard and very black. In the only shop in which there was an
exception to this hardness and blackness, it was very soft and very mouldy.
That is a combination of medicine which is in daily, hourly use by prescription.

54. Is that a vroof that the quality of the medicine in these cases waus very
bad ?—Yes.

55. Chairman.] Had it the characteristic smell of the extract ?—It was pro-
ﬂ'i'““;ﬂ?«j bad in every way; so hard that it could not be made into pills, and
very bad,

50. Mr. Bowverie.] In what way would the operation of the Pharmaceutical
Society secure a perfect quality in the drugs which they would dispense ?—It
would give a great additional guarantee in the first instance, but I do not believe
that it would ensure a continuance of good drugs and good composition without
inspection ; frequent, constant inspection.

57. The mere examination as to the educational qualifications of a pharma-
<eutical chemist would not secure that point which you consider so desirable *—

0.42. A3 It
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time. But human nature falls away, and unless there were constant inspection,
the advantage would not be so great as it should be to the public.

8. Mr. Freart.] Would it not ensure it, in so far as that it would enable the
chemist bimselt 1o be a better judge of the medicines in which he deait *—I¢
would establish a better standard of education.

50- A man being educated in pharmacy would be a better judge of the drugs
in which he dealt in purchasing them *— Certainly.

(0. Chairman.] You think that honesty is an important question in addition
to qualification, and that until you can make men honest no examination in the
waorld would be guite eflicacious ?—In that I agree.

fi1. But do not you think that a man who is a qualified chemist would be
more likely to respect his own character, and to prepare his medicines well, than
one who is totally ignorant ?—1 do, certainly.

tr2. Do you not consider that the improvement which has taken place, and is
continually progressing, in chemistry and pharmacy, makes it additionally requi-
site that those persons who practise pharmaey should be educated ; the question
refers to the discovery of the essential principles of vegetables, of alkaloids, and
other substances, which are very dangerous in the hands of ignorant persons 7—
Certainly.

3. Do yvou remember a deputation of the Pharmaceutical Society to the Col-
lege of Physicians, in which the question was discussed as to appointing a joint
Board of Examiners ?—1 was not one of the committee of the Colleze at that
time. T remenber, generally, that there was a conference of that kind.

fi4. I believe you are aware that several plans have been proposed for forming
jh-lil“. Boards of ]::xitllziili:l'ﬂ, and ﬂ'l:ll li!c conferences which have ta.‘ru:n '[:Iace ’ﬂa,‘l.'e
rezulted in no plan being adopted 7—Ir has been so.

Gi5. And that in consequence of that the Pharmaceutical Society appointed a
Board consisting of pharmaceutical chemists, and that they have been conducting
examinations ever since -—Yez.

(6, Do vou think that, in the absence of any better examination, that examina-
tion is desirable 7—1 have not attended the examinations instituted by the phar-
maceutical chemists ; but from the character of the society, and from my personal
knowledge of the leading members of that society, T have no doubt but that the
examination is thorough and searching, and gives security.

6i7. Referring to the history of other bodies, is it not the case that examinations
are always commenced in a less severe manner, and are less stringent than they
become afterwards ; have not the examinations of the College of Physicians very
much increased in stringency since they were first instituted -—Yes,

G8. And from what you know, is not that the case with the Apothecaries
Society ?—1I know it to be the case with the Apothecaries Society.

(rg. 12 it not the proper course to begin with the thin end of the wedge, and to
increase the stringency of the examinations as the body conducting them gaing
influence, and the public become prepared for it 7—In my opinion that 1s the
best method to pursue.

70. Do you see any ohjection to giving powers under an Act of Parliament to
the Pharmaceutical Society as the examining body for pharmaceutical chemists ?
—1I see no objection,

71. I believe you are aware that the council of the society has informed the
College of Physicians, that they would be very happy to see any members of that
body at any examination, in order to convince the College that the examinations
are properly conducted ; that being so, do vou think that would be such a society
as the College of Physicians ought to be satisfied with for the proper conduct of
the examinations ?-—1 think it would be so.

72. And with regard to abuses which might exist in the society, do you think
that the general supervision of the Secretary of State, with rezard to bye-laws,
would aford sufficient security against abuse ; and if those two plans were adopted,
would you feel that there was no risk n intrusting the powers desired to the
Pharmacentical Society ?— Provided the Home Secretary were not too busy ; but
I should rather fear that he might hardly find time for the supervision of the
Pharmaceutical Society in the present state of public business.

75 Would you feel that there was any risk in leaving these regulations to the

character of the society, which it would be their interest to sustain b}rintmducins
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and maintaining proper regulations *—I would leave them with the utmost con
fidence, from what I know of the society, collectively and individually.

=4. In the same way that the College of Physicians feels a pric_ie in sustaining
its character, you would consider, that if confidence were placed in the chemists
they would feel an equal pride in that respeet, and that that would be a security
to the public against abuses {—Yes,

=5 Mr. Bouverie.] Are you authorized to speak on the part of the (hﬂier_;e_ of
Plhysicians, or are you merely giving your individual opinion !—1 am speaking
individually. I have not been authorized. I am the senior censor of the College
at this time. ) i

=6. You have had great experience of course in the medical profession ; are
you prepared to say that there is incompetence generally now on the part of those
who prepare the prescriptions af medieal men '!I—Nut generally, I should not say
generally ; but there are still many sad exceptions. : :

27. Have you found in the course of your professional practice such incom-
petence operating injuriously to your patients - —I found in my last visit to the
shops, some four or five months back, the duty returming to me with my present
censorship, certainly an improvement on the wheie ; but [ found some sad
deficiencies, sad careiessness and deficiencies in the eity of London,

=8, I wish to know how any examination as 1o the personal knowledge of the
dispenser of medicines can secure a good quality of the drugs, or the carefulness
with which he should make up the preseription '—The examination would relate
especially, I conclude, to his knowledge of the quality of drugs, and practically
to his power and readiness of manipulation in compounding.

70. How does his knowledge of the quality of drogs and his skill in manipula-
tion secure his subsequent attention in making up prescriptions, and his honesty
in supplying his customers with good drugs ?—-It would not secure it if he fell
away ; if he lost his honesty and his self-respect it would not secure it; but [
cannot fancy any beginning at all without an nquiry of that kind.

f0. Were those shops, which you speak of as having inspected, what are ordi-
narily called chemists and druggists’ shops:—Yes, chemists and druggists, for
the most part.

#1. In the city of London?—In the city of London.

#2. Is that duty of inspection performed very extensively 7—We make three
visits in & year. We go to, it may be, 8 or 10 or 12 shops in the course of each
visit, each afternoon that we devote to it

83. Was that practice of visitation habitual, or has it been recently introdaced
—It has been habitnal and perpetual since the 32d year of Henry the Eighth; I
do not believe we have ever failed.

#4. Do you think that inspection is caleulated to secure the good quality of
the drugs vended by those persons 7—The inspection is not sufficiently frequent,
and not sufficiently extensive; 1 should say it rather worries the few whe are
subjected to the visit, than secures a general improvement, I think the principle
s :

85. Judging from the fact, that for 300 vears this inspection has been zoing
on, ant that the quality of medicine is such as von state, it is reasonable to infer
that the inspection hitherto has not been productive of a very good result It
would be very difficult to make a computation, but I believe it has been of some
use ; I have no doubt that it circulates amongst those gentlemen in the city, that
they are subject to this power, and are liable to the exercise of it from one hour
1o another ; they never know when we are coming.

86. Have you any knowledge whether any of those gentlemen whose wares
you have inspected are members of the Pharmaceutical Society *—I believe that
they are; 1 think I may say, certainly, that in my last visit [ saw the diploma of
the Pharmaceutical Society.

87. Did you observe any gratifying superiority on the part of the member of
the Pharmaceutical Society in his drugs #-— I caunot speak to that.

88. Mr. Ewart.] Do you think that the improvement remarked by you in the
city would have been greater if the censorship exercised on the part of medical
En had been seconded by superior education on the part of the chemists > —

rtainly.

8a. ll?irr- Bouverie.] In the course of your practice, net as censor, but in your
meilical practice, in preseribing for your patients, have you practically found very
great incompetence on the part of the tradespeople who have prepared your pre-
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seen supplied to your patients, that they bave not properly fulfilled their dutie as
chemists and druggists —1 very frequently taste my physic ; but we seldom know
much about our prescription after it is written, for this very disagreeable reason,
that we are repeatedly asked, “ Where do you wish this to go? Do you recom-
mend any one 1n particular?”  And such is the public opinion of our high feeling,
honour, and morality, that we dare not answer the question; we dare not say,
take it to the great establishment in the next street, or in the same street, in the
fear, | am ashamed to hint at it, that it may be supposed that we have what is
called an understanding with the chemist ; so that we really do not inguire, and
we do not look after our prescriptions as we should do; we have very little
security, and certainly | have bad reason very often to believe that the prescrip-
tions have not been carefully followed out.

a0. By the compounder of the physic ?—DBy the compounder of the physic; or
that the material has heen of an inferior quality ; and I am sure that must be the
cas¢ from what [ know of the great difference of prices; in some of the stock
medicines, a difference of 50 or 60 per cent,

g9i. Is not, after all, the most important point the quality of the drugs supplied
in making up prescriptions, speaking generally ?—No; in many prescriptions
now the importance of the compounding would be equally great. 'Flue prepara-
tion of extracts, for instance, requires the nicest possible care. There is the
difference between utter uselessness, and so far superfluous mischief, on the one
hand, and the greatest virtue that the drug is capable of, from the differcnce of
the mode of preparing the extract, on the other.

0. You tlllin ¢, on the whole, that it is desirable that some further steps should
be taken to secure the educational competence of the chemists and druggists
generally throughout the kingdom ?—Indeed I do.

03. Have you looked at this Bill now before the Committee —Not of late,
I have seen it, and | ran my eye over it some little time back, but I have not
studied it in detail.

4. Can vou suggest to the Committee how you would propose to secure that
competence on the part of the compounder of medicine which you desire 7—The
examination, in the first instance, should be stringent and practical, I should say,
in the highest degree.  The person examined should be required in the labo-
ratory to show his readiness in manipulation, and, in my opinion, the Bill should
be followed up by an arrangement for continual or for frequent inspection of the
drugs, and inguiry as to the skill of the compounder.

05. A recurring inquiry as to the skill of the compounder ?—Yes,

gy, ITas it occurred to you how it would be possible throughout this great
country to carry on such an inspection ?—There would be great difficulty in
detail, and some objection. On the last occasion of my visit in the City as
censor, we found two or three gzentlemen very restive indeed ; they were entirely
ignorant of the Act, and objected, very naturally, to the irruption of six or eight
persons into their shops in business inura. One very respectable man really
almost disputed our right of entrance until certain Acts were quoted to him.
There would be difficulty.

97. Do you contemplate, under such a state of things as you propose, that the
persons so examined and qualified should have the exclusive right of compound-
ing medicines and selling drugs *—"That is a very difficult question to answer. 1
hardly see how yeu could give an exclusive right to those only who had been
examined, kuowing how scattered our population is; and there would be a cry,
and with very great reason, of munopoly.

08. Chairman.] Are you aware that this Bill does not contemplate anything of
that kind #—I understand, that by a recent alteration of the Bill, or the omission
of a clause, it does not contemplate any exclusive trading monopoly.

g0. Mr. Bewveric.] How would you secure that the dispensing of drugs and the
sale of medicines should be really carried on by those qualified competent persons,
unless you gave them the exclusive right of selling and compounding drugs?
—I should depend, as the Chairman has suggested, very much upon the additional
guarantee which their seli-respect would bring; their self-respect, as more
educated intellectual persons, and as occupying a higher position, in the best
sense of the word, in society, and associating more with men of science. associ=
ating more pleasingly with medical men, that, I should say, would be a great

guarantec
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arantee for the improved morals of the body, as depending upon improved J. A, Wilson, Esq,
mtellect. s

100. What further advance would you make towards that in the present position  ———— —
of the Pharmaceutical Society by a Bill such as this, not giving them a monopoly? 3° March 1851
—1 again recur to my statement, frequently 1 believe made, that I cannot con-
ceive a good beginning without a power vested in some society of examining and
approving. 1 perhaps may be allowed to say that 1 think we and the public, or
the medical profession as part of the publie, should gain a good deal by the
association of these gentlemen together, and their intercourse being more frequent
and more scientific ; they wouid hold companionship with each other, and improve
each other by such intercourse.

101. Have you seen the charter of the Pharmaceutical Society 7— I have not ;
I cannot speak to it at all.

102. Are you aware that it is in that charter declared that the Pharmaceutical
Society *° shall consist of persons to be called members thereof, and that such
members shall be chemists and druggists who are or have been established on
their own account, or who shall have been examined in such manner as the council
of the said society shall deem proper, or shall have been certified to be duly
qualified for admission as members ;™ are you aware that such is the nature of
the membership of the society 2—That was my general impression.

103. So that it would appear that this society, under their charter, professes to
examine such gentlemen as wish to become members of it in that profession, and
to give them a diploma *—Yes.

104. That diploma, as 1 understand from you, would be a guarantee to the
public that the qualifications of the persons possessing it were superior to those
of ordinary chemists and druggists 2—At the time of giving the diploma.

105. I want to know in what respect then this Bill, confirming that charter,
and giving no exclusive right to the members of this society of compounding and
selling drugs, advances a step further in the way of giving that guarantee than
the charter which has already been granted to the society ?—1I think the Bill
would give a much higher status to the society if it became the law of the land.
1 conceive that the society would be very much more respected as a society, with
Parliamentary privileges, powers, and existence.

100. It would gain additional dignity z—Yes, I think dignity, the dignity of a
public body. It would make a great difference, In my opinion, in the prestige,
and in the respect generally in which the body would be held, were it possessed
of a Parliamentary title, aceording to my ideas of Parlianent.

107. Mr. Ewart] Was the College of Physicians established by Act of
Parliament ?—The College of Physicians was established by Act of Parlia-
ment,

108. And the Coliege of Surgeons ?—By a charter.

10y. Was the Apothecaries Company *—The Apothecaries Company was ;
they have their Act.

110. Mr. Bowverie.] Yon have been a long time in the profession, and you
will be able to tell us whether there has not been generally, both in the medical
profession and in the knowledge of chemistry, apart from that part consisting of
compounding and preparing drugs, a very great improvement in the last 25 years ?
—Very great indeed ; whether more people live or are Killed I eannot undertake
to say, but very great improvements have been made in the extent of the study,
and in our view of the importance of the details of that study.

111. And the general qualifications of the different branches of the profession,
including the chemists and druggists as the humblest branch, have been very
much improved within that time ?7—Very much improved.

112. You are not satisfied with the prospect of a continved improvement of
that kind, but you wish to give a little fillip to the ehemists and druggists by sueh
a Bill as that proposed by the Chairman ?—We look at the chemists and druggists,
be it always remembered, not only for supplying that which we know and believe
to be efficacious in medicine, but such has been the progress in science that we
look fl:lnr improvements, as yet unheard of, from day to day ; and we look to them
especially for further improvements in many of the more delicate and essential
preparations of medicine.

113. Irrespective of any such seciety as that to which we have been referring
—We lock and Lope for {urther improvement.

0.42. B 114. Chairman.]
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114. Chairman.] With respect to the restrictions under this Act, you have

stated that you think it would be rather a questionable proceeding to restrict an

erson from selling drugs, unless he was examined. Are you aware that this

ill does not go so far as that, but that it merely restricts persons from assuming
a name to which they are not entitled ; that they are not precluded from selling:
drugs ; but that the object is, that all persons wishing to carey on business in a
regular way should come forward to be examined, and that 5:3& would create a
distinction between them and other persons who sold drugs without havin
any ll_:ru::.liFn':a\.titm at all, which distinction would proteet the public ?—1 believe it
would be so in course of time.

115. It must be a work of time 7—It must be a work of time ; the public would
know nothing about the matter for some years.

116. It would take some time to establish the character of the chemists who
had been examined, and by that time the public would recognize the distinction 2
—I think so.

117. Do you think it possible by any means that could be suggested to create
a sudden revolution in any body; must it not be a work of time 7—It must be a
work of time in this country, having no dictator.

118. Do you think that although this Bill does not go to the full extent of
creating an absolute monopoly, yet it would be a step in advance by giving a re-
cognized qualification to persons who in future would pass an examination and
assume a name which would denote that they were fully qualified 31 believe
such would be the effeet of the Bill.

119. That it would have a tendency to improve the qualification without at
the same time having the objection of creating an entire monopoly '—1I believe it
would give a much higher standard to those examined, and that even those who
were not examined, who did not come before the body in the first instance, would
find it necessary to play up to that standard.

120. The anticipation of the examination would induce all to study, and even
those who were not examined would study more than they otherwise would, to
keep pace with their brethren :—Yes, I believe that the effect would be to raise
the chemists and druggists.

121, Mr. Ewart.] By the 11th clavse of this Bill, all chemists who present
themselves for exanunation are to be examined in the Latin language, I under-
stand ; do you approve of that #— Certainly ; it is quite necessary.

122. | mean that the examinations are to be conducted in Latin ?— Not wivd
voce, [ conclude. The day after to-morrow I shall be examining physicians in
my capacity of senior censor ; within the last three years we have dropped the
siva voce examination, which used to be conducted entirely in Latin ; we test them
in Latin translation. As to the estimation of chemists in foreign countries, I may
be perhaps allowed to mention a circumstance which marks their estimation in
Paris. In 1827, it was the year of Mr. Canning’s death, [ was then resident there
as a travelling fellow of Oxford, and it was very desirable that Mr. Canning should
have some good quinine, which was new at that time, and an urgent message was
sent to me to procure the best quinine that could be procured for Mr. Canning,
who was at Chiswick. Mr. Canning being a great favourite at Paris, having been
there shortly before, I went at once to the Institute, which met on that day, and
there I found two or three of the best pharmaceutical chemists of the day merely
attending the business of the Institute ; the business of the Institute [ﬂﬂj’ stood
still for a time, the anxiety was so great that Mr. Canning should have the right
quinine, which was sent off by the malle poste that night.

123. The French bad discovered a manner of preparing quinine that we had
not '—Quinine came from them.

124. Chairman.] I believe a great many of the discoveries in chemistry have
emanated from abroad among the pharmaceutical chemists of France and Ger-
many *—I[ believe 1 may say the greater portion,

125. Do you attribute that in a great degree 1w the superior preliminary edu-
cation they undergo, which pives EI{!IH all an opportunity of carrying it out by
their own indostry afterwards r—1I believe so, by their higi’:er education.

126, Mr. Deedes.] To what cause do you say vou attribute the improvement
which you state you found in your last inspection ! —To the general improvement
forwards ; but very much indeed, in myv belief, to the inereased atiention that has

been given to pharmacy, in consequence of the existence, the undertakings, the
: publications,
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blications, and the exertions of this same Pharmaceutical Society. 1 believe it
as had great influence here in London.
127. Do you consider that the improvements, for the reasons you have given, are
likely to increase ?—Yes.
128. But not sufficiently to satisfy you without the assistance of some such
measure as i« contemplated by this Bill :—We in science are never satisfied with
one chanee 1f we can get two ; if we can improve our chance, we like to do so.

120. I understand you to say that you do not contemplate that any measure of
this kind should give an exclusive right to chemists and druggists to carry on
their profession; you do not indulge any hope of seeing a monopoly ?—That is a

uestion for a statesman to answer rather than myself. 1 see great difficulties
there, and with my interest for the advancement of pharmaceutical science,
I should deprecate greatly unil,' clause in the Bill which would give or would
appear to give a monopoly in the trade.

130. How then would you prevent the recurrence of the difficulties of which
you now complain ?—They could not be prevented at first; we must take it with
an allowance,

131. In fact, that case which vou complain of, where in your recent visit you
found the widow of a chemist, with a child in her arms, dispensing drugs, could
not be prevented and would not be prevented by such a Bill as this 2—Allow me
to say that that incident was in 1830, in my former visit as censor; this year
I have not met with anything so gross as that.

132. But there is no reason why you should not, and it could not be prevented ?
Eﬂu. unless there was a system of continual inspection, which would shame

em.

133. Is the frequency of the inspection limited by the Act under which you
visit #—No, it is not limited.

134. With whom does the frequency of the inspection rest :—With the censors
of the College of Physicians.

135. Is there any reason why it should not be exercised more frequently 7—
The great and predominant reason is, that at this end of the town we are busy
with other matters, and it requires the better part of a day, which cannot be

ared by four physicians, all in practice at this end of the town, more frequently
than two or three times in a year; the term in the Act by the by is, that onece in
a year at least it should take place.

136. Is that carried out strictly 7—There are three or four visits in the year.

137. Mr. Farrer.] Can you inform the Committee what proportion of the
practising chemists are subject to this inspection '—Those only within the city
of London, within Temple-bar and the East-enil.

138. What is the per-centage inspected 7—That I cannot tell you. All those
within the city of London are liable to it; we pounce upon them unexpectedly.

130. But the nomber is uncertain *—The number is uncertain.

140. That case of the woman and the child is an exceptional case 7—1It is an
exceptional case.

141. In the course of your experience have you ever met with any instance of
similar grossness 7—Not with a widow with a baby exactly, but with a boy left
in charge of the shop, or an ignorant assistant, a case equally gross. I would
rather have trusted the woman with the baby than some of the hoy assistants.

142. Would you not be afraid, that in the event of your prescriptions being
taken to persons whose business was managed by boys and young people, the
compounding of the drugs might be such as to damage your professional character ?
—Certainly.

143. 1 understand you to say, that yvou are not in the habit of recommendine

our patients to take your prescriptions to any particular dispensing chemist s
ever,

144. Mr. Hindley.] But would you feel the same particular delicacy in recom-
mending your patients to take a prescription to a member of the Pharmaceutical
Smieti." {—If every chemist was a member I should say, “ Take it anywhere; you
are safe.

145. Butif they were not all members, would you feel any delicacy in recom-
mending them to take it to such a member of the profession, because all you
want 15 to secure its being compounded by a person of education and competence ?
—There might be a person in the next street who was a chemist by instinet, by
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taste, who might be equally competent with a member of the Pharmaceutical
Society, and [ should feel a delicacy certainly in interfering.

146. Mr. Jackson.] You would feel less delicacy in saying to your patients,
“Take my prescription to one who is a member of the Pharmaceutical Society,”
than you would in interfering now *—Certainly.

147. Especially if there were four or five in the neighbourhood, vou would say,
“ Take it to either ;" you would not have the same delicacy *—I do not know how
that might be; certainly my bias would be in favour of a person whom I knew to
have education as his claim to preference.

148. Mr. Wyld.] What class of those who are now exercising the business of
chemists do vou consider would be entitled to be registered without a fee by this
society, supposing such a measure to pass :—I really have not given my attention
to that question.

1409. May not any chemist who is actually practising that calling at this
moment apply to be registered without a fee ?—There wust, I conclude, be a
large admission, in the first instance, of persons with what are called vested rights
in the trade. I suppose they could not be subjected to a stringent examination,

150. Do you understand that every person who is at the present moment in
Great Dritain exercising the trade of a chemist and druggist, on application with
a certificate that lie bad so exercised the trade, would be entitled to be regis-
tered #—1 have not given my attention to the Bill in detail sufficiently to know
what the clauses are in that respect. £

151. If that should be so, and there are a number of chemists in this country
who are not equal to their business, would not they in that case become regis-
tered *—I suppose so; the public must take the consequences of their own
neglect and indifierence upon the subject lor so many previous years; you can-
not ruin all the old chenists and druggists; you cannot drive them from
the trade,

152. Then the impression on your mind is, that all persons exercising at
the present moment the profession of chemists and droggists in Great Britain
would be entitled to be registered F—1 conceive that vested interests must be
respected.

153. Therefore, in point of fact, if there are bad chemists, those bad chemists
would be registered #—The bad chemist would be registered ; but the bad chemist
would in all likelihood find it his interest, and find it necessary, to engage, as an
assistant, a younger man, a member of this society, one apErm'mi on examination ;
I conceive the difficulty would in a great measure be met in that way.

154. Have you any notion of the number of chemists and druggists in Great
Britain *—Not at all.

155. You consider this as a scheme for exercising some control over the whole
body 2—Over the pharmacentical chemists and druggists.

156. You consider the real object then of this Bill is to absorb in that phar-
maceutical body the whole mass of the chemists and druggists in Great Britain
sooner or later ?—Yes, sooner or later,

157. Assuming that it is not the object of this Bill to give the chemists and
druggists any monopoly, can you explain in what way the pharmaceutical
chemists will stand better than they do now, beyond the mere fact that it is pro-
posed to have a statute 2—To what period of time does that guestion refer

158. In what way will the pharmaceutical chemist be benefited by the passing
of this Act; what privilege will he have that he has not at this present time #—
I think he would have a higher status in society as a man of science.

159. But whence is that higher status ; where is it to ceme from ?—I think an
Act of Parliament always gives consequence to any persons concerned with it, or
acting under its privileges and powers.

1fin. But they now have a charter, and they have the power of examination,
and they do examine under their present charter; in what way does this in-
tended measure carry those points further *—By, as I said before, the prestige,
in a great measure, of an Act of Parliament ; T think it would prevent opposition
in their own society ; I think it wounld prevent party spirit among themselves,
and I think it would prevent another rival society being set up.

161. Chairman.] Would not the fact, that no person cuuli in future call him-
self a pharmaceutical chemist, restrict the trade of a chemist to qualified persons,
as scon as it came into complete operation: the Bill does not establish a

monopoly in the sale of drugs, but it establishes a restriction against pﬂﬁﬂ]ﬂﬂ
who
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who are unqualified calling themselves pharmaceutical chemists: would not that
ercate a superiority in the qualification of pharmaceutical chemists; so valled, by
the time the Aet came into full operation —It ereates an immediate difference.
The senior members of the society, and the great pharmaceutical chemists of
this metropolis, | do not conceive would gain anything. Their position is as high
as it can be as men of science. 1 do not believe they would gzin anything,
known as they are as the great pharmaceutical chemists of London.

16iz. Mr. Ewart.] Is there not one thing proposed by this Bill which can
only be done by an Act of Parliament, that i1s, that a penalty is imposed upon
those who assume the title of pharmaceutical chemist without the diploma of the
society #—Yes; and there is the real difference ; there is the power.

163. Sir H. Willowghby.] Then the only advantage which you think chemists
will derive under this suciety by this Bill is, that they would be entitled to the
name of pharmaceutical chemists, which nobody else could take, except under a
penalty #—I have hardly read the Bill with a view to consider the advantage
which chemists would gain individually and collectively. My replies would
a]:rplly 1o the advantage gained hf' my own branch of the profession, and by the
public as suffering patients. really hardly know what the chemists might

consider an advantage or not; but [ see a direct advantage in the privilege of

calling themselves pliurmacuuticnl chemists, which is withheld from those who do
not pass an examination—an advantage which I conclude wounld be appreciated
by these who liold the privilege, and by the body generally. _

104. So that your view 15, that all the chemists and druggists of Great Dritain
should be subject to examination =—If possible ; sconer or later they would be.

165. Would not any measure that falls short of that leave the grievances, such
as they are, where they are ?—"l'o an extent and for a time ; that being the result
of IaclJ:,es-, of bad legislation, or no legislation in former years.

166. But do you believe it possible that any enactment could pass the Legis-
lature which should take within its grasp all the chemists in Great Britainr—
Not immediately.

167. But in any point of view do you consider i possible that any measure
«counld have that effect 7—Prospectively I believe they would all come in sooner
or later; with the improved means of transit in getting up to Londen for their
examination, I think they would all find it worth their while to come in,

168. Assuming that to be done, how would you provide for certain places, of
which there are thousands in the kingdom, in which there are no chemists and
druggists ; how would you provide the population with the means of getting the
ordinary medicine where there are no chemists and druggists established :—The
village apothecary would be there, who would get his medicines from improved
sources. The Bill, as I understand it, does not interfere with the excreise of the
medical faculty, which admits pharmacy as one of its branches ; the medical man,
the apothecary, would be there with his drugs.

169. But would you Tosilivel}r prevent the sale of any species ol drugs by
anybody except the village practitioner or the chemist and druggist r—No;
1 would prevent it under the title, as the Bill contemplates, of a pharmaceutical
chemist without the diploma, but I should say that certain drugs must be sold and
must be procured, and there must be the facility to procure them, such as a
pennyworth of Epsom salts, and so on,

170. Then do you consider it impossible to prevent the saie of common dru
universallj.r 1—As far as my attention has been given to the subject, I should say
it is impossible to prevent the sale of eertain drugs universally.

171. Could those drugs be enumerated and put in the Schedule?—1I think
they might, liable to a margin, to alteration, and extension. We discover new
drugs which are wanted from time to time.

172. Are you aware, in fact, that the grocer in a small village very often sells
the small drugs *—Constantly.

173. And you think it impossible to prevent the sale generally, or to give a
menopoly to any class of people of the sale of such drugs >—1 helieveso ; 1 believe
if a chemist an druggist, as we all know, in certain small villages, were to start,
he would not pay his quarter’s rent if he depended upen selling the cheaper and
the less important drugs, and those only ; independently of marking ink, tooth-
powder, gun cotton, and this, that, and the other.

174. Mr. Hindley.] But this Bill would not prevent any grocer from selling
<drugs, provided he did not assume the title of pharmaceutical chemist 2—1 under-
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stand so, provided he does not assume the title or proclaim the afficke of phar-
m*an::t-.l'.tl.iil:anll1 chemist,

175. Sir H. Willoughby.] There is another point to which I wish to call your
attention with respect to the effect of the Pharmaceutical Society, assuming it to
exist with the privileces as stated ; would it have any effect upon the other
branches of the profession, in this way; would it by any possibility, induce
chemists to become practitioners in their own hounses *—I believe that they would
become less and less practilioners over thie counter, as it is called. They are
practitioners now to a great extent in many instances, and very reprehensible the
practice is; and by none, I believe, is it more deprecated than ¥ the leading
members of the Pharmaceutical Society.  But [ believe if their station was raised
as pharmaceatical chemists, if they were recognized under an Act of Parliament
as a scientific body, with a real chartered and Parliamentary existence, they would
be less and less inclined to meddle with the practice of physic, to tamper with
what they know little or nothing about.

156. Mr. Fwart.] In fact, it would secure a division of labour ?—1 believe so,
though not entirely, because if a groom, for example, had swallowed * boot-
top stuff,” or “stufl’ for cleansing saddles,” by mistake, and then his friends
rushed into the chemist’s shop, and said, * Give me an antidote for oxalic acid,"”
how would it be pessible to refuse it; or how would it be possible, on Satarday
night, if a farmer’s man asked for a good strong dose of physic to take the next
morning, to refuse that ¢

177. Sir M. Willoughby.] Then, in point of fact, you consider that more or
less it is inevitable that the chemists and druggists should practise physic ¥—To
that extent, inevitable.

178. Do you conceive it possible to limit that power in any way through the
Pharmacentical Society 7—1 think, with reference to this very Bill, the establish-
ment of that society, as I before said, would dc more to limit it than anything, by
making the chemists better pleased with their position as scientific chemists,

179. Mr. Fwart.] You have stated, in answer to several questions, that this
Bill does not secure you against incompetency on the part of the chemisis ; but
would it not in your opinion render incompetence much more unlikely 2—It would.
render it much more unlikely in process of time.

John F. South, Esq., called in ; and Examined.
180, Chairman.] YOU are President of the Reyal College of Surgeons?

—Yes.

181. And you are a Professor of Surgery in St. Thomas’s Hospital — Yes.

182, You have given some attention of course to the education which is requi-
site in the several branches of the medical profession F—Yes.

185. Do you consider that the proper method of securing efficient education is
to enforce an examination *—Yes.

184. You bave an examination in the College of Surgeons for persons who
practise surgery '—VYes.

185. But vou have not an Act of Parliament similar to that which is possessed
by the College of Physicians=—No. ¥

186. It is a charter *—Yes.

187, Ias that charter been so often recognized in other Acts of Parliament,
and also by public opinion, that it has acquired the force of an Act, or nearly so !
—No; the examination of our college is entirely voluntary ; no one is mmpetlad
o come up to pass in order to practise as a surgeon; yourself, or any other gen-
tleman at this table, may put * Surgeon” on his deor and practise surgery, and
the College has no means of preventing it

188. Do you not think that the fact of persons who have not your diploma
being deprived of eertain privileges tends to send a very large majority of sur-
geons to your institution for examination *—It does so, especially with reference
to surgeonships to gaols, and I think to poor-law unions.

18g. Then is it your opinion that it is desirable, so far as it may be found
I:rautimblt:. to enforce an examination in every case in which the health and the

ife of the public require it *—Most undoubtedly.

190. Then you consider it is rather a defect in your institution that you have
not that power which some other institutions have ?—Yes; I conceive that it is
s0, and some years ago a Bill was about being hrought into Parliament for the

Pusposc
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purpose of making it compulsory for all persous to come up for examination who
intended to practise surgery.

101. Do you think that the same necessity exists for an examination in the
case of those who dispense your prescriptions, as exists in other branches connected
with the medical profession ?—I do.

192. [ believe the College of Surgeons professes, in its corporate capacity, to
pay uo attention to pharmacy ?—None.

103. Therefore you are entirely dependent upon the qualifications of those who
dispense your medicines '—Entirely so. ]

194. Some of your prescriptions are dispensed by apothecariest— Yes.

195. But of course a large proportion by chemists and droggists 7—Yes.

196. Is it your desire as a body that those chemists and druggists who dispense
preseriptions should pass an examination; do you think it would be a protection
to yourselves, in respect of your credit, and tend to secure the safety of the pub-
lie 2—I can hardly reply in reference to our profession as a corporate body upon
that point, but I can state that a petition has gone before The House {rom some
of the leading members in my own branch of the profession, who are members
of the Council of the College, which shows it is our opinion that it would be
very advisable there should be such an examination.

197. Have you any disposition to make a joint Board with the chemists for
such an examination; would you censider it within your province to do so !—
No; we should not consider it to be within our provinece at all.

198. Do you consider that it is the provinee of the College of Surgeons to
take any part in examination upon pharmacy ; do you think it comes within their
legitimate province *—Certainly not, according to our charter.

199. According to the correct definition of the term * surgery,” would it imply
that the body representing surgery should also represent pharmaey ?— No.

200. It would require a different term aliogether *—Yes; a knowledge of
pharmacy would only come in as other collateral sciences, chemistry, botany, and
the like, in the professional acquirements of a surgeon,

201. Have you taken any interest in the various medical Bills which have been
introduced within the Jast 30 years T—Within the last 10 years [ have been in
the council of the college, and during the time when Sir James Graham’s Bill
was under consideration ; and then we had the National Institute : and at this
present time there is a proposition for a Bill, prepared by Sir Charles Hastings,
Chairman of the Provincial Medical and Surgical Association, but which has
much the same objects in view as those formerly urged by the National Institute.

202. Do you think that a division of labour is desirable in the professioni—
Certainly.-

203. And that advantage would arise from a body being recognized by law
as representing the department of pharmacy #—Certainly. ¥

204. Do you think that by that means discoveries in pharmacy, and improve-
ments in preparations, would be more to be expected than would be the case if
the persons practising pharmacy were also medical practitioners 7—Yes, because
such persans would be able to give more time to it than medical practitioners usually
have the opportunity of doing.

205. From the fact of the medical practitioner being engaged in visiting his
patients, he is not able to attend to the laboratory and to pharmacy ?—Certainly
not.

2o06. Do you consider that the state of the law in reference to pharmaceutical
chemists is satisfactory at the present time, seeing that any person, whether he is
a tinker, or a footman, or a coachman, whatever he may be, if he cun get money
enough to start a little shop, can assume the title of pharmaceutical chemist 2—
Certamnly not.

207. you think it is the duty of the Legislature, in cases affecting life and
health, to have a supervision over matters of that description 2—Yes, | do.

208. Have you heard of the proceedings which have been taken by the chemists
during the last 11 years, with the view of raising their qualifications, and of
hecoming an educ&teﬁ body *—Yes, I have.

20 .uDu you geunerally approve of those proceedings ?—Yes, very sincerely ;
w:r}r o
Z10. E}o_}'nu think it is desirable, fair, and proper, that the chemists should
have the management and examination of their body 1—1 think so.

211. Would you consider it an esscntial in that examination, that they should
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be combined with other bodies, or that they should be under the control of other
bodies ; or do you think that in the same way that you have the control of your
own body, the Society of Chemists ought to have the control of theirs, and to have
the responsibility of keeping their profession ia the state in which it onght to be *
—1I should think so, because every man ought to know his own business best.

212. There has been some opposition to the proposed Pharmacy Bill from
certain bodies in Scotland, the College of Surgeons of Edinburgh ; do youn think
that a college of surgeons could fairly complain of the chemists improving their
qualifications provided the enactments of the Bill excluded from its operation all
the licentiates of that college #—No, I should think not ; I do not see how it could
interfere with them in any way.

213. And you would probably think that the same observation would apply to
any other medical body which might have a sort of control over pharmacy in
reference to its licentiates, a body which examines general practitioners; do you
think they would be interfered with by a body strictly pharmaceutical, and having
no medical qualification whatever *—That is rather a difficult question to answer ;
there is no reason why they should be interfered with; but still circumstances
might oceur in which they would be interfered with.

214, Il a clause in the Bill contained a strict provision that the Bill was not to
affect, or in any way to prejudiee, any of the bodies ennmerated, or the licentiates
of thuse bodies, eould the medical profession, as a body, or any one of its corpora-
tions, be injured by pharmaceutical cheimists being better educated than they are
now ?— It seems not to me.

215. Then do vou think it is desirable, for the safety of the public, that an
improvement should take place in the education of pharmaceutical chemists 2—
Yes, certainly.

216. And ought that business to be entrusted to a society which might be
broken up any day, at the caprice of the members, if they happened to get tired
of it, or should there be some Act of Parliament to perpetuate its operations #—I
think it desirable that there should be an Act of Parliament to perpetuate its
operations, precisely as it was found necessary, some vears since, to have the Ape-
thecaries Bill passed, in order that there might be an examination for general
practitioners. :

217. Was not one of the leading objects of that Bill to examine all dispensers
of medicine originally, apotheearies having been at that time the chief dispensers
of medicine ?—1 think it was intended rather to ensure the examination of men
who were to follow general practice.

218. Was not it intended to include pharmacy as well as the practice of medi-
cine and surgery *—Yex, so far as general practitioners were concerned.

219. Then, so far as you have been ah‘e to give attention to the subjeet, you
consider that an Act for regulating the qualification of pharmaceutical chemists is
desirable for the benefit of the public, and for the security of the profession against
ignorant persons, who otherwise might prepare their preseriptions ?—Yes, I
think so.

220. With regard to the restrictions in such an Act, do you think it would be
a sufficient restriction, and caleulated to produce a very good effect, if no person
were permitted to call himself a pharmaceutical chemist unless he had passed an
examination ; do you think that would operate as an inducement to make persons
who wished to follow the business undergo an examination ?—It would be so for
persons coming into the business hereafter, but it could net interfere with those
who are in it already.

221, 1 believe it is not usual for Acts of this kind to have a retrospective opera-
tion ?—No.

222, And therefore whatever improvements were produced would come into
operation by degrees ? — Yes,

223. Mr. Bowverie] You stated, what is the faet, that the surgeons have no
exclusive privilege of practising surgery. A great body of the surgeons, however,
of England have the diploma of the College, I believe '—A considerable number
of persons calling themselves surgeons are either only licentiates of the Apothecaries
sSociety, or have not any qualification whatever.

224. Do you think that the greater number of those who practise surgery are:
not examinees of the College =1 doubt it very much. A o

225. You think it desirabic that the College should have that exclusive privi-
lege conferred upon it 7—Yes.

i ’ 226, Then
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226. Then, by analogy, I presume you would think it desirable that the che-
mists and druggists should have a similar exclusive privilege conferred upon them !
—Yes, I do.

227, Then you would not be satisfied with an Act which gave them no such
exclusive privilege in the dispensing of medicines and sclling them, but merely
authorized the body to examine persons who wished to call themselves chemists
and druggists?—No; I think that would le of very little use; the object is not
merely to raise the position of chemists and druggists, but it is to protect the
public from medicines being improperly supplied and being improperly prepared
and made up by ignorant persons,

228, You think that could not be secured except by giving them an exclusive
monopoly in preparing and selling medicines 7—I do not call it a monopely, or sce
liow it is a monopaoly, any more than the privileze of the lawyer or other profes-
sional man.

220. You would call it an exclusive privilege ?—Yes.

230. And without that exclusive privilege you think it is comparatively useless
to give them the right of calling themselves pharmaceutical chemists ’—1 think so,

231. Then if that is the object of the Bill, you thiuk that it is hardly worth
the consideration of Parlinment 7—1 do not read the Bill s0; the last clause of
the Bill seems to me o give that right.

232, Then you approve of this Bill as conferring an exclusive moropoly *—
No, 1 do net admit any such word as monopoly.

233. Then you approve of the Bill us conferring the exclusive privilege of
vending drugs 2—If a person is educated for a particular branch of science, and
undergoes an examination to prove that he is competent in that branch, 1 consider
he ought to have all the privileges attaching to it; and that, 1 belicve, is the
object of this Bill.

a34. Exclusive of all other persons :—Exelusive of all other persons.

235. And that upon the principle upon which you stated in your answer to the
Chairman, that in cases of life and health, the Legislature should exercise a strict
supervision, in order that nothing should be sold which should be injurious to
the public=—Yes, as far as it is cn]pnbln of doing so.

23f. Would you carry that to the extent of excreising a supervision and ex-
amination as to the preparation of articles of food *—That is done already ; 1
believe that anybody who adulterates bread is punishable at law, a butcher
selling bad meat is punishable at Jaw, and a man putting improper ingredients into
Lis beer is punishable at law.,

237. Do you have an examination of the brewer, the butcher, and the baker ?
—You have an examination of the article.

238, Then would it satisfy you, if, instead of giving an exclusive privilege
to any class of persons to exercise this trade, you made it a penal offence to sell
an adulterated article, or to make up medicine not according to the prescription ?
—As to making up medicine not aecording to the preseription, this Bill, I pre-
sume, a5 far as it can be managed, is to prevent uneducated persens from making
up medicines, and who are liable consequently, from their ignorance, to make
continual mistakes with unadulterated articles, which, in consequence of their un-
adulteration, are still more powerful, and render the danger from their use areater,

250. You are aware that the penalties of this Act are attached not to any per-
son dispensing or vending medicines improperly, but to his assoming or using
the title of “pharmaceuntical chemist,” or exhibiting any sign, or token, or emblem
implying that he is a person registered under this Act.  The Bill says, ** The term
¢ pharmaceutical chemist,” used in this Act, shall be construed to include “chemist
and druggist,” ‘ dispensing chemist,” and every other term denoting a dispenser of
medical prescriptions and vendor of medicines.” You are aware that itis to the
assumption of the title, and not 1o the doing of the act, that the penalty of the
Bill applies *—Ile would hardly assume the title without doing the sct, because
the assumption of the title is presumptive evidence of liis intention to do the act.

240. But would not he do the act without assuming the title >—No, I think
not.

a41. If I call myself a grocer, and sell physie, and make up drugs in a country
town, shall 1 not be doing the act '—Then, at this present time, vou are liable
to be punished for it.

242. For selling physic ?—I beg pardon, I am mistaking the point ; no, there
15 nothing to prevent m\}":mdy ; a horse leech or a cow doctor may sell physic,
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and make up physic, if people are foolish enough to apply to them for it; the
law does not prevent it.

243. That, you think, it is very desirable to prevent #—That, T think, it is very
desirable to prevent. :

244. You perceive that the assumption of the name of * pharmaceutical che-
mist " will not prevent any such acts as these #—No, but I perceive in the last
clause of the Bill the waords are, * a dispenser of medical preseriptions, and vendor
of medicines;” that will include the grocer if he do put up “ chemist,” or “ drug-
zist,” or * vendor of medicine;” if, in fact, he does sell it as a chemist, he comes
under the clause.

245. Then [ understand you that it is as giving the exclusive privilege of vend-
ing and compounding drugs that you give your approbation to the Bill =—Cer-
tainly.

LEEL And yon would consider it an unsatisfactory Bill if it did not do this
alter examination ?—Certainly ; it would be incomplete,

247. Chairman.] Then vour objection to the Bill is, that it does not go far
enongh —Yes,

248, Are you aware that objections have been raised by some parties that it
goes too fari—Yes.

240. Mr. Jacksen.| Do voun believe that there is a preponderance of good, as
far as circumstances will allow?—Yes ; it goes as far as we can at present.

250. You consider it as the stepping-stone to more good —Yes.

251. Mr. Deedes.] 1 think you said that at one time there was a Bill brought
in to enforce the examination of surgeons ?—No; the Bill I refer to was in pre-
paration, but was never brought in.

252, Why was it abandoned '— Because Sir James Graham went out of office.

253. It never came into the House:—No, 1 think met; it was only under
discussion before the College of Physicians, the College of Surgeons, the Apothe-
caries Society, and the general practitioners, who were proposing to have an
establishment of their own.

254. Have vou never since had any authority from the College of Surgeons to
proceed to bring about such a state of things ?—It was only part of a large mea-
sure, still under consideration.

255. Sir H. Willoughby.] Have vou read this Bill +—Yes.

256. Do you understand it to intend to establish a monepoly of the sale of
drugs in any class of people 2—If you like to call it & monopoly ; but I do not
admit that term.

257. The real meaning is, that they are the oniy people to seil 7—=Yes; I fully
understand that, with the limitations [ have already made.

258. That is, that the sale of drugs is to be limited to a class of parties who
are to be called “ pharmaceutical chemists”"?—Yes; and proved to be qualified.

250. Who are to be qualified by a cerain examination ?>—Yes.

260. Do you apprehend that that is to abserb the whole trade in medicine in
Gireat Britain ?—It must, at present.

261, That is, it will absorb it in the first instance '—Yes, in the first instance.

262. And, in fact, prevent all other parties from exercising that wade, unless
they come to this society *¥—Yes,

263. And you consider that end to be attained by this Bill>—Yes, as far I
can understand it.

2(4. That being the case, how do you propose to deal with the question of the
supply of the necessary drugs in small places ?—I suppose such things as castor
oil, und rhubarb, and salts, and so on, would be permissible to be had anywhere.

265. Is not salts specially one of those drugs in which accidents have hap-
pened P—Yes, very many.

266. Therefore is not one of the very drugs which you have selected one to
which exception is to be taken on that account ¥—No, I think not, because there
might be means taken, as has been done with reference to the sale of arsenic;
there might be some means taken to distinguish oxalic acid, which is like Epsom
salts ; it might be eoloured, and shouid not be allowed to be sold without a dis-
tinction of colour, so as to prevent the possibility of making a mistake.

267. Then I assume that if vou provide that the exclusive sale of drugs shall
be vested in this class of people, there must be an enuinerated schedule of the
drugs which anybody might sell *—Yes; I think some few must of necessity be
excepted ; it is impossible to avoid that.

268, Then
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268. Then would it not be a necessary part of any such measure that such a
gchedule should be a part of the Bill :—Yes, I should think it very advisable,

26g. If there is no such schedule in this Bill, is it nota palpable defect ?—It
would be advisable that it should be introduced, I think ; but I need not say to
you that in going through a subject of this sort, the discussion very often leads
‘1o abservations of the kind which you have made, and gives rise to the intro-
duction of matters which perbaps at the moment may have been overlooked. 1
must confess that it had not struck me till you yoursell put it, and very appositely
suggested that there must be of necessity an exception in the case of those com-
mon medicines which people will have, and must have,

270, | understand you to say, that this Bill, as it stands, would give a sanction
] parlies in the trade who are at the present moment not competent to carry on
that business ?—1I do not see how you can prevent it.  When the Apothecaries Act
was passed in 1815, all persons then in practice, wlwlﬂmr they had passed the
College of Surgeons, the only examining body to which general practitioners
resurted, or not, were assumed to be general practitioners, and allewed to con-
tinue practising, and it was only prospectively that persons were prevented prac-
tising, without examination, as general practitioners ; the unexamined are fewer
of course every year, as they die off. 1

271. Is * pharmaceutical " a commonly known term ?— Yes, and has been for
many years past; 1 believe the first pharmaceutical society existed some 25 years
ago, which was rather a convivial meeting—a sort of club.

272, Chairman.] There was a druggists’ club 7—Yes, there was something of

that sort. )

273. But it was not an educational society r—Not at all.

274. Sir M. Willoughby.] This title of * pharmaceutical chemist ™ is used in
the Bill ; and there is an interpretation clause which drags in, under the name of
“ pharmaceutical chemist,” every chemist and druggist in the country; is not
that s0?7—7Yes, 1 believe so.

275. Can you explain, as a term in the profession, what is the meaning of
* pharmaceutical chemist™:—I should say a man who not only makes chemical
preparations, but also mixes them together, and compounds them for medical pur-

es : that is what we understand by the term * pharmacy ;" he is a dispensing
chemist and druggist, a person who makes use of chemicals, and mixes them up
and compounds them with other chemicals, or with articles in the materia medica,
and then dispenses them for the use of persons to take by the mouth. A chemist,
strictly speaking, is a difierent occupation—a different term, and used with a dif-
terent application.

276. Is not “chemist and druggist” the older term :—Yes, * chemist and
druggist” is the older term. But, generally speaking, a man called a chemist
and druggist is not a chemist at all.  Very few chemists and drogzists make their
own chemicals ; very few indeed ; they go to the large maamfhtturing houses ;
manufacturing chemists, as they are called.

277. Mr. Ewart.] Is it not possible that the term * chemist™ might be exclu-
sive of the application of the science of chemistry to healing diseases }—Yes.

278. And goes not the addition of the word “ pharmaceutical ” limit the appli-
cation of the term © chemist™ to that part of chemistry which has reference to the
healing of diseases :—Yes; he is meant to be a compounder of medicine.

279. Tie term * pharmacentical” confines it to chemistry, as applied to the
healing of disenses?—Yes, There are many chemists who have nothing to do
with that.

280. Liebig is a chemist, but he does not confine Limself to chemistry, as
applied to the healing of disenses '—No.

281. Chairman.] 1 believe you understand this Bill to be a Bill for the esta-
blishment of an educated hody of pharmaceutical chemists, but that you admit the
impossibility of preventing persons, who are not chemists at all, in small country
villages, from selling simple drugs 2—Yes.

282. Then, if this Bill recognises those who bave passed an examination as
being the only persuns who are entitled to call themselves pharmaceutical chemists,
would not that be a very considerable protection to the publie, although they did
not have a monopoly in the sale of every kind of drugs :—1I think that would be
a very great protection,

283. Then, though it does not go quite so far in the way of monopoly, as it has
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been called, as to make it perfect, vet you think it would answer a very good pur-
pose *—Yes, I think it is a great step in the right direction.

284, Sir H. Willoughby.] Dut, in vour opinion, it does establish & monopoly ?
—No, no further than any medical man may be said to have a monopoly ; you
may term the profession generally monopolists in that sense.

285. But your opinion is, that it does give the right of selling drugs to a parti-
cular class of persons *—To the class that ounght to do so. It is better to ger as
much as you cun now, and more by and by.

Robert Brotherson Upton, Esq., called in; and Examined.

286, Chairman.] YOU are Clerk and Solicitor to the Apothecaries Society *—
I am.

287. Consequently you are aware of the constitution and the sentiments of that
body r—1L think so.

288, You speak as the rc?msentatim of the Society of Apﬂtlmcaries?—ln
answering any question which you may put to me, | will state whether I am
expressing what 1 know to be the opinions of the society ; because vou may
perhaps ask questions as to the opinions of the society which [ cannot answer.

289, All matters relating to the interests of the society with regard to any
Acts of Parliament are submitted, [ Yresume, to you for consideration 2—Yes.

290, You arc acquainted with the early history of the apothecaries, | pre-
sume ?——Yes.

201. About what time did they first obtain a charter of incorporation?—The
charter which separated them from the grocers was granted in the 13th of
James the Fivst, 1615,

202. When did they begin to assume educational functions, and attempt to
make their body an educated body >—They had, for the first time, the authority
given to them to examine by the Act of 18135,

203. Dut prior to that, had they not carried on an examination which operated
upon those who thought proper to come for examination; was not there a volun-
tary examination > —There was a nominal examination upon the admission to the
freedom of the society as a municipal corporation ; it is one of ‘the guilds of the
Corporation of London; and the frecman, upon his admission, was asked to
recognize certain drogs, I think.

204. It was not carried out to any great extent *—No.,

205. During a few years prior to 1513, was not there a strong effort made by
the Society of Apothecaries to introduce a Bill for the purpose of giving them
power to examine >—There was.

206. Was not the chief ohject of that Bill the qualification of persons in pharma-
ceutical chemistry as dispensers of medicine ; was not that the primary object of
the Bill ?-—-No, I understand not; but that it was to eduecate the apothecaries as
medical practitioners,

207, By that time they had become medical practitioners >—Yes; and long
before.

298. Then though they considered pharmacy as one branch of their occupa-
tion, it was not the primary branch F—No, it was not.

200. By that tme there were chemists and druggists in existence ?—DBy 1815
there were.

300. They had existed a long time before *—I should say that chemists first
apprared, as dispensers of medicine, towards the close of the last century.

300, INd not the physicians establish dispensaries in the year 1697, for the
preparation of their medicines, on the ground that apothecaries’ bills were ratier
heavy at that time ? —Yes.

302. Do not you imagine that from that time there have been certain parties,
emanating from that institution, who have dispensed the prescriptions of me:dical
men, not being medical practitioners i—My impression is, that it is not so; as I
said before, my impression is. that the chemists did not appear as the dispensers
of IIIE;]'II:iIII:, and as compounding the prescriptions oi medical men, until a later
period.

303. In the year 1794 the apothecaries formed a pharmaceutical association ?
—Yes.

304. Was not one of the ohjects of that association to restrain chemists and
druggists from dispensing prescriptions, and interfering with what was considered

Lo
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to be the legitimate business of apothecaries?—Yes, it was; and that is the
reason why I say my impression is, that it was about that time that the chemists
and druggists first began to dispense ; it was resisted at that time as a novelty,

305. There was an establishment in Bloomsbury-square ? — I think there
Wik,

ju6. Among their complaints they stated that the chemist interfered with the
business of the apothecary, by dispensing prescriptions ?—They did.

307. And that some of them absolutely gave advice, which was as bad as their
medicines #—T have no doubt they did.

308, That was a source of complaint by the apothecaries at that time —1 think
it is very likely it was so.

309. Did the apothecaries, by the Act of 1815, eontemplate the improvement

of their body as general practitioners, and at the same time the restriction of

the practice of pharmucy to themselves: =1 believe that was the object in the
outset,

310. I believe the movement which originated the Apothecaries Act took place,
first, in consequence of a mecting on the subject of the duty on glass F—Yes,

311. And certain members of that body, who assembled cn that oceasion,
advised the others to take up a more important question, namely, the education
of their hody #— Yes, T believe an accidental meeting of that kind gave rise to an
vrganization for more impurtant ebjects.

312. In the original draft of the Act of 18135 was not it contemplated 1o include
all persons who dispensed preseriptions under the provisions of that Act 7—My
recollection is, that it was ; of course, T speak merely from what 1 have read.

313. Did not a very strong opposition arise on the part of the chemists and
druggists against that proposal 7—Yes, that is my recollection.

314. Did not a variety of meetings take place between the two bodies for the
purpose of reconciling the provisions of the Act with the views of the chemists
and druggists 2—1I dare say it was so.

315. Did not that result in a clause in the Act exempting the chemists and
druggists altogether from its aperation 7—It resulted in the clavse which is before
the Chairman ; the clause will speak for itself; the clause does not exempt them
altogether from the operation of the Act; it exempts them so long as they confine
their practice to certain specified acts.

310. The 28th section states, * that nothing in this A<t contained shall extend
or be construed to extend to prejudice or in any way to affect the trade or
‘business of a chemist and druggist in the buying, preparing, compounding, dis-
pensing, and vending drugs, medicines, and medicinable compounds, wholesale and
retail ;™ it proceeds to state, “ but all persons using or exercising the said trade
or business, or who shall or may hereafter use or exercise the same, shall and
may use, exercise, and carry on the same trade or business in such manner, and as
fully and amply, to all intents and purposes, as the same trade or business was
used, exercised, or carried on by chemists and druggists before the passing of this
Act :"—Yes. i i

317. Has not that clanse in a ureat measure interfered with the intention which
the Society of Apothecaries had in introducing their Aet 27— should say not.

_318. Did they not intend to have comprised nnder their provisions the entire
d“‘P“"S“'H of prescriptions *—1 believe that was the intention in the first instance :
but I thought the question referred to the subsequent working of the Act.

319. L am alluding to that particular clause ; bas not that particular clause tied
the ]mpc[s of the apothecaries in restraining improper persons from dispensing
preseriptions !—Certainly ; they have no power 1o interfere to prevent incompe-
tent persons from dispensing medicines.

320. Have they not attempted frequently to bring that Act to bear asainst
chemists and druggists for acting as apothecaries '— Yes, 3

Dtsﬂl. And have nut they found it inoperative to a great extent '—Certainly
not.
_ 329, '-'!-"ltll regafrﬂ to practising as apothecaries, and visiting patients, of eourse
1t 15 nol moperative, but they are not able to prevent any person, however igno-
rant he may e, from dispensing prescriptions 2—No; because by law those
people are entitled to do so. -

323. i:'lﬂ not the Society of Apothecaries think that the office of dispensing
]I'J.II'EEE!IPIIBHE 18 @ very responsible one, and one which requires education >-—

o doubt.
.42, €3 324. Has
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324. Has not the Society of Apothecaries, in a great degree, left that office in
the hands of the chemists and druggists, by becoming medical practitioners them-
selves ; have not the chemists and druggists increased in consequence ! =The
apothecary himself is a dispenser of medicine, as you are aware.

325. Has not the circumstance of their becoming medical practitioners led to
the establishment, in a more distinet form, of a distinet body as chemists and
druggists '—I o not feel myself competent to express an opinion upon that

oint.
g 326. You are aware that the chemists and drugzists have very much increased
in number since the peried in question * —Yes.

327. And that a very large proportion of the dispensing of the preseriptions
of medical men is done by chemists and druggists? —I have no doubt that to a
very considerable extent they dispense the prescriptions of physicians, and of
what are called pure surgeons.

328, That being the case, do you think there is any reason why they should
not be educated and examined *—To perform their proper functions, that is
desirable.

329. Has the Society of Apothecaries any objection to the examination of
pharmaceutical chemists by their own body, provided that in such examination
there is no subject included which invelves the practice of medicine ?—They have
not telt it their duty, as a public body, to interpose any objection.to the Bill,
provided the subjects of examination are restricted to those which relate to the
proper functions of the chemist and druggist.

330. They objected to one word in the curriculum of education, namely, ** toxi-
cology,” because they considered that it might imply the medieal treatment of
persons who bad taken poison #—Yes.

331. On being informed that that was not the intention of the framers of the
JLill, but that v was merely intended to apply to the chemical science of
toxicology, and that the word would be taken out, did the Society of Apothecaries
express their intention of offering no opposition to the Bill 72— Yes.

332, Then the Committee may understand that there is no objection on the
part of the Seciety of Apotheearies to the chemists and druggists having an Act to
enable them to regulate the practice of their own body #—The Society of Apothe-
caries have no objection to that.

333. The word * toxieology ™ being struck out F — Yes; 1 distinetly understood
that I had the Chairman’s assuranee that it should be struck out.

334. 1 believe the attention of the apothecaries, in reference to medical reform,
has been confined to the improvement of their own body ?—Their atteation has
been primarily devoted to thar, but they have been associated with the other
branches of the profession in endeavouring to frame a general measure,

335. But their chief object was to improve the qualitications of their own body ?
—That was their first wish and their first duty, of course.

330. Then I presume they would admit the propriety and the justice of allow-
ing any other body in the profession to have the same ambition of raising the
qualifications of the members of that body 2—1I apprehend that as individuals they
would have no objection to seeing every class of Her Majesty’s subjects well
qualificd to perform the duties which they are called upon to perform.

337. That being the object of this proposed Pharmacy Biil, there is no objec-
tion on their part to that object beinyg carried into effect to as great an extent as
may be found practicable >—If no other result flowed from the Bill than that, it
would be a result to which no person could object. The Society of Apothecaries
certainly do not object to that,

338. Considerable contentions, as you are aware, have existed for years past
betwesn the apothecaries and the chemists and druggists ; do you think that of
late years there has been so much feeling of jealousy as there was previously 1—
I do not know that you can call it a fecling of jealousy. The great objection,
I take it, with the apothecaries is, that the chemists and druggists do not confine
themselves to their proper duties, but that they attend the sick, which by law
they are not authorized to do, noer are they by cducation competent.

330. Do you think that the education of pharmaceutical chemists in ehemistry,
materin medica, and pharmacy is calenlated to increase their propensity for acting
as medical practitioners 7—1 think myself that it is not unlikely to do so; that is
my own private opinion ; and it must be taken as my own private opinion.

340. Do not you think that by giving a class of men a higher standing in
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society, and in the profession of a particular sort, they would feel more interested
in restricting themselves to that which they can do efficiently, instead of attempting
to do that for which they are not qualified —1 am not sure of that, as applied to
this subject.

341. Do you think, from what you know of the eneroachments upon the Apo-
theearies Act, that they have been chiefly among ignorant chemists, or among
the persons of the more educated class?—1I should think, among persons of less
edueation ; but in answering that question [ have the whole kingdom in view.

342. Upon that, would you not consider, that by improving the qualification of
all, you would rather diminish than increase the propensity to do that which is dis-
reputable ?—My own private opinion is, that that would lead to an inereased
practice of medicine by chemists and druggists ; that is my own private opinion
merely.

349. 1 suppose you are aware that it is very difficult to draw the line between
that which a chemist may prc-perhr do in his c:lpauit}' as a chemist and {irug‘a

ist, and that which he may do which trenches upon the medical profession 2 —I
think that there is no dificulty in defining the line, but there is great difficulty,
practically, in keeping them within it. ; g

344. Would you prohibit a chemist and druggzist from selling a black draught,
or a box of antibilious pills ’—I would not, if the law permits bim to do so.

345. How would you draw the line 7—The business of a clhemist and druggist
is 1o sell medicines which he is asked for; but the moment a chiemist and druggist
applies his skill to symptoms, and recommends a remedy, that moment he steps
be the line to which the law has confined his practice.

346. Then, according to that, if a patient comes to him and deseribes the kind
of medicine he wants, the chemist is at liberty to give it to him; but il he puts out
his tongue and gets him to feel his pulse, the chemist is not at liberty to supply
the medicine *—Certainly not; you could not more correctly have defined the
line.

3a7. There would come within that line a great number of cases where a
patient may give a general idea of the kinlr.ltﬂf medicine which he wants, although
that patient may be totally ignorant of the ingredients ; therefore he may say he
wants a fever medicine, or a stomachic medicine, or a purgative medicine 7—VYes.

348. Would you consider that a chemist, in preparing that medicine, was exer-
cising his knowledge in the practice of medicine, or merely his pharmaceutical

ience as to doses of drugs, and the maoner in which they are usually mixed
—I think that a chemist and droggist who professes to treat disease in any way,
and who suggests a remedy appropriate to a disease, is trenching upon the pro-
vinee of the medical practitioner.

340. Mr. Ewart.] But I suppose he does not trench upon the provinee of the
medical practitioner if he merelv gives the man what he asks for, stating his own
disease ; can you draw such fine distinetions as those ?— Draw what line you will,
you would always have a class of cases closely bardering on one side of the line
or the other,

350. Sir M. Filloughly.] The Chairman has asked yon as to the case of a
box of antibilious pills; suppose a man came into a chemist’s shop and asked for
a rhubarb dravght or a box of antibilious pills, would that come within the limit?
— I should say certainly not, becanse he would then ask for a known remedy.

351. Does not that presuppose that the chemist has compounded and suggested
amedicine for a particular disease '—1I presume there is such a thing as a rhubarb
draughit well known, or an antibilious pill ; and I should think, if 1 went into a
chemist’s sliop and asked for an antibilious pill, he would give it me as an
ordinary preparation.

352. Would not the making up of that medicine from the formula of the chemist

e an infringement of the law, as it now stands*—1 think net. If a person goes
into a chemist’s shop and asks for a rhubarb draught, I do not think that the
chemist would break the law by supplying the rhubarb draught ; and if a person
asked a chemist to give him a box of antibilions pills, I do not think, as the law
stands, that he would be breaking the law by selling i

353. The law would not be broken if they were prepared according to the
Pharmacopeia ?—Or according to any known formula. But if a person com-
plains of general sympioms, and states what his feelings are, and asks the chemist
to give him what would be appropriate to that, then he at onze becomes a person
treating disease, and acting as a medical man.
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354. 1 want to know what you mean by saying that it is a defined line; how do
vou define the line *—DPerhaps the Committee will allow me to read one sen-
tence from a summing up of Mr. Justice Cresswell, in which he defines the
line. It wasin the case of an action brought against a person for practising as an
apothecary ; and one of the defences was, that he had only acted as a chemist and
drogaist, It is reported in the second volume of Moody and Robinson’s Ite-
ports, page 495, The Society of Apothecaries v. Lotinga. It had been urged
that he had practised as a surgeon.  Having disposed of that, the learned judge
proceeds : ¢ But then it is said, if he did not supply the medicines a8 a surgeon,
still ke did not supply them as an apotheeary, but as a chemist. But a chemist
15 one wheo sells medicines which are asked for ; whereas, if you believe the evi-
dence, the present defendant himself selected the medicines, and determined on
which ke ought to give.”

535 Chairman.] That is similar to the definition which you gave just now *—
Yes, I intended that my definition should be like that,

350. Mr. Ewart.] In fact, he prescribed to a certain extent 7—FHe prescribed.

357 Mr. Wikd] It is contrary to law if he does preseribe 7 —-Yes,

3538 Chadrman.] But if a person goes to a chemist, and asks him to give him
a dravght, and the chemist says he is not a medical man, and the person says
| know that, but I took a little too mueh yesterday, and | wish for a stomachie
1o corvect the acidity on my stomach,” if the chemist gives him a little dranght,
is that an infringement of the Apothecaries Act, he doing so as a chemist Z—Iun
point of law, I should say that it was.

350. 1 simply wish, in asking these questions, to show that there is some difli-
culty in carrying out the law quite stringently, and to ascertain your opinion as
to the effect of this Bill in increasing or diminishing that evil —My opinion is,
that no law that could be framed would ever prevent that being done ; it is a very
difficult thing to say you shall not have liberty to go to that extent.

sho. Admitting that there is a fear that in some ecases the superior education
of the chemists might induce them to practise medicine, or give advice, do yon
think that is a lesser or a greater evil than that of there being no education at all
for pharmaceutical chemists ?—1 really hardly feel capable of answering that
(uestion.

301, Do not you think that every person who dispenses should be edueated
and examined :—=Yes, | think he should be educated, and tested by examination.

362, Then you admit that it is an object of primary importance to edueate and
examine pharmaceutical chemists who dispense medicines ?—** Pharmaceutical
chemist ™ is a title unknown to me except in this Bill,

365, A dispensing chemist, I mean; in your opinion he ought to be educated ¢
—Yes, certainly.

56i4. And you think he ought to be examined # —I think so.

505, I think you said that there was no objection, that you were aware of, to
the examination being conducted by the body to which he belongs #—Exactly ; 1
have expressed no objection to that.

300, You arc aware that it was proposed at one time to form a joint Board of
physicians and apothecaries to examine the chemists; do you think that such a
Hoard as that would Le fair, and that the chemists would submit to that kind of
Junsdietion F—The Chairman is much better able to answer that question than 1
an. | am not aware of the feelings of the chemists and druggists ; T am not
brouwght in comnexion with that body, and I do not know what their feelings are.

307, You are aware that there has been an antagonism between the two bodies
from the fact of their both performing the same functions with regard to the dis-
pensing of medicines ?—Not arising from that eason, but from the fact of the
chemwist and droggist trenching upon the province of the apothecary, going beyond
that which is the line of his own proper functions. The right to dispense medicines
was, 1 L mav say so, conceded to the chemists and druggists at the passing of
the Act of 1815, and there therefore ought not to have been, and there was no
reason forany antagonism existing after the passing of that Act ; whatever jealousy
miny Lave existed prior to the passing of that Act as to chemists and druggists.
compounding preseriptions, by the passing of the Act was done away with.

308, When you are informed that the ehemists, as early as the date of Mr.
Hawes’s Dill, expressed a most determined opposition and objection te being placed
under the jurisdiction which 1 have mentioned, do you think it better that they
should have a Board for examining themselves, or that they should remain in

the
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the state of comparative ignorance in which a great many of them are now, for
want of any law at all7—I should say it weuld be better that they should be
examined. :

369. With regard to restriction, the Apothecaries” Act restricts any person from
acting as an apothecary, but it offers no obstacle to a person calling himself an
apothecary, provided he dees not act as an apothecary :—No.

370. Do you think that merely preventing a person from pretending to be that
which he is not, as in this Bill, would be a milder form of restriction than yours ?
—1 think it is useless; I think from the manner in which it is proposed to restrict
the practice of chemists and drugﬁiuta the Bill is useless ; becauvse, if a person
clivoses to practize as a chemist and druggist he has full power to do so, notwith-
standing that Biil. ,

371. Do you think any person would carry on the business of a chemist and
druggist without fitting up his shop, and having the usual insignia of a chemist
and druggist, seeing that that is prohibited in this Bili?—1 think so; if he
desires to avoid the law, 1 think you will find that the law is powerless in that Bill.

372. Do not you think it would have this effect, that it would bring to the
Board of Esaminers all those persons who intended to become regular chemists
and druggists 7—Yes ; and they would come, I think, without a penal clause ;
but I do not think that a penal cleuse would prevent people from practising as
chemists and druggists ; 1 may state that it is not the first time I have had occa-
sion to consider that, because Bills have been introduced, as you are aware,
within the last few years, with a view to regulate the medical profession, which
adopted that form of penal clause ; and 1 have had occasion to consider the ques-
tion very much.

373. Mr. Bourerie.] The form of the penal clause here is, prohibiting their
assuming the name, but not their doing the thing ¥—Yes ; not preventing the
doing of the act ; su that, as soon as this Act is passed, if I choose to exercise all the
functions of a chemist and druggist I am at perfect liberty to do so, if T am only
content to give up the erivﬂngc of calling myself a pharmaceutical chemist,

374. Chaivman.] Would not it be a security against imposition upon the

blic, and would not the public after that be responsible if they chose to go to

orse doctors, or to any ignorant persons, for their medicine*—The public are
very willing to be imposed upon in all these matters. I am afraid if you trust to
that, you will trust to that which will fail you.

575. Mr. Bowverie.] Have you been long connected with the Apothecaries’
Company ~— For the lust I8 years.

376. You are their sulicitor > —Yes.

: 377- Then you conduct the legal business of the Apothecaries’ Company *—
s,

378. Whenever they have thonght it necessary to attempt to enforce the privi-
leges which the company possess under their Act, I suppose you have conducted
the business 7— Yes,

70. With regard to the third clause of the Apothecaries’ Act, which gives
the power o enter the shops of the apothecaries and examine the drugs, has that
been practically acted upon by the company ?— It was, up to the last three or four
years ; but within the last three or four years it has not been acted upon.

380. What was the cause of that practice being discontinued *—1 think the
limited extent to which it could be carried out.  For many years 1he society had
confined that supervision to the eity of London and its immediate neighbourhood,
though their jurisdiction extends to England and Wales.

381. Did the Act give them the power ?—Yes; the Act gave them the power.

382. 1 suppuse they felt the difficulty of carrying out such a power throughout
the kingdom generally 7—Yes.

383. And its difficolty became so great in London, that they were obliged te
discontinue it there #—1 believe it was discontinued also, fiom feeling that it was
not attended with the amount of benefit supposed.

384. Though it was intended to be enforced with a bond fide desire to improve
the quality of the drugs *—Certainly.

385, Were stringent measures ever taken with reference to removing bad
drugs *—No, not within my recollection. Remonstrances were addressed occa-
sionally by the society to the parties whose shops were visited. :

586, So that, practically, it has been found that the power of inspection does
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not work satisfactorily ?—1It does not work satisfactorily. It was felt to be a
domiciliary visit of an objectionable character.

387 Did you hear the notion which Dr. Wilson entertained, that an inspection
was essential for the proper conducting of the business of a chemist and druggist ?
—1I was not in the room.

388, But vour experience with reference to the Apothecaries’ Company would
lead you to suppose, that practical difficulties would make it impossible to con-
duet such an inspection ?>— I would hardly say it was impossible, but I think the
temper of the present times is opposed to such an inspection, and I think, there-
fore, that it would not be attended with the advantage which, at first sight, would
appear.

”355_1_ You have stated that the chemists and druggists have a tendeucy to
trench upen the province of the apothecaries *—Yes.

sg0. Has that been a subject of much complaint?—Yes, [ have become
cognisant of that from the circumstance of complaints being directed to the
Apothecaries’ Company. . .

g1, Have the apothecaries taken any steps to enforee their rights against the
chemists and druggists in a court of law ?7—Yes.

392. And successfully ¥—Yes; I may mention, that on my way here I had a
newspaper put into my hand containing a report of a trial at Rotherham on Friday
last upon that subject, and after a trial of four hours, it was decided in favour of
the Apothecaries’ Company.

303. Your opinion 1 understand to be distinctly, that if from examination and
other circumstances the ordinary qualification of the chemist and droggist were
very greatly raised, there would be a still stronger tendency on his part to trench
on the province of the apothecary?—Yes, and that is the result of 18 years’
EXpETIENCE.

504. Chairman.] Then you think it better that they should remain in ignorance
than be educated, from the fear of their trenching upon the province of the
apothecaries —I have not said that; I hardly feel myself competent to answer
that question.

505. Mr. Bouverie.] Are you authorized to express an opinion generally on the
part of the Apothecaries’ Company as their adviser *—If nfparticular questivn be
put, I will state whether I have authority to answer for them. I am not
authorized to express a general opinion favourable to this measure, but we have
not thought it our duty to oppese it, except upon a particular ground, and that
lias been met by the Chairman.

506. “So far as the apothecaries are concerned, they are satisfied with respect
to the Bill now, apart from aony question of great public interest?—Yes ; the only
apprehension they had was the apprehension which I have stated.

307. Mr. Wyld.] Do not the chemists and druggists throughout the country
generally not only dispense medicine, but prescribe 7—1I think they do so very
often ** over the counter,” as it is called. ¢

308. Have not the Apothecaries’ Company had many complaints of that custom ?
— Many complaints of that custom.

300. Do you know anything of the custom of the profession in France,
Belgium, and Prussia*—No, I cannot speak confidently about it; I know that
the line is clearly defined. :

400. Are you aware that no chemist and druggist in France can dispense
medicines without a prescription from a regularly qualified practitioner ?—I
think that is so.

401. Da not you think that, if greater powers were granted to those gentlemen
who call themselves pharmaceutical chemists, the province of the general practi-
tioners would be much trenclied upon —T have stated that that is my opinion.

402. Since the Act of 1815, has not the curriculum of the Apothecaries Com-
pany been much improved ?—It has.

403. Is not the examination of rather a stringent character :—Yes. :

4i:4. Since the period T have named, has not the character of the general prac-
titioners much improved throughout the country *—Very much.

405. Do not you think that an incorporated body like the pharmaceutical
chemists would very much interfere both with the and the business of the
general practitioners, if it were so incorporated ?—I think, as the Bill stood last
session, there was a very grave objection to it upon that ground ; for it was Pmti

pose
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to exclude from the privilege of acting as chemists and druggists, or of R. B. Upton, Eaq.
“calling themselves so, all persons, including the apothecaries and medical prac-
titioners, without the license of that body. 30 March 1852,

406. You have had your attention directed, I dare say, to many Bills before
Parliament, connected with what is called ** The Question of Medical Reform ™ 2
—Yes, :

407. In your opinion, would it be better to have a general measure of medical
reform, than to take up isolated matters, such as this Bill proposes—If it could
be done, my decided opinion is, that it would be better to have one general
measure; I think measures affecting particular branches can only be justified by
the great difficulties which exist in dealing with the subject as a whole.

408. Do not you think that there ought to be some governmental control if a
general body were established, instead of leaving it to the societies !—It is the
opinion of myself and the Apothecaries” Society, that there should be a general
governmental control.

409. Do not you think this Bill, if passed into an Act, would tend greatly, to
weaken the desire for a general measure of medical reform ?—I do not think that
the passing of this Bill would have that effect, because | think it leaves the more
important questions untouched.

410. Do not the chemists and druggists throughout the eountry sell to a great
extent what are called ** patent medicines *' 7—Yes.

411. Do vou know whether the members of the Apothecaries’ Company sell
patent medicines to any great extent -1 should think not to any great extent,
but there are some.

412. You have perhaps seen the 21st clause in this Bill 7—Yes.

413. It is there stated, that all vendors of patent medicines are to be exempted ?
—VYes, at page 8.

414. Do you think the passing of this Bill will restrict the sale of patent medi-
cines?—-1 am not competent to express an opinion upon that point.

.;.;5. Sir H. Willoughby.] You are the solicitor of the Apothecaries’ Company ?
—Yes.

416, What do you understand that thiz Bill is to effect ?—What I understand
i this, that it is to appont a body whose duty shall be to test the qualifications
of persons proposing to carry on the business of dispensing cliemists and
druggists,

417. Do you understand that no party is to exercise the ordinary trade of a
chemist and droggist except a party going before this body to be examined 1—
That is the object of the Bill; if the Bill answers its object, that is it ; whether
it will succeed will depend upon other questions,

418, Therefore you understand that this Bill is to include everybody exercising
the trade of chemist and druggist in Great Britain 7—Yes, so far as relates to the
business of chemists and druggists, in selling chemicals and drugs for medicinal
purposes. |

419. Do yon understand that by this Bill nobody can sell any medicine except
one of that class; that the only party in Great Britain who can sell any drug
whatever will be a chemist and druggist registered by this body ?—If he aspires
to the title of a pharmacentical chemist ; if' any person is content to forego that
privilege, and to abstain from displayine what are called the “ name, sign, token,
or emblem, implying that he is registered under this Act as qualified to carry
on the business or calling of a pharmaceutical chemist,” then the Act does not
touch him, as 1 understand.

420. Then it does not affect all the chemists and druggists in the kingdom *—
It affects nobedy.

421. Then vou consider that this Act is to affect only those persons who aspire
o ﬂlle title of pharmaceutical chemists t—5o far as the title is concerned, that
is all.

422. Ts it not the fact, that many apothecaries dispense medicines :—Yes, they
are bound to do so, under a penalty ; the Apothecaries’ Act contains a clause by
which apothecaries are bound, whether they like it or not, to compound the
prescriptions of physicians under a penalty.

423. Then, in point of fact, are not the apothecaries of London frequently also
chemists and druggists >—They are occasionally, I should say frequently; not
those who are moving among the wealthier classes of society, but in the suburbs
of this town, and in other large towns, I have frequemtly seen persons combining
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the business of a chemist and druggist with that of a medical practitioner or
apothecary.

424. Does the Society of Apothecaries, of which you are the clerk and solicitor,
in any way intend to touch that practice 7—Not at all ; the Bill of last session,
introduced by the Chairman, contained a clause which would have prevented
legally qualified apothecaries from combining with their profession the trade of a
chemist and druggist, unless they submitted themselves to this ordeal, subject to
the previous observation, of their being content to forego the title.

425. But the Company of Apothecaries do not intend to prevent that practice 2
—~Certainly not.

420, Not to interfere with the practice of apothecaries in dispensing their
medicines ;—0h, certainly not ; it is an important branch of their duty, in con-
nexion with their attendance upon the sick.

427. Then, in point of fact the Bill, to which you say the Company of Apo-
thecaries have given their ussent, in no way touches that privilege *¥—1 should
guard myself there again. The Society of Apothecaries ﬁmle not given their
assent to this Bill, and must not be understood as expressing any favourable
opinion upon this Bill ; they have not thought it necessary to oppose the Bill,
the only ohjection which they thought it their duty to urge having been et and
removed.

428. I understand you to say, with reference to an examination in the branches
of knowledge deseribed in clanse 11, thatin your opinion the tendency of such an
cxamination would be rather to induce chemists to practise medicine than other-
wise *— That is my opinion.

429. You believe that they do practise at the present moment —Yes.

430. Then so far vou think it likely 1o extend that evil >—Yes, I do.

431. Chairman.] 1 think you said, with reference to the 18th clause of the
Bill of last Session, that it wonld have prevented an apothecary from exercisi
the functions of a pharmaceutical chemist; are you aware that that Bill wm:“tﬁ
q_ul}- have prevented them from calling themselves pharmaceutical chemists ?7—

s,

432. Then it would nct have interfered with their functions, but merely with
their assumption of the name #¥—Yes ; but I believe there are individvals in this
and other large towns who do derive a portion of their means of support as apothe-
caries from acting as chemists and druggists; and it struck me that it would
have been a hardship upon them, having proved their qualifications, to prevent
their adding to their professional calling the art or trade of achemist and druggist.

433. Sceing that that objection is removed, and that the other objection with
respect to toxicology is removed ; and seeing that on the one hand the promoters
of this Bill are assailed with putting too stringent a restriction, and on the other
with not making it stringent enough, do you see any course that could be adopted
but the mild one of merely organizing a body, which body shall be educated
and examined, leaving other persons in the state in which they are now ; would not
that be securing a harmless measure, though not the stringent one that other
parties might require 7~—My own opinion is, that if it is desirable that the Legis-
lature should interfere at all, it should interfere efficiently; if it is thonght
desirable that chemists and druggists should be educated, the education should
be compulsory.

434. Did you not say you considered it desirable that the general body of
persons who are in the habit of dispensing medicines and making up preseriptions
should be educated and examined {—Yes.

435. Then is it not desirable to carry out the most efficient measure which can
be found for that purpose ?— Certainly.

436. Would you ::Ejer:t to the measure because it did not go to the full extent
of granting a monopoly ?—That is a question for a statesman to answer.

437. The question comes simply to this, would you permit an absolute ignorance
to exist because of the impossibility of making every person quite as qualified as
may be desirable >—Certainly not.

438. You would think a partial remedy better than none at all ?—Certainly.

430. Mr. Wyld.] In the Apothecaries’ Company, have you any benevolent fund
for the support of the widows and orphans of the members of that body? —Yes,
we have.

440. Are all the licentiates in that body participants in that fund — No, they
are not; it is confined to those who are members of the body.

441. Do
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441. Do you think that assigning to a body which has the power of scientific
examination, the function of the distribution of a benevolent fund is a proper
thing '—1I ean hardly say ; ours is a separate fund altogether; it is not supported
by any of the fees taken under the Act.

442. Out of the fees received by the Apothecaries’ Company from their
licentiates, do they support the general body of widows and orphans : —No, the
fund is from a private source altogether ; from private subseription.

443. Do you think that a society which claims to conduct a scientific examina-
tion, should be the recipients of the fees, for the purpose of a benevolent fund,

aid by their licentiates ?—No; I should say that was an objection. If it comes
rom the fees paid for examination, I should bardly think that a legitimate matter ;
it iz a tax upon the public.

444. The fees received from the licentiates of the Apothecaries’ Company are
not carried to the benevolent fund 7— No,

445. Mr. Bouverie.] Can vou state what the income of the Apothecaries’
Company is from fees for examination ?—I cannot answer that question very
accurately ; but I am sorry to say it is insufficient to meet one of the purposes for
which the society is intended, that of checking illegal practice.

446. You are obliged to eke out the funds by the profits on the sale of drugs -
—No, they are quite distinet.

447. How do you meet the additional demand *—We are not able to discharge
our duties so efficiently as we should if we had more funds.

448. You go as far you can?—Yes,

440. Mr. Wyld.] But the examination which the licentiates of the Apothecaries’
Company submit to, previous to receiving their licence, has been much improved *
—Yes, that is universally admitted.

450. Although their funds are limited, their course of examination is very
severe ?—Very ; it was ststed to this House, some years ago, to be higher thun
that of the physician’s was formerly. _

451. Mr. ﬁﬂfmﬂ"f&] Are the expenses of the prosecutions defrayed out of the
funds of the Company ?—They were, so long as the Society was able to conduct
the prosecutions ; but their funds are so limited, and the costs of the prosecutions
are so large, that they are upable now to conduct those prosecutions; and the
county eourt affording an easy remedy, encouragement is given to those who
complain upon the spot to institute proceedings ; and the Society assists in special
cases with their funds as far as they can, and also assists the parties by giving to
them the advice of their law officers,

452, Mr. Hindley.] You said that people were very easily gulled in medical
matters : —That is mi; experience.

453. Do not you think that that renders it in some degree necessary to give
I&y this Bill, or some other instrument of the kind, a security to the public that

e people practising as chemists and druggists possess sufficient knowledge to
carry on their profession 2—My opinion is, that it is necessary in these cases to
impose an efficient penalty upon persons breaking a law which the Legislature
desires should be observed. I think, if you desire to secure to the public well
educated medical practitioners, you must not be content with pointing out to the
public who are and who are not qualified men, but you must check the practice
of those who are unqualified by penalties. That is my judgment ; and such is the
result of my experience after some years' consideration of the subject.

454. Mr. Wyld.] Do you know the course of education or the curriculum of the

harmaceutical Society for a pharmaceutical chemist 7—Neo, not at all of a phar-
maceutical chemist.

455. You do not know the curriculum adopted by the Pharmaceutical Society
—No; I am not aware of it.

456. Then you are mnot capable of giving an opinion as to the comparative
merits of the course of education adopted by the Apothecaries’ Society and the
Pharmaceutical Society ?—No; but I will hand in the curriculum of study
enjoined by the Apothecaries’ Society, and that will at once enable you to judge
(handing in the same).
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Mr. Jackeon. I Lord Burghley.
Mr. Hindley, i Mr. Deedes.

Mr. Ewart,

JACOB BELL, Esa., iy tTHE CHain.

Mr. Joim Savory, called in; and Examined.

457. Chairman.] YOU are a Chemist, in Bond-street :—Yes.

458, Did you not originally intend to practise as a medical man *=1I did.

450. And for that purpose you pa an examination at the Society of Apo-
thecaries *—I did.

460. Did you also study in Paris ?—Yes.

401. At the School of Pharmacy 7— At the School of Pharmacy.

462, Was there, at that time, any school in this country for the education of
pharmaceutical chemists ?-—None, that 1 know of ; none similar to the School of
Pharmacy in Paris.

403. Was there any other, excepting for the education of apothecaries or for
medical practitioners ?—None whatever, that I am aware of.

464. Consequently, a person desiring to act as a chemist and druggist in an
efficient manner, was obliged to go abroad for his education ?—Yes, il he wished
to be acquainted thoroughly with the profession of & chemist and druggist, us a
purely pharmaceutical chemist. .

465. Can you give the Committee a general idea of the nature of the education
inn France *—For a pharmaceutical chemist, first, a young man must take out the
degree of Bachelor of Letters, when he makes vp his mind to turn his attention to
the business of a chemist and druggist ; after he bas done so he must study for three
years. I am speaking of what was the case in my time ; I do not know whether it is
the case now ; I believe it is, with little varianon. The first vear, 1 believe, was
devoted to materia medica and pharmacy ; the second year, to chemistry and
botany ; the third year, to toxicology, chemical and pharmaceutical manipu-
lations ; and then he had to pass an examination uwpon ali those points before
bie was permitied to open a shop, and style himself a pharmacien.

406. This study was compulsory upon all persons who styled themselves phar-
macien !—Yes,

407. Is there also an education for an assistant ; is it lawful for an assistant to
act as such without being examined in Paris ?—There is no law for assistants,
that I am aware of.

468. The proprictor of the shop is responsible for what takes place 7—He is
responsible for everything that takes place. But a young man being bmthl: u
to the business of a chemist and druggist, or pharmacien, knows perfectly well
that, before he can establish himself on his own account, he must undergo a strict
examination ; consequently, during the term of his apprenticeship, he pays great
atlention to that part of s business.

409. Consequently, although the law does not require an assistant to pass an,
examination, does the law in practice oblige him to do it in order to prepare for
opening a shop *—It does.

470. In what respect does the absence of that requirement operate in this
country, with reference to apprentices and assistants ?—It is the canse of their
seglecting  their studies while serving their apprenticeship, and consequently
huowing little or nothing of their business wien they become assistants.

471. 1o
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471. Do you think that the fact of knowing that no examination is required
causes apprentices to pay very little attention to the study of their business 3:—I
am quite sure of it; I have had pretty well 30 years’ experience, and from all I
can learn, the want of an examination in this country for pharmaciens, or for che-
mists and druggists, is the cause of young men, during their apprenticeship,
paying little or no attention to their huﬁiua&la. ; ; :

472. Supposing an apprentice were desirous of informing himself respecting
his business, was there before the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society
any definite course of instruction :—None whatever till the establishment of the
Pharmacentical Society. : _ _

473. Consequently an apprentice might be exceedingly desirous of improv-
ing himself, and yet he had no opportunity at all of doing so, there being no
one to direct his studiez —None whatever: there was no schoal of pharmacy.

474. Do you find any difficulty in obtaining competent assistants 2—1 find the
greatest difficulty in obtaining them. _

475. Have you frequently had occasion to examine 20 or 30 when you wanted
one, before you found one who was fully qualified for his business *—1 have lately
been in want of two assistants, and 1 have had 40 or 50 applicants, and out of those
I found very few who were acquainted with the rudiments of pharmacy or
chemistry ; they could hardly read a Latin preseription ; that is to say, if it was
anything out of the common way. 1 yesterday saw a man of about the age
of 40, who told me he had managed a business, and that he was capable of
reading any prescriptions. I handed him two preseriptions, and I think it is
right that I should show that they contain mothing out of the eommen way
(evhibiting the same) ; he could not read them, not only to the surprise of me, but
to the surprise of a gentleman unconnected with the medical profession, who came
i:nlu my house within half an ]:I-l:lllr aﬁerunnln; we were l:mwi:rsing upan the
subject of this Bill, and he could net believe what T had stated, that so many
of the young men who had applied for the situations were unable to read
prescriptions. I showed him these two very prescriptions, and this gentleman,
unconnected with the medical profession, found no difficulty in reading them. It
is not merely the reading of Latin prescriptions that T speak of, but that is one

‘important thing. I never take a young man into my house without his passing

an examination ; it is by no means a severe one. I put preseriptions before them,
and if they cannot read those Latin preseriptions, of course I consider at once
that they are not qualified to come into my house. I do not, however, rest
satisfied with that. T ask them upon the articles in these prescriptions.  As for
instance, | believe in one of them there is muriate of soda. | say, * Pray can you
tell me what is muriate of soda ! Thereply is, © It is muriate of soda.” * But
what is it; can you tell me anything about it’; what is its present chemical name 7"
* Muriate of soda.” That isall I can get out of them. * Dao you ever see muriate
of soda on the wbie; can you distinguish this salt from any other ; is there not
a more scientific name for this salt:” To all these questions I cannot get an
answer ; they know it to be muriate of soda, but at the same time they are jgno-
rant as to its being common salt, and that its present name is chloride of sodium.
There are many other of those articles there, but I merely give this as one instance,

470. Mr. Ewart.) How long in chemistrv has the term muriate of sodg been
appiied to common selt 7-—For many years.

477, And yet these practical chemists do not understand the common name ?—
I cannet call them practical chemists : they are only assistants.  If I were to put
that guutinu to any of the young men coming from any part of the Continent, ll!ueg,r
would answer me at once. I should state, that I have myself had assistants from all
parts of the Continent. I have had Frenchmen, a German, an lalian, and [ have
at this moment a Hungarian. 1 have had even a Turk in my house last season,
and I will venture to assert that every one of those could read these prescriptions.
I bave at this momenta Frenchman, a Hungarian, an Italian, and I will back them
against the generality of English assistants. [ will not condemn every one, but [
speak of the majority of those in this country.

478, Chairman.] Have you for a long time felt that some improvement was

requisite in the education of chemists an druggists 7—1 have for many years.

;gf. Did you in the year 1830, or about that time, make an endeavour to
intreduce an improved system 1—1 did.

48¢. Did you draw up a memorial and take it to various chemists for the pur-
pose of obtaining their signatures 7—I did.
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481, To whom was this memorial proposed to be addressed ?—To the House
of Commons.

452. There was a petition  —There was a petition.

4583. Praying for what ?—Praying for an examination of all persons calling
themselves chemists and droggists.

484. Did the chemists and druggists at all respond to your desire at that time ?
—Very few indeed.

485. Had there been previously to that time any disposition amongst the
chemists and druggists to unite for any purpose of improvement #— None
whatever.

486. Had they not generally opposed every Bill which had been introduced
into Parliament which affected them in that way ?~-They had.

487. Did you find it quite iansaible at the time to bring about any union or
organization for that purpose 2—I found it quite impossible.

458, At the time that Mr. Hawes's Bill was introduced, did not a meeting take
place which brought them together ¥—Yes.

480. Did vou not, in connexion with other leading chemists in the metropolis,
consider that a favourable opportunity for making another attempt ?—1 did.

400. Was that yvour motive for joining with the others :—Yes.

491. You did not care so much for Mr. Hawes's Bill as for the opportunity of
bringing about an improvement?—Yes; the opportunity of bringing about an
improvement in the education of young men of this country, and for their placing
themselves upon the same footing as young men abroad.

492. Was the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society the result of the
meeting which took place at that time ?—Yes.

493. Was the object of that society the improvement of the education of phar-
maceutical chemists *—Yes, it was, i

494. With the view ultimately of obtaining an Act of Parliament ?— Yes.

405. Were you the president of that society 7—1 was.

406, Who was the first president 7—Mr. William Allen, of Plough-court..

407. I believe he was one of the most eminent chemists in his day *—Yes ; he
was really and truly a chemist.

493. Who was the second president *—NMr. Payne, of St. Martin’s-court.

4090. He had been brought up originally as an apothecary *—Yes.

s00. Were you the third president 7—Yes.

501. I think you were president for two or three years 7—Two years, I think.

502. When the society was formed, were there not several communications with
the medical bodies, with reference to the appointment of a Board of Examinerst
—-Yes, several.

503. Did a communication take place with some of the members of the Uni-
versity of London 7—Yes.

504. Under the impression that some assistance might be obtained and a joint
Board formed ?—Yes,

505. Did that endeavour prove ineffectual ?—1t did.

500, Did other communications take place with other bodies; with the
College of Physicians, for instance *—There were several communications; 1
believe there was a communication with the London University, with the College
of Physicians, and with the College of Surgeons.

507. And did all those communications end in the conclusion that it was im-
practicable to form a joint Board of Examiners ?—Yes.

508. In consequence of that conclusion, have the Pharmaceutical Society
established a Board of their own 72— Yes, they have.

500. Did they, in the first instance, make the examination of a lenient cha |
irac!cr on account of its being a preliminary examination *—It was perfectly
enient.

510. With the view of introducing gradually a superior examination as edu-
cation improved ?—Yes; in proportion as the means of instruction were more
extended and coniplete, the severity of the examination would increase,

511, Did that board consist exclusively of pharmaceutical chemists ?7—Yes,
It did.

512. Was the reason for so constituting it the fear that if learned professors
Werg .-ni:i:,-:'l‘ to it, it would intimidate young men, and prevent the operation of
the Board *—Yes, that was the fear, 1 believe. .

513. Was
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513. Was not it always the intention of the society to increase the stringenecy
of the examination, and to appoint learned professors upon the Board so soon as
they should receive power from an Act of Parlament 7—Certainly it was.

514. Until they bad received that power, would not you have found that
Board inoperative by frightening away these whom it was the intention of the
Board to attract, if’ it had been differently constituted?—To a certain degree it
did frighten a great many students.

515. Will vou give the Committee an idea of the kind of examination which
is passed by the students 2>—1I think this paper will pretty well explain it (handing
in the saine) ; there is one for an apprentice, one for the minor examination,
and one for the major examination.

516. There are three examinations F—Yes.

517. The examination of an apprentice is merely a lenient one 2 —1t is merely
a classical examination of whether he has been at school, and learned Latin ; it is
not even Greek, which they have at the Apothecaries’ Company, I believe.

518. What is the object of the minor examination ?—Merely to ascertain if
the assistants are qualified ; it is principally for assistants.

510. Is a paper filled up by the examiners, of which this is a copy ; the name
of each examiner being put in one column, and the qualification of the candidate
in the other 2 —1It is. -

520. With the different heads r—With the different heads.

521. “ Prescriptions and dispensing pharmacy, chemistry, and materia
medica™ 7—-In ﬁtr those he passes an examination.

[ The same was delivered in and read, as follows 2

* PHArRMAcEUTICAL Sociery oF Grear BriTax.

Minor Examination
Date

Name

Age

Where educated

= ey — . —— e - e

SUBJECTS

OF EXAMINATION, EXAMINERS. REMA LKS.

Prescriptions and dispensing
Pharmacy - - = -J.
Chemistry - - |
Materia Medica - - -

Result.”

522. The major examination is rather more extended, is it not ?—1It is.

523. It comprises toxicology ?—It comprises toxicology and botany ; and the
examination altogether is of a more stringent character,

524. By toxicology., do you understand the medical treatment of cases of
poisoning, or a chemical examination as to the substances employed ?—It is
merely intended as a chemical examination of the substances emprcyed.

525. Was it intended, in introducing that word, to imply any medical science
whatever ? —None whatever ; I believe it to be the business of a chemist merely
t??IEnd to the chemical tendency of toxicology, and not to the medical tendency
of it.

526. Do you consider, in cases of poisoning, where the delay of a few minutes
may be of the greatest importance, that the chemist, being a person frequently
applied to, ought to understand, chemically, the composition of poison, and its
antidote —Certainly.

527. So that he might be able to furnish the antidote *—Certainly.

528. After a medical man has arrived, bas the chemist anything further to
do with it?—Nothing whatever ; it is his business to give it up to the wedical
man.

0.42. E 520. Was

h[l. .r -r-: i .‘m-.-nr.-..

2 April 1852,



Mr. Joks Kavgr

2 April 1852,

34 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

520. Was that always the intention of the Pharmaceutical Society in intro-
ducing the word toxicology ?—Yes.

530, Has the Pharmaceutical Society carefully endeavoured to avoid everything
in their education which should at all trench upon the medieal profession ?—They
have.

531. Has it not been their objeet to avoid the example of the Apothecaries”
Society, in making the class of persons to whom they refer, medical men ?—Yes,

532. Do vou eonsider that it is advantageous to have a class of persons devoting
tneir exclusive atiention to the business of chemists and dmggiﬂa, who are not
medical men ; that the business is likely to be more effectually carried out oy
pmfuns who are not medical men, but who devote their exclusive attention to it *
—1 do.

553. Do vou think that the Pharmaceutical Society has tended to promote that
object 2—1 think it has, and done a great deal of good.

534. Do you think it has in some degree diminished the jealousy which pre-
viously existed between chemists and medical men ?—1I thiok, certainly, on the
first appearance of the Pharmaceutical Soeciety, there was great jealousy
between medical men and chemists and druggists ; but now that jealousy, I think,
is dying away.

535. Do you think the scientific meetings of the society, to which medical men
were invited, had a tendency to produce a good feeling between the two parties ?
—1 do.

536. Do you think that when the medical men saw that the chemists were
endeavouring Lo improve themselves in pharmacy and chemistry, and that they
excluded aliogether the idea of becoming medical practitioners, it induced the
medical profession to favour the Pharmaceutieal Society 7—I do. 1 have had an
oppertunity of speaking to a great many medical men, and 1 believe every one 1
have menttoned it to are in favour of this Bill:

537. Do you remember a deputation which waited upon Sir James Graham, in
December 1841 *—1 remember there was such a deputation.

538. Do you remember Sir James Grabam inquiring of the deputation whether
they desired a charter of incorporation *—I believe he did.

530. Do you recollect the deputation replying, that they look forward to making
such a request, but that they wished, in the first instance, to establish their claim
to it, by currying their intent into more complete operation*—Yes; I remember
that perfeetiy well.

540, Do you remember what Sir James Graham stated at the conclusion of the
interview *—It is so long ago that I cannot say.

541. Did the society find that, =o long as they had no charter of incorporation,
the medical bodies did not recognise them ut all F—Yes.

542. That there was a difficulty in obtaining any kind of recognition or commu-
nication from other parties ?— Ye=, there was a very great difficulty.

543. And was not one of the objects of that interview to induce the Secretary
of State 1o communicate with the president of the society in case of any measure
being introduced into Parliament affecting the interests of the chemists and drug-
gists '—"1 hat was the object as far as I recollect of the interview.

544, Have several other interviews taken place at the Home Office ?—There
have been three or four, as far as [ recollect ?

545. Did all the endeavours of the chemists to obtain the introduction of a Bill
hyiﬁnmrumunt prove abortive F—Yes, 1 believe every endeavour that we made
failed.

546. And after Sir Jumes Graham left office did they renew their efforts with
his successor, Sir George Grey ?—They did.

545. Were those efforts equally abortive 2—Quite so.

548. Was any objection raised against the object which the Pharmaceutical
Society had in view ?--1 believe that to every Bill before the present there were
great objections ; what the objections were at this moment I cannot call to mind,
but I know that there were always objections.

540. Mr. Bouverie.] You went with the draft of a Bill to the Home Office -—
No, 1 did not go there; 1 was unwell at the time, but I recollect the circum-
stance perfectly of the deputation going there.

550, With the draft of the Bill 7— Yes.

551. And it was disapproved of 7—It was disapproved of, and I believe every
one that has been presented has been disapproved of,

552. Chairman.] Did the reason apply 1o the substance of the Bill, or to the
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time at which it was introduced ; had it any reference to the medical reform ques-
tion >—No, I believe it was to the substance of the Bill altogether.

553. Do you remember this draft of a Bill being prepared by the Pharmaceu-
tical Society in the year 1846, and also in 1847, for regulating the qualification of
the chemists and druggists in England and Wales (handing the same to the Witness)?
— 1 can remember this being prepared ; and I ean remember its being preented.

554. Did the chemists in Scotland object very much to the omission of Scot-
land from the provisions of the Bill 7—Yes, I believe they did.

555. Was a Bull subsequently prepared, in which Scotland was included *—
Yes, as lar as my recollection carrics me, I think it was included in the next
Bill which was prepared.

550. Has there been always a difficulty until the establishment of the Phar-
maceutical Society in obtaining any erganization or union of chemists 7— 1 believe
there has always been a difficuity in getting chemists and droggists together.

557. Do you think that they are at present disposed to unite to support the
Bill before the House 7—1 believe they are, as far as I am given to understand.

558. You think generally they approve of it 7—1 believe they do.

559. Do you think it desirable for the public benefit, and for the promotion of
the education of chemists and druggists, that such a Bill should be passed —
Ido. 1 believe it would make a great improvement in the class of assistants in
this country ; it would induece them to go through a certain amount of education,
in order te improve their minds upon matters incidental to their business.

500. My, Bowverie.] You stated that you had studied at the School of Phar-
macy in Paris ? —Yes.

561, What is the nature of that school ; is it a public institution ?—it is a pub-
lic institution supported by the Government.

562. With lecturers and professors *—With lecturers and professors.

503. Are the students practised in making up medicines, or in examining drugs
in the school ?—They are, qualifying themselves in every department of chemistry
and pharmacy.

564. Are all French pharmaciens required to pass an examination in this
school before they are allowed to practice in their trade ?—Every one of them.

565. Is any one allowed to sell drugs or make up physic except an authorized
pharmacien #—XNo, he must be a pharmacien having passed an examination at
the school.

566. Is it requisite for them to attend the school of pharmacy before they can
pass the examination, or can any pharmacien come and pass the examination,
provided he is qualified, without having attended the school?—No, he must
attend the regular course of study.

567. You stated that there was no school in this country before the establish-
ment of the Pharmaceutical Society; does that society provide any means of
education for chemists and druggists in this country ?—It does.

568. In what way *—In pharmacy and chemistry ; in fact, in every branch of
the business of a chemist and druggist.

500. What is the nature of the provision for that purpose; are there pro-
fessers 7-—We have professors who teach chemistry and pharmacy ; we have also
a professor of pharmacy in the laboratory.

570. Do you require those who come for your examination and your diploma
to pass through this school, or do you grant the diploma to those who have not
passed through the school *—We require them at present to come to the schouol.

571. So that if a qualified person was to ]prcsnnt himself for examination,
fully capable of passing the examination, unless he had passed through your

l, you would not grant him a diploma ?—We should examine him ; and if
we found him capable of passing the examination we should give him the diploma.

572. Then you would examine him, and grant him a dip?ama r—Yes.

573. Do you require any very strict qualification of those lads whom you take
as apprentices in your own business ?—1 have no apprentices now, but in former
times all the ngprcntim-.s that were bound to our house were bound also to the
Apothecaries’ Company, consequently they were compelled to undergo a classical
examination, which 1 think highly necessary ; for when we consider that the chemist
ought to know the etymology and the value of words which constitute the scien-
tific language of his profession, that most of the remedies which he prepares have
names derived from the Greek and Latin, that he cannot translate a prescription
without a knowledge of the Latin tongue, I think it important that all appreu-
tices should undergo a classical examination.
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574. Who eonducts the examination of the society at present; the gentlemen
who have taken part in the lectures, or a portion of the governing body?—A
portion of the governing body, and other members of the society.

525, You stated that a good deal of jealousy existed at first with respect to the
society, but that that jealousy was dying away ?—T think it is dying away.

576. Have you found an increase in the number of students, and in the number
of the society, generally speaking, in the last few years ?—1I think there is an
increase ; certainly there are a great many applications to study in the school of
pharmacy.

s== There is the manifestation of a general desire to take advantage of the
means which this society offers for education ?—1I certainly think there is.

578. In point of fact, until the society afforded those means of education there
were none for the chemists and druggists t—There were none for the chemists
and druggists; there were plenty of schools of education for young men being
brought up as gencral practitioners, but there were no schools for the chemists
and druggists,

579. Do you think it necessary in a Bill for constituting the society by Act of
Parliament that they should have the exclusive privilege of dispensing and com-
pounding medicines ?—1I think if they pass an examination, they ought to have
the exclusive privilege.

580. That nobody should be allowed to dispense medicines or make up pre-
seriptions but those who had passed the examination ?—Yes ; I think for the wel-
fare of the public, as well as for the benefit of the physician, and medical men
generally, that is desirable.

581. For the sake of securing that those who dispense the medicines are pro-
perly qualified ?7-—Yes.

582, Has it ever occurred 1o you that there is a difficulty with respect to that,
in the small eountry districts where persons dispense physic who carry on several
trades under the same roof 7—That has frequently occurred to me ; and in faet, I
know that in many instances, not only men but women dispense medicines.

583. Iow would you get over that difficully in country villages ¥—1I see no
ditficulty ; because, if it once becomes the law of the land, that every person who
dispenses medicine must pass an examination, that dificulty will in time be done
away with.

5%4. Do you think those persons who now sell physic in small country towns
are qualified to pass an examination similar to that of which vou speak f—Cer-
tinly not, nor should we require them; we only require all those from a certain
date to pass an examination ; the measure is not retrospective.

585. But taking for the moment the persons of that class who now dispense
physic in country districts, do you think they would be able to pass an examina-
tion, such as you put the students through in London?—I am quite sure they
would not.

586. Do you think it likely that in future times the business in those villages
will be sufficient Lo support persons of those qualifications, and in small country
towns ?—1 really cannot say.

587. Would you prefer that the public should have no means of purchasing
physic at all in the country districts, to running the risk of having medicine im-
properly dispensed, from the imperfect education of the dispensers?—I1 think
there can be no doubt of that.

588, You think it better that the public should get no physic in those places
than that thev should run that risk ?—I think it better they should get no physic
than get physic badly prepared, and badly made up,

580. Mr. Hindley.] Do you consider that any means ought to be used to secure
the vood quality of the drugs sold by chemisis and druggists —1 certainly do.

5090, What would you consider the best means to effect that object #—I think at
present it is very difficult. I remember the time when the Apothecaries’ Company
used to go round to inspect, but there was always a great deal of difficulty about
it, and much jealousy. At present I am unable to lay down what would be the
best means or the best way of setting about it, but I think it highly necessary that
all drugs should be examined.

501. Mr. Bouverie.] Do you think any great public object would be attained,
supposing the society was established by Act of l?arliamﬂnt, and supposing it had
an exclusive privilege of the kind you refer to ?—1I think in any view there would
be a great public good obtained.

5092, How
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592, How would the exclusive right to the use of a particular name attain a
pub?in benefit, the object being to secure the universal competency of dispensers
of medicine ? —1 think that the public, knowing that a man has passed an examin-
ation, would feel more confidence in going to his shop,

505. Have they not the means of know ing that now Wlt]l reference to the Phar-
maceutical Society ~—I believe the public generally consider that every person
keeping a druggist’s shop passes an examination.

504. Mr. Ewart.] Do persons assume the title of pharmacentical chemizts now
who are not pharmaceutical chemists *—They do. [ can give you an instance of
one 10 or 15 miles away from London, who was a porter in my house, and
never had any education, except what he got in my laboratory.

595. Then this Bill would so far remedy that defect 2—It would, _

596. Would a man by this Bill be prevented from doing so for the fature if
he had hitherto done it =—No, it is not retrospective. _

507. If 1 place upon my door Pharmaceutical Chemist now, 1 may continue to
do so aiter this Bill passes :—Yes.

508. Even though it origimated in fraud ?—Yes; it will not touch you.

500. Mr. Bouverie.] How do you propose to secure the good quality of the
drugs ; by an inspection similar to that of the Apothecaries’ Company ? —By an
inspection similar to that in some way, but of the best way I cannot give an idea.
1 know the difficulty.

fioo. Does any mode occur to you of securing the carefulness and attention of
the chemist, assuming him to be well qualified by education in making up the
'Hresr:riptinns or in dispensing the drugs ¥—1I think, in the first instance, we should

epend upon having well qualified assistants, and consequently the public might
depend much more than they do now upon having their medicines properly

repared, and they would have a right to expect, and I have no doubt that
they would have, better drugs in the shops in the country, generally speaking, than
they have now. :

Go1. In consequznee of the examination as to the education and qualification of
the chemists and druggists >—1I think that it would have that effect.

ioz. They would become better judges of the quality of the drugs *—They
would become better judges of the quality of drugs; at present they are little

or no judges,

H03. 'ﬁ;ﬂt; stated that you had a Hungarian in your shop 7—I have one there
now.
Bo4. Do you find him well qualified in general knowledge of the business ?—
Yes; he can thoroughly express himself in the French ﬁnnguagc, though he
knows very little of English.

605. Has he passed any examination 7—No, he has passed no examination.

foh. What has become of the Turk *—The Turk has gone to Nice,

6io7. Was he in any way qualified beforc he came to your establishment ?—
Not by examination.

6o8. But in point of education in classical knowledge?—Yes; he studied in
Paris; he is now gone to Nice.

Gog. 1 think you say you have 2 Frenchinan —VYes, also an Italian.

610. In comparing the general education of those persons with the same ¢lass
of persons in this country, do you find foreigners better qualified then the English
ople ?—Yes, | certainly do; I have had foreigners in my establishment now
or 14 or 15 years.
611. You have been a long time in business, 1 think F—Upwards of 30 years.
ir2. Do you see an improvement in the general educatien and qualification of
the class that you have to do with as assistants?-—I have seen a great improve-
ment sinee the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society.
i13. Was there any sign of improvement of that kind before then*—None
whatever; and in consequence of the great improvement in the progress of
Hhmmat}f. of course we find much more difficulty in obtaining assistants than we
id in former times.
614, You require a higher standard :—We require a higher standard.
fi15. Do you make a point with your assistants that they should go through
a course of siudy and examination before the society as well as be qualified in
other respects before they come to you 7—No.
616. How do you think that the establishment of this society has operated to
0.42. E3 raise
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raise the general educational standard of persons required as assistants #—1I think
it has raised the class of assistants by many of them going to the Pharmaceutical
Society.

617. You find that they have been in the habit of attending the Pharmaceu-
tical Society before they come to you?—DMany of them; and those who have,
and have offered themselves as assistants to me, 1 find, generally speaking, more
competent and better qualified than those who have not been to the Society.

618, You said just now that the chemists of Seotland objected to the omission of
Scotland in the first Bill which was drafted in 1847 7—As far as my mewmory carries
me. I believe there was an objection on their part ; they wished to be incorporated
with usat that time.

tirg. Had you the management of the affair at that time *—I and the secretary
hael.

G20, Has there been any communication, generally, with the chemists and
druggists in the country about this Bill 2—There are several communications even
going on now, | believe, at this present moment.

G21. Are you able to state that they generally approve of it ?—They gencrally -
approve of it

y22, Mr, Ewart.] You stated that the French pharmaciens are superior to the
English chemists *—Yes ; and I do not hesitate to repeat it.

023. Do you attribute that superiority to the examination which the French
chemists undergo ?7—1 attribute their superiority to their knowing, in the first
instance, that they cannot open a shop on their own account without undergoing
an examination, consequently they are induced to study more than the gemerality
of vouths in this country. ;

624. You think it, however, unimportant, that the Eeﬂans examined should
have been trained in a ;:enrt'rcular school as they are in France:—Yes ; 1 think it
is quite unimportant where a man is trained so long as he can pass the exami-
nation efficiently.

G25. It will suffice, in your opinion, that he undergoes the test of examination,
come from where he may ?—Yes.

Giz6i. You would merely make the chemist and druggist undergo the same kind
of test undergone by the physicians, and the surgeons, and the apothecaries :—
Yes, with relerence to pharmacy.

fi27. So far it would render the whole practice uniform ?-—Yes.

6i28. Is it not very desirable that, in the country towns, where the people are
comparatively ignorant, they should have well-educated chemists and druggists to
supply their wants ?—I think it is quite necessary.

fizn. Are there not chemists and druggists in the country towns, now, who
manage to maintain themselves by their business ?—Yes, many.

6i30. Would they not be more likely to maintain themselves if they were better
educated than they are now :—Yes, 1 think so.

ti31. Would not that object be attained by the establishment of some such system
of examination, as is proposed :—1I think so.

632. Sir H. Willsughby.] You say that some of the country chemists approve
of the provisions of this Bill 7—1I believe they do, from all I have seen and heard
of them.

633, Can you state what is the number of chemists and druggists in Great
Britain '—No, 1 cannot.

634. Have you any idea ?—No, I cannot say ; I dare say the secretary can ; he
has had more to do with them than I have.

635. With what number of country chemists have you in any way communi-
catedd 7~ 1 am in communication almost every day with some one or other, but I
cannot suy the number.

636, On the subject of this measure *—On the subject of this measure I fre-
quently have letters, to ask me my opinion, and how forward the BLill is, and
varions questions touching the subject of the Bill. } 4

i37. Can you give me any idea of the extent of vour communications with
country chemists :—1 should say, within the last three or four years, I have had
nearly a hundred applications on the subject of this Bill.

658, There are probably some thousands of chemists and druggists in this
country *— I dare say there are. It is not merely the communications I have !w:l
by letter, but, if I travel by railroad, and fall in with chemists and druggists,
the first question put to me is upon the subject of this Bill.
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630. Is it your view that there should be some society, whether called pharma-
ceutical or not, which should have the power of examining all the parties who
exercize the trade of chemist and droggist *—That is my opinion.

figo. Without exception : —Without exception. _

641, Do vou contemplate any provision by which anybody who has not been
examined should not exercise the trade of chemist and drugyist in Great Britain ?
—1 think every one should pass an examination.

642. Would you make it penal ina party who had not been examined to exercise
such trade ?—Yes, I should. it e 2

643. Have you any notion of the expense to a person residing in a distant part
of the country, such as Northumberland or Cornwall, anld wishing to exercise the
trade of & chemist and druggist, in coming for examination to town, supposing he
had to come to you for that purpose?—Perbaps between 2004 and 3001
1 throw that out as an idea ; Icannot say exactly ; I only throw that out, knowing
what is the cost of a young man passing his examination at Apothecaries’ Hall.

644. He must be resident in London for some days?—VYes; | suppose he
would be resident in London for some days ; he would come up to London to study
if there was no other place for him to study at in the country.

fig5. Yon would suppose that such a society should lay down the rules under
which that examination was to be conducted, and as to the extent to which it was
to be carried 2—All those rules should be laid down, so that every one should
understand them.

646. Under the authority of the bye-laws of that body r—Yes.

G47. Would those bye-laws be subject to revision by any party except by that

ion of the body to whom the power was delegated ?—1 should say they
ought to be subject to a revision.
8. By some other body >—By some other body, or by some power or other.

G40 T]{en you would consider that it would be necessary in such a case to
have some supervising authority 7—Yes, I should think so.

650. You stated that, on previous occasions, on going to the Government, the
proposed Bills were objected to ?—Yes, they were.

651. Can you state what were the provisions particularly objected to7-——No;
my memory will not carry me as to what were the objections at the particular
time ; but they have been stated, 1 believe, in our Pharmaceutical Journals.
The secretary can give you more information upon that subject than [ can.

652. Assuming your caleulation 10 be anything near correct, that it would
require 300 L to pay for the examination of a chemist and druggist, how would
you in that case provide for the sale of the erdinary drugs in the small places in
Great Britain ?—The chemists’ and druggists’ trade, generally speaking, if the
business is small, yields a very small profit; and I am sure I cannot say how he
would make up for the expense of passing his examination.

6i53. Perhaps there are 10,000 places in the kingdom where the population is
under 500 or 600, and where there is no chemist and drugzgist who carries on
that trade by itself 7—Yes.

654. How would such candidates be able to provide themselves with the ordi-
nary means for obtaining the diploma?—1 am sure I cannot =ay.

655. Have you considered that difficulty r—I have considered it, but I have
not been much in the habit of going into those small viillages and towns, and,
therefure, I have not had the opportunity of secing them.

656, Is it not true that what might be an admirable thing for towns like this
and Edinburgh might be an extremely injurious thing in small localities 7—Tt
might to a certain extent, but I do not see why there should be more difficulty in
this country than there is in the countries abroad. There are small pharmaciens
in small towns there, end they manage to live.

657. But in foreign countries the authorities are much more despotic in those
matters than in our ewn country here }—Yes, it is so.

658. Is not there in foreign countries a system of direet interference by the
Government, which does not exist in this country #—There is.

650. Therefore, in point of fact, you have no suggestion to make to the Com-
mittee, how in small localities more common drugs could be sold throughout the
kingdom # —No, 1 have not.

0o. Do you think it would be possible to frame a schedule, containing a
number of drugs, which might be sold like any other commodities, such as groceries *
—1 think that everything which comes under the denomination of drugs should
be sold by chemists and droggists.
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fi61. Then, again, I ask you what is to happen where there is no chemist and
druggist >—1 presume there would be a chemist and druggist. There are not
many of them now in small villages, and the public have some difficulty in getting
medicines.

Giz. Do not you know it as a faet, that the small shops in country viﬁa_ges
senerally sell salts and common drugs 7—Yes, 1 believe thE}' do. There are
small shops in the country which sell everything.

663. Which they could not do if the system were carried out that no chemists
and druggists, except those who had passed the examination of the society, could
sell them *—MNo ; they could not do it.

Gifig. Is it then your desire to throw the sole and exclusive power of selling
drugs into the hands of a particular class of people ?—Yes ; it is my opinion that
it should be so. All civilized nations, excepting our own, are provided with
pharmaceutical institutions, which regulate the sale and preparation of drugs and
the education of those who are engaged in this pursuit. I have no doubt there
would be difficulties in the first instance, but I think they would be got over after
a few years.

665, Mr. Hindley.] 1s it the efiect of this Bill to confine the selling of drugs to
one class 7—I believe it is.

G66. Mr. Bowverie.] It is on that ground that you approve of it?—No. I do
not approve of it on that ground alone ; but that is one thing.

G67. Mr. FHindley.] Are you not aware, that by the provisions of the Bill
persons in small places would not be prevented from selling drugs in case they did
not style themselves chemists and druggists *—Yes, if they did not style them-
themselves chemists and druggists I presume they could sell them ; but those
who e‘t‘}'le themselves chemists and druggists, and pass an examination, of course
are a different class of persons altogether.

GG8. Mr. Jackson.] Would not they come under the head of pharmaceutical
chemists, if they passed their examination under this Bill ?—Yes.

fiiig. There would be a distinetion if this Bill were passed between parties who
had taken a degree, as it were, under the phannaceutical body, and the dealers
in drugs under other circumstances?— There would be a great distinetion be-
tween them.

G70. And that would be a distinction which vou think the public would soon
appreciate '—Yes.

671. And the parties who are dealers in drugs would also appreciate it, and
enter into the body in order that they might be so contradistinguished —VYes.

672. Sir W. G. Craig.] 1 think you stated that it was your opinion that no
person should be allowed to sell drugs who had not taken out the license of this
society #—"That is my opinion, but I think it is not the object of the Bill.

(i73. But to that extent vou think the Bill should go *-——Yes.

(i74. When you speak of an examination costing 2001, or 300/, does that
include the expense of the course of education 7—1 consider it would include not
ﬂ]}:] his education, but his board and lodging in London, supposing he lived in

non.

fi75. But supposing a person came up for his examination, who was gualified,
what would be the expense in that case 7—I should think it would be a mere
trifle, perhaps 50L

G76. That is if he had gone through a previous course of education in the
country t—Yes.

677. Mr. Jacksen.] How long would he remain in town in the event of his
having qualified in the country 7—Only one day. y

(i78. That would not make the expense 50/ then ?—No ; but I am speaking
of the course of study which would have been followed in the country.

(79. Assuming that an individual was well qualified to go through an exami-
nation, what would be the cost, including the delay in London, to a person so
qualified, who came up to be so examined 7—Merely his travelling expenses, and
his delay in town,

080. And the fees 2—There are small fees.

681. Mr. Farrer.] What would be the expense to which he would be exposed
inn learning his business in the country 7—Perhaps 50/ or 60/,

682. Mr. Bourerie.] 1 understand you that, in your own view, you would
prohibit anybody selling medicines except those who had passed this examination
Yes, that is my opinion. 1 have seen the result of it in foreign countries, agl:l

I do
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1 do not see why there should be any difference, except that we are more in the
land of liberty here than is the case abroad.

683. Would that prohibition apply to patent medicines ?—That would apply
to patent medicines ; they would be in time done away with,

84. Would you prevent anybody selling Morrison’s pills who had not passed
an examination #—I do not think that would be pessible.

685. Supposing you prohibited anybody from selling the ordinary recognized
drugs of the profession, except thuse who had passed an examination, but did not
prohibit patent medicines, would you see no evil resulting from giving a direct
encouragement to the sale, by ordinary people, of patent medicines who could
not sell other medicines ?—I dare say there would be a difiiculty ; there would
always be a difficulty in every new Act in the first instance.

686. Do you contemplate this as in any way a Bill giving a legislative favour
to the sellers of patent medicines generally throughout the country:—No, [
should like to see patent medicines done away with altogether.

687. You would prohibit them '—I would prohibit them.

688. Mr. Jackson.] You understand that this Bill does not give the power
which you would seek for, that of compelling all parties to enter the society F——
Tt does not.

68g. Mr. Farrer.] But you consider the Bill a step in the right direction 7—
I do.

Goge. Sir . G. Craig.] Is it your opinion that the Board of Examiners shouid
be composed entirely of the members of the Pharmaceutical Society 7—No ; [
think it should be composed of professors as well.

ig1. Members of the College of Surgeons and the College of Physicians > —
Certainly members of the College of Surgeons and the College of Physiciang, or
some other lecturers.

6g2. But not exclusively of members of the Pharmaceutical Society 7—Not
exclusively of members of the Pharmaceutical Society.

693. On what account do you consider that that conjunction would be desirable 2
—At present the members of the Pharmaceutical Society, I think, are competent
to be the examiners of the society ; but after a certain time, I think, we should
want some higher classification, and that we ought then te have persons more
competent than the present race of pharmaceutists.

6o4. There is no power in this Bill to prevent the Pharmaceutical Society
forming a Board of Examiners entirely from the members *—No, | believe there
15 no power.

5. Mr. Ewart.] You have been asked some questions with respect to the
effect of the interference of foreign governments in enabling the chemists in small
country towns abroad to subsist F—Yes,

6g6. Do all the governments in those fureign countries interfere in the educa-
tion of the chemists, or do the chemists in small towns abroad manage that by
their own efforts, independently of any interference on the part of government?
—1I believe they do.

6g7. Then it cannot be the interference of the governments which enables the
chemists abroad to subsist ; the governments do not interfere so as to enable them
to subsist, do they *—No, 1 do not believe they do.

6ip8. Might any chemists in this country subsist in the same way in country
towns as they do abroad 7—Yes, 1 see no reason why they should not.

figg. Mr. Wyld.] Ts it the custom of chemists and druggists, so far as you
know, to become medical practitioners ?—I do not believe it is their cnstom to
become medical practitioners, or their wish tu practice as medical men.

700. Can you speak as to both town and country en that point?—Na, [ can
only speak as to London, and only as to a certain portion of Loudon.

701. Is it not the fact that there is a jealousy on the part of the medical pro-
fession cf the tendency of chemists and druggists to interfere with them by prac-
tising *—There is that jealousy. :

702. Do you believe that the examipation which you contemplate, and the
society which you contemplate to conduct that examination, would have a ten-
dency to increase that practice so far as it exists, or to diminish it >—I think it
would have a tendency to diminish it.

703. I believe you canuot speak to the fact as to the practice of chemists in
the country, whether they do interfere with the practice of medicine*—No; I
have seen very little of chemists in the country.

0.42. F 704. Therefore

Mr. Jokux Savory.

2 April 1852,




Mr, John Severy.

& April 1852,

Sir B. Brodie,
Bart.

— e e —

42 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

=04. Therefore vou cannot answer any question as to that>—No,

=05. Mr. Bouverie.] Is this your idea of what would be a perfect arrangemen
with regard to the sale and dispensing of medicines in this country, that there
should be a rigorous examination of all those who dispense medicines ; that there
should be an inspection of the drugs which they dispense, and that there should
be a prohibition of all sale by unexamined persons of drugs, and a prohibition of
patent medicines ?—VYes, that is my opinion.

=0f. Chairman.] | think you have stated that there would bhe some difficulty
in introducing regulations for the inspection of drugs r—-Yes.

=07. Do you think that by intreducing that into the present Bill it would
increase the difficulty and hazard the passing of the Bill 7—Yes, I think it would.

=08, Would it be better to simplify the Bill as much as possible at first, in
order to establish a recognized system of qualificd persons?—Yes; Ithink the
more simple the Bill the better it is.

700. Do vou think an improvement in the education of pharmaceutical
chemists would tend to increase the sale of patent medicines *—I think it would
tend to decrease the sale of patent medicines.

=10. As far as you can recolleet, was the objection to the former Bills which
were introduced, that they were too prohibitory, and that they were considered to.
confer 2 monopoly upon the Pharmaceutical Society ?—VYes, I believe those were
the abjections principally.

711. By making the i%i]] rather less stringent, are those objections in a great
measure removed {—Yes.

=12. In reference to the expense of examination, do you include the apprentice
fee and other expenses of the education of a chemist, when you talk about 300 /.
to qualify him ?—1 was speaking then of the entire education of a youth from the
commencement of Liis apprenticeship up to his examination.

713. At present the apprentice fee is, how much ’—It varies from 501. to 3001
or 4004,

=14. Sir H. Willoughby.] What is the fee for examination nnder the Pharma-
ceutical Bill 2—Tlere is no fee at all, I believe, for the present ; of course there
would be a fee.

Sir Bewjamin Brodie, Bart., called in ; and examined.

=15, Chairman.] 1 Betieve you have devoted considerable attention to the
laws relating to education in the medical profession ?—Yes, a goud deal.

=16. In your investigation of the subject, have you considered the education of
those who dispense medicines, as well as of those who prescribe them r—I have
not omitted it altogether, but it has not been the matter which I have principally
considered.

=17. Do you consider that medical education would be complete, and answer
the purpose required, if no provision were made for the qualification of those who
execule the orders of medical men in reference to making up medicines I—I think
it is very desirable that the public should have the means of distinguishing those
who have been found to be well qualified for that business from others.

=18, Do you consider that division of labour in the profession is desirable;
that there should be a class of persons devoting their almost exclusive attention
to chemistry and the manufacture of medical substances r—Not only desirable but
very impoertant.

219, Do you think that where persons are engaged in the medical profession
the tendency is ratlier to neglect pharmacy ; that they have not time to attend to
both —1I should think that a person whoe is much engaged in practice, as an apo-
thecary, would not have much time to attend to, or much opportunity of studying
the manipulations of pharmacy, or the science of chemistry.

=20, Then I presume you would consider that there onght to be a class of per-
sons for these purposes, who do not practise as medical practitioners #-—1 think it
is quite necessary that there should be ; and indeed that we could not do without
such a class of persons,

221. Do you think that that class of persons ought to pass an examination ?—
It seems very desirable that they should.

=22. Do you think that those examinations should be conducted under Lheiiluris-
diction of a body of pharmaceutical chemists F—It is desirable that they s ould
be conducted by some persons who are perfectly competent to conduct them, and
these must be such as are acquainted with pharmaceutical chemistry.

723. Do you think that persons brought up in that particular department, and

properly

il
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properly educated, and practised in it, would be more qualified for that office than
men who had devoted their chief attention to the practice of medicine and surgery?
—=] ghould think so. \

724. Are you aware of the proceedings of the Pharmaceatical Society, and of
the objects with which it was established *—Yes, I have a general knowledge of
them.

725. Do you think that object was a good one, namely, that of the improve-
ment of the qualifications of pharmaceuticul chemists 7—Yes, I think it was a good
one,

726. Do you think it has already done any good in drawing attention to
education in that department "—Yes, 1 believe it bas done good ; T imagine it
must have done good, because I see that chemists advertise themselves as being
licensed by the Pharmaceutical Society, and I suppose that their licence must be
considered as showing that they have heen found qualified,

727- In the establishment el a new society and a new system, by Act of Parlia-
ment, is it not usual to grant some indulgence to those already in business; that
the Act cannot be made retrospective I—It always has been so, and it cannot be
avoided. It was so done by the Apothecaries” Act; all apothecaries who were in
practice baving been considered to be licensed practitioners, though they had
passed no examination,

728. Do you see any objection to entrusting the Pharmaceutical Society, as a
body representing the chemists and droggists, with the examinatien of the future
members of that body 7—1I have not considered the subject very particularly, but
I am not aware that there is any objection to it under proper rezulations,

720. 1f there were a provision that the College of Physicians and the College
of Surgeons might, respectively, if they thought roper, depute a member of each
of their bodiez to attend the examinations, wuulcrthat be a satisfactory regulation
to those two bodies —It seems to me, if care was taken that Very proper examiners
were appointed, it would not be necessary, and I should not insist upon it.

730. Then you do not conceive that it would be absolutely necessary >—1I think
that if the Pharmaceutical Society were so constructed as to for ]
petent Board, that sort of supervision would not be necessary,

731. In the commencement of a society, as a general rule, would vou expect to
find it perfectly competent in every respeet, or wonld vou think that it would be
inperfect at first, and gradually improve as education” advanced "—OF course it
would not be so perfect at first as alterwards : and [ stppose, like all othes human
institutions, it would never be absolutely perfect,

732. Though you found imperfections to exist in it as a young institution
would that be, in your opinion, an ohjection 1o pranting powee | i
. , : gr & powers to the body :

No; care being taken that the imperfections are removed.

_ 733- With respect to restrictions on unqualified persons, do vou think it de-
sirable to introduce a law restricting any person from following the business who
has not passed an examination, on the same principle that a similar restriction
existed with the College of Physicians '— My own opinion is that it would be
ﬂufﬁmen!.; and that all that could really be done, and ought to be done, would
be to give the public the opportunity of distinguishing between qnaiilied and
unqualified chemists. I do mot think that it would I_-aa]mssihle to hinder other
persons from dispensing medicines,

734- Then you think it would be suffici
t]wﬁmﬂlmﬁ pharlTacculicnl chemists, or f
public eye as chemist’s shops, exhibiting the insignia and emblems of i
ceutical chemists *—1I should be rather ['fr not maklijng any rf:ﬂtri:;?;:l n;spg::rr;znl
sce at present, except that there should be the means of the puhiin knowing
who are the persons properly qualified. As in the medical profession I have
said always, that you cannot interfere with the public employing whom they
choose to employ, but that the public should heve the means of knowing what
persons are properly instructed, and what persons have been properly examined
. 735. Then, if there is a provision in the Bill prohibiting persons from prvElElld-
ing to be what they are not, so as to give the public the opportunity of knowing
who are qualified and who are not, that is as much gs the Legislature shoold
do t—I conceive that it would be quite sufficient if there was a provision to prevent
those who had not been educate:} and examined by the Pharmaceutical Society
aorﬂbjr?ihe members of the examining Board, whatever it might be, from say-
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iE}lg tidw.}' had been so examined, or from assuming that they had the license of the
oard.

736. Mr. Fwart.] Or from assuming a_title which might induee the public to
believe that they had been so examined ?7—Y es.

737. Chairman.] Do you believe that an Act giving that distinction to the
Pharmaceutical Eﬂciut}', and those who have been examined by it, would tend
to improve the character of the body 7—I think that an Act which enabled the
publie to distinguish from others those who had been properly educated under
the direction of the Pharmaceutical Society, or whatever other body might be
employed for that purpose, and properly examined by them, would answer every
good purpose.

738. Would not that, by increasing the respectability of the body, induce a
5upe1ri~:rr class of persons to bring up their sons to the business 7—Certainly it
Wi,

730. Is not the business of a pharmaceutical chemist one which requires a
certain amount of preliminary education *—Yes; and a good deal of scientific
knowledge to conduct it properly,

740. Do you think that a Bill which increased the respectability of the body,
and would go to improve the character of the body of pharmaceutical chemists,
would operate to induce a superior class of persons to bring up their sons to the
business ?—I think it desirable that no person should be brought into it who is
not well acquainted with chemistry,

741. But if a person could not afford to send his son to a suitable school, would
it not be an objection to his becoming a chemist and druggist >—It requires a
knowledge of Latin, at any rate, and a moderately good education, generally, for
a youth to become a good pharmaceutical chemist.

742. Therefore it would be impossible to elevate the character of the body with-
out introducing this superior system of edueation *—I think so.

743. Do you think that the edueation of chemists and druggists in chemistry and
pharmacy, and giving them a statos as pharmaceutical chemists, would tend to
induce them to become illegal practitioners *—No, I should think it would rather
prevent them. 1 do not believe that the higher elass of chemists are disposed to
become medical practitioners, though the inferior chemists may be disposed to
be so.

744. Then do you think that the tendency to encroach upon the medical pro-
fession is inversely to the qualification in pharmacy and chemistry F—1I think so ; 1
think it is only the inferior chemists who do so encroach.

745. Then I may infer from that, that you do not think it would increase the
evil which is complained of *—I do not think it would increase the evil.

746, But rather tend to diminish it ?—It would not prevent it altogether ; it
cannot be entively prevented.

=47. Mr. Bouveric.] 1 understand that you contemplate, as a public advantage
to be derived from giving a statutory existence to the Pharmaceutical Society,
that the public would have some means of recognizing who had been examined
and who not 7—Yes,

748. Then you would not prohibit the sale of drugs by anybody, but you
would prohibit anybody from assuming the title of pharmaceutical chemist:—
1 do not believe you can prevent the sale of drugs by unlicensed chemists, any
more than you can prevent unlicensed practitioners with respect to medicine.

740. But you would probibit anybody assuming a false title, implying that he
had been examined r—Yes.,

750. Mr. Hindley.] You would make a broad distinction between a mere dru
vendor and a scientific chemist and druggist—Yes ; 1 think the public shoul
be enable to distinguish between a commeon drug vendor and a scientific chemist
and druggist, and that this would do a great deal of good; I do not think you
can do any more.

751. Mr. Jackson.] Do you think this Bill has a tendency to carry that out?
—1 have not studied the Rill with this particular object in view, but so far as
I can see, I think it has that tendency, and I do not know any better plan that
could be tried ; but I say this without much study of the provisions ofthe Bill.

752. Sir W. G. Craig.] Mr. Savory has stated, that it is his -:-Pinian that no

drug should be allowed to be sold except by a person who has received a license

from the Pharmaceutical Society. You do not agree with that >—1I do not think it
could be done any more than the preventing unlicensed medical practitioners.
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The public will buy drugs where they like, and get medical advice where they
like.

=ca  Mr. Ewart.] You think it would be sufficient to enable the public to
judge for themselves ’— Indeed it seems to me that the public ought in such mat-
ters to be able to protect themselves.

==4. Mr. Bouveric.] Should you think an inspection of the drugs of those
examined persons desirable >—There is an inspection now, 1 believe, by the Col-
lege of Physicians, and by the Company of Apothecarics; I do not know how it
works, or whether it does good ; I understand that they sometimes fling away
bad drugs. ! ]

755. Mr. Ewart.] Is there any superiority in the chemists in the city of Lon-
don over the chemists in the other parts of London f—I believe not.

756. I ask the question, because it is the city which is under the superin-
tendence of the énllnge of Physicians ?—I do not know that there is any
difference.

757. Chairman.] I believe your body, as surgeons, do not profess to interfere
at all with rd to drugs ?2—We have no power to do so.

758. You leave that to the College of Physicians and the Apothecaries ? —
Yes, but our prescriptions very often sufter from the badness of the drugs.

750. Do you think that the chemists in this country are sufficiently educated ?
—As a body, certainly not.

760. Do you think that some legislation ought to take place, with a view to
remedy that defect i —1 do.

761. Mr. Bouverie.] As 1 understand, the footing on which you would put the
chemists, is very much the same as that of the surgeons —Yes.

762, Mr. Ewart.] Is not this measure of reform necessary to complete the
course of examination which exists in other parts of the medical profession ? —
Yes, 1 think it is.

703. A doctor of medicine is examined previously to obtaining his diploma,
and a surgeon is examined previously ; why should not a chemist be examined pre-
viously ?—Exactly ; and I think that those examinations would be more useful
in fact than the examinations of medieal practitioners, because the candidates
cannot be crammed for them ; whereas candidates get erammed for medical
examinations to a very great extent, especially for those by the Apothecaries’
Company ; but I do not believe they could be crammed for this examination,
because they might be required to manipulate, and to distinguish the different
d and chemicals, at the time of examination.

764. Have foreign chemists an advan over English chemists in scientifie
knowledge and generai qualifications 7—I1 think on the whole, that there are
more scientific men among the French pharmaciens than among the English
chemists,

765. Siv 2. Willowghby.] T understand that you limit your views to the formation

some society, pharmaceuotical as it is called i’l'l:re, which should have the power
of examining parties who wish to call themselves pharmaceutical chemists ¥ —
Yes.

766. You bave no idea of conferring the power of selling drugs upon a specific
class of peaple in this country 7—I am against a menopoly, but 1 think that the
public ought, as I said before, to have an opportunity of distinguishing between
the real chemist and the pretender.

767. You would not advise a monopoly —No, I should not.

768. Do you believe anything of tE:t kind to be possible #—1I believe it to be
1impaossible.

769. Then how would vou conmstitute that society of pharmaceutical chemists
which is to have the power of examination?—That is a wide question ; 1 have
not thought of the subject enough to answerit; 1 know of no body that at present
in this country is at all qualified to undertake the duty except the Pharmaceutical
Society ; perhaps a better one might be formed, but I am not aware that there is
any other at t.

770. But the whole of the improvement which is contemplated will depend
upon the fact of their being an efficient body ?—Yes.

771. Do you know what is the composition of the present Pharmaceutical
Society ?—I know it generally ; especially that some of the best chemists in London,
and the most scientific of them, long to it, and take an interest in it.

772. It is a voluntary associztion of certain individual chemists I—1I believe so.

0.42, F3 773- That
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==a_ That is the foundation of it 2—Yes.

774. That society is to have the power of making laws under which parties are
to be examined > —Yes.

775. Then by their act could they exclude any people they pleased 2—1I think
it ought to be with that society as it is with our College of Surgeons. When the
Crown granted a new charter to our college, the college was placed under the
supervision of the Secretary of State. The bye-laws of the college are of no
avail till they are sanctioned by the Secretary of State; so it ought to be with
any public body that is entrusted with a great public duty.

=76. Would not the provisions which you have 11'Iludr:§' to be a sine qud non in
your mind when forming such a society 7—I think if the society is employed for
publie purposes, it ought to be responsible to the Crown for the mode in which
its office is performed.

Frire Then you would not entrust such a hﬂl'j-j" with a |t:gi3]3ti,ve qur;r?_l
would entrust them with the power under the supervision of the Secretary of
State.

778. That is, that if they had such a power there should be a supervision of
that power by the Secretary of State ? —Yes,

779. Do you suppose it possible in any way to make such a society a repre-
sentative body so as to represent generally the chemists of Great Britain #—1 am
not certain that it would not be better if, in all these cases, the examining Board
were merely nominated by the Crown; but I think public opinion would make it
difficult to carry that principle out.

780, At the present moment this Pharmaceutical Society is composed of a cer-
t::'u{_ self-efected body of gentlemen exercising the trade of chemists and druggists ?
—Yes.

781. They are in no way a representative body *—1I suppose they represent
the profession of chemists, and I conclude that the council of the Pharmaceutical
society is elected by the general body.

Mr. Peter Squire, called in; and Examined.

782, Chairman.] YOU have been for some years a chemist in Oxford-street, 1
believe 2—Yes; I think ever since the vear 1825 I have been in Oxford-street.

783. You have been a member of the Pharmaceutical Society from the com-
mencement, I believe *—From the commencement.

784. At the time that you were educated to the business, was there any regular
method of educating pharmaceutical chemists and druggists 7—Thev were regu-
larly apprenticed, and premiums given ; and it was necessary that they should have
served seven years apprenticeship at that time. ;

785. But was there any recognised method of teaching them chemistry, phar-
macy, materia medica, and so on 7—None whatever; they picked up what they
could by becoming at first mere scrubs, and then elevating themselves from being
mere serubs by becoming assistants.

786. They merely picked up a little at first in their apprenticeship, and ad-
vanced afterwards as they could ?—Certainly.

787. Were they instructed in the theory of chemistry ?—Not in the least.

788, Il a young man had devoted much of his attention to chemistry and
hotany. would he have been cautioned against neglecting his business *¥—VYes; [
acquired my knowledge of botany chiefly on Sundays. I had no theoretical in-
struction than what I got myself from books,

789. Then, apart from any private views of your own at that time, did the
custom prevail among the chemists and druggists to inculeate the necessity of
education 7—No ; I think quite the contrary. 1 think that as long as they managed
to get through their business that is all they cared about.

700. Have you ever heard it stated by chemists, that a young man who was
very seientific was not a good tradesman ; that attention to chemistry took him
away from the business of the shop?—1I have not been placed in a position to
hear that observation made.

701. Are you aware of the state of the law in other countries with respect to
the education of pharmaceutical chemists 7—Yes; 1 was lately in Germany, and
there I made it my business to inquire, and I was informed by Dr. Mettenheimer,
who is the Professor of Materia Medica in Giessen, that a regular education was
necessary for phurmaceutical chemists,

792. And



SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 47

792. And an examination ?—And an examination always necessary before they
allowed them to enter on business for themselves.

703. Do vou think such regulations for promoting education are requisite in
this country 7—Yes, I think they are ]lighi}" important.

v04. Do you think that the chemists in this country are very much behind those
of other countries in point of education ?—Yes; I thiok, taking them as a body,
they are.

705. Are there a great number of persons who call themselves chemists, with-
out possessing the least education whateverin chemistry and pharmacy '—1 should
think that that is a lamentable fact.

700. Have you been induced to support the Pharmaceutical Society with a
view of raising the standard of qualification of chemists, and thus benefiting the
public ?—Entirely with that view.

707. You have been an examiner, I think  —I have, from the first establish-
ment of the society.

708. Are you one now !—Yes.

. Do you consider that the kind of examination which is passed by the
candidates at the Board is calculated to ruise their qualifications by inducing them
to study before they come for examination 7—1 do.

800. Do you think there has been an improvement in qualification since the
Pharmaceutical Society was formed ?—1I think a very great improvement.

do1. Do you frequently hear inquiries from young men with respect to the
books they ought to read, and the course of study they ought to pursue ?—Yes ;
1 think the examinations of the Pharmaceutical Society have indueed young men
more to turn their attention to the study of their profession than anything else
that has happened at all.

802. Did similar inquiries come before your notice before the establishment ot
the Pharmaceutical Society, from young men, as to what books they ought
]tj:;l?ad, and what they ought to study >—Very little attention was paid to it

are.

$03. Then you think that the Pharmaceutical Society has Leen the means of
drawing attention to that F —1 think particularly so.

804. Sir H. Willoughby.] 1 understood you to say that you were one of the
examiners of the Pharmaceutical Society *¥—I am.

BDT Can you tell me what are the numbers of the Pharmaceutical Society '—
No. [ think the secretary will give vou that information. I do not carry it in my
own recollection.

+ 806. What number of examinations are there in the year *—Ten ; we examine
once a month, except May and September.

807. What number of parties have been examined ?-—=I think I have known
16 and 18 come up for examination on one or two occasions.

808. Can you state the number in a year 7—No, 1 cannot do that; you
will get that from the secretary.

809. What is the nature of the examination >—The nature of the examination
is simply this: a young man is called upon to read prescriptions, with their
terminations, and not in short dog Latin. They are also called upon to translate
those prescriptions, and to translate them, not only literally but in an elegane
manner. They then are asked if they know the nature of each of the ingredients
in the prescriptions, and to give a reason why such and such things should be
put together, and what chemical decompositions take place in the different admix-
tures; in short, to form a judgment upon the prescription as to whether it s a
chemical or an unchemical one, in order that they may be able to give a hint to
medical men hereafter, if they are not up to chemistry, that they may set them-
sclves right in future. 1 think that very necessary, because I have frequently
found that medical men were not so well versed in pharmacy and chemistry as
our body ; and I think that those hints are very valuable to medical men, and by
those means one profession assists the other, Then we examine them upon
materia medica, and the knowledge of the quality and action of the drugs, They
are called upon to state what part of a plant ﬂ}':-::_',r have before them ; to what
natural order it belongs; what are its uses in medicine, and what are its particular
propertics. They are not examined beyond stating what the doses of those
medicines are. They are also examined chemically as to the chemistry of the
pharmacopein. They are examined also upon toxicology and upon botany ; and
I think when I have said that [ have stated all our examination.
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S10. By whom are the examiners appointed >—The examiners are appointed by
the council.

811. How many examiners are there >—1 think there are six or eight; eight
[ believe.

812, Is there a necessity for a quorum ?—Yes,

#13. What is the quorum ?—Thuose details T really cannot bear in my own
mind. ;.

814. But you must be aware how many have attended with you when you have
examined 7—Yes. Four, I believe, are a quoram,

815. Then, when you have examined there have been always three others
present #—Of course ; the secretary is present always when the business com-
meneces, and he looks to the quorum,

816. Chairman.] Is that an official statement, and a general outline of the
course of the society with reference to examination (hending a paper to the
Witness) —Yes. I omitted to tell you that we examine candidates for appren-
ticeship as to their efficiency in the Latin langnage before they enter their pro-
fession. Then, after they have entered their profession, and have become
apprentices, they come up for a minor examination, which is less stringent, of
course, than the major one.  After passing the minor examination, then they come
up for their major examination, and are considered qualified to commence
business.

817. Sic H. Willoughly.] Does the examination of one party last more than
one day ;=-No.

EiB.:r The examination of any one party is concluded in one day ?— Yes.

81g. Chairman.] You have alluded to hints given by chemists, occasionally, to
medical men; do you refer partly to the possibility of accidents occurring in pre-
seriptions from a mistake, a slip of the pen?—Yes, that is one part of the story :
but another is, that sometimes things are put together, for want of a deeper know-
ledge of chemistry, where the one decomposes the other ; and it is the province of
a well-educated chemist to point that out, in order that the medical man may not
be disappointed.

§20. Does not it sometimes happen that a mistake occurs in which the che-
mist, from his knowledge of the business, sees that the dose is a great deal larger
than was intended *—Yes.

821. And does not that make education necessary, in order that the chemist
may be able to discover those mistakes:—I certainly would not entrust a pre-
seription, myself, to many shops in the country at the present day ; that is my
feeling as to the present condition of our bedy in the country,

822, Do you think that the plan proposed by the Pharmacy Bill would tend 1o
nnprove the qualifications of the chemists and druggists, and thus diminish the
danger to the publie to which you refer 7—1I think something should be dowe; 1
do not profess to enter into the merits of the Bill, but I think sumething should be
done for the safety of the public,

823. Sir H. Willowghby.] Do you find that many country chemists have come
up for examination ?—Yes, some of them have, and some of them pass a very cre-
ditable examination ; but there are others, again, wofully deficient. T have had
assistants sent to me, when I have had vacancies in my establishment, coming up
with the most excellent character from the last parties they were with, stating that
they were very efficient and highly praiseworthy young men. [ never take a
voung man in my own establishment without examining him for a couple
of hours, to ascertain his qualifications, so that I know the difficulties. On one
OCCASiOn A young man came o me, well dressed, with sssurance in his manner
and apparently well-educated, but on examining him [ found him so deficient in
his knewledge of chemistry, that I dared not trust him with my business; he
supposed oxide of mercury and corrosive sublimate were the same thing. Now
it is well known to all chemists, and to most educated nien in the present day, that
oxide of mercury and corrosive sublimate are very widely different. This is only
one instance of many others. You may imagine if two grains of oxide of mercury
had been ordered for a child, and this man had put in two grains of corrosive
sublimate, death would necessarily have ensved ; and he was really quite con-
founded after 1 had told him he was so deficient.
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Mr. Thomas Herring, called in; and Examined.

824. Chairman.] YOU have been many years a wholesale druggist 7—I have  Mr. T. Herring.
been in business above 43 years. -
825. In Aldersgate: street #—In Aldersgate-street. s April 1850,

§26. Does your business bring you im communication with the chemists and
druggists throughout the kingdom ?—It brings me in contact with the chemists
in ]ﬁldun and in the provinces, and in Scotland, and in Ireland ; I have visited
them, and know them personally.

827. Have you customers in most of the towns in the United Kingdom ?—
I should say you can scarcely mention any place that is worth going to, but
what we have a connexion in it.

§28. Does that give you an opportunity of forming some idea as to the con-
dition of the body of pharmacentical chemists, with respect to their edueation,
and other particulars ?—Yes ; I originally served my time as a chemist and
druggist, at Norwich, from which place I came up to London, and started a
whcﬁEsalu trade ; before that, I had been in general communication with chemists,
and knew their character, and general mode of business.

820. Do you consider, from what you know of the body of chemists and drug-
gists, that they are properly qualified for their business 7—Not generally ; a very
great deal of mischief arises from want of knowledge ; for instance, take any
ﬁentiemnn who is a qualified person, and knows hisr}‘msincss, and he would not

uy anything but what is of proper quality ; but a great many of those who pur-
chase drugs are men not educated, by which means a vast quantity of medicines
are sold of an inferior quality.

830. Are there not a great many persons who assume the name of pharma-
ceutical chemists, who have never been educated or qualified, and who do not
know their business —A great many.

831. Are those persons competent to judge of the quality of the drugs which
you sell t—Certainly not; and moreover, some of them when they order an
article which is a poison, or a medicine of stringency, not knowing the Latin name,
require the English name also.

832. Is that the case with a great number of persons ?—That is the case.

833. Does that occasion the circulation in the market of a great many drugs
of so inferior a quality, that they would not be received by any educated chemist 7
—Yes ; those who do not know the quality of the drugs, are sure to be imposed
upon, because the most common drugs bear the best profit.

834. Do you remember the time when Sir Robert Peel brought in a bill to
take off the duty upon drugs?—1 do; our drug committee waited upon Sir
Robert Peel several times.

835. Were there not at that time in the docks a considerable number of drugs
which were so bad that they would not sell for the amount of the duty =—Yes.

#36. Did some of those drugs, when the duty was repealed, come into the
market '—Yes, and do now.

837. Did those drugs come into consumption in the trade?—Yes,

838. Was spurious jalap sold which was not worth 6id. a pound 7—Not worth
a penny ; and 1 am informed that it is still brought in as jalap root, and used for
adulteration.

830. Ave drugs of that inferior description brought into the market and pur-
chased by persons who are totally ignorant of their qualitics >—They are bought
by persons totally ignorant, on account of the low price at which they get
them, and by persons who do know it, on account of the demand for cheap drugs.

840. Do you think that the ignorance of so many persons, who call themselves
chemists, cavses the circulation of larger quantities of inferior drugs than other-
wise would take place 7—1 do. If a man is educated we should not show him the
inferior drugs which a person who does not know the article would select in pre-
ference, on account of the low price.

841. Have you several different qualities of drugrs ?—Yes, 1 have; I have
brought these to show the Committee (producing some samples). Here is a very
important drug ; one of the most important drugs we have; that is scammony.
This article, which is imported, is of the value of B 5. a pound (exhibiting a speci-
men) ; that is not scammony, or at least there may be a little, but it is composed
of chalk, starch, gum, and various other things ; it is a made-up article. A man
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who does not know his business, would be quite satisfied with this article at
1 5. a pound, which at that rate bears a greater profit than the best.

842. Mr. Ewarl.] Where does that come from P—Smyrna, and all those
parts. The article which ought to be used is called by a common expression,
though not the proper one, virgin scammony, the same as virgin honey, which
means first-class scammony ; even this sometimes contains 10 per cent. of chalk ;
but it contains 80 or 80 per cent, of scammony ; this article fetches at the public
sale 35 5. a pound.

843. Chairman.] The other sample being sold at 8 s, #-—I can buy this at 84,
and it is sold at}12 s and 205, When yon meet an uneducated man, and he
wants a pound of scammony at 205, he would be satisfied with this article.
I have been a great advocate throughout my life for furwarding the means of
education to prevent this adulteration.

844. Mr. Ewart.] Those drugs are brought in adulterated ?—Yes, they are
brought in adulterated.

8.45. The adulterated article comes from the same place as the pure 7—Yes;
Jalap comes from Mexico, it ought to be the root; but when they have got as
much of the root as is valuable they sometimes cut down the tree and bring it
over in pieces of wood,

S40. As to scammony, are both the adulterated and pure article imported from
the same place 7—Yes.

847. Chairman,] Have you corvesponded with the merchant from whom you
receive it '—Yes,

848, Has the merchant ever told yeu that he could make it up at any price ?—
I know a young man who went out to collect the article; it is all adulterated in
the foreign market according to its price, and when the merchant receives those
packages they are marked with letters or numbers, and the adulteration of each
1s deseribed ;. “ That article is adulterated 40 per cent. and this 50,7

R40. Mr. /Fyld.] Then you mean to say that it is sold in the market as an
adulterated article 7—Yes; we know it must be adulterated by the price.

850, Mr. Ewart.] It is of course very important that the chemist should be
able to distinguish between the adulterated article and the pure one ?—Not a
doubt of it.

8351. Chairman.] Does the same rule apply to a great number of other drugs
besides scammony ?— Yes ; 1 should say so, certainly.

852 Siv W. G. Craig.] Is it your practice to buy these adulterated drugs ?—
We do not buy them largely; we are compelled to supply an article of that kind
when ordered. A customer comes in, and asks for scammony at a low price;
this article is produced and he buys it, but we do not keep it in stock ; but 2 man
who was educated at all would see himself that it was impure.

853. Chairman.] You are obliged to yield to the demand for such drugs as
are asked for by your customers ? —We are forced to keep them, but we never use
them in preparations.

R54. If a person comes to you, do you ask him whether he wishes for the best
or the second best article, and supply him accordingly ?—Certainly ; we ask him
his price,

855. And do you consider that it is the fact of so many persons professing to
be chemists and druggists, having ne education, which causes the very great
demand for an inferior class of drugs :—It is the chief if not the entire cause
of ir.

856. Do you think if they were properly educated, the demand for those very
inferior drugs would cease 7—1I am certain of it ; the public would be better served
as to their prescriptions, and druggists would have a better opportunity of pro-
curing good drugs,

#57. Have you found more difficulty in satisfying your customers since the
establishment of the Pharmaceatical Society ; have they paid more attention to
the guality of the drugs?—Yes; it has been quite a stimulus to all those who
have joined the society.

#58. Do you find more frequent inguiries respecting the quality of the drugs
to a certain extent, than }r:}md Lefore the society existed *—It 15 in operation
every day; we hear more of improvement daily in this respect.

850. vou consider that that cause continues to operate in promoiing supe-
riority in the quality of the drugs which are sold7—Yes; one is stimulating
another continually now to get the best. -

860. When
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%60. When one chemist has obtained superior articles, does that induce others
to do the same thing >—Yes ; it is a great stimulus amongst them, no doubt ; they
find now that a good article is demanded, and consequently a man in his own
mind will say, < I will get the best.”

861, Then is it your opinion that the passing of a Bill for promoting the edu-
cation of pharmaceutical chemists will benefit the publie, by putting an end to
this extensive circulation of bad medicine #—1I have no hesitation in saying that if
a Bill of this description, which 1 have read very minutely, were passed, 1t would
tend very much to the improvement of the trade, and be a great advantage to the

blic.

?“Eﬁz_ Sir W. G. Craig.] Is it your opinion that it is desirable to prohibit the
sale of drugs by persons not druggists >—That is my idea ; T have thought for a
considerable lengih of time that Government ought to appoint a man to look after
the drugs ; there ought to be a man who understands his business to go round to
the different shops and investigate the drugs. You see what a great improve-
ment has taken place with respect to the importation of drugs into the United
States of Ameriea ; if an article is imported there now, the moment the vessels

have landed the packages, they pull them open if there is any suspicion of their

being bad, and if they are bad they are seized ; consequently the trade dare not
send a bad article to Americanow ; it would be seized.

863, Is there a medical insEm::tnrslrip established in the United States ?—Yes;
and consequently the drugs shipped to America are of good quality.

8064. That is in consequence of the inspection ?—Yes,

865. Is the medical inspector attached to the Custom-liouse * —The medical
inspector is attached to the Custom-house, and no medicines can be landed with-
out he sees them.

866, Mr. Fwart.] Has any proposition been made to the Government of this
country to establish a simiiar system for the inspection of drugs at the Custom-
house '—1 believe there has: bat I helieve it would in the first instance be diffi-
cult to get a man who understands drugs ; it requires a long time for a man to
understand them.

867. Are you aware that that proposal has been made by Dr. Muspratt, a very
eminent chemist of Liverpool >—Yes, it is so reported.

868. Sir W. . Craig.] How do they obtain properly-qualified men in America :
—If you puid them, there would be men perfectly qualified who would do it for
a sufiicient salary.

86g. There would be no great difficulty in this country in doing that 7—No;
a person might be found to do it.

870. Mr. Wyld.] Does it require chemical as well as other knowledge 1o test
those drugs ?— Not to test drugs.

71. Could an officer of Customs tell the drugs by simply looking at them, or
must there be an analysis >—1 think most of our drugs could Le told by looking
at them. An experienced person could pick them out; but any chemical prepa-
ration must undergo chemical examination,

872. Then an officer established at the port could tell by ordinary examination ?
—Yes, a mmFetEntjur]ge.

73- Sir W. G. Craig.] Do you consider there ought to be a prohibition
against the sale of drugs by any person in the country, except those who were
licentiates of this society >—1I should say there ought to be some such prohibition :
for this reason, most of our medicines at the present day are very materially altered
b{ the French mode of preparation ; our medicines are of a different character to
what they were formerly, they are concentrated medicines ; and therefore T should
say, at the present day, it is more essential that a man shonld undergo an exami-
nation than it was at any time before.

874. Do you consider that it would be possible to prokibit persons in remote
paits of the country from selling drugs, unless licensed by the society #—1
should think myself they ought not to be allowed to sell medicines. 1 do not see
why @ man in a little country shep should compound medicines at all, except he
has a knowledge of them. 1 know an eminent physician, when in the country,
had to send a preseription 14 or 15 miles from the place, because he was con-
scious that it would not be made up properly at the place where he was.

875. But take the case of a simple dose of rhubarb, would you prohibit that ?
—This Bill might net apply to the sale of rhubarb, or jalap, or mugnesia; this
Lill is what is necessay for the protection of the public. We know that accidents
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continually oceur. I heard of one lately from a young man doing n prescription
up. If he had been an educated young man he weuld never have compounded
the prescription at all; but he did it op us it was ordered, and the consequence
was that the young lady for whom it was intended died. If he had been a man
who knew his business as he ought to have done, he would have said, “1 will not
put this together without asking the physician.”

876. Then your objection is not to the sale of drugs, but to the making up of
prescriptions =—I think altogether that nobody ought to sell medicine except he
is qualified.

i77. Do you think it pessible to get a licentiate of this seciety in eve
country village ?—That would be soon overcome, the same as is done in ]re]nnz
In Ircland if a man is unedueated, he cannot compound medicines, because he
must undergo an examination ; but if he will not go under an examination, how
does he avoid it? Why he gets a young man who is qualified, and he writes up,
“James Smith, qualified ;" therefore a man in a country town would scon
become so by only getting a young man who was qualified.

878. Chawrman.] Do not you consider it of very great importance for the poor
in agricultural distriets to have properly qualified chemists, since, in fact, more
is entrusted to the chemists in those places than in large towns:—Yes, [do. I
think it is highly essential that they should be qualified men, and I am certain
that that qualification would prevent the sale of such a vast amount of inferior drugs.

870. The purport of this ]ii]l is to give the public the means of judging of the
qualifications of chemists, if they choose to make use of their judgment ?—No
doubt.

§80. It does not go further than that ?—That is ail we require ; there ought
to be a guarantee to the public.

881, Sie AL Willoughby.] Are you a wholesale druggist and retail drogeist ?
—Wholesale not retail.

§82. Do you wish that, in both the cases, there should be a [lmnicular class of
people, and only that particular elass of people, who should sell drugs, wholesale
or retail, in Great Britain 7—The Bill has nothing to do with wholesale druggists.

883. But I want to ascertain your vpinion upon that point; there are whole-
sale druggists and retail druggists —There are.

884. Is it your opinion that the sale of drugs, wholesale and retail, should be
confined to a particular class of persons =—I think the wholesale druggisis have
nothing to do with it; a man who is a wholesale man has nothing ta do with
what is distributed to the public.

885. Chairman.] Ie is a merchant F-——He is a merchant, and can have nothing
to do with what takes place among retail druggists,

886, Sir H. Willoug hby.] Can anybody be a wholesale druggist !—Yes, any-
budy can be a wholesale droggist.

887. Then you require no examination for them :—No; but it is much better
that they should know their business ; there may be some who do not know their
business,

558, Would you impose upon a retail druggist a qualification which you do not
impose upon the wholesale druggist ?—Certainly ; 1 think it would be the means
of raising their character, and that a great benefit to the public would arise,
because they would have hetter drugs.

8¥g. I understand you to say, that you would allow a party to sell drugs
wholesale, without having undergone any examination which should assure the
public that he was qualified to distinguish between good and bad drugs *—1 think
we shouid not tonch the wholesale druggist ; he is a merchant.

8go. Why would not you touch him *—For this reason: I am an importer of
drugs, at all prices, and people come and buy them at ail prices. If a person
who comes to a wholesale druggist, says, “1 want a quantity of spirits of
nitre, of the specific gravity of 850°, or I want it cheaper,” the druggist says,
“ Well then, vou must have it of less gravity.” He is only a wholesale vendor of
it 5 he has nothing to do with the publie, or with the use that is made of it. A
great many drugs are sold to manufacturers, and not for medicine.

8g1. Do you not consider it an obligation upon the wholesale druggist to sell
sound drugs *—1I should say, every honourable man ought always to urge it.

8n2. You have introdueed a drug ealled scammony, I think :—I have.

803. I think you said that it varies in quality, that it is sold of one quality at
Bs. a pound *—From 8. to 40 5.

394. Would
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$04. Would you sell the 8 quality, although you know it is composed
of 80 per cent, of chalk, to any ene who asks for it 7—We are compelled to do
that, though we do not like it. A person comes and says, * I want scammony, at
such a price;” and we show it to him : if a man was qualified in his trade he
would not buy that article, if he really was an intelligent man.

805. You have stated that you think it desirable that in Great Britain no retail
chemist should sell drugs, seammony included, unless he was qualified by having
passed some examination F— Certainly.

8g6. How is that to prevent the party who was so qualified from buying 8s.
scammony ?—In fact it would prevent the sale of it in a very material degree;
because the men wounld be educated to know the different qualities of scammony,
whereas some are now so uneducated that they do not know it.  If you were to
pretend to control them they would be offended.

807. Is not the reason for buying it that he can get a certain kind of scammony
for 8 5. instead of giving 35 #. ; would not that account for the sale?—I do not
comprehend the question,

898. Here 15 a commodity of various qualities which you say is to be got at
different prices ; may not the difference of price aceount for the sale ? —~There isno
doubt of it; the common article pays best, but they ought not to be allowed to
use it : but some buy it, thinking it is a good article, as good as can be.

800. But there iz no reason, on your own showing, as they get the most by the
lower-priced commodity, that the qualified chemist who understood his business
might not still come to you for the scammony of the lower quality 7—1I find that
those men who know their business will not admit it into their premises.

goo. Then, in that case, you suppose it does not answer to that class of chemists
10 use it '—Certainly not ; they will not buy it.

o1, Chairman.] It does not answer to tradesmen in general to sell a bad
article, which would be ultimately disapproved of by their eustomers *—Certainly
not.

002. Therefore, upon that principle, I suppose in the end o man would come for
the good article, who understood it 7—I think that is the tendency.

003. Are not wholesale druggists admitted into the Pharmaceutical Society *—
They are admitted into it.

904. Do you consider it is desirable for them to pass an examination, although
their ease is rather different from the retail druggists >—No, not compuisorily ; but
I sheould like the wholesale druggist, if he was competent, to undergo an ¢xamina-
tion 3 huht[}*nu would not get them to do it.

go5. Mr. Wild] Are not a large quantity of the druls imported into this
-country sold wholesale by brokers ?—Yes, they are sold every fortnight, at a public
sale, by brokers. i

gob. Supposing the wholesale druggists were compelled to undergo an exami-
nation, would you include the drug broker 7—No, le is only an agent

go5. Is not the broker the intermediate man between the merchant or importer,
and the wholesale trader 7—Yes ; ke is only acting for the merchant.

9o8. The wholesale druggist is, therefore, no more responsible for the drugs he
sells than the broker or the merchant *—No.

gog. Sic H. Willoughty.] 1 understand you to sav, that the wholesale drug-
gists would not submit to an examination as a class #~—They would not submit to
-an examination for the reasons which 1 have already stated.

g10. Mr. Ewart.] We understand, from the evidence before uvs, that many of
those articles sold by wholesale druggists may go to other purposes than medical
purposes -—Yes, many of them are used in mechanical operations ; for example,
-eastor oil ; you would hardly suppose it, but it is used in machinery and for other
purposes as well as for medicine.

11. Mr. /Fyld.] But a wholesale druggist sells also chemicals, does not he ?
— e

912. A large portion of those are used for agricultural purposes #—Yes ; some
of them ; phosphate of lime, et cetera.

013. Therefore, a wholesale druggist embraces a trade of a more extensive
character than the supply simply to retail chemists?—Yes ; he sells articles
applicable to the arts and sciences, articles used by dyers and others.

14. And therefore he is placed upon a different footing from a retail chemist ?

— .
015. Mr. Ewart.] Ie is not a special but a general tradesman ?—Yes ; some
0.42. G 3 embrace
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embrace a larger scale of business, dealing in all kinds of articles, and some keep
noTe Parlicuinr]}' to drugs; our house keeps particularly to drugs.

910, You therefore would not propese a check upon the wholesale druggist,
like that upon the retail, inasmuch as you propese that there should Le a previous
inspection at the Custom House *—I :hinl‘c] it that was adopted it would be a
good thing.

917. Mr, ilyld.] Therefore, T understand that the wholesale druggist is upon
an entirely difierent fuoting, with respect to the public, from the retail druggist #—
He has nothing to do with the public.

918, And it depends upon the want of knowledze, and the want of education
in the retail druggist, or otherwise, whether he buys good or bad drugs ?—Not a
doubt of it.

019. Sir IL. Willoughly.] 1 am endeavouring to find out whether you look to
any public Board in order to prevent improper drugs being sold in Great Britain.
Lo you lock te a Government inspection as the best mode of preventing it 7=
No: I think the best mode of preventing it would be the education, as a body, of
those who buy the article ; it is from the want of that education that so large o
quantity of bad drugs finds its way to the public.

§20. Then why do you refer to America as an example I—I was only telling
you what they do in America ; 1 think it would be a great improvement if the
Government would not allow bad drugs to be imported ; they will not allow bad
fish to be sold, or bad meat to be sold, and very properly so: but here are articles
of the greatest importance to the public health, without any duty paid, and with
no prohibition upon them, let them be ever so bad.

921. Then according to your own showing, the prevention of bad drugs coming
into the kingdom wonld be a better security than anything else *—1I think educa-
tion is better than anything.

022. But i’ bad drugs did not come, the evil would not happen 2—0Of course
not, if they did not come.

923. In America you say they do not admit bad drugs ?—In America they are
so strict that they will not allow auything that is bad to ge in, if they know it.

g24. If the practice in this ¢ountry was made analogous to that of America,
would not that be the best mode of preventing the sale of bad drugs 7—No, it
would not, and I will give you a very good reason why ; this article, scammony,
was formerly manufactured in London, therefore there would be no difficulty n
getting it again by that means.

925. Then in point of fact that is home made?—No, this is made abroad ;
they make it rather lietter abroad than in this country. Buot as long as the
demand fora spurious article exists it will be fabricated in this country if it is not
made abroad ; a great deal was made in this country before they made it abroad.

026, Why will they Lave it 7—Profit will lead some men to buy common
articles.

027. Am [ to understand you that chemists and druggists will deal in inferior
articles :—Yes, at present, some will.

028, How eould you make a law to prevent it 2—I think myself that edueation
would do it ; educate these men and they will not do it.

g20. Mr. Wiyld.] You think that there ought to be au inspection of all drugs
sold by retail druegists, 1 understood you to say, in the former part of your
evidence, for the safety of the public ?—1I do not think that alone would do; it
might do some good, but it would not overcome the evil. ;

050, Has not the Apothecaries Company the power of inspecting the drugs —
Yes: but this examination is confined to apothecaries, and I have reason to
believe that this is often evaded by keeping in prominent places some specimens
of superior drugs.

031. Then in fact, the power of inspection, which the Apothecaries’ Company
have at this moment, is wholly inoperative >—It is inoperative, but might be
improved.

g32. Is the larger portion of the bad drugs which are sold consumed in London
or in the country districts?7—1I should say formerly it was in the country ; they
have improved in the country ; but still the great consumption, I think, is in the
small towns in the country, except you go into the owtskirts of London, White-
chapel, and so on; but you get the better article in the more important localities.

033. Since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, have you found
its members purchase better drugs than the ordinary mass of chemists?—It is

quite
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pite a new era; and not cmly that, but all the apprentices who are coming Mr. T. Herring.
E‘:mhard, who have been educated, will not have the bad drugs. : -

034. Then the public have been very much benefitted by the establishment of 2 April 1852
the Pharmaceutical Society 3—I think it is one of the greatest steps that has been
taken towards having good drugs sold, and the safety of the public insured.

Mr. George Walter Swith, celled in ; and Examined.

035. Chairman.] YOU have been for many years in the drug business—For Mr. G. W. Swith.
upwards of 30, both wholesale and retail, in town and country.

936. You were connected with the Pharmaceutical Society at the time of its
formation *—I was. _ _ | _

937. Did not you take some steps, in connexion with some other chemists, at
the time that Mr. Hawes's Biil was brought forward ?—I joined some two or three
drugoists to consider that Bill, and advised them to an opposition, having an idea
that I could draw the attention of the trade to the question of education, in which
1 had ever felt an interest. ;

038, Did the opposition to that Bill, by yourself and the parties you have
spoken of, refer to any objection to the introduction of education among the body
of chemists and druggists?—The Bill itself contemplated an examination of
chemists and druggists, but it was not objected to on that ground ; the objection
to the Bill was, that it rendered it penal to strap a cut finger or to administer a
dose of medicine.

630. Was there any objection with respect to the constitution of the board of
examiners *—The constitution of the board of examiners was objectionable, be-
cause it would have placed the chemists and druggists under the control of the
Apothecaries’ Company.

040. When the meeting took place which brought the chemists together, and
when the subject of an association for the permanent improvement of the body
was proposed did the proposal to form a permanent association for their improve-
ment meet with the general approbation of the chemists and druggists '—The
result was that it was extensively approved.

041. Was there some difficulty in arranging the constitution of the society so
as to suit the prejudices and the condition of the parties concerned :—There was
considerable discussion as to the character and constitution of the society.

942. Were not several objects comprised in it for the purpose of inducing as
large a number as possible to join it 7—-Yes, it was intended to confer a universal
benefit,

943. Was not a benevolent fund added to it, simply for the purpese of adding
a bond of union, but merely as a collateral object *—It was considered a good
foundation for giving men an interest in the institution.

944. But was the primary object of the society education ?—Yes ; to educate
and qualify the body so as to render them more efficient servants of the public.

945. Was not another object that of the defence of the body, in the event of
any Act of Parliament being intreduced which might injure them, or any other
matter arising which might concern them *—The union of the body was for the
purpose of preserving their independence, that they might not be controlled by
any other body, and that they should preserve themselves from any penal clauses
in the Bill which they understood was about to be introduced by the College of
Plysicians or the College of Surgeons.

946. Such penal clauses as they might consider unjust 7—VYes,

947- Was not the only ground upon which they could claim any protection
from that interference, that they should exert themselves to improve their qualifi-
cations '—Yes, to give the body better qualifications.

048. OF which they have given such a proof as to justify their claim to be
protected from external interference i —Yes; the proof is the establishment of a
;;Lurgﬂ society, which has been very generally supported, and very generally

a40. Do you remember the number of members whe joined during the first
year t—I have a statement lere of the numbers in the several years.

050. Does that paper contain the total number of members and asseciates from
the commencement in the several years *—Yes ; as they paid their subscriptions,

951. Does it also contain the number of seceders>—Yes ; the subscriptious are

0.42. G 4 still
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still in arrear, but they are competent to pay; some of the seceders have died,
others have emigrated.

052. Does it also contain the number of admissions during the several years ?
—VYes.

[ Lhe same was delivered in, and is as follows 1]

TOTAL SECEDENS. ADMISSIONS.
YEARS. — — —
B e 468 266 = s = =
e T R 1,658 2913 19 pdth e a 80
7T b | 2 070 137 194 36 g
iggd = = nnge 1,706 188 217 4 83
T 1,601 1,475 100 169 217 102
1846 - ~-| 1,878 1,436 149 173 127 | 07
187 - =| 108 1,159 130 149 116 95
7y R B | 1,013 128 1560 99 103
L 1,561 865 143 156 67 198
TR0 . e i 1,550 214 115 07 75 104
AR S = 1,486 735 119 118 110 80
1862 - -1 - -4- =] =/}« - 34 86

053. Was not one of the original objects of the society that of obtaining a Bill >
—It was.

054, Did a great many secessions take place in consequence of the impression
going abroad that the council had neglected their duty in consequence of not
baving obtained the passsing of a Bill 7—There has been a very strong feeling ex-
pressed at times, and m:m%' members have discontinued their :'nﬁmcri tions, because
they thought the council h

ad not effectually exerted themselves to obtain a Bill for
the purposes of education,

055. Did you attribute a great proportion of the secession to that circumstance >
—1 do, partly.

050. To disappointment at no Bill being obtained as was expected, a Bill
being the original object *—Precisely ; they had been led to expect it a few years
after the establishment of the society.

957. In framing the laws of the society, have you been present at the meetings
which have taken place on the subject ?— At all times. 1 was instromental in
framing the original constitution of the society.

058, Has the primary object in the formation of those laws been to avoid those
abuses whieh frequently exist in corporate bodies 7—Yes; every endeavour was
made to make this institution perfect, and to avoid what were considered abuses
n other institutions.

050. Were the laws of various institutions obtained and considered with the
view of extracting from them such portions as should be found desirable, and
omitting anything that was cbjectionable *—Yes ; many were obtained by myself,
also by others.

atio. Was one of the ohjects of the society the introduction of the principle of
representation :—Most decidedly ; the basis of the society, as agreed to by the
commitlee in their first report, was for the purpose of education, examination, regis-
tration, and representation ; those were the four points,

g1, In the election of the members of the council, was it contemplated that.
every member of the society should have a vote 7—1It was not only contemplated
but it was expressed. 1 have here a balloting paper, which was the first which was
issued, which will prove that it is a list of the candidates ; it was transmitted to the
member, and he was requested to place his initials against each name, and to sign
the paper with his name, and to return it to the secretary prior to the day of

election.
g62. Have
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g62. Have you a paper which was rather an improvement upon that during

the subsequent years of the society 2—There was an alteration, but 1 do not
vd it as an improvement, because, by that alteration, 1 do not conceive that
the paper entitles the absent member to vole.

gti5. Was not there a mistake in the charter, in consequence of a misunder-
standing on the part of the legal advisers, by which absent members were deprived
of the privilege of voting 1—Most decidedly ; for it was a fundamental doctrine
and the intention, that every man should be entitled to vote for the election of the
council, in order that they should be all fairly re?resentﬂd.

964. Has a clause been inserted in the Bill for the purpose of curing that
defect ?—There has: that word © present” in the charter wus quite a defect.
The counsil have even taken, first one counsel's opinion, and :Ium two, and I
still urged upon them the possibility that that did not apply to the election,
although it might to the resolutions at the meetings. 1 merely mention that to
show that the council have endeavoured to carry out their own intention,

g65. Then it has aiways been the intention of the society, that it should he
conducted on the principle of representation ?—1 think it is the fundamental point,
that the council should represent all the members.

gfi6. Atthe time that the society was formed, was not it stated to those who joined
it, that some credit would belong to them as being the originators of the im-

vement in the qualifications of their body !—Yes, and they were called the
ounders.

g67. Did not the members express a desire to have some kind of certificate of
membership ?—Yes, they wished to have some public testimony that they were

d in promoting the education of their body.

068, Was that certificate originally intended to imply a qualification, or merely
as a certificate of that sort >—It never did imply qualification, nor was it intended
to do so.

060. The certificate of membership was merely intended to imply that they
were engaged in the improvement and education of their body 7—=Y'es, as identi-
fying them with the Pharmaceutical Society.

g70. Have you got a copy of the certificate’—Yes; this deeument simply
certifies that the individual is & member of the society.

071. Has it not been quite a mistake to suppose that this particular document
was intended to prove a positive qualification :—1It was always a subject of pro-
testation that it did not form a pharmaceutical qualification.

072. Do not these other certificates imply qualification ?—Those are distinct
evidence of qualification ; they are certificates under the hands of the examiners
after examination had of the candidate, and are signed only by those examiners
who are present and engaged in such examination.

073. Were you cognizant of various communications taking place between
ur soeiety and various medical bodies, with reference to the constitution of a
rd of Examiners :—There were communications with the College of Physicians
and the College of Surgeons even before the Pharmaceutical Society itself was
establiched ; several interviews and negociations with those two colleges took
place, and also with the University of Londen.

074. Did not a great number of young men inquire how they were to qualify
for the examination 7—I am continually now, and have for years past, been
applied to by voung men as to what course they shall adopt whilst in the country
to qualify themselves for examination ; what bouks they shall read. [ point out to
them some three or four; Lindlu}', on Botany; Pereira, on Materia Medica ;
Fownes, on Ch{:mistry;. and particularly to study the Pharmacopwia,

075- Was not it found ahsolutely requisite to establish a model school of phar-
macy to indicate the course of study which young men ought to go through 1—
It was necessary not only with a view to institute a svstem of education, but in
the hope of bringing forward educated men to hecome teachers,

970. In the establishment of this school, has everything been done which the
experience of other countries and the teachers in this country could suggest, to
make the education as complete as possible 7— I apprehend so. We have estab-
lished lectures in chemistry, materia medica, pharmacy, and botany ; and we have
established a laboratory, which is well attended. . B

977- Have you a statement of the number of pupils who have attended >—

Yes; the number of pupils who have attended the laboratory are here stated.
0.42. H Lanomarony
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Lapomazory Recewrrs and Exeesmrone for Seven Sessions,
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78, The
laboratory —T

exltvenditurc stated there has been, I
it is exclusively for the laboratory.

believe, exelusively for the

070. Have you the number of pupils whe have attended the lectures i—VYes;

thizs is the statement.

[ The same was delivered in, and is as_follnws ;]
LECTURES.
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gfo. Mr. Ewart.] The number of pupils seems to have dimivished within the
last few years }—The numbers have diminished ; but you will find, by adding
those two columns together, that the numbers are larger than they look to be at
the first sight.

981, Chairman.] Should the column containing the number of pupils at the
laboratory be added to the column of those who attended the lectures *—Yes ;
they were attending at the same time ; they are two classes of pupils,

g82. Mr. Ewart.] Will that account for the difference in the numbers exhi.
biting an apparent diminution *—In the first place, we had a great many prin-
cipals came to the lectures with a view of showing their approval of the estab-
lishment of the lectures ; many gentlemen in London in trade as principals.

983. Chairman.] Did not a good many assistants who are still in their situa-
tions attend }—Yes ; many assistants attended two and three courses of lectures,
who have discontinued, as they considered themselves qualified.

984. That paper shows the expenditure of the school, I think. Have you a
statement of the total expenditure of the society ?—I have, both of the receipts
and expenditure, in round numbers, without the shillings.

[ The same was delivered in, and is as _follows :]

Reczirrs and ExrexpiTure of the Pnarmacevticar Bociery of Greal Britain,
from 1 June 1841 to 31 December 1852,

£. £

Subseriptions - - - - | 45595 | Investmentz - - = -| 8,810

Donations - = - - - 2008 | Printing and delivery of Journals 0,424
Entrance fees - - - - 751 | Lectures and other educational

Lectures and laboratory fees -| 4,432 purposes = = = - 11831

Interest of mone - - - 1,863 | Library, museum, and ap&)ﬂ-mtus 2159
Balance - - - - - 402 | Charter, arms, and certificate of

: membership - - - - 079

% Examiners - - - = s

| Officers and servants - = - 4,57

Rent, Rates, taxes - - - 5,605

Oftice sundries - - - 2,580

£ | 45,051 £. 45,1051

985. Sir H. Willoughty.] What is the annual subscription *—1It formerly was
two guineas, both for London and the country; afterwards it was one guinea
and a half for London, and merely a guinea for the country.  Associates in town
or country half-a-guinea ; formerly it was a guinea,

986. Mr. Wyid.] If a person ceases to pay the subscription, does he cease to
be a member of the society 7—A person not paying his subscription ceases to
enjoy the privilezes of the society, but he can at any time pay up his arrears.

987. But you still consider him a member of the society, though not a sub-
seribing member, if I understand you?—"We had a bye-law which said, that if a
member did not pay his subscription by a certain time, he should cease to enjoy
the privileges of the members. It was altered to, that he should cease to be a
member, but both have been revoked, and at present a person cannot cease to be
a member unless he resigns the certificate of membership, having previously given
a written notice; therefore, in fact, at this moment any person who has once
joined, although he may not have paid, must be held to be a member.

088. Chairman.] Has not the school of pharmacy been a very heavy expense
to the society F—Very heavy : and there is there, under the head of * Educational
purposes,” a very larze sum of money ; “ Lectures and other educational pur-
poses, 11,8314 ;" that is in eleven years,

989. Has not the society, in the prosecution of their object of impreved edu-
cation, considered expense as quite a secondarv ?—Ves, that has been quite
regarded as a secondary consideration.

ago. Was the object to establish an effectual system of education i—The object
was to establish an effectual system of education for the guidance of future pupils.

901. Has it been all that the society have desired in reference to money, that
they should merely have enough to carry on the institution; have they had any

0.42. H2 desire
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desire beyond that *~ None; there is no desire to accumulate any money or funi
beyond the Benevolent Fund.

002. Is the Benevolent Fund entirely distinet from the other fund —Entirely
separate, and it has been kept intact from the beginning.

003. Mr. Wyld.] Is it optional in the members to subscribe to the Benevolent
Fund or not ?—1It is quite optional ; but whether they subscribe or not they have
the right to enjoy its advantages, if they have been four years on the books of
the society.

094. As ordinary subscribing members, without paying to the Benevolent
Fund !-=Without their paying anything whatever to that fund. Originally, it was
contemplated to take a part of another fund, to increase that fund, and in three
instances 300/ were given out of the general fund, with the consent and by the
order of a general meeting of the whole body.

095. Chairman.] Subsequently to that time, has that been discontinued ?—
That has been discontinued, because the receipts and expenditure have been too
close together to admit of it.

0ofi. Since that time, has the Benevolent Fund been entirely supported by
voluntary subscriptions 7—DBy voluntary subscriptions ; and in one instance a
very large sum of money was given, arising from a dinner, as contributions.

a97. Has it not been always the intention of the society to keep those two
subjects entirely distinet, the Edueational Fund and the Benevolent Fund 7—
Entirely ; the funds have no connexion.

098, Mr. Hyld.] You do not at this moment appropriate any of the fees
received from the students who join your society to the Benevolent Fuud *—None
of the fees go to the Benevolent Fund, nor any of the subscriptions, becanse we
are not rich enough ; we have no surplus, in point of fact, which we could con-
tribute to the Benevolent Fund.

900. Chairman.] Tz the whole of the income of the society expended in educa-
tional purposes, and in keeping up the general establishment ¥ —Just so.

1o00. Has the council, from time to time, discussed the state of the school,
and the difficulty of inducing persons to come up to the school, and to come for
examination without some compulsory powers, such as an Act of Parliament
requiring education would afford =—We have hitherto tried to induce young men
to come for education voluntarily, but the council feel that they have no power
to compel a qualification.

1001, Has that been the great obstacle to the benefit which was intended to
have been conferred upen the public by an improved education of chemists ?—
Whilst young men are not forced to prove their qualification by examination. it
is inditferent to them what amount of gualification they possess.

1002, But has the absence of the power of compelling young men to come up
for examination in a great degree interfered with the objects of the society in
extending education, has it not been found difficult to induce the voung
men to come up ?—The council possesses no power at all to induce them to
COmpe III]_

1003. But has not the absence of the power acted as an obstacle to the benefit
of the institution :—Yes, exactly so; because if there were power to compel
their attendance, many who do not come would be obliged to come, or to obtain
their education elsewhere.

1004. Has that been the ground upon which the council have exerted them-
selves 1o obtain the Bill 2—Yes, in order to ensure a universal education.

1005. Has the council come to the conclusion, in your presence, that unless
some Bill be passed, making education requisite, it will be impossible for the
society fully 10 carry out its object?—It has long been felt, that without a com-
pulsion, enforecd by law, requiring qualification and examination, it cannot be
done; that a voluntary society cannot accomplish it.

root. Sir I, . Craig.] What do you mean by compulsion ; to what extent
are vou disposed to carry it 7—To the extent that the individual shall prove
that he is qualified to call himself a chemist and druggist; that the law of the
country should say that no man should dispense medicines unless he be properly
qualificd ; and that his qualification shall be tested by examination; an exami-
nation to be deputed under the Bill to any power which the Government may
think proper,

1007. Then yeu would establish a monopoly in the hands of the society, in
{uct, of determining who should act as chemists and druggists 7 —No ; because any

person
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person may come into the trade of a chemist and druggist if’ he can prove himself ar. G, . Swmirk.
qualified ; and 1 apprehend that it is the duty of the Government to ascertain that ——
he is qualified for the sake of the safety of the public. 2 April 1850,

1008, That is saying that no person hereafter shall be entitled to practice unless
they choose to give him a certificate *—As a chemist and druggist making up
prescriptions, no person ought to be allowed to practice without proving his quali-
fication ; my observation is limited to the dispensing of medicines being confined
to qualified men, proved to be so qualified.

100g. Over the whole country :— Over the whole country.

1010. Mr. Bouverie.] Then the Bill, as it at present stands, does not at all
come up to the extent of your desire?—The Bill requires every person who
assumes the name of a pharmaceutical chemist to give proof of his qualification
by examination.

1011. But supposing a man calls himsell a physic seller, and dispenses medi-
cines under that name, the Bill would not prevent that, and so far your object
would be defeated —DBut dispensing medicines is the act of a pharmacentical
chemist and druggist. :

1012, But it is not the act which is prohibited, but the taking of the name or
title 2—1t is so.

1013. Then so far the Bill by no means comes up to the extent of your desire
upon the subject 7—My desire does not go beyond test and examination.

1014, Does your desire not go beyond the prohibition as to taking the title ?
—Just so ; the Bill asks for no other power.

1015. But I understand you to say, that you would prohibit all persons from
dispensing physic, except those who had been examined '—1I believe that to be
the tendency and simple character of the Bill,

1016. Is that what you think desirable 2 Yes,

1017. Then supposing the Bill does not prohibit the dispensing of phyzic, but
merely prohibits the assumption of the name of pharmaceutical chemist, so far
the Bill does not come up to the extent of your desire upon the subject ; is not
that so *—1I have no desire myself to see any power preventing a person from
selling drugs ; what I mean is the dispensing of prescriptions.

1018. Sir W. G. Craig.] Then the expression you used of “compulsory

wers ' was an inaccurate one >—Perhaps so ; I mean that the Bill should pro-
vide that rezulation.

1019. You mean merely to say that there should be licensing powers giving
certain privileges 7—Yes.

1020, Chairman.| Did you mean by “ compulsory powers,” that you should
compel all those who assume the name and title of * pharmaceutical chemist,”
and profess themselves to the public to be such, to pass an examination ? —I mean
that these who employ the term “ pharmaceutical chemist,” or any term similar
to that, should pass an examination.

1021. Mr. F#7yid.] “ Pharmaceutical chemist,” or ** chemist and druggist " ?—
Or “ chemist and druggist.”

1022. Mr. Jackson.] Without the word * pharmaceutical ” being attached to
* chemist and druggist ” ?7— Exactly ; no person to use the term “chemist and
druggist,” or “pharmaceotical chemist,” or * dispensing chemist,”™ without an
examination.

1023. Mr. Wyld.] Then in fact, aceording to your idea, this Bill would em-
brace the whole profession or trade of people who dispensed medicines, would it
not *—The apothecaries are exempt under the Bill.

1024. Exempting the regular licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company 7—Yes,

1025, But exempting enly the licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company ?'—Or
such others as are protected and mentioned in the Bill.

10206, * Drysalters, vendors of drugs or chemicals used for any other than
medicinal purposes,” or compounders and vendors of patent medicines ?—Those
are the exceptions, I helieve.

1027. With the exception of the licentiates of the Apothecaries’ Company, and
*“drysalters, vendors of drugs or chemicals used for any other than medicinal
purposes, or makers, compounders, or vendors of any stamped, patent, or proprie-
tary medicines, or of horse or cattle medicines,” every other person who dispenses
drugs, aceording to your notion, ought to come under the operation of this Bill ?
—Certainly.

0.42. H3 1028. Has
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1028. Has this Dill passed under the review of the council of the Pharmacen-
tical Society ?—1It has. 3

1029. And received their sanction 7—1It has.

1030. The only alteration they have consented to, I understand you, is to take
out the word * toxicology "?—That has been agreed to be left out.

1051, And they approve of every part of the Bill exeept toxicology ?—Yes,

1032. And you consider that they wish it to pass #—Yes ; T believe they do.

1033. Chatrman.] 1s there not a committee of the society formed for consider-
ing the Pharmacy Bill 7 --There is a committee, cailed “the Pharmacy Bill
Commitiee,”

1034. Have that committee considered various other amendments which have
been suggested with reference to the Bill ?—They have.

1035. Sir H. Willoughby.] Is it the object of your society to get within its
grasp ail the chemists and druggists in Great Britain -¥—We desire this measure
for the public interest, and our own too.

1030. It is your intention to embrace within the scope of yeur society all the
chemists and druggists in Great Britain?—We desire that ; not by the operation
of the Bill, but by their own free act. That Bill goes, as T understand, to power
being given to the society to examine, and a certificate of their Board is to allow
the party to be placed on the register, he will then have the full power to
exercise the trade of chemist and druggist, and employ the name, but he will not
by that be compelled to come into the society ; he can join it as a member of the
society at his own pleasure.

1037. Do you mean 10 allow that any chemist and druggist may exercise his
trade as he pleases without coming to the society, if he so choose 7—Without
Jjoining the corporation and becoming a member of the body corporate.

1038, Then you do not consider, in such cases, sn examination indispensable ?
—An examination must take place before admission into our society.

1030. Do you wish that ail the chemists and druggists in Great Britain should
be examined by this society *—We do.

1040. Do you wish, as a society, to get legislative power for that purpese I—
We do.

1041. Having that legislative power, it would then be compulsory upon every
chemist and drug%ist in %mat Britain to come to vour society to be examined #
—To be examined.

1042. In that case would not the exclusive power of being chemists and drug-
gists in Great Britain be in the parties who were examined by your society ;
would not the effect of that necessity of examination be, that no one could prae-
tise the trade of chemist and druggist in Great Britain without having come to
vour society ¥—-That would be the result. :

1043. Would not that, in Iminl of fact, establish a monepoly, by placing the
sole power of dispensing medicine in the parties examined by your society ?—It
would.

1044. That being the case, in the course of time no man in Gl’gat B:I"Inl‘-aili
could sell drugs or exercise the trade or calling of chemist and droogist without
having been associated with the society ?—He could sell drugs, but he could not
call himself a chemist and druggist. :

1045. Do you to the words * chemist and druggist” add the epithet * pharma-
ceutical ”' ?—*“ Pharmaceutical chemist,” or * chemist and druggst.” .

1046. Then you assume the words * pharmaceutical chemist,” and “chemist
and druggist,” for these purposes, to be identical >—We mean them to be one and
the same thing. . ks

10a7. Therefore, in point of fact, you mean that every chemist and druggist in
Great Dritain is to be pharmaceutical 7—Yes ; every chemist and druggist must
be pharmaceatical, because his operations are pharmaceutical.

1045. And that is your objeetr —Yes. W

1040. 1 perceive that you make a distinction between diSEEHSiI:Ig‘mEI?IElmI! and
selling drugs : will you explain to the Committer what that distinction isf—
A grocer may sell drugs, but he may not be able to compound them.

1050. Mr. Wyld.] Nor to dispense them ?—Nor to dispense them ; I mean, to
dispense them. :

1051. Sir W. G. Craig.] But the grocer, under this Bill, is a pharmaceutical
chemist -—No, he is not a compounder.

1052, Sir M. Willoughby.] Then I wish to know this : supposing a party WEHU

a dose
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a dose of castor oil in a remote village, may the grocer dispense to the party
wanting the castor cil any quantity he desires ?—Yes. :

1053. Will you, if you can, just explain then what is the dﬂi‘umnccl between
selling or dispensing a portien of any eammen drug, and what you call dispensing
medicine —Selling a dose of castor oil would be vending; dispensing would
be the compounding of a prescription, consisting of an admixture of several
simples.

11;54. And that power of dis?cnsing you would place under the monopoly of
chemists and druggists i—1 would place 1t in the hands of qualified men.

1055. And by * qualified men,” you mean men who have come to the Fharma-
centical Society, and who have undergone a certain examination, under bye-laws
to be laid down by them; is that se —VYes; such bye-luws being referable to
the Secretary of State. ‘

1056. How do vou account for that great falling off in the socicty which took
place in 1843 ; in 1842 there appear to have been 2,313 associates and appren-
tices, whereas, in 1843, there were only 2,079 ?— By a reduction of the subscrip-
tion from two guineas to one guinea, and from one guinea to half-a-guinea.

1057. But that would not reduce the numbers of the society i—The numbers
were reduced by many persons not being inclined to go on, when they found it
was an annual subscription ; they were quite willing at the outset to support the
effort which was made in opposition to Mr. Hawes’s Dill, and under that in-
fluence they joined the society; but there are many motives which operate to
take members away ; men get tired, and are worn out by not accomplishing their
object.

J]nj.ﬂ. It is also a fact, that in 1843 the funds of the society were 5,631 [,
whereas, in 1850, they were 2,305/ 7—There was a reduction in the sub-
seription.

1050. Probably with that was combined the reduction in the number as well?
—The two things combined.

1060, Do you understand that this society is to have the power of imposing
any conditions and fees and qualifications upon the examination they please ; is
that to be entirely within the power of this society 7—At the present moment,
I apprehend, they would name the fees; it is not in the Bill,

1061. There is no limitation whatever at present *—None provided for at the

nt moment.

1062. Mr. #yld.] What are- the present fees for examination—There are
none at present.

1063. Then what payment is made by a person desiring to join your society, or
how does he become a member of your society 7—He subscribes; he pays an annual
subscription.

1064. Does your society propose to grant a certificate of qualification without a
fee *—No ; that I apprehend would be arranged in the Bill.

1065. Do vou know what fee they propose to charge for the certificate of qua-
lification ™—There will be three examinations, and the total will be about 10

Imeas.

g:“I ofii, Then it would be necessary for a young man who wished to assume the
title of “ pharmacentical chemist,” according to your present notion, to pay 10
guineas *— Yes, for three examinations.

1067. He could not be registered without paying that 7—Not under the Bill.

1068, Then he must pay 10 gaineas before Le ean be entitled to all the privi-
leges of the Pharmaceutival Society f—Yes,

106g. Do you know how many chemists and droggists there are throughout the
Hngdum?——-.&hmlt 5,000, and 5,000 assistants.

1070. Do you happen to know what is the fee paid by the gentlemen who
become the licentiates of the Apothecuries’ Company ?—1 do not.

1071. Suppese a man, anXious to become a member of the Pharmaceutical
Society, were to pay his 10 guineas, would he be entitled, for that payment, to
call himself a member for ever of your society #—No, that would be merely for
his examination fees; and then, after he had commenced business, he might be
clected a member, and then he would pay ar entrance fee of three guineas.

1072. Then the 10 guincas for examination would not make him a member?—
The 10 guineas would give him the right and title to practise as a chemist and
druggist, and the cther three guineas would make him a member of the Lody
corporate,

0.42. H 4 1073. Chairman.]
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1073. Chairman.] Is that an existing bye-law of the society, or is it merely
under consideration, subject to the view of this Committee i—It was merely put
as a supposition.

1074. It is not a bye-law of the society ?—It is not.

107 5. Sir Ji. Willoughty.] Have you any notion of the number of parties who
annually would require to be examined, assuming that your view was carried out?
—It is estimated that there are about 200 persons who go into business as
chemists and druggists every year.

1056, Is not that rather a low computation ?—QOur present president and [
have agreed upon that as about the number, and we judge from different sources
of information ; we have not at this moment any opportunity of getting an
acenrate statement of it.

1077. Do not you think that it would entail upon a young man wishing to
enter into the trade, and living in Northumberland or Cornwall, or other of the
distant counties, a very heavy obligation, in being obliged to come up to London
and pay those fees ?7— No; because I think the majority of young men come to
London ; in poeint of fact, they are obliged to adopt that plan; they must come
for the purpose of getting their education, or of completing it. The eduocation
which they obtain as apprentices not being sufficient, they seek situations in
London, both for improvement and for employment. I had not an opportunity
for improvement in my time ; there were no schools; 1 was exceedingly anxious
for a scientific education, but I could not obtain it in this country.

1078, Mr. Wyld.] 1s it the usual custom of persons who practise as chemists
and druggists to come to London for educational purposes*—Yes.

1070. A young man who wishes to rise to eminence generally comes to
London for instruction 2-—Yes; in fact, a young man who does not wish to come
to London is thought nothing of.

1080. Therefore you do not entail by the establishment of this society any
increased expense upon young men in that respect :—Not the slightest,

1081, Sir H. Willoughty.] Do you mean to say that all the persons who enter
upon the calling of chemists and druggists in England aund Wales are brought up
in London >—Not brought up in London, but they serve their time in the country,
and afterwards come and live in London for six or 12 months for improvement ;
we have a continual stream upon us of young men; young men applying for
situations is an every day eccurrence.

1082, Granting that there are some who come, are you able to state that that
is the fact with the great mass F—Yes.

10835. Mr. [Fyld.] To a chemist in a small country town, would it not be a
very heavy tax to be compelled to pay his 13 guineas for joining this society ? —
We are accustomed to pay handsome premiums ; the class of voung men in the
trade are able to do it

1084. I want to see what amount of expenditure would be necessary for a young
man who wished to enter the business of a chemist and druggist ; because you
must shserve that if the fees were very high, it would create a monopoly in the
hands ot the richer classes, to which the spivit of the age is opposed. 1 wish
therefore to ascertain what the expense to a young man would be in joining your
society, if this Bill became a law 7—1f you take the 10 guineas for the examinations,
and three for the entrance fee, that would be only 13 guineas.

1085. Would he not be compelled to pay an annual subsecription r—At the
present time it is so, ' .

1686, Then according to your idea he would, after paying the 13 guineas, be
entitled to become a member of the Pharmaceutical Society for life =—I appre-
hend that under the arrangement which will take place that wonld be so ; at present
our subscription is an annual subseription.

1087. Chairman.] Are not those details and arrangements dependent very
much upon what mav be the decision in reference to the Bill >—Entirely so.

1088. Mr. Beuverie.] To what eause do you attribute the decrease in the num-
ber of members in the last few years*—'The dizappointment which has arisen
from the circumstance of the council not having progressed in obtaining an Aet.

1080. Was that expectation of getting an Act always held oot '—Always
from the first, because it was felt that no education could be carried on in this
country without the support of the Legislature.

10g0. Have they been continually making efforts to get an Act 2—They hal;t:
made
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made efforts to get an Act on several occasions; it has been the general
endeavour.

1001. Lord Burghley.] 1 perceive that there has been a gradual decline in the
numbers from the year 1543 up to the present time ?—Yes, many came in at
first, considering that there was a chance of accomplishing the objects of the
society.

m{::-_ﬁ. Mr. Wyld.] Of course you have held communication, as the secretary of
the society, with the chemists and druggists throughout England 7—I have.

1003. Have vou found that the standard of education has been much im-
proved since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society r—TYes, I have the
evidence of that around me, in the young men wio attend the lectures, and receive
the instruction of the laboratory.

1094. Do you know anything of the history of chemistry at the present
moment {—1 consider it to be very much on the advance with regard to our own
body, not only in the education which we give in the institution, but in the
inquiry and application exhibited by the young men in the country, who, antici-
pating an examination, are preparing themselves by careful stuEl_!.' during their
apprenticeship.

1005. Is it not the fact, that the chemists in England, as a body, have made
very few discoveries in chemistry 7—Very few,

1096, In fact, almost all the great discoveries have been by foreigners 7—VYes,
almost all the great discoveries have been by foreigners; and that I attribute 10
the absence of scientific education in our own country, more than to want of
capacity. The capacity is quite within us, if we had the opportunity of exer-
cising it.

1007. Mr. Bouverie.] It was stated by Mr. Savory that there had been some
communication with the chemists of Scotland with respect to the previous Bill,
that they bad objected to the omission of Scotland from the Bill?—The Bill
was first intended to apply merely to England and Wales, but the Scotch,
having a desire for the education of their body, begzed to be included in any
enceavour we made with the Legislature, X

1008. Who were the body who made that request =—The chemists and drug-
gists residing in Edinburgl. ;

10g9. As an association, or merely individual members of that body P—As in-
dividual members of our society.

1100. Then you had members of your society residing in Edinburgh 7—Yes.

1101. They requested that the benefit of such a Bill should be extended 1o
them ?—Yes, that the benefit of such a Bill should be extended to them.

1102. Have you had that desire expressed to you on the part of any of the
medical bedies in Scotland '—We have had no official communication on our part
with any of the medical corporations of Scotland.

1103. The objection to the omission of Secotland solely was on the part, so far
as you know, of the chemists and druggists who belonged to your society 7—Yes,
but many others entertained the same opinion. I can give a proof of it if
required,

1104. What evidence have you of that?—By their joining the socicty them-
selves; 70 or 80 have joined this year. 4

1105. Gentlemen in Scotland 7—Yes.

1106. Residing in various parts of Scotland or in Edinburgh :
of Scotland ; some 8 or 10 places.

1107. Have dyuu had any students who came from Scotland ?—No; they have
the means of education there. §

_ 1108, Chairman.] Are there not institutions in Scotland ; medical schools, for
instance, where they might obtain an education in case an Act were procured,
making it requisite for them to pass an examination 7—They have schools for that

purpose.
1109. In Edinburgh :—Yes.

In various parts

0.42. I
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Jovis, 22° die Apriiis, 1852,

MEMBERS PRESEXT :

Mr. Jacolb Bell, | Mr. Deedes.
Mr. Ewart. | Mr. Hindley.

Mr. Bouverie. Mr. Jackson,
Sir W. G. Craig. Mr. Farrer
Sir . Willoughby. : Mu. Wyld.

JACODB BELL, Esaq., 1~y tue Cuaig.

Dr. Hofinann, called in; and Examined.

1110, Chairman.] YOU are Prolessor of Chemistry in the Royal College of
Chemistry, are you not ?—I am.

1111. Did you study in the laboratory of Liebig ?—I did.

1112, And are you acquainted with the laws relating to pharmacy in Germany
—Pretty well.

1113. 1 believe you call pharmaceutical chemists apothecaries there 7—Yes.

1114, Do they study chemistry, pharmacy, materia medica, and botany before
they are allowed to commence business —Decidedly; they are compelled to
study those sciences by regulations made by the Governments in Germany.

1115. Do most of them go to the laboratory of Liebig or to some similar
laboratory 7—Most of them go to a chemical laboratory ; but they do not all go
to the laboratory of Liebig, as there are many universities in Germany where
similar establishments are to be found. 5

1116, During how many vears are they engaged in education, and what is the
first step :—Perhaps the Committee will allow me to describe the course of studies
pursued by a siudent of pharmacy in Germany generally. Before he becomes an
appreniice, he has in many of the German States to pass a very slight examina-
tion, which is usually conducted by 1he medical officer of the Government in the
district.

1117. What is the nature of that examination 7—The object of that examina-
tion is merely to ascertain that he is well grounded in such rudimentary know-
ledge as every man should possess; that he reads and writes well, that he is well
acquainted with the principles of arithmetic ; and knows the rudiments of Latin;
he then becomes an apprentice, and his apprenticeship vsually lasts from three to
four years; three years is the minimum and four years is the maximum ; after
that he has to pass an examination at the board appointed by the Government,
consisting of pharmaciens and medical men ; after which he receives the title of
assistant, that is 1o say, he may then go to any chemist and droggist and become
an assistant.

1118, Is he prohibited from becoming an assistant until he has passed that
examination 7—Yes; after he has been an assistant for three or four years he is
admitted to a second examination, which in Germany is called a State examina-
tion, and omly after this he may become a member of the profession ; that is to
say, he can either set up in business for himself, or become the superintendent
of an establishment belonging to another person.

1119. Mr. Ewart.] 'Then he undergoes a probation of eight years, four years
as an apprentice and four years afterwards *—I[It varies to a certain extent in
different states ; it varies between six and eight years,

1120, Chairman.] During what period of the time to which vou have
alleded, is he engaged in attending lectures or practical classes ?—During the
time he is an assistaet ; during this time he either devotes himself for a year or
two exclusively to the study, or he endeavours to obtain o situation in a town,
where, whilst he is zoing on with his oceupations, he is enabled to devote a cer-

tain
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tain amount of his time to studies; on this account, assistantships in pharmacies
in university-towns are always very much looked for, because they enable a young
man to be an assistant, and at the same time to be engaged in the study of
chemistry, botany, and collateral branches of science ; in this case he very fre-
quently makes arrangements with the proprietors of pharmaceutical establishments
to allow hima certain number of hours a day for seientific pursuits, and for attend-
ing lectures.  Frequently, however, youug men attend for one or two years at the
universities without being at all in business during that time. 1 am speaking
especially of Prussia and the States in the middle of Germany ; 1 am not precisely
acquainted with the regulations in Auvstria, although [ koow them to be of a
similar character.

1121. Can you give us an idea of the expense of going through such an educa-
tion as that ?—If a stwdent goes through one year’s education in a university he
cun do it fora sum varying between 30/, and 6ol

1122, According to the extent to which he carries his studies *—According 10
the extent to which be carries his studies, and according to the mode in which he
lives; the sum which 1 have mentioned of 30/ or 6ol a year includes, besides
fees which ke has to pay at the umiversity, the cost of his living during that

eriod.
s 1123. The cost of living is much less in Germany than it is in England, is it
not f—Very much so.

1124. Are there any fees paid upon the examination :
nominal fees,

1125. Do these establishments maintain themselves by the fees, or does the
Government pay the expense of them '—The Government assists in paying the
expense of them ; the German universities are conducted upon this principle : the
professors receive a certain amount of remuneration from the Government ; that
15 about as much as they require to live on, but they receive an additional amount
in the form of fees; therefore a professor is very much interested in having a
good class, although he is not altogether dependent upon it.

1126. Then these institutions are not at all seli-supported ?—No, they are not
self-supported.

1127. Are the professors in the schools also examiners?
pharmacy.

1128. Are they in the medical profession ?—In the first two examinations of
the medical profession they are.

1129. Are the examiners generally persons who have been pharmaciens, and
who have gone through the course of education which you have described *—They
usually consist of pharmaciens and of medical men.

1130. Is it strictly prehibited to practice pharmacy without having gone through
all the forms of education and examination r—Strictly prohibited,

1131. Do medical men ever practice pharmacy T—Never.

1132. Do the pharmaceutists prescribe and attend patients *—Never.

1133. Is the law very striet in separating those two branches '—Very strict
indeed.

1134. Is no such thing permitted as the administration of medicine occasionally
in the shops of the pharmaceutists, or do exceptions ever occur on emergencies, or
in the case of poor people i—There might be cases of emergency in which it
might be done ; but such cases must be exceedingly rare, because a pharmacien is
strictly prohibited from selling medicines except on a recipe written by a
medical man,

1135. And must that recipe be repeated or signed each time the medicine is
required, or may the patient have the medicine prepared as often as he thinks
fit “—The patient may have the medicine prepared so often as he thinks fit.

1136. Is that the case if it contain opium or any other poisonous ingredient '—
I am not prepared to give a decided answer to that question, but I velieve that
if the medicine contains any poisonous substance, and the pharmacien does not
know tie party, he will not repeat it except by the order of the medical man ;
I believe that to be the case, but I wish it 1o be understood that I do not speak
positively upon that subject.

1137. Does this system of education cause the science of pharmacy to be much
superior in Germany to what it is in wmany other countries, and do many skilful
‘scientific men spring out from the class of pharmaceutists :—Decidedly so; some
of the first chemists in Germany have been pharmaceutists.

0.42. I3 1138. Could
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1138, Could you name some whose names are known throughout Europe f—
I must mention at once o name which is well-known over all the world, the
name of Professor Liebig; he commenced as a pharmaceutist ; 1 might name
some other chemists of Germany, whose names however are not so familiar:
Trommsdorfl’ was a pharmaceutist; and so also was Geiger; then aguin Varren-
trapp, Fresenius and Will were pharmaceutists. As to France, | might give a very
considerable list of names: M, Dumas, the late Minister of Commerce and
Agriculture in Paris, studied as an apothecary’s boy in Geneva, and was an
apothecary for several years; he afterwards went to Paris where he continued an
apothecary, and then gradually rose to the eminent position which he fills at pre-
sent ; Baron Thenard, Chancellor of the University of France, started ss a phar-
maceutist ; he was a pupil of Vauquelin, whose name is well known in the
annals of chemistry, I might mention, in addition, M. Robiquet and M. Pelletier,
who are also well known ; M. Persoz, the author of the best work we possess on
calico printing, a book which is familiar to all persons engaged or interested in
tl:islpursuit, and who 15 now a Professor at Strasburgh, was also a pharma-
ceutist.

1130. 1 suppose there are many others *—Yes, there are many others I dare
say, with whose history I am not acquainted.

1140. Do France and Germany furnish a number of scientifie men to other
countries for purposes where science is necessary “—I may answer that question in
the affirmative ; Germany, for instance, supplies Russia entirely; it supplies
moreover the countries inhabited by the Saxon race, while the French go to Spain,
Italy, and to South America; I could quete several illustrations of this assertion.

1141. Do you consider that the laws existing in this country respecting phar-
macy, are in a proper state with reference to the safety of the public '—I may
state that according to my experience fatal cases, arising from the incumpeter;r,
exercise of the pharmaceutical profession, oceur in this country far more frequently
than they do in Germany.

1142, Do you think that in the absence of any compulsory examination it
would be impossible to obtain an entire reform of those abuses arising from incom-
petence i—I think so.

1143. You think the voluntary principle would not altogether succeed *—I fear
it will not.

1144. Among your students at the Cu_ﬂcge of Chemistry have you several who
are preparing to be pharmaceutical chemists *—There are always some who intend
to become pharmaceutists.

1145. Considering the number of pharmaceutical students that there are, do you
think there are as many as you would have if they were all obliged to study their
profession *—Decidedly not. 1 may state that in Germany the pupils of the
chemical laboratories in every university are chiefly students of pharmacy.

1146. About what nomber have you in those establishinents; have you as
many as 50 or Go? — It would be difficult to state the number, because it
varies to a considerable extent in different  universities. I am not pre-
pared to give a stutement as Lo the whole number, but I may quote the result of
my experience. 1 was in Giessen about five vears; for three years I was a student
myself, and the two last years I was assistant to Professor Liebig; the nomber of
students in pbarmacy I may fairly estimate at 40 in that university ; if you con-
sider that Giessen is one of 20 or 24 univerities, and that it is one of the smallest
universities, although, perhaps, the number of pharmaceatical students was greater
in consequence of Liebig's name, you may obtain a fair average of the number
of pharmaceutical students in Germany altogether.

1147. Have you in your colleze the mesns of instructing the pharmaceutieal
chemists in everything they would require respecting chemistry ?—We have.

1148. Do you think it would be desirable to introduce an improvement in the
law of this country upon the subject :—I think so.

1140. Have you any other statement or any suggestions which ycu think it
impertant to make to the Commitiee, with a view to a proposed improvement in
the law *—I am searcely prepared to offer any suggestions as to the mode in which
such an improvement could be carried out.

1150. Do you think that, as a part of that improvement, whatever it might be,
a compulsory examination is essential 7—I think that without a compulsory cxami-
nation, it would be impossible to effect a regular l.:hal:lge in the constitution of this
body.

1151. Mr.
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1151. Mr. Ewart.] Do {nu consider the science of pharmacy in Germany
superior to what it is in England ?—Decidedly so. ) .

1152. And you consider that a pharmacien (giving him his proper appellative)
in Encland, is not equal to a pharmacien in Germany '—Decidedly not, in a
scientific point of view. : s

1153. You stated that when an apprentice passed his first examination, he was
examined by a Government medical man *—Yes. -

1154. Have they in Germany medical men appointed by the Government in
different parts *—They have. . : .

1155. For what purpose i—For performing several duties which are separated
in this country ; the state-officer of health, for instance, has to do the duties which
the coroner has to performn in this country ; he has to attend to the poor to a
certain extent. He has 1o report on medical questions ; in fact, a variety of
duties are combined, The number of these medical officers is greater also in
Germany than it is in this country. They have to superintend a smaller dis-
triet than in this country, and therefore the number is greater in proportion.

1156. Can any death occur without the cause of it being inquired into by the
Government medical man '—The Government medical man has to make a report,
but the matter is by no means condueted with that circumspection and publicity
which s renmrknbi); in this country, though we are looking forward in Germany
to an improvement in that direction. d

1157. Do you not think that having a public investigation is of great advan-
tage ?— OF the greatest possible advantage.

1158. Chairman.] Are the laws very strict with respect to the sale of poisons?
—Very strict indeed.

1159. Is the sale of poisons permitted except by an apothecary (or pharma-
ceutist) 7—Nobody can sell poisons except an apothecary, authorized by Govern-
ment to exercise his profession alter he has passed his examination.

1160, Are the shops inspected with a view to see how they arrange their
poisons, and whether their drugs are of good quality 7— Decidedly ; a regular
inspection is made from time to time ; usually it is by some members of the same
commission who have to conduet the examination of the candidates.

1161. Is the sale of secrct medicines permitted in Germany ?—It is not
prohibited.

1162. Does it exist to any very great extent '—Where does quackery not exist ?

1163. Mr. Hindley.] Is the =ale of drugs and medicines confined to phar-
maciens in Germany ?—Yes.

1164. So that medical men do not sell their own medicines ?-~They never sell
their own medicines. Some fifty years ago, the medical and pharmaceutical pro-
fessions were united in Germany in a somewhat similar manner to the combina-
tion existing at this moment in this country in the case of general practitioners ;
but I do not recollect at present any instance of’ a medical man who is at the
same time a pharmacien ; this practice, I believe, is perfectly abolished in
Giermany.

1165. And you think that that division is useful *—1 think it is very beneficial.

1166. Mr. Ewart.] No pharmacien can preseribe in the slightest degree, if [
understand you right 7—Not in the slightest degree; if he does he is amenable to
the law.

1167. If a person complained of a headache or of a cold, he could not get from
a pharmacien anv medicine as a remedy for that?—No; 1 do not mean to say
that it is not done sometimes, but it is strictly prohibited by the law.

11068, Mr. Hindley.] What is the penalty r—A fine.

1169. Mr. Ewart.] Have you this usage, that no pharmacien could sell poison
or other pernicious drug except in the presence of a witness 7—The customer has
to bring a written permission from the Government Officer of Health, but in the
absence of that, the pharmacien would ke the signature of any medical man ;

. they prefer, however, to have the signature of the Government officer; of the
Physicus, as he is called.

1170. Chairman.] Does that regulation refer to a certsin list of medicines
«contained in a schedule, which are considered as poisons, or does it refer to any
substance, which in a large dose is dangerous to life ?—1I believe to any substance
which taken in large doses acts as a poison.

1171. Mr. Ewart.] What is the difference, according to your German defi-
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nition, between the Medicus and Physicus7—A Medicus is a medical man,
but & Physicus is a Government medical man; he receives a salary from
Government.

1172, Heis u species of medical man —Yes; he is allowed to practice as
any other medical man, but he has certain duties to perform for Government, for
which he receives an annual salary.

1175 May any person who has passed his examination set up as pharmacien
at any time he pleases 7—No ; the number of pharmaciens in different districts is
restricted, and no new apothecary’s shop can be established without good cause
being shown to the Government, in fact, without the permission of the Govern-
ment. Ina German town (Parmstade) which I know particularly well, with between
24,000 and 30,000 inhabitants, there were some years ago tour pharmaceutical
establishments ; but of late, the population having very considerably increased
the officer in the Ministry who deals with this matter thought it desirable to
have another apothecary’s shop in the town, and therefore the number has been
increased from four to five.  But it is decidedly restricted ; it is very difficult to
obtain permission to establish a new pharmaceutical shop in any part.

1174- E'.fmirﬂwr? Are these establishments handed down from father to son ®
—They are handed down from futher to son, and they are transmitted by sale.
I should mention, however, that this practice, which in the eyes of an Euglishman
may appear rather strange, is to a certain extent intelligible, as the Committee
will at once perceive when I inform them, that pharmaceutists are not allowed
to sell their drugs at any price they like ; the prices are not regulated by com-
petition, but by a Government scale; they have to furnish medieines at a certain
rate ; and in the gase of poor persons, for instance, if a man can show a certain
certificate be is cbliged to deliver his medicines at an inferior price. Again,
there are some drugs which are exceedingly rare and very seldom employed, and
which perhaps cannot be kept, and may be spoiled by keeping ; but the phar-
maceutist is compelled by law to have those drugs at his shop ; and whenever
the Commission goes round in order to examine the shops, a pharmaceutist
woitlil he amenable to law if any one of those rare medicines were not found in
his establishment 3 he has his rights, but he has also his duties to perform.

1175, Mr. Hyld.] Does what you have stated apply to the whole of Germany *
~—1I speak chiefly of Prussia and the small states in the middle of Germany ; but
the same rules are followed in Bavaria, and very similar restrictions are Kept up in
Austria ; althongh I am not practically acquainted with the regulations which
prevail in Austria, 1 know they are similar to those I have described.

1i7i. Sir H. Willoughby.] What meaning do you attach to the word *“ phar-
maceutist " '~ A pharmaceatist I call a man who deals in drugs, and who makes
up prescriptions for medical purposes.

1177. You make no distinetion between the chemist and a droggist 7—We
make no distinction of that kind, inasmuch as we apply the term chemist to a
perivetly different being from a pharmaceutist; a pharmaceutist ought to he
acquainted with the principles of chemical science, but a chemist need not be a
pharmaceutist.

1175 In small villages in Germany, how would the people get common
drugs *—In small villages, where there are no apothecaries’ shops, the people are
compelled to go to the larger towns; but in many cases the pharmaceutists of
towns are permitted to have what are called filial establishments in densely popu-
lated rural districts ; if n some special locality it is found inconvenient for the
population to go a distanes from the town, the pharmaceutist of the neighbouring
town establishes a small village apothecary’s shaop.

1170, Mr. Ewars.] What might be called a branch establishment #—Yes, a
branch establishment.

1180, Mr. JFyld.] T understand you to say, that the sale of drugs is completely
under the control of the Government department *—It is completely under the
control of the Government department.

1181, Is any money paid for liberty to open these pharmaceuticai establish-
ments F—You cannot establish them without the permission of the Government ;
that permission cannot be obtained by paying a fee, but only h]y showing good
ground that a given district requires an additional establishment of this
description.

1182, There is no fee paid ?--There is a nominal fee in all these things, but Ilm

regular
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regular fee; if you want to practice as a pharmaceutist, you can buy an establish-
ment of the kind ; and such establishments are sold at immense prices in general
in consequence of these restrictions. i

1183. Mr. Ewart] Doesthe person who purchases undergo an examination #--
He could not continue it unless he had passed an exammation.

1184. He must have gone through an examination 7—Yes; he might purchase
an establishment of this description, and have it superintended for him ; but in
such case the person who superintends it must be a man who las passed the state
examination, and he would be in every case on a par with his master as to scientific
education.

1185. Chairman.] In that case the superintendent would be respounsible for
the proper management of the establishment *—Yes; for instance, if the head of
an establishment dies, and his widow continues the business, she is compelled
to have in that establishment a superintendent who has passed all the Government
examinations.

1186. Mr. Ewart.] The same thing would apply to a capitalist, would it
not ; if a capitalist invests his money in the purchase of such an establishment
he must bave a subordinate who has gone through the requisite examination *—
Decidedly.

Mr. George Walter Smith, called in; and further Examined.

1i87. Chairman.] HAVE not several persons come from abroad for the
express purpose of obtaining the diploma of the Pharmacentical Society after
syamination ?—We have had six gentlemen from the Mauritius,

1188, Have some of them kept up a correspondence with the society, and
furnished specimens for the museum —We have received contributions from the
Mauritius, and also from Demerara.

118g. Has there been any from Madeira f—Yes ; Mr. Nobrega has sent us
a large number of specimens, and he has also sent some to the Dotanical Society.

11g0. Did he tell you he was unable to open a shop in Madeira unless he had
passed an examination, and that, therefore, he wished to have a diploma?—I am
not aware that =uch regulation applies to Madeira, but 1 know it does to
Portugal and the Brazils, and therefore T apprehend it would.

ng'L. Have branch or auxiliary associations been established in different pans
of this country, since the establishment of the Poarmaceutical Society *—Yes, in a
number of places ; Bath, Birmingbam, Bristol, Exeter, Liverpool, Manchester, anid
Norwich, and a scientific library has also been formed at Colchester.

1192. Have these parties corresponded with the Pharmaceutical Society, with
a view of co-operating with it in preparing the students for examination :—Yes,
lectures and laboratories have been instituted.

1193. And libraries —And libraries.

C Baschet, called in ; and Examined.

1104. Chairman.] DO you reside et the Mauritius *—Yes.

1195. You have come to this country, have you not, fur the purpoze of
nhll."lar.inillg a diploma to qualify you to commence and « ory on business there
st 2

11g6. Are vou at this time a student in the establishment of the Pharmaceutical
Society '—Yes, [ am.

1197. Is the law very strict in the Mauritius respecting the practice of
pharmacy ?—Very strict ; I cannot carry on the business witkout a diploma.

1198. 1s it common to go to France for this diploma :—Yes, very common.

1199. Itis only recently that diplomas from England have been received, is it
not 7—VYes, only lately ; it has never been refused.

1200. Is a diploma from England ccnsidered equivalent in the Mauritius to
a diploma from France 7—Yes.

1201. Is the practice of medicine separated from the practice of pharmacy in
the Mauritius 7— Yes, it is quile separate.

1202. Are medical men prohibited from selling drugs, or dispensing their own
medicines :—Yes, they arestrictly prohibited.

1203. And are pharmacentical chemists probibited from prescribing F —Yes.

1204. Do they ever in cases of emergeney, or in cases where poor people come
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to them, transgress that law which prohibits them from prescribing ?7—Yes, they
may do so, but it is not allowed to them.

1205. But is it, in point of fact, done occasionally *—Yes, a person may do it
sometimes, but he is not allowed to do it.

1200. Is he liable toa penalty if he does it ?—Yes, he may be informed agaiast
for doing it.

1207. And if a medical man were to sell drugs or dispense medicines, would
there be a penalty against him #—Yes, a chemist can inform against him.

1208. Do you know the reason why this separation is kept so strictly ?—It
always was the same in the Mauritins; and I think the practice is the same in
France. It was introduced into the Mauritius when that island belonged to
France.

1200. Then, in fact, the regulation which prevails there is similar to the regu-
lation which exists in France *—Quite similar.

1210, Is it considered that a person who is engaged in medical practice would
not be able to devote the requisite attention to his shop, if he bad one*—No, a
surgeon cannot be in Lis shop ; his diploma, as a surgeon, does not allo v him to
have a shop, he must specially study pharmacy ; a surgeon cannot do it.

1211. Is it considered to be sufficient to occupy the entire attention of a
pharmaceutist to take care of his own establishment 7—Yes, a pharmaceutist is
obliged to stop in his shop always ; he cannot leave the place where his shop is
established.

1212, Is it necessary for his assistants to be examined and educated as phar-
macentists '—No, it is not necessary.

1213. Then is the proprictor of the shop responsible :—Yes, heis responsible
for any mistake his popil may make.

1214, Are secret medicines allowed to be sold in the Mauritius®—Yes, they are
allowed to be sold.

i215. Are poisons kept in a different part of the shop ?—Poisons are only kept
by chemists, but carbonate of lead and sulphuric acid, and other things which are
used in art, are sold by merchants.

1216. Is there any law respecting the keeping of poisons under lock and key ?—
Yes, strictly.  We cannot deliver any poison without the prescription of a doctor.
We cannot deliver one drop of laudanum without the special prescription of a
doctor.

1217. Mr. Ewart.] Can you sell any medicines without a medical preserip-
tion —We cannot sell injurious medicines without the prescription of a doctor,
such as opium, acids, and so on.

1218, Carbonate of soda may be sold? —Yes, and rhubarb, ipecacuanha,
jalap, magnesia, and things of that sort, we can sell without the prescription of a
doctor.

1214. And can vou prescribe f—XNo, we cannot.

1220, Chairman.] Do these regulations apply to small towns as well as to the
large cilies, or how are the public in small places supplied with medicine *—In
every district we have a chemist.

1221, And they are all educated ?—They are all educated.

1222, Mr. Hindley.] Are these drugs examined by any authority #—From time
to time by a committee composed of the chief doctors and by police officers ; two
or three medical men, two or three surgeons and one chemist, examine every shop
1o see that there is not any spoiled mfr:tgi?zine in it, and if any is found it is thrown
away.

1223. How often is this examination conducted '—Sometimes once in two
vears, and sometimes onee in three years ; there is not any fixed time for it.

1224. Mr. Ewart.] There is no Custom-house examination, is there, on the im-
portation of drugs :—The drugs pass the Custom-house. There are certain sub
stances, =uch as opium, for instance, that no other person than achemistean
import.  The coolies smoke opium when they can get it, and use it to an extent
which is very prejudicial,

1225. Chairman.] Are the drugs examined at the Custom-house in order to
nlser:rlain whether they are pure or not >—No ; it is only a commercial examination
there,

Dr.
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Dr. Hamberg, called in; and Examined.

1226. Chairman.] 1 BELIEVE you are Assistant Professor to some establishment
at Stockholm —Yes, the Royal Caroline Institution, and to the Pharmaceutical
Institution in Stockholm.

1227. Are you a professor of pharmacy
pharmaceutical chemistry.

1228. Are the pharmaceutical chemists in that country obliged to pass through
an education and examination ?—Yes, they are obliged to pass through two
examinations. 3 3 3

1220. Will you give a sketch of the kind of education they must pass through :
—1If a pharmaceutical chemist wishes to take an apprentice, the apprentice must
be 15 years of age, and he must have gone through a scheol-course of geography,
and modern languages, and Latin; and when he has been under apprenticeship for
three or four years, he can pass his first examination in botany, chemistry, and

harmacy, and in the German and Latin languages ; the pharmacopaia is written
in Latin, and therefore he must pass an examination in that language. Then, after
three years' practice, he can pass the other examination as assistant in the shop,
and he is after the first examination answerable for the medicines which he dis-
penses ; but as an apprentice he is not answerable, and he is not allowed to scll any
powerful medicines, but only medicines which are innocent, and if his master
allow lim to so sell any other the master must answer for it.

1230. Mr. Ewart.] I understand you to say that bhefore he is apprenticed, he
is examined in modern languages ; what modern languages *—German and French.

1231. That is all ?—That is all at that time. .

1232. Not in English *—No, not in English; but I hope English will be
included.

1233. He is examined in Latin afterwards *—Yes, in Latin afterwards ; if he is
not acquainted with the Latin language, the pharmaceutical chemist, the pro-
prietor of the shop, must take care of his education in Latin, and no one can get
admission into the Pharmaceutical Institution without a certificate of having
passed the first examination.

1234. Chairman.] Then what is the second examination >*—That is what is
called the apothecaries’ examination.

1235. The one which enables him to possess a business of his own :—Yes,
and that examination must be passed in Stockholm, at the Pharmaceutical Insti-
tution, and it is performed by two professors of the Royal Carcline Institution
and two apothecaries in Stockholm.

1236. Are these institutions under the Government :—Yes, they are.

1257. Does the Government pay any portion of the expenses:—7Yes, the
Government pays a part of the expenses every year, and the Apothecaries” Society
pavs another part.

1238, Is a part of the expenses paid by fees from the students 7—A little fee,
only about one pound a year for the whole education in the laboratory, and for
attending the lectures, but the pupils at the Pharmaceutical Institution bave free
admission to the lectures at the Royal Caroline Institution.

123g9. Do the apothecaries assist in the compilation of the Pharmacopeeia *—
Yes; i the last edition, two apothecaries were on the Committee.

1240. You use the term “apothecary” to denote a plarmaceutical chemist in
your country, I believe :—No; in my country we have only two bodies for the
sick people to apply to; the physicians are the only medical practitioners, and
the apothecaries are the only persons who sell medicines; a physician is not
allowed to sell any medicine.

1241. Does the apothecary prescribe >—No, not at all; they have no right to
practise medicine.

1242. Do they ever do so in point of fact, although it iz unlawful 7—Tt is
unlawful to do it.

1243. Do they ever transgress the law *—I have not heard any instance of it.

1244. Does the education which they go through, being confined strictly to
pharmacy, induce them to keep within due bounds; they have no medical ex-
amination, 1 think :—No, they have not ; they have only an education in chemistry,
pharmacy, and languages, not in medicine. {‘f'-: have barber surgeons; but every
man to perform a surgical operation must be a doctor of medicine; and when he
has taken his degree, be can take to surgical or medical practice, as he likes.
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1245. You have barber surgeons, have you 7—They apply leeches, and so on.

1246. Do they cop ?—Yes, and they attend sometimes people who may have
been fighting, or received very slight injuries, and so on.

1247. Mr. Ewart.] Do the barber surgeons undergo any examination }—Yes,
and the dentist too ; they must pass through an examination.

1248, Chairman.] The barber surgeons do not set broken legs, or perform
operations, do they *—No.

1240. s it the case that the law in your country prohibits any person from
doing that which he has not been thoroughly educated for ?—Yes.

1250. Mr. Hindley.] Does not the law in Sweden go further, and prevent a
person from doing that for which he has been eduecated, unless he has the sanc-
tion of the Government ; may a person establish a pharmaecy or a pharmaceutical
shop if he pleases *—Not without a diploma.

1251. But may he if he has a diploma?—The shops are limited in Sweden.

1252. So that there is a monopoly of the whole profession?—Yes; if a person
wishes to open a new shop he must have the permission of the Government.

1253. Is that permission easily obtained ? —No, it is very difficult to obtain it.

1254. So that these shops become property, and are sold in the market ?—VYes,
that is s0, and it is a bad thing that it is so.

1255. 1Jo you know how many there are in Stockbolm *—Fourteen.

1256. And have there been any granted lately 2—No, not for twenty years.

1257. Notwithstanding the increase of population 7—No; they consider those
100 many.

1258, Who consider them too many, the people or the pharmaceutists ?—The
pharmacewtists find their income not so good ; the consumption of medicines is not
so great at this time as it formerly was.

1259. Do you think that that is a good system 7—Yes, [ think it is the best.

1260. So that you would not allow an unlimited exercise of pharmacy ?—No;
in Denmark I think there are ten shops to a population of about 130,000., and
the shops are extremely good there.

1261. Mr. Ewart.] Is there free competition in Hamburgh *—No, they are
limited in Hamburgh, and so they are in Finland, Russia, and Norway.

1262, Chairman.] Do regulations, similar to those you have mentioned, exist
in those countries ?—Yes, quite similar to the Swedish.

1263. Mr. Ewart.] Are there a sufficient number of pharmaciens for the peor
people of the country in the agricultural districts -—Yes, there have been some
new shops allowed within the last few years, but the parties must all have passed
a second pharmaceutical examination.

1204, Then in the remote distriets of the country they are not obliged to have
recourse to barber surgeons ?—No.

1265. Have you ever observed any great difference between your pharmacopeeia
and the English pharmacopoeia =—Yes, there iz a difference ; there are some
articles in the English pharmacopesia which we have not in ours, but they are
not so very different. The shops in England of are of very different quality, and
I think that in this country everybody can find the very best shops, though there
are very bad ones also,

126ii. Do you think the public are betier supplied with a large quantity of the
best drugs here than they are with you 7—1 think they are better supplied here;
it is not so easy with us to get them.

1267. Chairman.] Do you think the supply is uniformly good, or that there
are some places where good drugs ean be obtaived, and others where they are
not to be had 2—Yes, 1 think so; there are shops of both kinds good and bad ;
in walking about in different parts of the town | have observed them. I went
into one shop, and was astonished to find a woman standing behind the counter,
though I may say, to her praise, that she managed very well; she seemed to be
u:;uitu :Ir_'tiuuinled with the medicines, and diﬁpellﬁli'-l‘i them wvery f[llllﬂklj"i “ dis-
pense,” however, is not the right word, for she did not weigh anything, but only
sold by hand.

1268. Did she not weigh the ingredients ?—No, she only sold by hand.
I wanted to see if she was acquainted with the pharmacopeia, and therefore I
inquired for acidum gallicum, but she did not understand what 1 meant.

1260. Was this in London :—Yes, it was in London, about the City-road or
the New-road, I think ; she was the only attendant in the shop; I thiok it was the
wife of the pharmacentical chemist.

1270. Have you visited any other shops where you found the business was nfﬁ:

we
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well conducted ?—Not many; I have seen many shops very well fitted uvp, and
labératories quite as good, perhaps better, than those on the Continent.

1271. Do you think that if an examination were compulsory in this country
a general improvement would be the result 7—Yes; I think it would be very useful,
and 1 think it is necessary. ‘ . :

1272. Are you very strict in protecting the public against accidents from
poison ?—Yes ; the regulation with regard to poison 1s very strict; a pharma-
ceutical chemist must keep poisons locked up, and he is not allowed to sell
arsenic or other poisons without the prescription of a physician, except to a
person who can present a certificate from the College of Commerce, that he
requires to use the article for the purpose of his business. With reference to a
question which has been put to a former witness as to the investigation of
medicines in the Custom-house, I may perhaps be allowed to observe that in
Sweden cinchona bark must be investigated.

1273. And are other drugs examined also ?—No; only cinchona bark. We
" have sent back many hundred weight of cinchona bark to Germany ; it is my
duty to investigate that.

1274. Is that drug much adulterated ?—There is an inferior quality sometimes
sent ; the cinchona bark in England is much better, and I think it is the best
way to take it from England.

1275. Have you purchased any since yon came to England for the purpose of
sending it 1o your country #—No, I have not.

1276. But you find it is better here —VYes, it is much better.

1277. Are secret medicines allowed in Sweden *—No, they are not allowed.

1278. Mr. Wyld.] Inthe remote villages in Sweden, and in small places, how are
the people supplied with drugs =—They have apothecaries or pharmaceutical
chemists, but if' it is s0 small a place that no shop is established there, the physician
has some medicines ; it is very seldom, however, that you find any place which
has not a E’:;]nnaceutical chemist.

1279. they use the word * pharmaceutist™ *—No, they use the word
“ apothecary ;” the pharmaceutical chemist has the name *“apothecary™ in my
country.

1280, Po you know nothing of pharmaceutical chemists in Sweden ?P—No ; we
have not so many different branches as you have here.

1281, Chairman.] Is it the same class of persons under a different name 1—
Yes; attendunts in the shops are called pharmaceutists, but the proprictor of the
shop is called an apothecary.

1282. Mr. Wild.] Does the apothecary prescribe 7—No, not at all ; they are
not allowed to prescribe, and they do not prescribe.

1283. How many classes of medical people have you 7—We have only one—-
only pliysicians ; the surgeons must be physicians ; they must be doctors of
medicine, and are not allowed to practise in surgery unless they first take their
degree at the universities, or at the Royal Caroline Institution at Stockholm.,

1284. Most physicians have been surgeons 7—Yes, they must pass an exami-
nation in surgery also.

1285. Mr. Hindley.] You have said that people cannot set up a pharmaceu-
tical shop at their pleasure ; can they become physicians at their pleasure, or is
that also restricted r—If they pass their examination then they can ; every Swedish
gh]'ﬁil:iﬂ’.‘l, or a foreigner, if he presents a diploma which is good, can practise in

weden, but if he cannot present a diploma from the university which is con-
sidered good, he must pass an examination first,

1286. Mr. Ewart.] 1 suppose in Sweden as in Germany the widow of a
chemist may succeed to the establishment of the chemist?—Yes.

1287. But she must employ a person who has been regularly educated, must
she not 2—Yes, a person who has been examined.

1288, And so, if a capitalist buys a pharmaceutical establishment, he must
employ a subordinate who bas gone through a regular examination *—Yes, e
must have such a person to manage his shop.

1280. Mr. Wyid] Do you uvse the word * chemist™ in Sweden at all i— No,
we only call such men as Licbig and Berzelius chemists.

1200. It would be a mistake then to apply the term pharmaceutical chemist to
any class of people in Sweden !—It is a thing which would not be understood
by some people.

1291. Mr. Ewart.] The corresponding term to ** pharmaceutical chemist ™ in
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this country would, in Sweden, be * apothecary "#—Yes; and so in Denmark,
Norway, Finland, and Germany.
1292, And in Russia also?—Yes; in Finland they are called *“apothecaries.”

Mr. Richard William Giles, called in; snd Examined.

1203. Chairman.] WERE you a Student at the School of Pharmacy of the
Pharmaceutical Society 1—Yes, [ was,

1204. Did you pass the examination ?—1I passed the major examination.

1205. After that did you join your father in business at Clifton ?—Yes.

1206. Did you assist in forming an aoxiliary pharmacentical institution at
Bristol and Clifton ?—Yes; a society which went by the name of * The Bristol
Chemists’ Association.”

1297. What were the objects of that society i—Edueation.

1298, [Tave you been in correspondence with the Pharmaceutical Society with
the view of co-operating with that society in promoting education *—Yes ; I have
sometimes communicated observations of interest 1o pharmaceutists ; things that
concerned our calling.

1209. Have the reports of your meetings been published in the Transactions ?
—Yes, they have, some of the lectures given there,

:300. Have you delivered lectures there yourself on chemistry ?—-Yes.

1301, Has the association established a laboratory F—Yes.

1302. And have you used every means which were in your power to induce the
apprentices to read and prepare themselves for examination 7—Yes; we have
uzed all the means in our power.  We have not ivund that all the pharmaceutical
chemists in business have joined us; but those who proposed the scheme used
all the means in their power.

1303. Have you found some difficulty in carrying this out to the extent you
desire, on account of an examination not being compulsory in this country *—No
doubt of it.

1304. Do you think if a compulsory examination were introduced, that the
apprentices would be induced to learn and to exert themselves ?—Certainly, I
think so.

1305. Have the generality of the chemists in Bristol and Clifton supported
your efforts 7—But partially ; they have acknowledged the desirability of such
pr_ui:eediugs, but they have confessed their inability to second them as they would
WISsI.

1306. Do you think that half have joined ? ~=Yes; more than half certainly
joined the association, and paid the subseription to the association. What I
mean by saying that they did not support it so energetically as one could wish,
was in attendance upon the lectures and meetings, and in inducing the apprentices
and assistants to attend also.

13u7. Were those who supported the movement the more respectable and
intelligent class of chemists in the neighbourhood ?—Yes ; those who occupied
the highest position in the trade.

1308. Do you think a general desire prevails umongst those occupying the best
position as chemists, to improve the profession and promote education =—I have
always observed it wherever I have had an opportunity of eliciting their wishes on
the subject.

1300. Have you travelled in any other places so as to ascertain the feeling of
chemists in those places #—I know {hightun and Bath, and several of the chemists
tirere ; and in London I know very many.

1310. Do you think amoeng your friends there is a general desire to see this
improvement introduced 7—Yes, I feel quite assured there is that desire,

1511, Among the medical profession in your neighbourhood was there an
approval of the Pharmacy Bill >—Yes, a very warm approval. The approval was
warm in individuals, and general throughout the class. I have never encountered
any person who entertained a different feeling.

1312, Did they consider that the endeavour to improve the education of the
chemist was a benefit to the medical profession as well as the publie 2—Always ;
that was the light in which they seemed more particularly to regard it.

1313. Did they seem to think they would have a better opinion of the manner
i which the preseriptions were prepared, if the men who prepared them were

properly
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properly educated 7—Yes ; they usvally expressed an opinion that it would give
them more confidence in the remedies they wished administered.

1314. Have they ever expressed a fear that by educating chemists in chemistry
and pharmaciy they might be disposed to practise medicine —No ; 1 never heard
that opinion from any of the medical profession. |

1315. Do the chemists of Bristol and Clifton openly trangress the regulation
which forbids their practising medicine 7—Yes ; I have heard such thn_ugs men-
tioned by some of tEt:- faculty, but it is not a general transgression certainly ; itis
an exception. .

1316. Do you think that the chemists endeavour as much as they can to restrict
themselves within the provinee of their own business i—1 believe all those who
hold a respectable position in the trade have a very strong objection to be involved
in anything like prescribing.

1317. In those cases where the prescribing is carried to any extent, do you think
it is amongst those who are imperfectly educated as chemists =—I do not know that
in Bristol preseribing by chemists is carried on to any great extent; 1 believe it is not.

1318. In those cases where it exists, do you think it is among the more, or less
educated 2==I think it is likely to be among the less educated, but I have no means
of speaking from any knowledge of my own.

1319. Do you think the improvement of the position of the chemists in their
own capacity would give them a tendency to become medical practitioners f—
I think quite the reverse. I think they would be more likely to adhere to their
own functions, if their functions were made more worthy.

1320. Do you think it enough for a chemist to do to attend to his own business
without embarking in irregular medical practice 7—I think quite sufficient.

1521. At the same time that that is your opinion, do you think it would be a
hardship to have a law introduced imposing severe restrictions and penalties in
the exceptional cases where a chemist is obliged to recommend a dose of
medicine?—I think it would be impossible. I do not see how it would be
possible sometimes for him to avoid giving an opinion. It is impossible to avoid
in every trifling case giving an opinion.

1322. Then you think it would be impossible to prohibit that absolutely by
any law that might be introduced :—It would be practically impossible.

1323. At the same time do you think that the best method of checking it
would be to improve the intellizence and edueation of chemists in their own
department # —1I believe the more respectable chemists have a great objection to
interfering with the faculty, on account, for one reason, of their being more in
communication with the faculty, and more in friendly relationship with them.

1324. Has there been a desire for some years past to vbtain the passing of the
Pharmacy Bill *—A very general desire.

1325. Has a disappointment existed at the delay which has taken place in the
passing that Bill 7—Yes,

1326. And has that led to the secession of some members from the society 7—
I believe that has been alleged as the reason for the secession of some members.

1327. Have complaints been made that the council have not been so active as
they ought to have been in obtaining the passing of the Bill ?'—Yes, I have heard
those complaints made at the yearly meeting at the Bloomsbury School.

1328, f[m'e you also heard those complaints in your own neighbourhood 7—

es.

1329. Do you think the delay in passing the Bill bas tended to check the exer-
tions of the apprentices in preparing for examination”—I do not koow that
it bas tended to retard them, but it has prevented their being stimulated,
certainly.

1330. Then you think the passing of the Bill would stimulate them to im-
provement ?— It must obviously have that effect, I think.

1331. Mr. Wyld.] You have some experience in the larger towns of the
country ; is italways possible to prevent a chemist preseribing *—No, I think it is
not possible, especially among the poorer persons ; the chemist can very easily refer
a wealthy person to a medical man; but it would be simply a furce to recommend
a servant to go to a medical man.

1332. It is your opinion that it is not possible to prevent the chemist and drug-
gist oceasionally prescribing medicines ?—I think you would always find exceptions
even if the law existed ; exceptions unwillingly committed, but still necessary.

1353- Do you think the passing of the proposed Bill would tend to check the
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practice I—1 think an advanced education on the part of the chemist would beget
an increased unwillingness 1o encourage that which is now simply etiquette.

1334. Would that arise from an improved moral feeling ?—From a feeling o
unwillingness to interfere with that for which they know perfectly well they are not
competent.

Mr. George Walter Smith, again called in ; and Examined.

1335. Chairman.] DO you know Mr. Edwards, of Liverpool :—I do.

1336. Was he a student at the School of Pharmacy in London :—Yes,

1337. Did he pass his examination r—He did.

1338, Is he now a teacher of chemistry in the braneh establishment at Liver-
ol T—He is.

E 1330. Is there a society there in which lectures are given, and other means
adopted for the instruction of young men 7—Yes, on a very liberal scale.

1340. With regard to the election of the council in the Pharmaceutical Society,
has an objection been taken to the plan of proxy voting 7—Yes.

1341. Was that objection made on the ground that one individual might hold
a great many proxies, and so carry the election ?—Yes; the desire baing that
every individual should vote for himself.
< 1342. So as to make it as free from the possibility of abuse as possible? —

25

1343- Has the council proposed that there should be an alteration made in one
of the clavses of the Bill 7—Yes ; the couneil propose that the clause should be
altered, so that it should read in this way: that “at all meetings of the said
society at which votes shall be given for the eclection of officers, all members
entitled to vote may give their votes either personally, or in cases of residence
exceeding five miles from the General Post-office, St. Martin®s-le-Grand, London,
by voting papers authorized by writing, in a form to be defined in the bye-laws of
the said society, or in a form to the like effect, such voting papers being trans-
mitted under cover to the secretary not less than one clear day prior to the day
at which the election is to take place.”

1344. Has the Pharmacy Bill Commiltee considered the subject with regard to
the bye-laws referred to in this clause t—They have ; and | am authorized 10
present you with a copy of that which they have proposed to adopt.

1345. Will you read the proposed bye-laws which have reference to that
clause?—** 15t. Any member desirous of nominating another for election as a
member of the council, or an auditor, and of having the name of such party
included in the list of candidates after-mentioned, must give notice thereof in
writing to the secretary before the first of April in each year ; and it shall be the
duty ol the secretary to ascertain that every member put in nomination will, if
elected, accept the office ; or, in defauit of such nomination, the council shall
prepare a list of not less than 14 candidates as members of the council for the
ensuing vear, and also five candidates as auditors ; and the parties so named shall
respectively be submitted for election at the annual meeting, 2d. The secretary
shall issue voting papers, and shall therein state the names and residences of the
candidates, and also those members of the council who remain in office. 3d. The
secretary shall transmit to every member of the society residing in Great Britain,
and qualified to vote, not less than fourteen days prior to the meeting at which
such officers are to be elected, a voting paper containing the names of those
members who have been proposed as candidates for election, according to the
bye-laws; and the voting papers duly remitted by absent members shall be
opened at such meeting aforesaid by or in the presence of the chairman. 4th.
Prior to the commencement of voting, the members present shall appoint from
among themselves four or more to act as scrutineers, who shall sum up the
votes given for each of the candidates, and shall sign and make a written
return of the total numbers to the chairman, who shall declare the same to the
meeting."”

1340. With regard to the fees payable by candidates on passing examinations,
was that subjeet discussed at the last meeting of the Committee ?—It has been
considered by the council. :

1347. 13id they eonsider that it would be advisable to have the entire fees
payable by members to the society divided into two amounts, making it optioual

with the candidates who passed the examination whether they would pay the
entire
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entire sum and obtain the whole advantages from the society, or whether they
would simply pass the examipation and become licentiates i-—A certain fee was to
be paid to entitle the party to be placed on the register, and to qualify him to
practise as a chemist and druggist, leaving him Lo choose whether he would join
the society and pay the other portion of the fees,

1348. Was it estimated that the amount of fee proposed for the examination
fee would be sufficient to pay all the expenses of examination, or registration, or
that there would be something to be made up out of the general fund:®—It
was apprehended that the fees to be paid for the examination and registration
would be sufficient of themselves, and that not anything would be required from
the funds of the society.

1349. Was that on the supposition that the fees for examination were about
eight guineas ?—About eight guineas.

1350. How would it be if they were reduced to six 2—Then it would be
questionable. The desire was that the fees should pay those expenses.

1351. Was there any olijection on the part of the council to pay any balance
that might be required in the event of the fees being inadequate for the purpose ?
—It would be necessary to do so.

1352. Was there any objection to a regulation that no portion of the fees paid
on examination should be appropriated for the purposes of the benevolent fund?
—1It was quite understood that no portion would be.

1353. It was understood that the two accoumts were to be kept distinet 7—
Entirely separate.

1354. Have you a paper showing the number of persons who have passed their
examination since the establishment of the society 7—I have.

[ The Witness delivered in the following Paper :]

Boarn of Examixers of the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain,

Years, Classical. Minor. Major. Toras.
1843 T3 L - B
1544 T3 14 1 =R
1545 1] 14 T 109
1846 & 13 1ib 1048
1847 B2 11 12 105
1848 T 24 21 124
1849 103 23 21 147
18450 50 an 19 a1
18563 T4 a0 24 1as

to lﬂB;sl g E1] 41 133
Tad 206 156 1,116

1355. Mr. Wyld.] Has the Pharmaceutical Society prepared a table of fees ?—
They have passed a resolution.

135_5. Eup‘pﬂﬁiﬂg this Bill should become law, what will be the amount of fees
that will have to be paid by any person wishing to become a member ol the Phar-
maceutical Society. In your former evidence you did not clearly state that?—
My view is, that the fee which has been nawed of eight guineas would entitle the
party to his examination.

1357. Is that your opinion, or has therc been a resolution passed by the
Pharmaceutical Society to that effect *—That is the resolution of the council of
the society.

1358. What is the determination of the Pharmaceutical Society, as to the amount
of the future fee which they will ask for an individual who seeks to be a member
of the society?—That is not definitively arranged.

1350, Flfmimﬂ"-] Did not the council pass a resolution to the effect, that
ﬂiﬂ_‘f considered the fee ought not to be more than eight, or less than six guineas,
leaving the Commitice to determine between the two?—Yes; that rciers to
examination,
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1360. And with regard to the remaining sum to be paid by members, do they
not consider that that is to be either six or eight guineas, leaving it to the Com-
mittee to decide the precise amount ?-—There is nothing definite as to that, but
there is with regard to the examination fees.

1361. Mr. JFyid.) Eight guineas — Yes,

1562, Will that fee of eight guineas, according to your present idea, entitle an
individual 1o all the privileges of the Pharmaceutical Society 7—Notat all ; it
applies simply to the examination.

1363. Suppose an individual to pay his eight guineas for registration and
examination, does he continue for ever a pharmaceutical chemist ?—Yes; the law
will give him that,

1364. Mr. Ewart.] You mean this Act of Parliament ?—Yes.

1365. Mr. Hi'yld.] In the same way that an individual passing an examination
before the Apotheearics’ Company and becoming a licentiate is a licentiate for
ever 7—Yes.

1366, Do you propose to prevent any party from exercising the trade of a
chemist and druggist in Great DBritain, except a pharmaceutical chemist 2—All
those who are now in business or who may be hereafter examined, will be entitled
to trade as chemists and druggists.

1367. You give to them the title of pharmaceutical chemists *—Yes.

1368. But is it the intention of your society to endeavour 1o restrict the trade
of a chemist and druggist to parties who use the title of ** Pharmaceutical
chemist ;” do you believe that that is the intention of the society of which you are:
the secretary '—Yes ; not imerfering with the apothecaries or any of those who
now enjoy the right and title.

1300. Chairiran.] Would it prevent a country shopkeeper from selling a few
drugs, provided he did not call mself a pharmaceutical chemist 7—No.

1370. Mr. Ewart.] Can any man, after this Bill shall have passed, put up over
his shop, ** Chemist and druggist,” and sell drugs as hie does now *—He can do it
provided that he is registered ; he could do it, being now in trade as a druggist,
and he could continue to do it under this Act.

1371. Mr. yld.] You know the existing law relating to surgeons ; suppose an
individual is a member of the College of Surgeons, if he dispenses medicine he
does so illegally *—1le does.

1372. Suppose he has obtained a diploma as a wember of the College of
Surgeons, and becomes & member of the Pharmaceutical Society, he will thereby
evade the examination of the Apothecaries’ Company and be entitled to sell drugs,
will he not?—He will if he passes an examination, and obtains his place as a
chemist and druggist on the register.

1373. Do you know that many members of the College of Surgeons are now
illegally selling drugs 2—I am aware of the fact.

1374. Have vou had any applications from these individuals to become
members of the ’harmaceuntical Society *—We have had some two or three, not
more ; but we never receive any one who practises or intends to practise as a
medical man.

1375. At the present moment, then, any one who practises as a medical man is
not cligible to be a member of the Pharmaceutical Society ?—He is not.

1376. Do you propose by this Bill still to carry out that same regulation ?—
Certainly ; we should never allow him to be a member of the society.

1577. Chairman.] If a person being a member of the society obtained a
qualification as a medical man, would he cease thereby to be a member of the
society #—We should bow him out and request him to withdraw his subscription ;
we have done it in a number of instances,

1378, Would you withdraw his certificate of qualification —He would obtain
his qualification independent of the socicty ; the law will give him that ; if he be
a registered chemist and druggist under this Bill, no power could withdraw that
qualification, but he would not be a member of the body corporate ; he would be
ejected. A

1379. How can you withdraw the certificate or licence *—You could not with-
draw the licence to practise as a chemist and druggist, but his having a licence
to practise as a chemist and druggist is different from his being a member of our
sociely.

13?%0. Chairman.] Would a certificate of pharmacy entitle the man to atend
patients and supply medicines as an apothecary ?7—No, we would bave nothing to
do with that; we merely say, he is quulilied as a pharmaceutist.

1381, Mr.
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1381. Mr. Deedes.] Under that qualification he might sell drugs, and you
eould not prevent him from practising as a surgeon ?—No, he would have two
distinct authorities.

1382. So that a surgeon, onee a member of this association, might also act as
an apothecary *—IHe might.

1383. Chairman.] Does the qualification you propose, with reference to this
Bill, eomprise the privilege of acting as an apotbecary 7—No, the great object
is to distinguish them from each other.

1384. Mr. WWyid.] Would not the cifect of this Bill be to legalize what at
present is illegal on the part of a member of the College of Surgeons? Suppose
an individual cbtains a diploma as a member of the College of Surgeons : if he
dispenses medicines now, he does soillegally, but suppose he becomes a member
of your society, he will be able, will he not, it this Bill passes, to dispense medicines
as well as practise us a surgeon '—There would be two distinct gualifications,
and both authorized by law.

1385. Now a surgeon is obliged to be a licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Com-
pany ; if he is not a hcentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company, and dispenses
medicine, he does so illegu'll?' :—There are many persons who do that now.

1386. Would not this Bill then legalize a practice whieh is illegal 5 suppose a
surgeon undergoes an examination by the Pharmaccatical Society, he will be
entitled to receive your diploma '—He would receive the qualification from the
examiners, and would be put on the register as a chemist and druggist, but he
could not call himselt an apothecary.

1387. He would call himself a surgeon and pharmaceutical chemist *—That
might be prevented by not allowing any surgeon to take the title of chewmist
and druggist ; it has been the practice to refuse sorgeons who wish to be admitted,
and to get rid of those who, having been chemists and druggists, subsequently
qualify themselves as surgeons.

1388, Have you any bye-law enabling you te remove such persons from the
list of members of vour society ?—That specific thing is not stated, but there is a
power to remove the members from the society.

1580. Supposing an individual does the illegal act that 1 have stated, have you
any power of removing him, or is there any bye-law existing, vnder the authority
of which you can erase his name from the list 7—I do not think the question has
arisen with us yet, or that it has been thought of. [ see that a person in such
a case would have two legal qualifications, and I apprehend that no private act
of the council of the society could invalidate either the one or the other.

1300. Would not that be an interference with the charter of the Royal College
of Surgeons :—It might with the Apothecaries’ Company, but not with the College
of Surgeons.

1301. Then there is no bye-law excluding individvals under circumstances such
as those which T bave named ?—From the cutset it has been the practice that no
medical practitioner shall be wnited with us; the intention has been, that the
society should consist solely and entirely of chemists and druggists, and the great
desire was to prevent the chemists and druggists from trenching on the medical
profession.

1302. Aund you have refused admission to gentlemen who have been memhbers
of the College of Surgeons *—We have ; 1 will give you an instance : I recollect
one gentleman named Grace, living in Tottenbam-court Road, who had been
a chemist and druggist formerly ; he afterwards qualified with the College of
Surgeons, and retired from the society ; and there was another person at Bath
claimed to be an apothecary under a coroner’s inquest, and the moment we heard
of it we requested him to resign.  Other cases could be stated.

1303. Chairman.] Does anything in this Bill entitle a person to act in any way,
or is it confined exclusively to what he calls himself *—1It is confined exclusively
to what he calls himself.

1304. Suppose a person is entitled by this Bill to call himself a chemist, would
that entitle him to do any particular act - —No.

1305. If the Apothecaries” Company have power now to prevent a person from
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acting as an apothecary, would the power of calling himself a chemist give him
power to act as an apothecary :—We counld give him no power if the A ries’
Act prevented him from having the power.

1306, This Act would not override the Apothecaries’ Aet?—No.,

1397. Then, according to that view, this Act woold not interfere with the
Apothecaries’ Company *—Not at all.

1398. Mr. Ewart.] You leave the law in that respect as you find it ?~—1T appre-
hend we do not teuch it all.

1300. Sir H. Wiltoughby.] Assuming your intentions to be carried out, and a
party wishes to set LT the trade of a chemist and druggist after the passing of this
Act in any town in this kingdom, can he earry on that trade without bemg con-
nected with the Pharmaceutical Society ?—Yes, except in the act of examination.

1400. Before any party can carry on the trade of a chemist in Great Britain,
will it be necessary, preliminary to his so doing, that he shall be examined by the
officer of the Pharmaceutical Society ?—That is the intention of the Bill.

1401, Am I right in supposing you to say that if’ this intention is carried out,
hereafter no person in Great Britain could carry on the trade of a chemist and
druggist unless he had been connected with the Pharmaceutical Society by an
examination >—Just so; the object of the Bill is that an unedueated man should
not call himself a chemist and druggist, but that a man who has proved himself
qualified should.

1402. But you propose that hereafter no person shall call himself a chemist
and druggist unless he has been examined by the Pharmaceutical Society ?—
Yes.

1403, Mr. Deedes.] And then having onee got the certificate of this association,
and having commenced acting as a pharmaceutical chemist, he may also act as a
surgeon, and there will be no power to prevent him?—The Apothecaries Act
will do it; the Apothecaries Act applies to the administering of medicines.

Professor Kopp, called in; and Examined.

1404, Chairman.] HAVE you been Professor in the School of Pharmacy at
Strasburgh ?*—Yes.

1405. How many schools of pharmacy are there in France ?—There are three
superior schools, and about 20 secondary schools of medicine and pharmacy.

1406. Where are the superior schools >—At Paris, Montpelier, and Stras-
bureh.

1405. Will you point out the course of instruction at the school of pharmacy ?
—At the school of pharmacy there are the pharmaceutical courses, properly so
called, which consist of the course of pharmacy, the course of pharmaceutical
manipulation, the natural history of simple drugs, and the accessory courses of
pharmacy, namely, pharmaceutical chemistry, pharmaceutical physics, toxicology,
pharmaceutical botany; in Paris the studies embrace, moreover, pharmaceutical
natural history, zoology, botany, mineralogy, geology.

1408, During how many years is it necessary for the pupil to study his profes-
sion ?—There are two cases : if he does not study at any school, he serves for seven
entire years in a pharmaceutical establishment, and he is not permitted to carry on
the business of a pharmacien until he has arrived at the age of 25 years, and the
Minister can dispense with one year on the ground of his passing an exami-
nation ; in the second case, if the pupil follows the instruction at a schoul of
pharmacy, either the primary or the secondary school, each year of study reckons
as two years in the pharmaceatical establishment, with this restriction, that four
vears enly can be employed in this manner, and it is necessary that he shall pass
three years at least in the practical service of the pharmacien. Therefore the
shortest time during which a student can prepare for the examination is five
vears ; three in a pharmaceutical establishment and two in a school of pharmacy.

140¢. Are the examiners pharmaciens r—The examiners are at the same time
professors of the school of pharmacy, and professors of the school of medicine;

there are in each board of examiners four professors of the school of pharmacy,
and
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and two professors of the school of medicine; the same rule applies to the inspec-
tion of the shops.

1410. Are the shops inspected by four pharmaciens and two physicians 7—Yes,
and not only the shops, but the establishments of persons who sell drugs.

1411, Mr. Fwart] How many times in the year are these shops visited !—The
periods are variable, ordinarily only once a year.

1412, Mr. Wild.] There is no fixed time?—No; it happens sometimes, es-
specially when accidents have been pointed out, that there are several visits,
especially where the house has the character of being badly conducted, and of
selling bad drugs.

1413. Chairman.] Have you two degrees of pharmaciens *—There are pharma-
ciens of the first class and of the second class; the difference is not great. The
pharmaciens of the first class have the advantage of being able to establish them-
selves in any part of France; the pharmaciens of the second class can only esta-
blish themselves in the department in which they were examined, The subjects on
which the examination takes place are mearly the same in regard to these two
classes of pharmaciens ; the pharmaciens of the first class pass their examinations
before the superior schools -ufl pharmacy ; the pharmaciens of the second class pass
an examination in each department before a special commission composed of
physicians and pharmaciens appointed by the Government.

1414. Are the expenses the same for both classes *—No, the examinations of
the first class cost about 50/, stcrlin_g, and the examinations of the second class
cost about a fifth, or 10 [ sterling; it therefore follows, that all the pharmaciens
of the departments of the Seine, Bas Rhin, and Hérault are of the first class.
because there there are no commissions, but there are the superior schools of
pharmacy ; they pass four examinations upon different subjects, and they must
pass the first before they can pass the second, and so on.

1415. Chairman.] Are these establishments supported by the Government, or
are they under the direction of the Government *—All these establishments of
education are under the direction of the Government.

1410. Are the expenses paid by the Government, or are they supported by the
fees received from pupils 7—The rezponsibility rests on the Government, that is to
eay, the Government pays the expenses, and takes the fees.  The receipts in Paris
exceed the expenses ; in the other places they nearly balance; Montpelier has a
little more, and Strasburgh a little less.

1417. What is the entire expense of the school at Strasburgh '—Thirty-five
thousand francs ; that is the expense of the entire school.

1418. Annually ?—Yes; that is the entire annual expense of the establishment,
including the payment of the professor, the expense of the school, and other
expenses of the establishment. At Paris it 15 much more, about 150,000

francs.

1419. Mr. Ewart.] What is it at Montpelier #—About the same as at Stras-
burgh. The 50 L which is paid is for examination ; in addition to that, the pupils
pay an entrance fee, which is not considerable, about 30 franecs for a season ; it is
merely an entrance fee ; the chief expense is on the examination,

1420. Is it permitted in France to sell seeret remedies >—No ; secret remedies
may not be sold by pharmaciens, unless they are remedies authorised by the
Institute or the Academy of Medicine. When an inventor thinks he has discovered
a new remedy, he is obliged to give the composition of his remedy to the Institute
or to the Academy of Medicine ; a report is then made, and after that report
permission is given to sell the remedy ; then if the proprietor wishes to retain he
exclusive sale of the remedy, he takes out a brevet d'invendion ; and if he takes
out no brevet d'invention, any person may sell the remedy.

1421. Have you very severe regulations respecting poisons —There are lists of
poisons, and the pharmaciens are obliged to keep a register of the persons who buy
the poisons ; they are registered in a private book, and that book is examined and
signed by the examiner whenever an inspection takes place ; and, at the same time,
the pages of the book are marked so that the pharmacien cannot remove a page
without detection.
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1422, Mr. Ewart.] Who gives authority to purchase poisons 7—A pharmacien
can sell poison in any case when he is authorised by a physician, and the respon-
sibility rests on the physician.

1423. Is it necessary inall cases that the pharmacien should have the authority
of a physician ?—No ; there are poisons which are used for purposes not medi-
cinal, for the destruction of vermin ; and then it is the maire of the commune, or
the juge de la paix, who gives the authority to sell the poison to the person
presenting the certificate ; and the pharmacien preserves the certificate for his own
security, to show that he has not sold the poison without authority. All the articles
in the schedule of poisons do not come under this prohibition, but only those which
are known by the public as poisons. Aecording to the law, all the substances in the
schedule of poisons must be entered on his list at each time of sale; but as this
would be very embarrassing, it is permitted that only those poisons which are the
most dangerous, and which are known to the public as poisons, shall be inserted
in the book ; arsenie, for example ; corrosive sublimate, and hydrocyanic acid.
A great deal of sulphate of copper is used for commercial purposes, and it is
necessary to insert that, beeause accidents have frequently occurred in certain parts
of the country

1424. Can physician be a plarmacien, or a pharmacien a physician '—Not
unless the physician lives in a neighbourhood where there is no pharmaceutical
establishment ; and then he may sell the drugs which he himself prescribes.

1425. Mr. Wyld.] Is it necessary that, in all cases where a pharmacien sells
drugs, he should have the prescription of a medical man ?—Yes ; except in cases
where the remedy is very simple, and in the case of domestic remedies.

1426, Mr. Ewart.] There are pharmaciens almost everywhere in France, are
there not :==Yes ; in almost all the cantons,

1427. Chairman.] llave you what are called barber surgeons 7—The physicians
and surgeons are divided into two classes ; the first are received by the faculty of
medicine, and are obliged to pass five examinations and to write a thesis.  There
15 a second class who pass unl_!i_.r three examinations, and send in no thesis; they
call them afficiers de la santé.  These officiers de la santé cannot become professors
in pharmacy or in the faculty of medicine, and they cannot perform some
operations : for instance, they cannot be accoucheurs, and they cannot operate in
any case in which the life is in danger, but in other respects they can practise
medicine and surgery like doctors.

1428, Can they practise pharmacy *—No ; except in cases where there are no
pharmaceutical establishments within the compass of two leagues.

1420. Do the provincial chemists sell other things besides drugs ?—In France
a pharmacien is generally a pure pharmacien. It is not commaon for a pharmacien
to be a kind of droggist.

1430. Mr. Fwart.] It there any limitation as to the number of pharmaciens in a
town: —No ; a limitation did exist some time ago, but now they can establish them-
selves where they like, except in piaces where there is a particular custom or a
municipal usage. It is not the same as it is Germany, where they are limited.
There 12 an intentivn to abolish in France the two clusses of physicians, and the
two classes of pharmaciens, retaining only the superior class, so that all shall pass
the same examination. This is the result in a department where there are no
schools of pharmacy. A person can become a pharmacien with 250 francs ; there-
fore, those who establish themselves in a department where there is a school of
pharmacy, are obliged to become pharmaciens of the first class, and to pay a
much Ligher sum, and if they wish afterwards to establish themselves in one of
the other departments, they have no advantage over others who have paid
g0 much less,

1431. Have you many seientific men in France who have been pharmaciens !—
Yes, many. M. Dumas for one, M. Persoz, Vauquelin, and others, Pharmacey is
an excellent school for becoming a good chemist.

il
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Luna, 26° die Aprilis, 1852.

MEMBERS PRESENT.

Mr. Jacoh Bell. Mr. Jackson.
sie W, G Gmig. Mr. Farrer.
M. Hindley. Lord Burghley.
JACOB BELL, Esq., v tne Ciair. .

John Gairdner, Esq., m.p., called in; and Examined.

1432. Sir W, Craig.] YOU are a Fellow of the College of Surgcons in J. Gairduer, Esq.

Edinburgh —Yes. M. D
1433. Have you considered this Pharmaceutical Bill 7—Yes, T have; T was SRR
-chairman of a commiuee of the college in relation to it. 26 Apiil 1852.

1434. The college has carefully considered its provisions >
fully considered it, and submitted it 1o committec.

1435. Has that committce made any report 7—That committee has reported to
the college ; I have not a copy of the report here; but I can explain fully the
nature of the suggestions contained in it.

1436. Will you state generally the tenor of that report >—I may state as a
preliminary matter, in my own individual eharacter, and not as the representative
of the college, that T do not view any such Bill as this as being strongly called for
by any circumstances whatever. Of course there can be no objection to an
improvement in the education of chemists and druggists, which is the professed
object of the Bill ; but there is a stringency about this Bill which I cannot think
necessary, and the efect of it will be, as I view it, to create a new monopolising
curﬁﬂratiun ; now that is a matter that we have found to be a very great impediment
in the way of any combination of the elements of our own profession with reference
to the public advantage. For a great number of years past we have been encountered
at every turn by privileges of medical incorporations ; and I canuot help anticipat-
dng that, in some mode or other, if a new corporation of this description is added to
the list, it will in some way interfere with attempts in future to accomplish a new
arrangement of the medical profession ; 1 am pot prepared to say in what way it
will have that effect, but in one way or other T um persuaded it will. Medical
incorporations have not all of them monopoly rights, but some of them have, and
'!heyqillavc been found to be a very great impediment. I make this general stat
ment, however, merely in mv own capacity ; as representative of the College of
Surgeons I have to say, that I have no instructions to oppose this Bill i tote if
-certain objections, which the college have urged against i1, are satisfactorily met ;
if those objections are not met, then undoubtedly the college will feel it their
~duty to oppose the Bill in all its future stages. Faving made this preliminary
statement, I come now to the nature of the particular objections which the college
‘have to the Bill as it stands : they are of three different descriptions ; they may bé
arranged on the ground, first, that the Bill is opposed in some of its elements to the
interests of medical practitioners: the second class of objections is, that it is opposed
to certain institutions in Scotland ; and the third class is, that it affects injuriously
the interests of chemists and druggists themselves. Now, if the Committee will
allow me to pursue the three classes of ubjections seriatim, 1 will 1ake up first the
qquestion of the effect of the Bill upon medical licentiates, and wmore especially
upon the licentiates of the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh, and of the
faculty of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow, whose interests are committed to
me and my associates here, Dr, Combe and Dr. Watson, and whose interests
we are bound 1o protect, they being a very numerous body distributed all over (he
kingdom. These licentiates are intended to be protected by a particular clause of
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J. Gairduer, Esq., the Bill, to which 1 wish now to eall the speeial attention of the Committes, the

M. D.

afi April 1852,

20th clause, I think it is; that is intended to protect the rights of medical licen-
tiates, and I have no doubt that that section is honestly intended for their protec-
tion; but 1 am not satisfied that it accomplishes the purpose. The clause pro-
vides * That nothing in this Act contained shall extend or be construed to ex-
tend, to lessen, abridge, or defeat, or in anywise to interfere with, any of the
rights, authorities, privileges, and immunities heretofore vested in and exercised
or enjoved by the Universities of London, Oxford, Cambridze, Durham,
Edinburgh, Glasgow, Aberdeen, or St. Andrews, the Royal Colleges of
Physicians or of Surgeons of England, Scotland, or Ireland.” The remark
I have to make upon that is, that the reservation of asll these rights, autho-
rities, and privileges, would not protect a licentiate of the body to which I
belang, living in England, for this reason : that they have no statutory rights south
6f the Tweed ; they have, sndoubtedly, statutory rights north of the Tweed, but
south of the Tweed they have none in relation to pharmaey. They have the privi-
lege, as British subjects, of opening shops in any part of the c:'mn.tr_l;; they are
received as qualified persons, having been examined in pharmacy by us, but they
are received simply by reason of the common law right, I presume, which any
British ﬁlli:{'-.-t:t hias, to practise any trade for which he is fitted, in any part of Her
Majesty's dominions, and because there is no statutory probibition applicable to
them at present.  Were this Bill to pass as it now stands, 1 apprehend that a
licentiate of our body, keeping a drug shop in future in England, would be told,
*no doubt all rights, privileges, and immunities are reserved by this clause, but
you have no right in England, and therefore you do not come under the
exemption provided by this clause.” T do not know whether I have made myself
clear to the Commitiee, but that is my notion of the effect of the clause; I shall
presently read a form of words which, I think, would make that clause perfect.
1, theretore, may leave that question till I have finished all the other statements [
have to make, with regard to the effect of the Bill upon medical practitioners, for I
have several other remarks to make upon it. [ now go to another part of it, for,
even assuming that this clause were made perfect, I am not satisfied with the
pesition in which medical licentiates would be placed in this country under
this Bill; 1 not only claim that a medical practitioner, who has passed an
examination in relation to pharmacy, shall be entitled to practise pharmacy, but
I think he should be entitled to register under this Act, and enjoy all the advan-
tages which this Act is proposed to confer.

1437. Without any further examination ?—Without any further examination.
Now it you will just turn to the ninth clause, which is a very important clause,
vou will see the object of it is to start the new Act with a large body of persons,
and' to g’u‘tz every pecson Iree access to it at first without any examination,
without any payment ; that is the object of the clause ; it is a clavse merely
relating to the first starting of the Act, not to the after working of it. In that
clause, if you look at it, vou will find there is a special exemption of members of the
medical profession practising under a diploma or licence of a medical or surgical
corporate body, These persons are not, in the first instance, to be permitted to
enrol themselves as druggists, simply because they ave also medical practitioners,
practising under s licence. Now I do not see the propriety of this exemption.
Just see bow it would work. Suppose there are in a village or a small town in
Scotland or England two persons practising as druggists, the one simply as a
druggist, and the other partly as a medical practitioner and partly as a dl;::ﬁi“;
the simple druggist at once enrols under this Bill without expense ; the ical
man, because be 15 a medical man, and therefore probably a man of higher quali-
fications than a simple diuggist, is excluded from registering, in the first instance,
without expense, under a Bill, the professed object of which is to elevate the
knowledge and qualifications of druggists. Now I do not think that is right.
I think the medical druggist ought to be pervitted to register ; and the professed
object of the Bill being to encourage men of a higher character, the best informed
men, instead of being excluded, vught rather to be invited to join it ; whereas itis
clear they would have no means of acquiring the privileges intended to be conferred
by this Bill except by an examination which every person selling drugs in a village
would be under the necessity of going through. He must, I presume, to acquoire
privileges to be conferred by the Druggists’ Bill, submit himself to an exami-
nation, which I hold to be, first, a degradation to such a man, and, in the next place,
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to be an unnecessary expense. I contend, therefore, that he ought to be allowed’
in the first place (in the first starting of the Aet) to enrol himself; and T con-
tend that, in the future working of the [ill, all meidical men euamu_:ed i ‘ph-‘lr-
macy by competent boards at present in existence, ought to be permitted, without
expense and without re-examination, to enter as members of this druggists
incorporation if they see fit. It is said sometimes, in reply to this, that this s
a mere Druggists’ Bill; if this principle is to be followed out, it would imply that
it was te be restricted throughout to those who are properly druggists, and no
practitioners. If that be the object of it, I see no clause i the Bill that will
accomplish that object ; 1 faney that as the Bill stands at present, as far I can
understand it, a person who is a druggist, registered under this Bill, might enter
afterwards with the Apothecaries’ Company of England, or might enter as licen-
tiate of the Coilege of Surgeons in Secotland, and might unite both functions
in bis own person. At least, I cannot discover in the Bill that it is a disquali-
fication to be a drugoist that @ man has become a practitioner.  There is not a
waord in the Bill mentioncd which would make it neeessary for him to forfeit his

tvileges as a druggist; now he ought to do so, if this is merely to be a drug-
gists” Bill.

1438. Chairman.] Will you allow me to refer vou to the interpretation clause,
which defines what a chemist and druggist is :—That clause provides that the term
“pharmaceutical chemist,” used in this Act, shall be construed 1o include chemist and
druggist, dispensing chemist, and every other term denoting a dispenser of medical

escriptions and vendor of medicines, not being a member of lhl:_ medical pro-
fession, or practising under a diploma or licence of a medical or surgical corporate
bedy.” Then, I would ask, is the efiect of this clause, or is it not, that when
a druggist, registered under this Bill, becomes a practitioner, he forfeits his privi-
leges as a druggist? Whether that is or is not the effect of it is a question for the
Committee to consider. [ am not an interpreter of Acts of Parliament, but it
seems to me not to be sufficiently precise to accomplish the object intended.

1430. If that were the object, wounld that be satisfactory to vou: I may
state it i= the object intended to separate the two classes entirely '—I1 that be
the object intended, it would not satisly me ; for this reason : [ think if you want to
improve the education of druggists, medical men being men of higher education
Senﬁra“j. are likely to accomplish that purpose for you, and the exclusion of them

oes not seem to me to be a wise thing. I think that a medical man wishing to
Eml:tisl: pharmacy ought to be included, and I think that if, in a country situation,

e wishes to unite medical practice with pharmacy (which is very often not at all a
matter of choice, but of necessity), he ought to be permitted to do so without
forfeiting any advantage which this Act is intended to give; that is my view of
the matter.

1440. Sir W. Craig.] It was formerly the practice of the first surgeons in Edin-
burgh to unite pharmacy with their ordinary medical practice, was it not —It was,
andglh& operation of free institutions has been such as to put an end 10 that in a
great measure in Edinburgh and many of our principal towns, and it is gradually
accomplishing it more and more. I think thut the gradual influence of competition
is accomplishing it much wore effectually than anything in the nature of a stututory
disqualification could do. From these general remarks, the Committee will be
prepared to understand the nature of the amendments which I would suggest to
the different elauses of this Act relative to the intercsts of medical men. I propose
that in regard 10 sect. 2 an amendment shouid be made, which T think is of great
importance, and which is put usually into similar Acts. 1 should propose that
the following words be added :—* Provided also, that all bye-laws of the said
ieorporation shall be liable to be brought under the review of one of Her
Majesty’s principal Secretaries of State by all parties aggrieved thereby or having
an interest therein.”

1441, Chairman.] | may menticn, in reference to that, that it is agreed that
that sball be introduced :—That is very satisfuctory ; then in regard to Section
0, my proposal is, that the whole of the words, from the word “not,” in
line 8, tuthe word *“ body,” in line 10, inclusive of those words, be left out ; that
is to say, the words which exclude medical men. Then in regard 1o Section 13,
I propose that it should be soamended as to fix a moderate limit to the scale
ol fees exigible for examination and registration ; there is no limit at present. |
would also propese to distinguish between the fee for examination and all other
charges ; and also to provide that the former shall not be exigible from medical
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men already examined in pharmacy by one of the existing medieal or surgical
colleues, faculties, or incorporations, in the United Kingdom of Great Britain and
Ircland. T would wish also to call the attention of the Committee to the 14th
Section ; I would propose that the following words should be added to that clause ;.
“or a diploma or certificate from some of the existing medical or surgical colleges,
facuities, or incorporations in the United Kingdom, which at present examine in
pharmacy, certifying that he has been examined on that subject;” that is, that if
he produces such a diploma or certificate, he shall be exempted from examination,
I have all these amendments made out in a paper, which 1 shall hand in.
presently.

1442. Several of these amendments are already met by alterations which have
been agreed to *—Perhaps it will be better to let me give the whole facts.  Then.
comes the 2oth Section, which [ have stated, I think, requires amendment ; that
is the Bection relating to the reservation of the rights of medical men. The object
of this Section is, that medical men shall have an uniimited right to pursue the
drugeist’s business if’ they think proper. 1 may say, that 1 have heard it said that
this 15 a demeaning of medical men, and that it is inconsistent with their dignity ;
but my answer to that is, that medical men are the best judges of what tends to
their own dignity. A man, because he starts in a particular profession, does not
necessarily succeed in it; and supposing a medical man should think he would be
more suceessful in another pursuit, for which he has already qualified himself by
education, and by going through an examination, [ see no reason why he should not
Judge for himsell how far it is proper for him to do so; I think the present Bill is
intended to prevent that, and I think he ouvght to be permitted to do it if he
thinks fit. “Then in Section 20, after the word “all ® in line 31, 1 would propose
that the Seetion should be altered as follows @ * persons who may now be or who
may hereafter become entitled to practise under the licence of any of the bodies
corporate aforesaid, shall be entitled to carry on the business of pharmaceutical
chemists, and shall have, use,” &c., as in line 34 to the end. As the clause stands
it merely reserves rights, authorities, and privileges generally, and it seems to me
that that would apply merely to statutory rights, amthorities, and privileges ; at all
events, I do not think it is sufficiently clear and explicit; I therefore wish the
Bill to contain a clause 10 the effect that any such persons may practize pharmacy.
I may say, that this amendment wounld become unnecessary if the previous
clavses are rectified in the mode 1 have before indicated ; if it is made perfectly
clear that they may be registered as drogeists without being again examined, this
particular clause nced not be so altered. This is all that relates specially to
medical men,

I now come to the second head of objections, which is a very important ore-
as regards Scotland and eertain Scotch institutions, and more especially the
Royal Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons of Edinburgh, and the Faculty of
Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgcow. [ call your attention to Section 12,
which is in these terms: “ And to enable the said society to provide for the
examination in Scotland of such students, apprentices, or assistants in Scotland
as may desire to be examined there, it shall be lawful for the council of the
society, and they are thereby required to appoint such fit and proper persons in.
Scotland to meet in Edinburgh, and to conduct there all such examinations as are
provided for and contemplated by this Act, with such and the like powers and
authorities in respect thereof as are herein conferred, and to grant to the persons -
to be so examined such and the like certificates as are hercinbefore specified and
referred o, or to refuse the same; and all the provisions of this Act shall be
equally applicable to the examiners, examinations, and parties examined in Scot-
land as to the examiners, examinations, and parties examined in England.” Now
I have anly to say that I thick this proceeds a good deal on misapprehension and
want of information or the part of persons in England with regard to the nature
of the privileges enjoyed by the bodies which I have named, the two colleges at
Edinburgh and the Faculty of Physicians and Suvrgeons at Glasgow. In one
very important respect they are different from the English medieal incorporations ;
the Royal College of Surgeons of London are merely a surgical college ; they do,
indeed, preseribe a course including medicine and pharmacy, but they do not
examine upon it.  Our college, on the contrary, has from time immemorial not
merely preseribed a eurriculum of study in pharmacy, but granted a diploma,
which imports that the person receiving it has been examined in pharmacy ; and
the charter recently granted by the Queen last year confirms all their ancient
powers in this respect. I shall establish these things to the satisfaction of the-
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Committee by documents which I have brought here. In the first place, with
regard to the curriculum of study, I have only to hand this over to tne Com-
mittee (referring to a pamphlet, “ Regulations to be observed by Candidates for
the Diploma of the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh,”) which is their
present curriculum of study, and which you will see includes chemistry, practical
chemistry, or analytical chemistry, materia medica, and pharmacy, and it contains
also an important provision, as you will see at a different part of it, that the person
must have atiended a drug shop, and compounded and dispensed medicines
for the space of six months. All this you will find in the Sth page of this
g;lrl-nphlﬁt’ which I will hand in for the information of the Committee. (The

ilness delivered in the pamphlel referved to.)  Care is taken that those who Dass
our college are duly informed ; then as to the powers of the college, lLere is the
charter : the enabling Act and the charter are both printed in the book which 1
now produce. The charter was granted no further back than last year; and you
will find in the 22d page of it, *“ Her Majesty doth further ordain and declare
that it shall be in the power of the said college, under their common seal, to grant
diplomas or licences to practise anatomy, surgery, and pharmaey.” Then a little
further down it is said, * declaring that every fit and proper person who shall have
attained the age of 21 years, and shall have gone through such course of study,
and passed such examination or examinations, and complied with sueh other
rules and regulations as the said college now require, or may hereafter require to
be observed by candidates for diplomas, by any bye-law or bye-laws made or 10
be made by the college, shall be entitled to be admitted a licentiate of the said
college, and shall be entitled to exercise and enjoy all rights of practice in the
arts or sciences of anatomy, surgery, and pharmacy, which are commonly enjoyed
by the fellows of the said college, or which have heretofore been enjoyed by the
licentiates of the said college.” Now they enjoy rights of pharmacy in Scotland ;
statutory rights ; and they enjoy in England, not statutory rights, but common law
rights to practise pharmacy as persons duly examined ; and I fear, unless the
amendment 1 suggest were made, they would be deprived of these. Then in regard
to the form of the diploma, I have copied it out in the last page of this. [t
stands in these words, * Collegiom Regium Chirurgorum Edinense, Hisce
literis testatur virum ingeniosum ALB. studiis preascriptis rite peractis,
examiui sese subjecisse, atque ita ad interrogata de iis respondisse ut muneri tam
chirurgico quam pharmaceutico suscipiendo ommino par esse videretur. Fdinburgi,
die——anno——_" Those are the words of the diploma, therefore it is evident
that our powers extend to that; I may say that, generally, the powers of the
Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow are of a similar description.
The minuti of it will be substantiated by a gentleman who will afterwards
follow me in giving evidence, Dr. Watson, who is now present. The College of
Physicians is in a very different position ; it has important powers in relation to
pharmacy, as will be presently explained. I therefore claim, on the part of these
three bodies, that if a Board for the examination of persons in relation to
pharmacy shall be thought necessary to be instituted in Edinburgh, with reference
to the purposes of this Act, they shall not be superseded, in the appointment of
examiners, by a corporation in London, unless there is a very strong case, and [
can see none of public necessity, for superseding them in the exercise of any rights
having relation to pharmacy; I think it would be extremely wrong, indeed, to give
the right of appeinting examiners to any other body whatever, but least of all to a
body in London, who are necessarily less informed with regard to the elements in
Scotland out of which proper examiners can be formed.  And I may just say,
while I am upon this subjeet, that what may possibly be esteemed a reason why the
principle of the Bill shall be preserved, appears to me to be no reason at all ; that
the persons enrolled under it in every part of the country are permitted to vote
for the officials by proxy; for observe what would be the effect of this: that any
large druggist in London who accumulates ten, twenty, thirty, or a hundredl
proxies from different parts of the country, from his business connexions, would
become ommnipotent in regard to this Bill.

1443. Chairman.] Tt may save time if you are informed that that clause is
entirely altered, and that the system of proxies is omitted, cach member having
a voting paper, which he is to send under cover to the secretary, so that cvery
member of the society in Scotland and England will have the power of exercising
his privilege ; does that remove your objection '—By no means entirely ; becavse
I consider that the important point is to appuint in Scetland, if a new examining
board is required. I have heard of a proposal, which probably is not now in-
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tended, but which, as I have heurd it proposed, it may be as well to notice.
When such objections have been urged it has been said, “ Why not leave Seotland
out of the Bill altogether?”

1444. That is not proposed;—Then I am quite satisfied; 1 have alread
explained all that is necessary with regard to the amendments required under this
second head.

1445. Sir 7. G. Craig.] Do you mean that the entire nomination of the board
of examiners in Scotland should be entrusted to the College of Physicians and
Surgeons r—Yes, I mean that. I have omitted to explain one thing, which I will
explain now, in relation to that matter ; it it in any manner agrees with the views of
the promoters of this Bill, the college to which I belong desire me to state that
they have no objection toits being 1mperative upon these bodies to appoint as exa-
miners a proportion of those non-medical droggists who will be qualified under this
Act; if that in any degree tends to the promotion of the purposes of this Act,
they would not object to a provision that a pertion of the examiners should be
necessarily druggists enrolled under this Acr.

1446, Chairman.] Would it equally meet your views il the druggists in their
incorporation appointed examiners, a portion of whom were professors, in various
schools in Scotland and England ?—It strikes me that the best way of all is to
trust the whole appointment of the examiners to the persons who necessarily
know best who are the proper examiners in Scotland, persons on the spot.
I think the power of appointing examiners ought be vested in a body on the spaot,
and not in an incorporation in London. We are extremely jealous of it, and
think it a dangerous power to grant to a new incorporation in London. [ can see
no reason why it should not be entrusted exclusively to these Seotch boards; but
we are perfectly willing that they should appoint any reasonable portion of the
examiners which may be thought expedient by the Committee from among the
number of those who shall have been envolled as druggists under this Bill.
I think I have made myself understood by the Commitiec upon this im-
portant point; and now I may proceed to the third class of objections; I mean
as regards the interests of the druggists; and I go at once to the 15th clause,
which relates to penalties. That clause provides that *from and after the
passing of this Act, it shall not be lawful for any person not being duly registered as
a pharmaceutical chemist, according to the provisions of this Act (except persons
carrving on the said business at or before the time of the passing of this Act, and
except the widows of all pharmaceutical chemists or their executors or adminis-
trators, having in everv case the assistance of a person duly qualified under this
Act, to assume or use the title of pharmaceutical chemist in any part of Great
Britain, or to assume or use any other name, title, sign, token or cmblem
implying that be is registered under this Act, or qualified to exercise or carry on
the business or calling of a pharmaceutical chemist, and if any person, except the
persons exempted by this Act, not being duly registered under this Act, shall
after the passing of this Act assume or use the title of pharmaceutical chemist, or
shall use, display, or exhibit any name, title, sign, token or emblem implying
that he is a person registered under this Act, or qualified to carry on or exercise
the business or calling of a pharmaceuatical chemist, every such person shall
forfeit and pay for every such offence a sum not exceeding 5/, nor less than
21, and such penalty may be recovered by the registrar to be appointed under
this Act, in the name and by the authority of the council of the said society, in
manner following, that is to say.” Then it declares how the penalties are to be
recoverable, and provides for the payvment of the expenses incurred. Now this
clause makes the new incorporation a complete monopoly, and it would subject
men in every corner of the country to be prosecuted to the extent of distraining
their goods, which I think very objectionable.

1447. May | be permitted to ask whetber you are speaking as the repre-
sentative of any section of the chemists and druggists ; 1 ask that because the
chemists and druggists are represented in this Committee ?—1I am speaking on the
part of the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh.

1448. Becauvse the class to which you are now referring is the class of the
chemists and druggists who are here themselves to represent their case 7—I claim
the right, as a fellow of a Royal College, which has hitherto enjoyed powers in
regard to licensing persons to practise pharmacy, to show to the Committee the
imjurious effect which a monopoly of this description will have upon persons prac-
tising pharmacy in Scotland and in England.

1449. I wish

i
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1449. T wish to know whether you are speaking the sentiments of chemists and
druggists, or the sentiments of a surgical body f—I do not pretend to speak the
sentiments of chemists and druggists. It is said the chemists and druggists are
favourable to this clause. I know not whether the clause has been sufficiently
made known to them, especially 1o the small men distributed throughout the
country, to enable any one lo say they are unanirnuusl in desiring it; but assuming
them to be so, [ hold the argument founded vpon it to be a very bad argument.
We should not say of any other class of persens desirous to possess a monopoly,
and to envol themselves as a eorporation interdicting all others from entering into
competition with them, that their voice ought in that matter to be listened to.
We should say monopoly is a dangerous thing, and the voice of the would-be
monopolists is the very last thing that on public grounds ought to be attended
to by 2 Committee of the House of Commons. Suppose, for instance, that instead
of medicine, the question were with regard to food; suppose any class of
persons, brewers for instance, who are sometimes suspected of  putting poisonous
drugs into their beer, or confectioners who have been supposed to put matters
injurions to the health into articles they sell, were to uﬂlmc‘h Parliament
with a desire to have all pastrycooks go through a certain ordeal to secure that
they should net be ignorant in regard to the effects of certain things upon the
health of the community, and that they desired penalties to be enforced to prevent
persons coming into competition with them in their trade, who had not passed
through a certain ordeal, I apprehend the answer would be that they had a direct
interest against the public, and therefore that the circunstance of their unanimity
was not in the shightest degree an arsument in favour of a monopoly. I therefore
strongly and decidedly object to this clause, believing it to be most ohjectiozable,
and the circomstance of the druggists being favourable to it (if they are) ought
not, in my opinion, to weigh with a Parliamentary Committee. 1 wish now to
call your attention to a thing which may easily be lost sight of, namely, to that
to which, as I view the matter, the public may safely trust for the remedy of this
ignorance of which so much talk is made. 1 apprehend it is now in the course of
being remedied, and that it has been for many years in a progressive state of
remedy, by causes which are in operation. Every man who embarks his capital
in a drug trade, does so under the influence of competition in his own circle ;
he does so even in the small villages and hamlets in the country. A man who
has been bred to the pestle and mortar, and never attended a lecture, may be a
very useful man in his own loeality, and may have all the knowledge pecessary to
enable him to put up a few doses of rhubarb and jalap, and so on, accurately, but
at any time he is liable to have his heels tripped up by a person who Fussesees
higher attributes ; and consequently this principle of competition, which may at
any time rob him of his business, operates as a penalty on his ignorance at every
instant of time, and in every corner of the country. If you introduce a system of
penalty, which in point of fact excludes competitors with those who are now in
the field, or who will be in the field if this Act is brought into operation, you will
destroy the security the public at present enjoy, and substitute a species of security
which is altogether illusory, or at least greatly inferior in point of importance to
that which they now enjoy. Then it may be observed that the same amount of
science, and the same knowledge of chemistry which is essential in one place, is by
no means essential in another. If a man were to attempt to conduct one of the
magnificent establishments which are to be seen in every corner of this city without
a profound knowledge of chemistry in its most minute departments, he would
probably altogether fail ; but it is not so if a man’s aim is merely to supply a few
drugs in a country town, or a small village or hamlet; he can do that very well
with a very small amount of scientific knowledge. I you force this small village
or hamlet to lose his services, they will probably never be able to pay for the ser-
vices of a man of such high acquirements as will be required under this Bill. They
can get a man now who will serve their purpose, but if you force them to take a man
who has been examined under this Bill, and who has gone 1o the expense of going
to Edinburgh or London, and going through a course of lectures there, they probably
would lose the advantage of having a useful man among them altogether. T
think the public are quite safe if they will trust to this system of competition, end
to the penalty which the loss of capital embarked in an unsuccessiol trade neces-
sarily imposes upon those who fail. I think they are perfectly safe. It is only o
reasonable amount of protection that the case admits of ; and if you aboelish in
any degree this species of natural protection, and substitute for it an anificial
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system of penalty, my opinion is that you will fail in yonr object. I should say
too (and T wish to call the attention of the Committee particularly to this), that if
druggists aim at being raised from being a branch of commerce into a profession
(which in point of fact is the object of this Bill), they must necessarily be sub-

jected to the conditions of a profession. Now what are these conditions? We in

Edinburgh have no protection. We who hold diplomas as practitioners in Edin-
burgh have no protection against competition in our department. There are men
practising and taking large fees in Edinburgh at the present moment, who do not
hold any licence from any medical body whatever, and we never dream of pro-
secuting them. We possessed at one time the power of doing so, but we relin-
quished it from a consciousness that it was perfectly useless.  'We are subject every
day to this species of competition by unqualified persons; and we have penaities
by some of our old charters, but these penalties have not been enforced for more
than half a century, and I believe during a half century preceding that again
they were very sparingly enforced, and only against persons who were mere quacks
and mountebanks. This being the case, we come into court with clean hands. I may
say the same thing as to some corporations in London. The College of Surgeons in
London have no power of prosecuting those persons who do not possess their licence ;
the only company in England which does possess the power of prosecution, and has
exercised it, 15 the Apethecaries” Company of London, and that has been a very
considerable bar to the legislative usion of the profession for the public advantage;
but in our part of the country there is no such thing, and there has not for a long
time been such a thing as a prosecution of any descripfion for penalties. I apply
this to the case of a draggist, [ say if they are to be clevated into a guasi profession,
they must be subject to the conditions of a profession, and if they desire to have
penalties against the assumption of a single characteristic title which should be
characteristic of those who have passed an examination under a new board to be
created, I do not, as the representative of the College of Surgeons, see any impro-
priety in resisting such a proposal as this; but in my opinion the penalties must be
restricted to that title, Men must not be prevented from practising as druggists
who assume to be druggists, who commit no fraud vpon the public, and who do
not assume to be what they are not, persons esxamined under this proposed
corporation,

1450. Sir W. 6. C'raig.] In regard to this 15th clause, is it a general objection
on vour part to the whole clause, or are there particular words which you wish
to be struck out 7—I wish it to be so amended as to be applicable only to those
perzons who fraudulently assume a single characteristic title such as ** Licensed
pharmacentical chemist,” or * Member of the Pharmaceutical Society of Great
Britain,” importing that they have been examined under the provisions of this
Bill, and 1o exempt from penalties all who do not assume this particular title, but
only an ordinary title indicative of their oceupation, and conveying no fraudulent
sense.  All that relates to signs and emblems [ think should be taken out of the
Bill, because the practical effect of the Bill as it stands would be, that a person
putting a serpent over his door, or the usual coloured glass in his window, would be
held to come under the penalty clause, which, in my opinion, would be very wrong.

1451. Are you prepared to state the precise alterations which you would wish
to be made in the clause ?—1 think I have used words which are quite distinet ;
“To be so amended as to be applicable only to those persons who fraudulently
assume a single characteristic title.™

1452. You have not amended the clause yourself? —No, I have not; I have
indicated the mode in which I think it ought to be amended to meet my view,
As I bave said, there can be no objection to a clause, perhaps, that may tend in
some degree to conciliate the promoters of this Biil. There may be no objection
to a clause * importing that they have been examined under the provisions of this
Bill,” because the public may, with reference to the patronage of public charities,
seek some proof that a person ias passed through some species of examination ;
Lut that does not interfere with the patronage of druggists by individual members
of the community.,

1453- Do vou not object to the interpretation clanse at the end ?—No,
I do not know that I bhave any objection to that; I may say there is an
allezation upon the face of the Bill that pharmacy iz in a dizgraceful state,
and that therefore some such Bill as this is wanted. I%uw I must say that [ have
not found it in a disgraceful state within my walks ; I do not mean to say there is
not as great a variety in the desree of information among chemists as there is

among
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among medical men, but as far as I can judge, from the preparation of prescrip-
tions in Edinburgh. I should say the business is in an extremel good state.
Everybody knows that if Tle_wat:nts A very particular or unusea mEdic!m‘: he
ought to go to the great druggists in Ldmhurgh,_ or any other great town, in pre-
ference to small enes. It is also alleged (and this I have heard alieged in some of
the publications published in England) trhal: thizs Bill will make the druggists a sort
of guasi practitioners of medicine. With regard to that we are not at all afraid
of the druggists at present, who certainly do frequently give advice over the!r
counters, and I believe that that never can be prevented. Every old woman's
notion in the country is, that a man who knows the proper drug to be given for a
cough, or some other complaint, is pre tanio a doctor; and we are not at all
Jealous of that sort of advice being given, and I do not believe it can possibly be
prevented ; but if you arm the druggist wth a sort of public character as a per-
son who has a diploma, and has been examined, and so on, 1 am not sure that it
may not give an injurious prominence to him, and make him in the eye of the
world too much of a doctor. I see at all events that this notion has been enter-
tained by many in Engiand, and I am not sore that there is not something in it.

1454. Chairman.] You have stated that you have not paid much attention to
the chemists and druggists as a body ; you do not personally know the coudition
of the trade thronghout England and Scotland 2—No, T cannot speak particularly
to that; generally speaking, when I have anything of the kind to do, it is sene-
raily with the best druggists in Edinburgh, and, perbaps, there may be a degree
of imperfection in many corners of the country greater than I have means of
knowing ; but I do not see that there is anything contained in this Bill that would
be a cure for that. I cannot see that an examination of an hour’s duration upon
drugs, conduet it as you will, will necessarily exclude ignorance ; and I have very
great confidence in those remedies for ignorance which I have been explaining so
largely to the Commitiee already.

1455 1f it should be proved to your satisfaction that there is an amount of
ignorance among persons who assume the name of chemists and druggists which
leads to great mischicf to the public, and to the circulation of very bad drugs,
would you consider it desirable that some steps should be taken for rumm'ihg
that abuse 1 helieve, from a mere abstract common sense view of the matter,
that there must be the greatest diference in the amount of L-nuwlmrge possessed
by druggists all over the country. [ do not think the same amount of knowledge
is necessary for one situation that would be necessary for another ; and that whicl,
would be extreme ignorance in persons condueting large establishments in London,
is not so in the case of a person whose mere aim is to furnish a few drugs, to put
them up with accuracy, to weigh out the necesssary dose, and to combine it into
pills or potions with perfect accuracy according to a physician’s prescription ; I
think ignorance, in short, is a mere relative thing,

1456. Do you not think there is a certain amount of qualification, call it a
minimum qualification, which ought to exist in any one who undertakes to act as a
chemist, and calls himself by that name ? —I do not think so. I do not think that
any process of this description, rendered compulsory, would be desirable,

1457. I was asking an abstract question, whether there is not a certain amount
of qualification which all parties ought to possess without reference to any Bill 7
—I think all persons aiming at doing anything must know their business, what.
ever it is; but the question at present is, whether you are, by stalutory enactment,
to enforce a certain amount of knowledge.

1458. Do you think it right that an ironmonger, or grocer, or cheesemonger, or
herbalist, or any person who has had no education, or the errand boy of an
apothecary, should be able to keep a shop, to display all the emblems of a chemist,

ut “ chemist” over his door, and lead the public to suppose him qualified —]
1ave no fear of it, because it is very different from the case of a medical man.
What a medical man deals in is ‘opinion, and we all know that very highly
informed persons will be duped by such a person as St. John Long, and believe he
s n wonderful man, when he knows in fact nothing ; but in the case of the
druggist, the public have an o portunity of seeing his drugs, and they have this
most important security, that the drugs are liable at all moments to be seen by the
medical man who preseribes, so that if he finds an improper quantity or an im-
‘proper quality of drug, the druggist is liable to be c]lenkeg.
1459. Do you think that the public are capable of Judging as to the quality or
0.42. M3 drugs ¥—
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drugs !—1I think to a certain extent they are ; and the medical men are excellent
judges of them.

i460. Do you think medical men always see the drugs the patients take ?—
Not always.

1461. How would you provide for the case where a drugaist is totally ianorant,
and supplies medicines which are of no use ; bad, or badly prepared *—If yon
think some provision, in addition to what now exists, is necessary, I would revive
the powers which the College of Physicians of Edinburgh at one time possessed,
of entering a druggist’s shop, examining whether his drugs were good or not, and
imposing a fine if found not to be genuine. If you gave to medical incorporations
in England and Scotland a power of this deseription, my belief is it would be in-
finitely more effectual in preventing adulterations, or improper drugs being dis-
pensed to the public, than anything this Bill cun do ; and especially than a system
of examination which is over in an hour.

1462, If every kind of ignorant person is permitted to keep a shop and hold
himself forth as a chemist, can you expect those persons to know the difference
between good and bad drugs, and therefore to be prepared for the visits of these
medical men ?--The visits of the medical men might be performed when they
think proper.  Suppose I walk in and find a quantity of laudanum not of proper
strengtin.

1403, How would they ascertain that by just walking into a man's shop:—
They might buy a quantity, take it home with them, analyse it, evaporate
it, and see whether it contained the proper quantity of opium, or whatever the
drug was. The College of Physicians of Edinburgh have in their last edition of
the Pharmacopeeia which they published, taken great pains to put the whole of the
druggists in the kingdom in possession of the means of testing the quality of
drugs.

1464. Are you aware of the great number of druggists there are in England
and Scotland ; have you any notion of it?—No ; it must be very large.

1405. Suppose the only security against fraud and ignorance consisted in the
exnmination of the drugs, do you think it possible for the entire medical professivn
to visit all these shops and to analyze all their drugs, so as to protect the public
against the evils resulting from the use of bad drugs*—I propose no such thing.
I only say, if you wish a remedy, I think that would be a remedy of a more effec-
tual description, but there is a constantly operating remedy now. A medical man
prescribes a particular drug, and inquires of his patient the next day how it is
agreeing with him ; if he finds it disagrecing with im, or that it fails in perform-
ing its duty, or influencing his constitution as he expects, he very naturally in-
quires, * Where was the drag got:” He tests it, and discovers whether it is
properly compounded or not ; and if he discovers anything to the disparagement
of the particular shop, it gets abroad among the general public that this shop is
badly conducted, and that the medicines in it are not good. That I consider a
surt of security to the public, and it is one which is constantly operating.

1400, You have mentioned that one of the securities the public have is, that
when there is anything particular required, the medical man sends to some of the
large druggists. | think one of vour objections to this Bill is, that you thiok it a
monopoly: do you not think the security yon recommend would be placing a
monopoly in the hands of certain large druggists; should not any provision be
extended to every person who calls himself a chemist and druggist>—No, there is no
monopoly ; the choice is left fair. They go to a large droggist ; they know he hasa
large establishment, and the very fact of his having it is a guarantee that he will
not be such a fool as to embark his capital without the necessary knowledge. |1
prefer, therefore, going to him, because I know the drug is one which requires to
be carefully prepared, instead of taking it to a place within three doors perhaps
of my own house; while if it were a lEss important drug, or a mere every-day
medicine only, such as 20 grains of rhubarb, ora drachm or two of senna, I would
send nearer, to save myself trouble; but in the other case, I know that it is an
unusual drug, and that the physician who prescribes it for me says it is one which
may not be met with good in every shop, and therefore I prefer sending half &
mile or a mile to get it from a first-rate druggist; there is no monopoly there.

1467. You infer from a druggist having a large and important establishment,
that he is a qualified man, I suppose ?—1 do take a strong impression that he will
be qualified better than the other.

1468. Then
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1468, Then on the same ground would you not infer tnat & man having a small
shop was not so qualified 7—Certainly I should.

1460. Do you not think that by that means there would be a kind of monopoly
placed in the hands of a few large houses, which would tend to attract to them a
ureat deal of business, whiie the smaller houses, from not having the assumed
qualification, would be deprived of a share of the business to which they are
entitled —1 cannot see that it deserves the name of monopoly at all. It 1s the
same in every profession. 5 ! :

1470. Would it not be more fair, do you think, to establish a regulation that
every person assuming the name of chemist and druggist should be known to be a
qm.]iﬁed man, instead of obliging mediczl men to vse a kind of partiality, which
places them in an invidious position in recommending some particular shop *—
I was not talking of a medical man at all. A medical man might give that
advice, but a man of common sense, the patient himself, will, as a matter of course,
prefer going to a first-rate establishment.

1471. Are you not aware that according to the present system, a monopoly

ctically does exist in favour of certain Jarge houses, who enjoy a large business,
ﬂ?:auae they are supposed to be good shops, and that in some small shops men are
literally starving, because though they put up the name of chemist, they are not
known to be qualified men:—If you call that a monopoly, 1 think it greatly
to the public advantage, and 1 should be sorry to see it done away with. I think
it is a fair advantage which a man who sets up a large establishiment, with a great
advanee of capital, must necessarily possess over a man of smaller means, and it
is an advantage which tends greatly to the public good ; it is not monopoly at all.

1472. Are you not of opinion that an advancement in the education of the
chemists and druggisis, as a body, is desirable, considering the nature and respon-
sibility of the duties they have to perform '—1 set out by saving that I think an
improvement in the education of chemists and druggists is a most desirable end to
be attained ; and my objections are not to the end, but to the means by which that
end is sought to be attained, and which I think would not be attained by this
Bill.

1473. Are you aware of any means by which any body of men can be im-
proved, except by some law which offers an inducement to the future members
of that body to go through the required education #—It strikes me that I have
answered tﬁtl: question largely in the previous part of wy evidence. I dis-
trust greatly pevalties and monopolies as means for improving the edueation
of druggists or anybody else. 1 do not see where you are to stop. I have given
vou the instance of various persons whe supply foed and drink, which food and
drink has been frequemtly most injurious to the public health ; there has been
arsenic introduced into wines; various injurious colouring matters have been
introduced into confectioneries, and peisonous drugs are said to have been intro-
duced into beer and porter.

1474. Are those matiers with which education is concerned *—Thev are matters
which involve bprinniples of chemistry, and it might be held that such persons should
be put through a system of education.

1475. 1 think you know that this Bill simply refers to iniroducing a certain
amount of education ?—Yes,

1476. You will not go so far as to admit the desirab! ness of inproving the
-education ﬂfdru:ggism b}' Hn}'ihillg which has any ﬂt}ﬂip-‘-.l]nh.ril connected with it ?
Certainly not.
~ 1477. Are you aware that the voluntary system has been tried for eleven years
in this country, and bas failed so far as regards the number of persons who
ought to come forward and be examined, and that the number is so small that it
may be considered as a failure 7—1 do not see how compulsory examinations can
improve the men who have large amounts of capital embarked, and I do not sec
the propriety of the compulsory examination of the small men. 1 think it is
mmposing a great hardship upon them which will not accomplizh any useful
purpose.

1478. You are aware that every person already in business, whether it be small
or large, is exempted from the operation of this Bill>—Yes, I am quite aware
that at starting it is most liberal and comprehensive.

1479. And that consequently it would be many years before the Bill could act
oppressively upon any oner—Y es.

14%0. You are aware also that this Bill is not levelled at the prohibition against
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practising pharmacy, but merely the practising it under the assumed name of
chemist and druggst, or any name implying that the party belongs to the body
proposed to be incorporated by Act of Parliument 7—No, I am not aware of that;
I think the penalties clause is rendered so stringent that the mere putting up
emblems is sufficient; that clause could not be made more stringent than it is
made. It says, “ From and after the passing of this Act it shall not be lawful for
any person not being duly registered as a pharmaceutical chemist according to the.
provisions of this Act (except persons carrying on the said business at or before the
time of the passing of this Act, and except the widows of all pharmaceutical
chemists or their executors or administrators, having in every case the assistance
of a person duly qualified under this Act) to assume or use the title of pharma-
ceutical chemist in any part of Great Britain, or to assame or use any other name,
title, sign, token, or emblem, implying that he is registered under this Act or
qualificd to carry on or exercise the business or calling of a pharmaceutical
chemist.” [t is quite stringent ; *and if any person except the persons exempted
by this Act not being duly registered under this Act shall, after the passing of this
Act, assume or use the title of pharmaceutical chemist, or shall use, display, or
exhibit apy name, titlle, sign, token, or emblem implying that he is a person
registered under this Act, or qualified to carry on or exercise the business or calling
of a pharmaceutical chemist, every such person shall forfeit and pay, for every
such offence, a sum not exceeding 58, nor less than 20"

1481. Provided country shopkeepers in villages, who sell everything, are per-
mitted amongst other things to sell drugs as they would be under this Act, do you
think there would beany objection to establishing a distinetion between those who
do so as general dealers, and those who are regularly educated and examined, so
that the public may know to which elass they are going ?—1 think you have just
now stated what I have proposed, which is, that you shall devise some title which
imports that the person has been registeved under this Act as a pharmaceutical
chemist; that you shall render it penal to assume that title, and that you shall
abolish all other penalties and disqualifications.

1482, Are you not aware that that would become inoperative by persons set-
ting up shops exactly similar to chemists in every respeet, and conducting the
business without using any title at all>—I do not see that it would.

1483. Do not many persons carry on business as chemists and druggists, with-
out using the word chemist and druggist over their door, and simply putting up
“ apothecary™ or “ surgeon” ?—Then you propose to retain all the stringency to
make it a complete and therough monopaoly.

1484. How can it be a monopoly, if every medical man now or hereafter
existing is exempted from every operation of this Bill whatever?—It is not a
moropoly as far as regards medical men, but it is as regards druggists, and 1
think it ought not to be so.

1485. You have stated that the medical men have no rights when acting as.
chemists and druggists at present by statute ; are you acquainted with the Apothe-
caries Act 7—It has been stated that the medical men who are licensed in Scot-
land have no statutory rights in relation to pharmacy in Enlglﬂnd.

1480. But this Bill merely relates 1o the assumption of the name of pharma-
ceutical chemist, or any name or emblem, &ec.; by the zoth clause, medical
men are excepted from the operation of it, and are allowed to retain all their
rights, but I believe your objection is, that these rights are not given to them by
any statute ; you say they do not now possess the right to act as chemists and drog-
aists, except by sufferance’—No, they possess it as British subjects now, because
there is no statutory disqualification against a person practising as a druggist.

1487. Are you acquaintzd with the Apothecaries’ Act of 55 George the Third,
cap. 194 *—VYes. !

1488. Do you recollect a clause in that Act which exempts from the operation
of it any chemist or druggist,—** That nothing in this Act contained shall E}lt_-i!llﬂ.-
or be consirued to extend to prejudice, orin any way to affect t_he tn!.t]E ﬂr_hl.lﬂ-lm‘-'ﬁs
of & chemist or druggist in the buying, preparing, compounding, dispensing, and
vending drugs, medicines, and medicinable compounds, wholesale and retail ; but
all persons using or exercising the said trade or business, or who shall or may
hereafier use or exercise the same, shall and may use, exercise, and carry on the
same trade or business in such manner, and as fully and amply, to all intents and
purposes, as the same trade or business was used, exercised, or carried on by

chemists and druggists before the passing of this Act.”  Are you aware that that
provision
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provision will remain in full force after the passing of the Pharmacy Bill 2—That
is in relation w the aputhecaries of England.

1489, Tlis is in relation to the privilege any individual now possesses of carry-
ing on the business of a chemist and druggist in England and Wales, and conse-
quently it would include Scotchmen as well as Englishmen :—1 am not clear
about that, but it may be so. I think it is a thing that ought to be made as
clear us sunshine, because otherwise it would be just like repeating vpon us
the old evil of the Apothecaries Act. 1 will make it quite clear to the Committee
what my idea 15 ; whether I am rizht or wrong, the Committee will judge. The
Apothecaries Act of 1815 rendered it impossible for any person to practize as a
medical man in England who held onr licence ; prior to the passing of that Act,
persons holding the licence of the College of Surgeons in Edinburgh could prae-
tise in England, simply because there was no law against it ; they had passed
an examination Lefore ws in medicine and surgery, and that examination was
veceived by the people in England as a sufficient proof that they were competent
and educated men ; there was no statulury liiﬁliu:i!ili{‘;itiﬁl] Ill'iul' to that Act; that
Act created a statutory disqualification, and frem the time of its passing, persons
licensed in Scotland, who had passed an examination as good as the apothecarnics
gave them in England, became incapable of acting as what are called apothecaries,
that is, of both giving advice and dispensing mediecines. Now the eflect of
this clause, as | view it at present, would be to create a similar statutory
disqualification in relation to pharmacy. At present those who have taken our
diploma, and have becn examined in pharmacy, and licensed in pharmacy, ane
reccived as proper persons to conduct a druggist’s establishment in England.
I apprehend, uniess this 20th clavze is amended in the way I have suggested, =
statutery disqualification would be ereated against them similar to that which was
created agaimst them in reference to medical practice by the Apothecaries Aet. It
is easy for you to remedy that by putting in words to the effect 1 have suggested ;
but it isa most vital point to our licentintes that they should have the same power
of practising as druggists as that which they now possess in tie most unrestricred
manner in England, a power from which they ought not to be driven, they being
a set of men fully qualified, and possessing diplomas which import that they have
been examined in pharmacy.

1400. You have made some remark respecting the privileacs which would be
enjoyed under this Bill, supposing it were to be passed, and you bave said thar
your licentiates would not be enabled to enjoy those privileges; what privileges
are you alluding to?—It wus just those I have been mertioning,

1401. 1 am confining myself entirely to the privileges created by this Act; it
has been alveady understood that your licentintes are to be exempted from the
eperation of this Act, and that they are to be in the same position as if this Act
had not been passed; is not that satisfuctory to vou, or do you require certain
privileges in addition, and if so, what are they —1It is stated in this 20th clause,
that they shall be held capable of practising as drugeists in every part of Her
Majesty’s dominions ; 1 would have this put in in words, because it is not enough
to ay all their rights and privileges are reserved.

1492. Would it not be inconsistent in one clavse to put in an exception giving
a privilege to other parties to practise pharmacy, when there is no probibition
to the practice of pharmacy in the whole of the Lill ; the prohibition being to the
assumption of a name or title, or emblem, while there is no probibition ar all to
the practice —1I think there is a probibition.

lqg}% The assumption of the name or the title is the prohibition contained
in the Bill, and would it be consistent with that to introduce an exception which
alludes to something else, namely, the practice of pharmacy 7—1I contend that
they should be entitled to assume the name and title, and that they should be
entitled to be registered under the Aet, but 1 consider this 20th clavse relates
merely to medical men being entitled to practise as druggists without examination.

1404. You consider that they can now practise as druggists, and can assume
the title without any restriction whatever —Most undoubtedly, and I wish that
to be left entire.

1495. If they are lefi to enjoy all their ancient privileges in as full, ample, and
beneficial & manuer as if this Act had never been passed, would they not still be
able ti:.lI ]'.-rut.'.ﬁm: as chemists and druggists, and to sssume the name and title of
chemist and druggist?—No; 1 hold the *“rights, privileges, and immunities™
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would be interpreted by the lawyers to mean statutory rights, and I hold that
they have none.

1406, Is there not a statutory right in the Apothecaries Act, which leaves
chemists and druggists in the enjoyment of all the privileges they had before the
passing of that Act?—Yes, but that has nothing to do with this Bill ; this elause
relates to the interpretation of this Act, not of the Apothecaries Act; this is a
matter for lawyers to inform yon abourt better than I can, but my objection to this
clause is that it does not sav in ferms that they shall be permitted to conduct a
druggist’s establishment as they now do.

1497. Are you aware that the Bill does not prohibit any person from conduct-
ing an establishment, provided he does not assume the name ; it does not prevent
an apothecary from conducting an establishment?—But why not assume the
name ; why should be not be entitled to put up over his door * pharmaceutical
chemist 2

1498. 1s it not desirable that the public should be able to judge whether a per-
som is qualified or not by the rank which he holds ?—I have already said I do not
see that that is very desirable ; whether it is desirable or not 1 wish to have these
men protected in the enjoyment of a power for which I think they have not incur-
red any disqualification, and for which I think they will be as well fitted as any
persons examined under this Bill.

1400. I do not understand in what way you conceive this Bill can injure the
licentiates of your boudy ; supposing a member of your body was established as a
chemist and druggist, in what way will this Bill affect hum, seeing that he is
exempted altogether from its operation, and that he enjoys all the privileges he
would have had if this Act tl::v!l never been passed >—I am at a loss to find any
words clearer than those which I have already employed.

1500. | merely want to connect your words with the clauses in the Bill, for I
cannot find any provision which confirms the opinion you have given as to the
injurious operation of the Bill #—Suppose this Bill were to pass with these clauses
unamended, and that two or three years hence a licentiate of the Royal College of
Surgeons of Edinburgh were to settle, we will suppose in Carlisle, as a druggist,
and that a prosecution were to be raised against im on the ground that he was
not a pharmaceutical chemist in the terms ot this Act, and he wvrges as a plea
that he is a medical man, and that by this clause he is exempted from the ope-
ration of the Act. Would not the lawyer say, ** No, sir, he is not exempted under
the provisions of this Act. This 20th clause merely says that all the rights,
authorities, privileges, and immunitics which he had are reserved entire to him, but
on this side of the Tweed he never had, in virtue of his diploma, any rights,
authorities, privileges, or immunities ; be bas merely practised the art of a druggist,
not in consequence of having chartered rights to do so, but in consequence of
there being no law against it, no statutory disqualification, and this clause only
rescrves those rights, immunities, and privileges which are chartered rights and
statutory rights.”

1500, Mr. Hindley.] Then if the words were “ rights, stalutory or otherwise,”
would that meet your view :—Yes; statutory or common law rights.

1502. Chairman.] Do vou consider that this Bill repeals the Apothecaries Act,
or any clause in it 1—1 have not considered that question. I have not read the
Apothecaries Act for a very long time, and therefore 1 cannot judge as w its
bearing.  All I am anxious about in relation to this particular clause is, that our
licemtiates shall not deprived of the privilezes they now have. [ wish also that
besides putting this to rights, they should be permitted to register under your Act
as druggists ; but this clause, which is merely intended to prevent them from
losing the right which they now have, should be made perfeet.

1503. I think I understand your opinion on that subject, but with respeet to
the privilege of registration, what privilege could it be to vour licentiates 1o register
themselves us chemists and drogpists when they can without registering act and
call themselves chemists and druggists, or medicai men, whichever they please,
and do anything as fully and amply as a chemist and droggist.  What privilege
would they have in addition by their names being entered among a body of men
who by charter are restricted 10 pharmacy, and who by this Aect are not medical
men ; the definition clause excluding those who are medical practitioners 7—My
answer to that is this; T hold that if, having been examined in pharmacy, they
desire to become dingerists, t]w"l.' orght to byie |n'rtI1il,lt':| tor o 50,

1504. Seeing that permission is granted 10 them fully, what advantage would

they
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they derive from their names entered in a book as belonging to a particular cor-
poration, the operations of which corporation are confined exclusively to the body
comprised under the Royal charter -—The whole of this Act is intendied to remedy
ignorance. I hold that the persons who have taken medical licences are to be
considered, as a class, better informed persons than those who restriet themselves
to pharmacy as a separaté business, and therefore that they are better qualified to
carry out the purposes of the Act, and to increase the knowledge of the pharma-
ceutical chemists by their co-operation ; and as to privileges, although there is no
large amount of privileges conferred, there is some advantage in being a member
of a body which has the power of choosing examiners.

1505. That is, under a separate head ?—They have power of voting for members
of a large pharmaceutical corporation. 1 have no doubt many medical men would
not choose to exercise jt. 1 only wish that they should enjoy the right to enter
without an examination, and without the expense of an examination, which in
their case is totally unnecessary.

1506, 1 believe you admit that the medical practitioners whom you represent
are a superior class, and are better educated than chemists. What advantage
would they derive when they are able to uct as chemists without being registered,
from their names being enroiled on a list with an inferior class?—I am assuning
it is their wish (which it might be) to ally themselves with this suppesed inferior
class.  Why should they not be permitted to do so I should like to know ? 1 sec
1o reason why they should not be courted,  You want to remedy ignorance, why
then subject them to a second examination when they have been examined
already ?

1507. Sir IF. G. Craig.] They are not entitled to assume the name of pharma-
ceutical chemists; and one reason is, that the pharmaceutical chiemists are 1o have
a superior status and position. You wish the licentiates of the Scotch colleges to
be entitled to these advantages without paying fees or going through a second
examination 7— I see no reason for excluding them, but a strong reason for admit-
ting them.

1508, Chairman.] Have you studied the history of the society of apothecaries,
and the way in which they have graduslly in the course of years become from
mere dispensers of medicine to be a class of medical practitioners F—Y es,

1509. Are you not aware that in consequence of that another class has risen
%p, who are pure pharmaceutical chemists, without any medical qualification —

a5,

1510. And do you not think that if medical men were permitted to be mixed
with that class, the tendency would be that it would ultimately become a medical
body in the same way as the Society of Apothecaries has become a medical body 7
—1I am not very favourable to the Bill at all, and I shall not grieve if it is thrown
out; but I wish to avoid incumbering the future progress of our medical legislation
by a new incorporation, or if it is to be a new incorporation, I wish that medical
men shall be freely admissible to it, asthe best persons to work cut its purposes.

1511. Do you think the separation of the practice of’ medicine from pharmacy
is desirable, so far as it can be practically carried out %—Yes, but I think it is
wrought out largely among us; we have nothing like an apothecaries’ company
binding medicine and pharmacy inseparably together, and that, 1 think, is a faulty
thing in England; and the consequence is, that there is not a medical wan of an}'
status (at all events I do not know of any) in the whole cirele of Edinburgh who
dispenses drugs to his own patients; and in all the large towns of Scotlund the
separation is going on in consequence of causes having nothing to do with legis-

ion ; it is increasing every day.

1512. Do you think it desirable that there should be a distinet class of phar-
maceutical chemists not at all connected with the medical profession ?2—1 thiuk it is
most desirable.

t513. Do you see any objection to the establishment of that class in such a
manner as to keep them isolated and distinct, so that there shall be no mistake
about the fact that they are not members of the medical profession *—1 do not
see any necessity for that ; I think it is not at all required.

1514. Do you not think some confusion might arise from the union in one
body of the medical, surgical, and pharmaceutical chemists baving different quali-
fications, but all professing to occupy the same position i—1 do not sce any harm
in it

1515. Would it not answer all the purposes the public require, and the interests
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of the several medical bodies, if they were allowed to compete as chemists and
drugazists with the recognised chemists and drugaists without their names being
entered upon the same list if free admission was allowed, each keeping their own
register, and not mixing up the two classes on the same register 7—No, [ do not
think it.

1516, With respect to the examinations, you state you have the power of exa-
mining in pharmacy 7— Yes.

1517. Is it not the case that in the examination for medical dearees, and for
the qualification of all medical men, questions are asked in reference to pharmacy ?
— Yes.

1518. In all medical bodies 2—In our body it is, not in all; the College of
Surgeons in England does not examine in pharmacy at all.

1 ;lq Have you the power of examining pharmaceutical chemists and apothe-
caries, for a special rualification in phar mac', ?—No such thing; there isno power
of examining them in Scotland at all.

1520. Do you think it desirable that chemists and druggists should be
u.m'.mmi 7—No; I do not think it desirable that they should be compelled to be
examined.

1521. But do you think it desirable that they should be examined :—I do not
attach any importance to the examination of them at all.

1522, Have you ever used any endeavour to obtain any system of examination,
to which chemists and drugaists should submit :—No, I have not attached any
importance to their examination,

1523. Then on what ground are you so much annoyed, becanse the chemists
and druggists wish to institute an u:v.aminutinn for the improvement of their own
body ; if it is of no importance, how ean it ltllurﬂ vou :—I have explained s0 much
at large the various modes in which [ think this Bill injurious, that I have nothing
more 10 say on the subject. 1t has Leen the object of my whole evidence to
state, flirst, how it bears on medical men; secondly, how it bears on certain
muln:al mstitutions ; and, thirdly, cn droggisis themselves ; [ think the compulsory
character of this Bill would de prive us of the advantage which arises at present
Irum free competition.

524. You say that although you consider an examination of very liule
mqmumm_-., yet vou desire that if any examination should be instituted, a joint
board of examiners should be formed in which hml budy should take the ficst
place, and that you should appoint the examiners?—1 wish that the two colleges
and the Faeulty of Phvsicians and Surgeons at Glasgow should appoint the examni
ners. 1 am willing that a portion of the exaniners should be taken from drogeists
who are non=-medieal, but members of the E:l{lf_l'l.?

1525. Would it not be satistactory to you if the chemists and druggists in
England and Scotlaond jointly nomivated the examiners =—Do you mean that they
should nomivnate a certain proportion of the voard of cxaminers, and that the
rn||.t';_r<-ﬁ shiould nominate the rest ?

520. Noj the system of examination being conducted by the Pharmacentical
":nuuj , bt th:.. chemists of Seotland having a voice in the nomination of the ex-
aminers !'—No; [ do not think that would answer. I think the medical prac-
titioners have a most distinet interest in any system intended for the improvement
of the qualifications of the drogeists, and [ think a defect of this Bill is, that it
does not recognise that as a principle. 1 think the interests of the public are to
be looked to, but the profession to which I belong have an interest in common
with the public in all measures that may be thought prudent for hwproving the
knowledge of the chiemist and druggist.  If the system of this Bill could be shown
to interfere (which 1 think it can be shown to interfere) with causes now at work,
and which are gradually improving the qualifications of these men, then I think
the medical men of this country would feel the effect of it, and the public would
feel it ultimately ; and therefore the medical men ought to be consulted with
regard to the choice of examiners, if you are to have a board of examination.

1527. But if yon us @ medical man do not consider the examination of much
importance, and if the chemists in their capacity as chemists feel desirous of
raising the standard of theirqualifications,and do consider it important,do you think
tihat the power of examination should be placed in the hands of those who under-
value it, and that it should be tuken out of the hunds of those who are desirous
of carrying it vut for the eredit of their own professivn 7— Do not mistake me ; |

think il the Legislature determine to do it, the medical men will set about honestly
b
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to carry out the provision in the most efficient manner possible; but 1 tllin_k
they will combine together against a Bill which is so obviously calculated as this
is to produce a gross monopoly, and will oppose it in all its future stages, unless
_amendments are made which shull be effectual and satisfactory.

1528, Do you think it can be called 2 monopoly if it does not iaterfere with
medical men careying on business as chemists and druggists, and does not interfere
with the right of a general shopkeeper in a village to sell drugs 7.—1 think 1t s
a monopoly. !

1529. I think you stated that the voice of the monaopolists ought not to be
listened to, but that other people ought to be asked ?—No; I do not say that,
1 said it was a bud argument that parties secking @ monopoly are unanimously in
favour of it; I said that was a bad argument, :

1530. But seeing that the others would be included in whatever privileges
there might be conferred by this monopoly, as you term it, is there any reason
why those persons who are to evjoy a share in the privileges should be opposed
wit? You call it a monopoly; but every individuul in business would share in
that monopoly if it be one 7—Surely.

1531. Then could they have any right to eomplain, if without any trouble on
their part they are secured in the enjuyment of the privileges, whatever they may
be, which are conferred by this Bill :—I do not follow the question.

1532. From your remark about only a limited number having petitioned in
favour of this Bill, I inferred that you considered that that was vo argument that
the cliemists generally approved of it; but when you are informed that every
chemist already in the business will sharve in the benefits, whatever they may be,
eonferred by this monopoly, as you term it; do vou think any of them could pos-
sibly have any right to complain *—Perhaps not; 1am supposing they do not
complain; I am supposing they are all agreed as to the desirableness of it ; and 1
say, that is no reason for passing the Bill. 11" all the tobacconists eould combine,
and ask for a monopoly asainst any others who might seck to come into the field,
the Legislature would say they ought not to be listened to.  All objections on
tiie part of the general public, or on the part of such bodies as T represent, ought
to be listened to long before vou would listen to those parties who are secking the
monopoly ; that was the nature of the argument 1 put; 1 codeavoured to put it
as clearly as I could.

1533. Sir W. G. Craig.] You lock on it as an absolute monopoly, with the
exception of a few medical practitioners who would be entitled 10 exercise this
privilege '— Yes.

1534. You think that to a certain extent it is an actual monopoly 7—Yes.

1535. Your principal objection to thi= Bill is its extreme stringency and
monopolist tendeney =—VYes; my first objection is, that that 20th clause 15 not
satisfactory, and wy second shjection is, that medical men are not allowed to
register 50 a5 to vbtain the privileges of ity my third objection is, that the Board
is uppointed in Scutland by means of a corporation in England ; and my fourth
ohjection is to the penalties.

1536, Chairman.] You speak of a corporation in England, but you must be
aware that the society extends all over the kingdom, and that there is a committse
sitting in Seotland ; does not that remove vour objection :—1Xo, it does not.

1537. Sir W. G. Craiz.] You are of opinion that it would be extremely
inconvenient to the public it in future no person in England could open a small
druggist's shop without having undergone a regular exumination, and taken out a
diploma from this society :—1 think it would be a very inconvenient thing for
the public, as it would deprive them of a set of very useful men in small hamlets
and villages in the country. 1t you require that every chemist shall be a man who
has passed a high examination, and attended lectures on chemistry and botany, the
inhabitants of small places cannot get such men ; if’ they are to have such a man he
must be paid for, and such men are not required. Tiey can with a little trouble
send to a country town ; but for immediate exigencies they get within three doors
of them 20 grains of rhubarb, two drachms of senna, an ounce of epsom salts,
or they get these medicines compounded according 1o the terms of a physician’s
order with great exactuess, though the man who does compound them docs not
know mwuch of chemistry; he picks up a litle from books or from experi-
ments in his Jaboratory, but bas never attended a lecture in his life, vet he is
able to satisfy the villagers in his immediate neighbourhood with a number of
medicines which he doles out to them every day.
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1535. The effect of the penalties would be to cause all persons wantin
medicines to go considerable distances to procure them i—Yes, Suppose %
give a preseription to a person who lives in a village distant from me in Scot-
land; the man can read the prescription with very little science ; he knows the quan-
tity; he has scales and weights, and can weigh drugs, and though with only a mode-
ratc amount of information he knows enough ; if he were to attempt more, to hecome
a manufacturing chemist, or to prepare many of those drugs which he buys ready
prepared, he would not probably have seience enough for that ; but he has science
enough to make himselt very useful in the locality in which he is placed, and
he is constantly exposed to the risk of a person of greater qualification coming and
depriving him of his bread.

1530. Would it not be a benefit to the neighbourhood to have a man of superior
qualifications resident in these country villages ¢ —I think the benefit is accruing
every day, under freedom of action ; a man bred 50 years ago is supplanted by
@ man bred under the modern system, and he in his turn is ?iu.hle tv competition
from a man of higher qualifications,

1540. But if 1 understand you righily, your objection is not to having a person
of superior qualifications settled in the neighbourhood, but your objection is to
the fact that in the event of a superior person coming to settle in the neighbour-
haod it would take the bread from a man who had adequately supplied the wants
of the people previously ; is that your objection ?—No, T wish every man in the
country to be subjected to the freest competition, and my objection to this Bill is
that by rendering an expensive qualification needful to settle in a village you pre-
vent a man from going into competition with those now in the business merel
because he is a poor man, and cannot afford the expense of attending lectures nni
passing an examination, notwithstanding he might possess all the qualifications
required to make him eminently useful,

1541. Would not the result of that be, that in country places where there was
very little demand for medicines, if it was necessary lo have a very superior person
resident, a superior person would not go to reside there, and the poor would have
no means of obtaining medieines at all; would not that be the effect of earrying out
the Bill in its extreme stringency 2—I think so.

1542. That is your opinion ?—I think so most distinctly, I think it would
deprive many of those localities of useful men, and deprive them of the advantage
of the voluntary scttlement of very useful men, in competition with the inferior
mein now existing,

1543. And that you think would more than counterbalance the occasional
mconvenicnce and possibly danger arising from inexperienced persons selling
drugs #—I think so.

1544. Do you suppose it would be possible to get pharmaceutical chemists
to scttle in the remote parts of Scotland, persons who had gone through such
cdueation, and peaple able to go to such expense -—I do not Lelieve it.

1545, And any of the young men bred in the apothecaries’ shops in these
remote parts could not come up for such an examinatien, and return duly qualified
to set up in business ?—I[ think not.

1546, Chairman.] Do you believe there is a single instance of any village in
the entire kingdon where there is a chemist acting wholly as a chemist, and not
as & general shopkeeper *—Yes, 1 think so.

1547. The usval practice in these villages is, that the general shopkeeper sells
some drugs, and this Bill will not prevent him from selling drugs, but he
will not be permitted to give the public to understand he is that which he is not,
namely, a qualified pharmaceutical chemist ; would not that regulation meet your
objection —It would completely meet my objection if you apply your penalties
merely to the assumption of a characteristic title ; select any title which you think
would be churacteristie, and then unless 2 man has passed through the required
ordeal, make it penal to assume that title, because to do so is a fraud. The
clause as it stands would include every person who put a botde in his window,
or called himself by any title, importing that he devoled himself 1o that line of
business,

1548, At the same time would not the putting up of a few bottles of coloured
liquid be as intelligibie to the minds of the poorer classes, if not more so, than
the words * Pharmaceutical chemist ? "—No doubt,

t549. Would that not lead them to believe a man was qualified as a chemist,
althouel:
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alithough he might not be so’—It is impossible to make anything of the kind

rfect.
Pel se0. Is there any difference between a deception practised by signs and a
deception practised by words, if the public are deceived by it?—You may as
well apply it to the case of us medical men : a man calls himsell a surgeon, and
we never think of interfering with him ; there is no such thing as a prosecution for
assuming to act as a surgeon; a man may put * surgeon ” over his own door,
though that might be held to imply that he " had passed a surgical college.  There
are instances of peopie giving advice as surgeons, and the College of Surgeons
never meddle with them; we have the power, but nobody ever dreams of exer-
cising it. Why should not the druggists be in the same position 7 If you wish
1o have a higher order of druggists, and to confer on that order special privileges
and advantages, for instance, granting them the power of supplying poor-law
unions, and making it penal to assume the characteristic title, then I think that
is all fair ; but if you bhave a stringent clause, providing that, if persons whe
have not passed a certain examination call themselves by any title importing that
they deal in drugs, they shall be liable to penalties, then, 1 think, vou will be
creating a dangerous monopoly.

1551. Do you think that the stimulus of holding a proper position in society
operates sufficiently as a protection in the case of a surgeon #—1 think it does.

1552. Do you think that that which, with a well-educated man would operate
as a stimulus, would also operate with small shopkeepers, a great many of whom
have scarcely been to school at all, or have had a very imperfect education f—
I cannot answer what may be the effect of that ; that is more a question for those
who are solicitous for the Bill, than for me to solve ; I state my objections 1o it.

1553 Is there anything else you wish to state :—XNo ; [ think I have prewty well
exhausted all I wish to state.

James Combe, Esq. .0, called in; and Examined,

1554. Sir . G. Craig.] YOU are President of the College of Surgeons F—
C8.
1555. Have you heard Dr. Gardiner’s evidence ? —I have.
1550, Do you concur with him in the general purport of that evidence ?—
I do.
1557. Do vou take the same objections to this Bill as those which he has stated
to the Committee *—Yes, I do; | object to the monopolising character of the
Bill. 1In sofar as it tends to advance chemistry and pharmacy, I should be very
glad to concur, and Lam sure the College of Surgeons would be very glad to assist in
promoting it ; but there seems to be no inducement to support it as at present
ramed. By the Bill, as it now stands, every druggist is obliged to be o member
of the Pharmaceutical Society. T think the trade of a drupgist i in a very satis-
factory state in Seotland ; in the large towns there is a sufficient indueement 1o embark
-capital to ensure skilful persons, while in small couniry places the chewists are as
good ‘as can be expected ; and it oceors to me, that i this compulsory clause is
insisted on, the necessarv effect of that would be o deprive many of the remote
and poorer districts of the services of men who at present satisfactorily conduct
the business ; the business of a druggist is nothing but a trade, ;

1558. But you regard favourably, do vou not, the exertions which the Pharma-
muw.l Society are making to improve the character of chemists; are yuu of
opinion that their exertions are of much importance 7—Not very much ; T think
their laying down a course of study may be useful, provided the requirements are
not too strinzent.

1550. Do vou think that the practical acquaintance with drugs which an
apprentice gets during his apprenticeship is of more Importunce *—Yes, much
more, combined with honesty ; and I believe that in no department is honesty of
more 1mportance than it is with reference to the sale of drugs, and that qualifi-
cation of course cannot be insured by Act of Parliament.

1560. Do you think that if this Bill were passed, as it now stands, it would be
attended with ineonvenicnee to the public at large > —1 think it would, particu-
larly in the remote districts of Scotland ; wnd there are other objections to it,
among which | would mention that it is in reality establishivg another set of
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medical practitioners; although the object of the Bill is not to qualify men to
give medical advice, still it is not easy to prevent that from being the effect of
it. Inselling medicines, the seller is very apt to give advice, and if a higher
title is given to the drogzist than he has hitherto held, 1 think that would be still
more likely to occur; in fact you would be establishing in Scotland a set of
apothecaries ; a set of persons, whose practice would not be confined to the sale
of drugs, but who woulidl become irregular practitioners.

1561, You thiek that imperfectly educated persons, instead of confining them-
selves to compounding medicines, would be led to preseribe them * —Yes, I think
it would lead to that, though that is not the object of the Bill.

1562, Chairman,] Are vou aware that the object of the Bill is rather to check
that than otherwize, by separating the practice of pharmacy from that of medi-
cine, making them distinet bodies 7—1I understood that the object of the Bill was
chiefly for the improvement of pharmacy.

1503. Sie W, G, Craig.] Although that is the object of the Bill, do you think
that that which vou have stated would be the effect of it =—I think so.

:I;‘,If_}.i. fleie'H.J'J.'Fl"J'IJ',.E o vou know the pmnlin: alnongs chemists [Iuw;_‘uu.:ghuut the
kil‘:gii[]:ll r=—No; I only know the practice in Seotland.

1505. Do yon believe that in Scotland preseribing over the counter is generally
resorted to by chemists *—1I think so.

1500. Is it confined, do you think, to chiemists of 2 lower grade:—1I believe it
is done by most.

1507, Siv W, (. Craig.] Do you think that in the case of trifling complaints it
15 almost tie invariable practice for a person who goes 1o buy drugs to consult the
chemist of whom he purchases them ?—Yes. :

1568, Do vou think that the alterations in the Bill which Dr. Gardiaer has
suggested with reference to the privileges sought to be retained for the licentiates
of Scotch medical colleges are nnportant 7—1I think so; I think that limiting the
name to a specific epither is indispensable, and that whatever benefit you derive
from that is so fur well; but I think it is a very objectionable thing to include
under the title of pharmaceutical chemist every druggist or every person who
compounds medicines.

1500. With regard to the medical licentiates, do you consider it of importance
that they should be secured in the possession of whatever righits they at present
have : —Yes, I think it is important, not eoly that they should be secured in all their
present rights, but 1 think it is important also that every right should be possessed
by them which is to be conferred on any members of the society now to be incor-
porated ; 1 think that a provision of that kind is wanting in this Bill ; their
present rights are secured to them, but I doubt very much whether they have now
in England rights such as those which would be conferred by this Bill, and I think
it should be distinctly expressed upon the face of the Bill that they are to have all
the rights which this Bili is intended to confer on members of the society.  That
applies to the members of the college to which I belong, and to the other bodies
which examine in chemistry and pharmacy.

1570. Chairman.] Do you require that additional rights and privileges should
be given to your licentiates, over and above those which they now possess '—I
think that if this Bill is passed into an Act in its present state, it may interfere
with their rights.

1571. But do you wantany additional rights to be conferred by this Bill, beyond
those which they already possess?—Yes, | would desire that they should pussess
every right which this Act confers ; considering that they possess a higher qualifi-
cation, I think they ought to be allowed, if they think fit, to merge into this body
without examination and without expense.

1572. Supposing it to be desirable to improve the education of pharmaceutical
chemists, and soppese a Bill to be introduced for that express purpose,
excluding from the corporation all medical professors, do you think it 18
necessary that clauses should be introduced into that Bill for the purpose of
giving additional and new privileges to medical bodies, the Bill being intended
to have reference to pharmacentical chemists only >—I must look to what I
think will be the practical operation of the Bill, and I think the effect of it
may be to injure those who possess higher acquirements thae a chemist need
possess.  In villages and small towns it mnjrcle very desirable that a person
holding a diploma of a college should be allowed to sell medigines, otherwisea

person going and  scttling there as a pharmaceutical chemist, migit illw:‘gg
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with his business, and I think that such a person ought at once to be declared
competent to be a member of this body. NS & :

1573. Do you think it a fair principle of legislation, to keep in a state of
ignorance the one class, and to prevent their being educated in their own legitimate
pursuits, from the fear that if so educated, they may in some degree interfere with
another class >—The curriculum of study required for a surgeon is greater than
that necessary for a phamamutical chemist, and therefore I hold that the higher
acquirement should give the same qualification as the lower. R

1574. Do you consider it consistent with the dignity of the body possessing the
higher acquirement to be jealous of the inferior class educating themselves in
their own specific pursuit.  The chemists and druggists, you say, will probably
interfere with the interests of some of your body, who according to your state-
ment possess superior acquirements ; do you think it consistent with your dignity
to be afraid of competition with the inferior class, and to be apprehensive that
the effect of requiring them to be taught a little more chemistry and pharmacy
will be to injure your practice by that competition 7—I should not wish persons
who are fully qualified as physicians or surgeons to enter into business as druggists,
but at the same time I can conceive cases where such persons would be very beneficial
to the community among which they are placed, and I think they should not be
deprived of any power that they now possess.

1575. Do you think that in order to protect those persons it would be desirable
to throw aside the opportunity of improving the general qualifications of pharma-
ceutical chemists as a body 7—1 think that if you limit your title to a certain body,
that will answer every good purpose.

1576. If the members of your body have the privilege of carrying on the busi-
ness as fully as if this Bill had never been passed, what more could you wish with
reference to it ?—1I doubt very much whether they have that power in England.

1577. Whatever powers they have in England they will still have, if this Bill
ghall bave passed ; do you want any fresh powers r—-Yes,

1578, Trlllen would it not be better for you to bring in a Bill to obtain them
instead of calling upon the chemists to insert in their Bili a clause for your benefit 7

—I think the simpler plan would be to insert in this Bill a clause conferring upon
those who hold a higher qualification all the rights which the body is to possess,
so far as regards the sale of drugs.

1579. Do you understand the operation of the Apothecaries Act with reference
to the exemption in favour of chemists and druggists ’—I am not aware that a
licentiate of the College of Surgeons is entitled to sell drugs in England by virtue
of his diploma.

1580. No; but in the Apothecaries Act, which interferes with your licentiates,
there is a clause which exempts chemists and druggists from the operation of the
Act, under which clause any member of your body may at this moment commence
business as a chemist and druggist, and obtain protection, and by this Bill he would
retain whatever protection he now enjoys; do you not think that that would give
you sufficient protection —No ; at present he is not interfered with, but if this Bill
were passed I think he might be.

1581. You think he might be interfered with, notwithstanding the provision
which reserves to him all the rights and privileges which he now enjoys f—Yes.

1582, How can the Bill interfere with him, if it contains a distinct provision
that he shall not be interfered with in any way whatever -—~He has no statutory
right now in England.

1583. Does not the Apothecaries Act, which recognises the existence of
chenl?iats and druggists, give him protection?—I am not aware that thit
applics.

1534 Sir W. G. Craig.] Is what you require this: that no new body shall be
established with new and exclusive privileges from which the licentiates of your
college shall be prevented from participating in 2—Certainly.

1585. You think that if there are new and exclusive privileges granted, you, as
a superior body, are entitled to share in them ?—Yes, [ think it should be at their
option, without fee and without examination. [ have already stated that with us
there is a curriculum of study which enjoins chemistry and practical pharmacy ;
that appears upon the face of the diploma, and every licentiate who gets a diploma
is examined accordingly.

1586. Chairman.] Ti every privilege which your licentiates have is reseived to
them, what benefit would they derive from having their names enrolled as members
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of an inferior class ?—1 think that practically the Bill would operate to their pre-
judice. The 15th clause prevents persons who have not been examined from
assuming the title of ** Pharmaceutical ehemist.” T think that provision should be
applied merely to the fraudulent use of the name, and 1 think it ought to be

eclared that every person holding a licence from the College of Surgeons, or
from the Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons, should, ipso facto, upon the face of
this Bill be entitled to use the epithet. I think the Bill might be much more
ax plicit,

1587. You are aware that the object of the Bill is to separate the body of phar-
maceutical chemists from medical men —1 am not prepared to adopt that view.
I thiok that the operation of the Bill would be hurtful to the licentiates of the
College of Surgeons.

1588, In what way would the absence of the name of a licentiate from a book
which happens to be kept in Bloomshury-square, injure him in carrying on his
business ?—It might be hurtful to him in this way; that in the same street, or in
the same village, one man would assume the title and the other would not, though
the one who did uot was possessed really of higher acquirements than the one
who did.

1580. But the privilege of assuming the title of chemist and druggist being con- .
ceded to him, and the privilege of carrying on business as a chemist and druggist
being conceded, what difference can it make to him whether or not his name is
enrolled in a book kept by a corporate body with which he has no connexion #—
I think le is entitled to exercise the right if he desires to do so, he possessing the
higher qualification.

1590. Of what use would the right be to him ; would he be any better for it?
~—1I think that his practice in the country might be interfered with if he could not
say that he belonged to this body. I think that another man of lower attainments,
if he were known to be a member of this body, might interfere with his business in a
manner which would be injurious to him.,

1501. Is it not the case that a member of the College of Physicians, if he wishes
to beeome a member of the College of Surgeons, must go through a separate
course, and possess a separate qualification 7—Yes.

1502, So that the one privilege does not confer the other 2—No.

1503. Are not the two bodies kept distinet >—They are.

1504. Would you consider it desirable to place on the register of one body
persons belonging to other bodies having no connexion with yours ?—1 cannot
suppose the case of a man put on to our list who did pot betong to us.

1595. Then do you consider that it would be fair or proper to place on the
list of pharmaceutical chemists men who have passed such an examination as
entitles them to be medical practitioners, but who have no connexion whatever
with the body of pbarmaceutical chemists ?—Their being on the list would
merely connect them with the body, and I think it should be left to their option
to be on the list or not; they are fully educated, and I can see no objection to
their being on the list.  What I object to is the compulsory clanse which is con-
tained in this Bill ; T wonld leave it optional with every person holding a diploma
to join this body if he pleased.

1506. Sir W. G Craig.] Do you think that the persons among them, the per-
sons of a higher grade, would have a tendency rather to raise the status of the
pharmaceutical chemist F—Yes. 1

1507. What is your opinion with reference to a board of examiners #—I think
that as regards Scotland, it should be a Scotch business ; I am sure that the pro-
fession in Scotland is perfecily competent to undertake the necessary examina-
tions ; and, considering that the Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons do hold
rights in respect of pharmacy, I think their functions should not be superseded.

1508. Chairman.| Have they exercised that right in regard to pharmaceutical
chemists, or do chemists pass an examination >—No ; but pharmacy iﬁ'mt'lﬂlﬂﬂﬁﬂ
on the face of every diploma of a surgeon.

1500. Sir W, G. Craiz.] Do you think it would be sufficient that the Colleges
of Physicians and Surgeons should be represented in that board of examiners *—
Yes, I should be satisfied with that, provided the colleges named their own mem-
bers, and they were not nominated by the Pharmaceatieal Soeicty.

1600, Do you not think it would be invidious to take the whole body of exa-
miners out of the society F—Yes; 1 should be satisfied if’ a portion were chasen

by the College of Surgeons and the Faculty of Physicians and Suu'g;ner.:me.IIEi 4
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1601. Do you think there would be any difficulty in making an arrangement
upon that subject which would be satisfactory to the colleges and to the Scotch
pharmaceutists >—No, I am not aware that there would.

1602. Such an arrangement has failed in England from difficulties with regard
to the College of Physicians, but you do not g}pre!mnd that any such difficulties
would arize in Scotland '—With regard to the College of Surgeons, I do not think
there would be any difficulty, provided the monopolising part of the Bill were
removed, and the penalties to which we object very strongly were removed also.

1603. You would not ohject to a |§nalt_-,r being imposed on a persorrimproperly
calling himself a pharmaceutist ?—No, because that would imply that he was
more than he really is.

1604, You only object to the penaltics being extended to the case of persons
earrying on the trade of a chemist and druggist :—To all who shall sell medicine.

1605. Does anything else oceur to you to suggest to the Committee }—Only
that T think the last clauze should be modified ; I think that one name should be
assumed by the society, and that it should not be so comprehensive as this which
ineludes every seller of drugs throughout the country.

1606. It would not include a man who sells jalap, salts, and senna in a village
unless he also dispensed prescriptions >—I think that the high name which is
assumed should be limited to a smaller number of persons, and that the rights of
licentiates should not be interfered with. I would give encouragement to men
;r:'m go through an examination, but I would impese no penalty on those who

not.

1607. Would not that be giving a monopoly to a small number of individuals,
instead of conferring the privilege on all those entrusted with the responsible
duty of dispensing prescriptions 7—No, I think not; if you adwit all those who
are now selling medicines, you admit a number of very unqualified people.

1608. Would not that cure itself in process of time, as the operation of the
Bill brought the forthcoming generation before the examiners ?—I think the busi.
ness is Emn% on very well at present; many chemists are a very high class of
men, although in the country I admit they possess lower acquirements, but no
Bill that can be passed would ever prevent that difference from being apparent.

1609, Is it not the duty of the I.ugjslatum, if perfection cannot be attained, to
arrive as near it as they can?—It is very desirable if it does not lead to positive
evil, which I think this Bill would.

1610. Do you think it a creditable thing for this country to be the only
country in the world “in which the class of persons performing pharmaceutical
operations are subject to no regulations *—We are not under the same rigid sur-
veillance,

1611, Lord Burghley.] Do you consider it desirable that chemists in this
country should be placed under the same strict regulations as these under whieh
they are placed in foreign countries 7—No, I do not.

1612. Chairman.] Do you not think that a middle course might be taken
which would tend to raise the qualifications of chemists without establishing that
strict monopoly which exists abroad ?—Yes, and I think that this Bill contem-
plates a possible benefit; T think that examinations might be useful, bot T see
no necessity for extending it to the whole community of druggists throughout the
country.

tﬁl':}g. Do you not think that a good deal of responsibility attaches to the com-
pounding of medicines and selling poisons, and considering the various strong reme-
dies that are now introduced inte medicine, such as morphia, strychnine, and
hydrocyanic acid, do you not think that ignorant men ought not 1 be allowed to
tamper with such things —I believe that more than half the accidents that oecur,
occur more from carelessness than from ignorance.

16i14. Do you not think that if druggists were better edueated, they would be
better able to distinguish between good and bud druogs?—A few might.

1615. Lord Burghley.] Do you not think there are many persons who have
not passed @ regular examination, but who are yet quite eompetent to scll
medicines F—A very great number.

1616. Do you not think that there are a great number of very useful men
throughout the country, who are able to do that, although they are not able
to bear the expense of a regular examination?—Yes, there are a great many
who possess sufficient information for that purpose.
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James Watson, Ezq., m. D, called in ; and Examined.

1617. Sir W. . Craig.] DO you hold office 2—I am President of the Faculty
of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow.

1618, You have heard the previous examinations of Doctor Gairdner and
Doctor Combe ?—I have.

1919. Do vou generally agree in the opinions they have expressed ?—Yes,
generally, [ do. y

1620, We need not go over the whole examination again ; are there any points
on which you wish to give any further information?—In the first place, [ may
mention that our body is different from those in Edinburgh in this respect; that
we actnally have the power and have exercised that power of examining phar-
maciens by themselves.

1621. Have you any diploma for them ?—We have ; I have a copy of it here ;
we have not exercised the right very lately ; within the last 20 or 30 years we have
exercised it.  We conceive that this new chartered body will certainly interfere
with the general regulation of the medical profession, which we all desiderate very
much, whereby we conceive that an equal education should confer equal privileges
everywhere.

1622. A new Reform Bill *—Yes, that is one great objection we have to this
Bill, and certainly I must say this, that I do not think the Bill is very well ex-
pressed ; T have heard from Mr. Bell here to-day that it was never intended to
take away any privileges from the licentiates of the Scotch bodies. Now [ must
say 1 do not think that the Bill is very well worded if that is the case, for on my
reading it I certainly should think that it did take away their privileges; that was
the impression upon my mind, and it is the impression of my body; but I should
be very happy if the Bill should be altered in the mode which has been suggested,
if it must pass. The first objection we bave to the Bill is, that it is ereating a new
corporation ; that is the first objection. 1f that corporation is to be instituted,
however, we certainly think it is but justice to our hodies in Scotland that our
licentiates should have not only all the privileges, all the chartered privileges they
have at present, but also those privileges which by common law they possess.
am not well versed in the history of the Apothecaries’ Company, and I did not
know that it so specially exempted chemists and druggists ; but it certainly did
strike me that this new Pharmacy Bill would pull up our licentiates where the
Apothecaries’ Company perhaps had left them free. That was certainly one strong
oljeetion to the Bill in my mind.

1623. Chairman.] Would that objection be removed, in the event of your
being satisfied that this clause, exempting chemists and druggists, remains in full
force, and that they could claim under that clavse full benefit, in the event of their
being exeluded from the pharmaceutical body ?—1 have no hesitation in saving
it would do. away with a considerable part of the objection of our body to the
Bill, if that were really embodied in the new Bill, that is, i their privileges were
decidedly and distinetly recognised; now although there is a good deal said
about privileges being preserved, yet where there are such clavses as Doctor
Gardiner has referred to, whereby all medical men are to be excluded from being
of this number, and from exhibiting certain symbols and taking certain names,
and doing certain things, I cannot help thinking that the Bill will operate to the
prejudice of our licentiates,

1624. They are excluded by the zoth clause from any operation at all, con-
sequently they are allowed to act as if the Bill had not passed ; does not that alter
your view F—Yes; but why not place it in the former clauses in such an explicit
form that there can be no gq;uht of it? Dr. Gardiner’s corvection of the elauses is
thought by us exceedingly judicious; I have not a copy of the words here, but I
know the proposal he has made, and 1 think if it were acted upon it would make
the Bill a good deal more clear.

1625, Sir W, G. Craig.] What you desire is, that there shall be no new
ivrw'lusive privileges granted from which your licentiates should be excluded ?—

€s.

1626, Chairman.] Then are you satisfied if-yon are allowed to remain as
you are, or do you desire to have conferred upon you additional privileges ?
—I am quite aware of the good sense of what has been said, that if we want
new privileges we should apply for them. We cannot ask for pew privileges

. o
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to be given to us by this Bill, but we should like to get the privileges which we
think we enjoy at present specially recognised.

1627. At present you enjoy all the privileges which can be possessed by any
member of the medical profession or chemist in England ; and you wish that no
additional privilege shall be created which you shall not also enjoy >—Certainly, in
Scotland our licentiates practise as druggists ; but the separation of the profession
into its different grades is taking place fast. In towns, such as LEdinburgh,
Glasgow, and Paisley, and a number of other great towns, that separation
is ::E?ng place fast, and very properly, 1 think; but in small villages our
licentiates could not live, if they were not to be allowed to exercise that part of
their profeesion which consists in selling drugs. :

1628. Chairman.] But the right to exercise that part of the profession being
given by the Bill, would that satisfy you '—If it was explicit.

1629. Sir W.G. Craig.] It is almost universally the case with country surgeons,
i5 it not, that they have their laboratory attached to their house >—Certainly, and
they could not live without it; in England I understand that our licentiates could
keep a drug shop at present, but I did understand that it was by sufferance, and
that it could be prevented. Now Iam happy to understand that under the
Apothecaries Bill they are allowed to do so at present, though that is not very
-explicit, I think, in reference to licentiates of a medical body. Pharmaciens are
exempted there ; but whether a licentiate of a Scotch body could go to England
and open a drug shop by law I do not know.

1630. Chairman.] This clause includes every person who calls himself a chemist
and druggist, whether he be a shoemaker, a blacksmith, or a medical man; the
clause affects them all equally *—Were he a surgeon, would that clause of the
Apothecaries Bill prevent him from being prosecuted ?

1631. If he does not visit patients 2—There is the difficulty. Our licentiates
at present as surgeons visit patients. The Apothecarics Act, I understand, pre-
vents them from dispensing their medicines and eharging for them ; but one could
well conceive in small towns in England, as well as in Scotland, that medical men
could not well subsist without also having a shop. In Scotland, we think the
Apothecaries Act operates very harshly against our licentiates, and it would be a
great pity if a new Dill were ailowed to pass, which would make their position
still more difficult, that is the feeling we have.

1632. But if the Bill left you in your present position, without making the
slightest alteration in it, would you have any reason to complain of its not relieving
you from the inconveniences arising from the Apothecaries Aet 31 do not know
that we should have reason to complain ; we might murmur and think it hard, but
as I said before, I do not think we are entitled to ask for new priviieges without
going boldly before Parliament and asking them,

1633. Do you think the duty of dispensing preseriptions is one that requires
education 7—1 do.

1634. And do you think that means ought to be adopted, if that education be
proved defective, for introducing an improvement? —1 Lave personally no ob-
Jection, but rather would wish to see every person connected with medicine elew
vated in his education certainly, but at the same time the feeling I have is that
this present mode of effecting that end does interfere with the privileges of our
licentiates. 1 am supposing the Bill is permitted to pass much in its present
state ; supposing that were to oceur. I would of course wish that our licentiates
should be at all events prevented from being injured by it, and that they should
bave ail the privileges they at present enjoy in Scotland ; in Scotland they have
every privilege, but in England I would wish that they had the privilese of acting
as pharmacicus, or of selling drugs. I would wish that preserved to them,

1635. It has been already stated to be in contemplation that they should have
every privilege now cnjnye:{ and that being the hypothesis which we are upon,
do you think it not desirable that an improvement should take place in the quali-
fications of the chemist and druggist ?—The remark I would make upon that is,
that this new body 1o be constituted will, T think, grow up like the Apothecaries’
Company into a body of medical men ; it is not that I would look upon them as
rivals atall to my profession in any way, but I would look upon them as growing
up to be very formidable opponents to any such change in the profession at large
as that to which I have before referred,
1030, Have you studied the state of pharmacy on the Continent ?—No.
0.42. 0 3 1637. You
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J. Watson, Esq., 1637. You are not perhaps aware that there are similar provisions, only a
M. D great deal more strinzent there ; that the separation between pharmaceutists and
Py medical men is maintained with great strictness, and that instead of education
Prii®st  having the effect of making pharmaceutists medical men the apposi
I _ sts pposite has been
proved to be the result, they adhering to their own business and medieal men ad-
hering to their profession; do you think it desirable that efforts should be used for
creating a similar scparation in this country, and that such a separation would
conduce materially to the interest of both classes and to the public !'?i-ﬁ' confined
to the large towns I think such a separation would be exceedingly just, but [ |
must say I do not think it can apply to the poorer districts of the country. :

1638. You say the Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons have had the power
of examining chemists and druggists, but have scarcely exercised itf—Yes.

1(i30. I suppose, when that power was given you, it was generaily understood
}kl_mt it was desirable for chemists and druggists to undergo an examination 7 —

s,

_1040. And that they ought to be educated for the protection of the publie ’—
Yes, they were at that time generully understood to be a part of the medical
prolession ; at the same time our particular eorporation was entitled, by the terms
of our charter, to examine upon different departments of the art, an they were j
ﬁupp:_zscd to have an education suited to the particular department they were to
exercise,

1641, It appears that that examination bas fallen into disuse 7—We have
exercised the power within the last 20 or 30 years.

1042. But practically it is in disuse ?—Practically at present it is, because we
have been so much taken up otherwise, that we have not really attended to that
Ppart.
1643. The medical profession has so much to do with*its own affairs that it has
scarcely the time to attend to the other department; is not that the fact *—Yes.

1644. Sir W. . Craig.] Have you discouraged applications for that examina-
tion, or have they ceased of themselves 7—They have ceased of themselves.

1645, Chairman.] So that that regulation has in fact become inoperative P—
Yes; if we were to encourage the pharmaciens to apply to us for a licence,
I dare say they would regard it as a matter of some consequence to them,

1640, Sir W, G. Craig.] With regard to the more general provisions of this
Bill, what is your opinion as to the compulsory clavses ?—1I think so far as our
experience goes we find it a very disagreeable thing indeed ; we have found
these compulsory measures produce very little good effect, particularly fines. In
regard 1o the higher branches of the profession, we never think of putting them in
practice, they have beceme a dead letter. For many years there has been no such
thing as an attempt made to prevent any man from practising, with the exception.
of a lawsvit which we had with the University of Glasgow, in which we thought they
used us very ill by considering their M.D.’s and C.M.’s entitled to practise as sur-
geons and pharmaciens without our licence ; and we opposed them, but we opposed
the gentlemen at that time, not by seeking to enforce fines, but by inhibiting them,
or by getting an injunction or order of the Court to prevent them practising, and
the issue of the whele was that the university was found not to be right in their
view of the law. The case was carried to the House of Lords, and it was setiled
there in favour of the corporation of the faculty, and all these gentlemen after-
waris joined us. a

1647. Do you think it for the public convenience that there should be a
restriction upon the sale of drugs by persons not duly certified, or not members of
the Pharmaceutical Society —As explained by Mr. Bell, that those people in the
country, such as grocers and general shopkeppers, who perhaps are the only
people in a small place that could be expected to sell medicines, would not be
prevented from doing so, 1 would say it was right, that generally speaking, there
should be some restriction placed upon those people who scll drugs. I certainly
think that that is a seneral rule ; but that rule should not, 1 think, be alfl:plied 50
stringently or so universally as to prevent in difficult circumstances such a thing
being done.

1648, How would you draw the line if you are to have a restriction at all 7—
It would be very difficult ; the only way would be that surgical licentiates should
be recognised. There must be persons authorised to sell medicines in the smallest

dimrict; of the country, and that is one of the reasons why we wish that our iipen-
thiales
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tiates should be recognised as pharmaciens, if pharmaciens are to be the only

people who can be allowed to dispense medicines.

1649. Then you would allow no person to open a druggist’s shop who was not
a licentiate of some medical college, or of this Pharmaceutical Society ?—1I would
be very much inclined to think so; that would be very much my opinion.

16i50. Do you not think that that would lead to inconvenience in remote parts
of the country 7—I do not think it would, always understanding that in very
remuote districts where the population is small, other people, such as grocers and
general shopkeepers, should be allowed to dispense innocent medicines.

1651. Then grocers and persons of that description could only sell pure drugs;
they could net compound medicines ?—No; eompounding medicines, 1 think,
should lie, generally speaking, with some person of education, more or less ; and
the idea I have is, that he should be a licentiate of a surgical body, or of one of
those medical bodies that we have in Scotland, who examine on everything and
require an education in everything, pharmacy as well as surgery.

1652. That power could not be granted in England, owing to the restriction of

- the Apothecaries Act?—No, it could not.

1653. Therefore, this being a general Bill, your view could not be carried out
in the southern division of the Kingdom ?—No; only we would desiderate that
our licentiates should be allowed the privilege of opening a drug shop, if necessary,
to enable them to maintain themselves.

1654, Chatrman.] You mentioned the punishment by inhibition instead of a
fine; suppose a party were to refuse lo obey when izhibited, what further power
have you?—In Scotland, I believe, the court would fine them in that case for
contempt of court.

1655. What difference does it make in the stringency of the penalty, whether
the fine is imposed by the court in the first instance, or whether the person is first
inhibited and then fined :—— Not much, certainly, but at the same time it is a much
less disagreeable thing. It must be a very flagrant case where such a thing would
be done; but it would be a less disagreeable thing to apply for an inhibition er an
order of court, requiring a mun to desist from such a discharge of the profession,
than to apply for a fine to be levied. At all events so it is; we have not found it
to apnswer here, and it has been from time immemorial given up.

1656. Sir W. . Craig.] How do you think the board of examiners should
be appointed #—1 am very much of Dr. Gairdner’s UFil‘liﬂl‘l as to that ; that whereas
in Scotland these bodies, the Royal College of Edinburgh and the Faculty, have
long discharged these duties, and, as we think, well, it 15 a pity that they should
be excluded from the direction of that part of the profession which they have
exercised for such a long time. My opinion is, that a council made up of members
of these three bodics should have the appuintment of the examiners ; these exami-
ners very probably would contain a portion of druggists and pharmaciens, who
would be sclected b?' them as respectable gentlemen fitted to take a part in the
examination, and in this way the matter would be done completely,

1657. But if thiz Pharmaceutical Society is to be Eslahliaheﬂ and recognised
by Act of Parliament, do you think it reasonable to take the appointment of a

¢ board of examiners, the most important part of their functions, entirely out of
their hands ; would it not be sufficient if the medical colleges of Scotland were
represented in that board 7—1 do not at present perceive any objection, perhaps,
| to that, only we had the impression that it was removing fiom us a privilege
which we at present possess, and which we conceived we had well fulfilled.

1658, It is a privilege which you possess but have not exercised, and here is a
body who come forward in order to perform that duty ?—I confess it is very
reasonable; but they would find, I apprehiend, the assistance of the medical cor-
_ porations useful and neeessary to them at present. They profess to examine upon
~ branches that I apprebend would require much more education than phariuaciens
_.at present have. X
& 1659. Chairman.] You have mentioned that it is not desirable, in your opinion,

for the pharmaceutical body to follow the example of the suciety of apothecaries by
- becoming medical men, and you are rather afraid that this Bill wonld lead to that'?
—What 1 said was, that I would by no means be afraid of their competing. 1 only
 look upon it with jealousy, because I think they would 2row up 1o be very power-
ful opponents 1o that new reform of our profession of which 1 am in favour.

1600. Do you think that it is a safeguard that the instiwtion is so strictly

_ pharmacentical that not even a medical man is admitted to be a member ol it, 50
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that there can be no mistake about the fact that it is a pharmaceutical and not a
medical body, and that as soon as a man becomes a medical man he, de facto,
is excluded from the corporation which regulates pharmacy. Supposing that to
be the case, would not that be a safeguard against the abuse to which you were
referring ?—Perhaps it might; at the same time we cannot help regarding phar-
macy as being a part of the profession, and I believe that if there were an

general bill brought forward it must include pharmaciens as well as others; it
shoud be a thing to regulate the whole body of the profession, I thiuk, in all its
departments, but 1 am not prepared to enter into any specification of the details,

1001, You have talked about the Pharmaceutical Society as a new corporation 3
perhaps you are mot aware it was incorporated in 1843 *—1 am aware of it ; but
thus is giving it a statws it had not before, I apprehend.

1662, Do you think the separation of pharmacy from medical practice is
desirable ?—1 certainly think it would be desirable in the great towns.

1663. On the principle of the division of labour *Yes ; wherever it can be
accomplished 1 would say it would be desirable ; and I am quite free to say it
would be desirable that they should have a good education.

1004. Do you know any means by which a good education eould be secured
to the body generally, except that of establishing some privilege which they
could enly enjoy through the medium of an examination, or by inflicting a
penalty on those who profess to be what they are not:—With all my aversion
to penalties, putting that out of the question, I would say that 1 could not devise
any mode by which the education of chemists could be elevated more than by
giving them &t least some privileges,

1605. If the privilege given were that of styling themselves pharmaceutical
chemists, or any other title implying that they are gualified, would not that be a
privilege which would induce persons to come forward and be examined, while at
the sume time it would not operate to create a monopoly, because other persons
might sell drugs who did not call themselves by that name ; would not that
privilege, do you think, induce people to become qualified :—1 do think se.

10060, Do you think it could be properly called a monepoly, when persons who
might think proper to perform the functions of a chemist, without assuming the
titie, were left fully at liberty to do so >—When I speak of a monopoly, I refer to
the fact that this board in London is to exercise very large powers, and it certainly
will exercise an influence over all the length and breadth of the land, and I think
it will constitute a monopoly ; it may not be the case, but I am afraid of it. But
that they should get an inducement to an education, and to have that education
substantiated by an examination, I think is right.

1667, Is there anything else you wish to suggest to the Committee 7—No; 1
concur very much with what Dr. Gairdner has said ; I think our business here is
to protect the rights of our licentiates, and if thev are so mmpletei{ylﬁrm&etﬁﬂi
as they would be by Dr. Gairdner’s proposed changes in the body of the Bill, T
do not see, if the Bill is to be passed at all (and the great objection to the Bill is
its Leing an obstruction to the General Medical Reform Bill), what further
objection they could make to it. I dislike fines and penalties; I thiok they have
been very inoperative in our corporation, and they are very disagreeable.

1668, Sir W. . Craig.] So far as Scotland is concerned you do not object to
the restrictive clauses?—No ; so far as Scotland is concerned, our licentiates
being cupable of acting in all ways as pharmaciens, though they may not have
the name precisely. 1 do not think there can be any special objection to it, the
licentinte being entitied to practise as a pharmacien in all points like a phar-
mizcentical druggist ; only, of course, he cannot take the name,

1669. But you think the wants of the country would be sufficiently supplied by
vour licentiates being able to practise also by keeping apothecaries’ shops, and by
the grocers and other dealers selling simple drugs?—Yes, I think so, in extreme
parts of the country. '

1670. Do any other points oceur to you which you wish to mention to t
Committee *—No, I generally concur in those which have been stated.

1671, Chairman.] Do you generally concur in the propriety of the efforts
which have been made for the purpose of improving the quafi.ﬁr.:aﬁuns of pharma-
ceutieal chemists ; and do you think it desirable that they should be better qualified ¥
—1 think it is desirable.

1672, Do you know the condition of the body generally throughout the ki
dom in regard to qualification 7—1 know, of course, a good deal about its

condition
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condition round about Glasgow ; and I understand that the drug trade is very well
managed in the hands of the licentintes of the several bodies, our own body and
the Edinburgh College; and, upon the whole, [ never had any reason to suppose
there was any want of proper administration of medicines under their bands,

1673. Are there not in Scotland many persons who carry on business as
chemists and druggists, who are not educated at all 7—1I am not aware.  We know
that there have been a few young men who have acted as chemists and druggists
during their education, and who ultimately, as soon as they were ready for it,
became members of the medical bodies. ]} know such people exist, but they are
very few in number, as far as 1 koow.

Martis, 27° die Aprilis, 1852
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Mr. John Mackay, called in; and Examined.
1674-5. Chairman.] YOU area Chemistand Druggist residing in Edinburgh :

—I am.

1636. Have you been a member of the Pharmaceutical Society from the com-
mencement ?—1 have from the very first.

1677. Are you secretary of the society in Edinburgh :—1I am.

1678, Then you have the management of the local affuirs of the society there*
—Yes.

167¢9. In summoning meetings and other proceedings !—Yes.

1680. Have any endeavours been vsed by the chemists in Scotland to promote
the improved education which has been attempted in England 7—No efforts have
been made beyond a few of the leading druggists baving united themselves to the
Pharmacentical Society as members,

1681. Do you remember the draft of a Bill being brought in by the society
about two years ago, proposing to improve the qualifications of the pharmaceunticu!
chemists, but excluding Scotland *—I do.

1682. Did that Bill give satisfaction to the chemists in Scotland *—It did not,
because Scotland was excluded in the first draft of that Bill.

1683. Did they then express a particular request that if any Bill were intro-
duced, they should be included in it?—They did.

1684, Did they subsequently consider the provisions of the Bill which is now
before the House of Commons i—They very fully considered the Bill.

1685. Aund do they generally approve of it7—They have no ohjection whatever
to it now ; the great objection which they had was to the clause excluding Scotland
from having a Board of examination, and thus centralizing the whole examination
in Londen ; but when that clause was altered, so as to give power to an examining
Board of the Society in Edinburgh, their chief if not entire objection was removed,

1686. Would there be any objection to the examining Board sitting occasionally
at Glasgow, do you think ?—TI think not, if it could be so arranged.

1687. The words stated in the clavse are 1 * The council are hereby required 1o
appoint such fit and proper persons in Scotland to meet in Edinburgh, and to
conduct there all such examinations as are provided for and contemplated by this
Act,” &c.; would there be any objection to iusert * Glaszow or such other
place or places as the council may think desirable™ :—There would be a decided
objection to that, but there would be none, I think, to an arrangement by which
the Board might be removed for a time to Glasgow, Aberdeen, &ec. &c., 50 as to
prevent the inconvenience of parties coming from those various towns to Edin-
burgh to be examined. T certainly think there should not be a different Board to
sit in Glasgow or Aberdeen, or any other large town, but that the Board in
Edinburgh should be invested with such power as would enable them to sit at
different places according to circumstances,

1688, you think, from your knowledge of the chemists and druggists in
Scotland, that there is any necessity for improvement in their education '—Very
great indeed.

0.42. " P 1680. You
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— 1690, You heard the proposition to place the chemists and drugeists under a
37 April 1852 Board of Examiners, to be appointed by the medical bodies of Glasgow and
Edinburgh, do you think the chemists would object to that 2—Moest decidadly 3
it never would be entertained for a moment. I believe that if such a provision
were put into this Bill or any other, there wonld be petitions from every druggi,ﬂ;
in Scotland against it. There would be a decided objection to it.

1fig1. Would that objection arise from a desire on the part of the chemists to be
a separate body ; there is, [ presume, no jealousy or bad feeling between the two
bodies of medical men and the chemists in Edinburgh 7—The very opposile;
there is no bad feeling ; but the chemists and druggists have a desire tobea
separate and independent hody, believing that they are quite capable, under
certain supervision, to govern themselves.

16g2. Wouid they object, for example, to any medical man attending as the
representative of these medical corporations, to see how the examinations were
conducted :—Far from it; the probability, or the certainty I may say, is, that the
exumining board would contain one or two medical gentlemen as examiners, and
whether they did or not, they would at all events invite some medical man as a
matter of courtesy, to see that the examinations were well conducted ; there would
be no objection to medical gentlemen being present, provided they were asked to
be so by the examiners or members.

16g3. Sir W. &. Craig.] Would you objeet to the medical collezes nominating
their own representatives on the Board of Examiners *—Most decidedly.

1G94, Whar objection could there be to it ?—The simple objection that we,
as a body, think we arc fully as well able to judge who are the medical geatlemen
best fitted to be examiners, as medical bodies themselves.

1605, But if the medical bodies were willing to co-operate with you in carryin
out the objects of this Bill, you couldl have no gooil reason for objecting to that 3
~=The only reason we have fur objecting to it is, that we are about to establish
oursclves into an independent body ; and we think the admission of such a power
would have a tendency to mix up the trade of a eliemist with the profession of a
medical practitioner.

1606. Mr. Hindley.] You are aware that the Royal College of Surgeons are
by charter empowered to examine in pharmacy 7—I am quite aware of that; bat
we do not think the College of Surgeons, ufthuu;:h possessing that power, goes
sufficiently far in pharnacy to make them the proper parties to examine chemists
and druggists,

16g7-8. Sir ¥, G. Craig.] That objection would be removed if these bodies
were merely to send representatives to assist the chemists at their examination.
The chemists and drupgists might then push their examination as far as they
pleased, and they would have only the advantage of the presence of one of
superior education and more general information to aid them in their work —
But I camnot conceive why the College of Surgeons should have the least
objection 1o allow us, as a body of independent men, to have the power of self-
government ; they ask us to allow them to send certain representatives, wiile we
intend to invite certain members of their body to attend. [ think it would ot
be eeding to us too much, considering the exertions we bave been making to raise
ourselves by a good sysiem of education, if we were allowed to summon such
persons as we think ought to be present.

16g9. What bad effeet could a Board composed in the manner the Ca‘tle.ga of
Surgeons proposes have:— Itwould be giving the College of Surgeons acertain power
which we think they should not have ; we think they should allow us to govern
ourselves under a bealthy supervision, as an independent body, without their inter-
ference and if they send certain gentlemen to represent them, that would not be
aiving us the power to which we consider we are fully entitled.

1700. But as you are encroaching on the privileges of these colleges at present,
unless you can state some decided objection to their being represented at the
Hoard which it is propused to establish, their exclusion is rather a matier of
jealuusy than anything clse, is it not 2—I think not; considering the number of
vears the colleges have held the power they possess, and looking at the small
wmount of good derived under that power, they can scarcely claim that they have
cxercised the privilege which I believe their charter gives them ; they have not
exercised it in the way they might have done, inasmuch as they have never exa-

mined chemists and druggists in Edinburgh, either in chemistry or pharma[:jl';
g : an

Mr. J. Mackay. 168g. You were present when the evidence was given yesterday t—Yes.
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and except in one or two cases, I do not know that they have even taken the
slightest interest in the education of chemists aml druggists,

1701. Mr. Ewart.] Hus the College of Surgeons a system of self-government
among themselves T— Undoubtedly they have.

1702. Has the College of Physicians a system of self-government among them-
selves —They have.

1705. Aud you think in the same manner that you would best conduct your
business by a system of self-government ¥—Certainly.

1704, But you would not object 1o superadd such an investigation on the part
of the other two bodies as would lighten your own, and not intringe on the prin-
ciple of seif-governmem *—Nao.

1705. Chairman.] Then your objection has reference to the possibility of con-
fusion and misunderstanding, arising from dividing the jurisdiction *—This is a
principal objection.

1706. Mr. Ewart.] You think the division of labour is a sound principle to
carry out in the different departments of your science 7—Yes, 1 do indeed.

1707. Sir . G. Craig.] Is that opinion general among the chemists in Edin-
burgh :—It is quite general ; I may mention that there are in Edinburgh several
chemists, who are very well educated men, though there are a great many parties
in business who are not nearly so well edueated, but with reference to the class
immediately beneath the masters, namely, the assistants and apprentices, the want
of education is to a very great extent quite apparent ; and, perhaps, I cannot give
the Committee a better example of what T mean than by stating, that supposing
1 were in want of a thoroughly qualified assistant, and 1 were to advertize in the
public newspapers, which would be the proper and almost the only mode of zet-
ﬁgcnppii:utiﬂns, I might have 20 or 30 letters; and yet 1 would have the greatest
difficulty an selecting a suvitable person in whom I could place entive conlidence,
and with whom I could leave my business during my temporary absence.

1708. Mr. Ewart.] Have you ever had an opportunity of ascertaining the
stute of education among the same parties abroad =—1 have seen in the medical
journals from time to time the stute of our own trade on the Continent, and the
comparison 1s certainly a very humbling one.

1709. Do you think that the assistants in the shops of chemists and drugsists
in Scotland are not so well educated as they are on the Continent 2— By no means
so well educated.

1700, Chairman.] Are there not some men acling as chemists and druggists in
Scotland who, E_rifr having obtained their degrees as general practitioners irom the
Facully of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow, and from the College of Surgeons
of Edinburgh, have sunk the profession in the trade?—There is, I believe, in
Edinburgh one case of a party holding a diploma from the Fuculiy of Physicians
and Surgeans of Glasgow, and probably there are 10 or 12 persons holding
diplemas iin the way you mention from the College of Surgeons, and acting as
dispensing chemists.

1711, Do you understand that it is the intention of this Bill to interfere at all
with the privilege which is now enjoyed by these two bodies, or would their pri-
vileges be left intact '~ Quite untouched.

1712, They would rewain their privileges to as full an extent as they do now 3
—Thoroughly so.

1713. Then in addition this Bill would simply recognize a separate class,
examined under a different jurisdiction 2—Precisely. ‘

1714. Do you remember the circumstances which led to the formation of the
P'h:lrl:llﬁl;‘euti[:ﬂl Society ; the correspondence which  took place among the
chemists and droggists throughout the kingdom, under the impression that they
were about to be placed under the jurisdiction of a medical body :—1I recollect it
perfectly well.

1715. Was it their impression that they should lose their independence as a
bady by being placed under extraneous control, and was that a very material
source of objection 7—It was.

1710, Ihd the chemists unanimonsly resist that attempt >—They did.

1717. And opposed it by petition and oherwise ?—1 cannot recollect at this
moment whether they petitioned against it or not ; but that they did oppuse it by
tl'bt't‘l.il]g tﬂ'{.'.Ei-IIEI‘ I iﬂ\"l.‘. o distinct recollection. The oppusilion was manilested
early in 1841, opon a medical Bill I.H:‘il]-g introduced by Mr, Hawes, Mr. Ewart,
and others, giving the supervision of chemists to medical practitioners,

1718, Did the chemists in Scotland at that time take an active part in reference
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to the soeiety, or was there onlya limited number who joined at that time ?—A very
limited number indeed ; to the extent probably of 10. :

1719. Did a fresh impetus occur among the chemists in Scotland in conse-
quence of the original draft of the Bill excluding Scotland from its operation 7—
The draft of the Pharmacy Bill about two years ago did give rise to much anxiety
on the part of the chemists in Edinburgh.

1720. And did they then meet together, and consider the propriety of taking
steps for carrying on the system in Scotland among themselves as a part of the
Pharmaceutical Society 7—Yes, they did.

1721. Did a considerable number join the Pharmaceuntical Society in conse-
quence of that movement *—A considerable number, and from recollection T
could name them pretty well ; 1 have named the number who joined in 1841 ;
and since this Bill has been mooted, and the chiemists and druggists have had
their attention directed to the Bill, so many have joined us, that we now number,
by examination and otherwise, 66 members ol the Pharmaceutical Society in
Scotland, 40 associates, and from 12 to 14 apprentices; the inducement with
nearly all of them being the prospect of this Bill becoming the law of the land,
and in that way raising them to something like an independent status,

1722, Do you think the prospect of this Bill pussing has caused apprentices to
he more attentive to the study of their profession than they otherwise would have
been 7—1 da.

1723. Are they inquiring what books they ought to read, and showing a dis-
position to study ?—They are ; and from nearly all parts of Scotland the question
seems to be taken up ; we have had communications from parties as far off as the
Shetlands, from the West Highlands, and communications from various parts of
Seotland to the number of from 40 to 50,

1724. Have you had communications with some of the educational institutions
i Edinburgh with a view of arranging for the students of the Pharmaceutical
Society to attend lectures, in the event of this Bill making education compulsory
or neeessary —Yes, we have had one interview with the professor of botany, and
are in hopes that some arrangement may be made by which those conuected with
the Pharmaceutical Society may lie admitted to the botanical lectures.

1725. And do you think it probable that in the event of this Bill passing yon
might arrange for the students in Edinburgh to have a good opportunity of obtain-
ing an education —Yes, I do.

1726, Without establishing a separate school F—Without establishing a separate
S[:l:'lﬁ"l..

1727. By the adaptation of the lectures in such a manner as to suit the require-
ments of the chemists >— We look forward to that as to a certainty.

1728. Do you consider from what you know at present that the lectures which
are now delivered are exacily suited to the chemist :—Yes, exactly.

1720. Are they not too medical in some respeets; do they not embrace too
many medical subjeets, and o require a little classification to suit the chemists 2
—-The enly class 1 know coming under that objection is materia medica. 1 do
not think botany or chemistry, as at present taught in the schools of Edinburgh,
are subject to any oljeciion ; materia medica perhaps is ; but I think some arrange-
ment might be made by which the students of the Pharmaceutical Society might
be admitted to that part of the course of materia medica, which more particularly
affects them as pharmaceutical chemists.

730. Then in chenistry and botany there are already great fucilities for the
education of apprentices and assistants ? —Yes.

1731. But have these facilities been taken advantage of to any extent by the
pharmacentical chemists 7—Up to the present time they have not. A

1732, Do you auribute that io the fact, that no education is required by
law 2—1 do.

1753. Then I may gather from what vou have stated, that it is your opinion
that this Bill would be the means of sending the apprentices and assistants lo e
~chools where they could get instruction, and that it would be the means of
inducing them to improve themselves, so as to remove the evil you have already
mentioned, with reference to the difficulty of obtaining qualified assistants *—1I am
fquite salisfied of that.

744. Do you know anything of the state of pharmacy in the villages and small
towns of Beotland? Do vou think the provisions of this Biil would operate
injuriously in those plaves 7—I do not think so; I do net know the state of the

chiemists und druggists in mauy of the small villages; 1 have an acquaintance ‘I-'-’:’ilh
a low
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a few, and, as far as I ean judge, I do not think the provisions of the Bill would
interfere with the present system of vending medicine in such places.

1735. Are there persons in some of the small villages who sell everything, drugs
included ; who are general shopkeepers ?—Not unless it be grocers, and a few who
act as stationers, booksellers, and druggists,

1736. Do the apothecaries, that is the medical practitioners in the small vil-
lages, sell the drugs in some cases !— Most of them, if they have not open shops,
have small surgeries by which they are enabled to supplyall the wants of their patients.

1737. Mr. Farrer.] Do any chewists and druggists in small places act as
surgeons -—Not any, unless qualified by diploma, while the more respectable

titioners have small surgeries attached 1o their dwelling-houses, from which
they send out medicines 1o their patiests.

1738. Do you mean to imply that they act as surgeons *—They practisc as
surgeons, and on coming home send out their own medicines ; but that practice is
falling much into disuse, and 1 do not think that any medica! man would keep
u%llis own surgery if he had a properly educated pharmaceutical chemist near, to
whom he could apply to prepare the medicines he prescribed, and thus save him-
self the trouble and !abour of compounding. The medical men are driven to do it
themselves, in consequence of the absence of parties eapable of compounding their
prescriptions.

1759. Mr. Ewart.] The persons you have spoken of are surgeons who act as
chemists, and not chemists who act as surzeons '—Euntirely ; Tam not aware of
any chemist acting as a surgeon, and making medical visits.

1740. Chatrman.] Is there a disposition in Scotland to separate pharmacy
from the practice of medicine i—There is.

1741. Have yon in Edinburgh and Glasgow general practitioners as the rule, or
are they only the exception? By gencral practitioners [ mean medical men
who prepare their own medicines fF—There are a few who do so, and it is the
exception.

1742. Do chemists practice medicine to a great extent across the counter —
No, they do not.

1743. Do they occasionally give a simple remedy for a trifling disorder ?7—
They do.

1744. Does that oceur to such an extent as to excite the jealousy of the
medical men *— Quite the contrary ; whenever there is an application made to a
respectable chemist in anything beyvond a trifling case of dyspepsia, a slight cough,
or deranged stomach, instead of prescribing, they at onee recommend a medical
gentleman, and say ** You had beuter go to Dr, So-and-z0.”

1745. Whenever they do prescribe at all, it is a matter of necessity, and not
from inclination ?—Entirely o ; they never lay themselves out for consultation or
advice, and they preseribe in such cases oniy as those in which the party would
never think of applying to a medical man, but would rather venture 1o say, in event
of the druggist refusing, “ Give me a mixture containing ipecacuanha,” or name
some other medicne they conceived suitable for their complaint,

1746. In short, they do it only in cases in which if the chemist did not prescribe
the patient would preseribe for himself *—Exactiy.

17a7. Is that carried on to the greatest extent by those chemists who are the
best educeted, or by those who have the least pretension to qualification #—Cer-
tainly by those who are the most uneducated and in small businesses ; such parties
-are glad to inerease their business, and, not fearing the responsibility, hesitate not
to prescribe in cases in which un cducated chenist would not prescribe.

1748. Would an cducated chemist feel a responsibility attached 1o prescribing
which is not felt by the others 2—Yes, he would,

1740. Do you think that an improved edueation in pharmaey and chemistry
wonld tend to check the encroachmems of chemists on medical men *—1 believe
it would.

i750. Have any complaints been made by the medical profession of such en-
croachments taking place in Scotland, so far as you know ?—1 cannot at this
moment recollect any particular instance of it, but I believe that such oljections
may have Leen made in one or two isolated cases.

1751. Do you think the ehemists in Scotland generally as a body are capable
of examiming the quality of the drugs which they seil r—Many are capable of doing
50, but not generaliy at the present time.

1752. lo those cazes in which nien bave tisen to any cmincnce as pharma-
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ceutical chemists, has that resufted altogether from their own voluntary and
}:.i':.":-_- exertions 2 You say there are men in Edinburgh who are highly qualified.
ave they passed any exumination in general *—Certainly not an examination ;
but I belicve they have taken advantage of the opportunity of attending elasses
probably of materia medica, chemistry, and botany.
753. But do you think that is done to a very limited extent 7—Very.

1754. Do vou consider that this Bill ereates a monopoly which would be at all
injurious to the profession or to the public?—1 do not ; I cannot see the slizhtest
attempt at ereating a monopoly in the Bill.

1755. Do you think it would interfere with the existing privileres of any medical
body, at present having the power of examining in the various branches of educa-
tion, including pharmacy *—I do not.

1756. Would it be the means of preventing the public in small villages from
obtaining such medicines as they may require z—Certainly not.

1757. In what maneer would they obtain them, supposing this Bill were to
pass ? From what parties *—From the very parties who are at present supplyin
them, unless this Bill shonld be the means of inducing some regularly qualifie
plarmaceutical chemist to go to such village ; but in his absence, whoever has
been in the habit of supplying small quantities of jalap, soda, senna, and so on,
would supply them still.

1758. Then would the only parties who could be injured by such a Bill be the
individnals who are now carrying on a kind of irregufar trade in drugs, without
possessing the qualification 7—Yes ; those are the parties.

1750. The injury would not extend to the public at large 2—1It would not.

1760, You heard the examination yesterday ; is there any part of the opinions
then expressed in which voun particularly disagree. or on which you wish lo make
any remark 7 Objections were raised to the Bill on some grounds; do you agree
or disagree with them :—I certainly disagree in the whole of the objections
raised, and in one especially, where it was proposed that a certain number of
physicians should go and examine into the state of the drugs in chemists’ shops.
I also disagree cspecinlly in that part of the evidence in which it was stated
that there was no need of increased education among chemists and droggists in
Seotland as a body. :

1761. Do you think that if the chemists were properly educated, as they would
be under the provisions of such a Bill as this, they would be the most qualified
persons to examine the drogs ?—1 do, most certainly.

1562, Do you think, admitting that some reform is required, the mere examina-
tion of the drugs would be sofficient to ensure the proper qualification of the
chemists, and a reform of the ubuses now existing *—A mere examination of the
drugs certaiely would not. '

1765, But would the examination of the chemist himseil have more effect in
that respect ¥—DMost certainly ; it would qualify the parties undergoing the ex-
amination to kuow a senuvine from a bad drug; and it would also enable him
to test various adulteraticns in many preparations which a retail chemist, or a
pharmacentical chemist, is always buying, and indeed is obliged to buy, as
he has neither time nor opportunity to manufacture them ; things which at the
present time are almost, if not entirely overlooked.,

1764. Do you think the examination would tend to promote industry and
education in the young men in anticipation of it, and that that wonld be one of
its chief advantages *—Yes, [ do. &

1765. Does any other fact occur to you which is important in the consideration
of this Bill 2~-There is only one other thing that occurs to me, and 1 ma
mention it, in reference to the town of Dundee. [ recollect, in the year 1838,
being strungly advized to go across to that town in consequence of there being
great difficulty in getting genuine medicines there. I accordingly went and found
that neurly every medical practitioner who had not an open shop kept a large
surgery 3 and T heard on every side the explanation, that they were driven to
do so, as there was at that time a great want of chemists and druggists in the town.
I huve continued to visit this place, more or less, ever since, and have found the
mudical men, as a rule, haveat the present time abandoned altogether their system
of compounding pills and other preparations, being too glad to get quit of this
labour, and employing the pharmacentical chemists to do this work for them.
‘There are several clever dispensing chemists in that town at the present Ilmuf‘:i-

" | i
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aud I mention this to show the Committee the general desive there i3 upon the part of
the general medical practitioner to throw compounding into the hands of properdly
qualified parties, instead of spending their own time in such a wanner. 1 believe
the same thing would apply to other towns in Scatland.

1766. Is there not an association of pharmaceutical chemists at Aberdeen :—
There is a local club of pharmaceutical chemists there.

1767. In what manner are they educated in Aberdeen; is there any more
attention paid to their education there than there is in Edinburgh or Glasgow *—
Ia hend there iz, though I have uo certain means of knowing. I know this
club has existed for many years, probably for 10 vears; they meet every six

- weeks, or every month ; they have a library, and an annual meeting, I believe,

e

aid are in every sense of the word a club of druggists. But I am not aware that
a similar thing exists throughout Scotland ; I thick Aberdeen is the only place
where such a club exists.

1568. Have you ever had such an arrangement in Edinburgh until lately r—
We never have had any meetings until within the last two years,

1760, Is it now in contemplation to establish an effective branch of the Phar-
maceutical Society, comprising a laboratory, a museum, amd other apphiances to
assist in education ?-——Yes, such is the intention, and several of the first steps have
already been taken ; cases have becn purchascd.  We have fifty specimens for the
musetm, which we expect to be increased. A library also is in contemplation,
and we look forward to having rooms of our own, where we shall hold mectings
at stated times [or scientific purposes.

1770. At these meetings will medical men be invited to attend to assist in the
dizcussions :—Yes, in all probability they will,

1771. ls the object of these proceedings that of promoting education and the
arllvancement ef sciencer—Yes: and for cultivating a better feeling among the
druggists themselves than has hitherto existed in Edinburgh.

1772. Do vou think that that Kind of jealousy which sometimes exists between
persons in the same trade, has diminished since you have associated together with
a view to improvement ?--Decidedly so,

1773. You are on better terms than you were before }—Much better.

1774. Is it your opinion that the chemists are so sincere und earnest in their
desire for improvement, that this society is likely to be a permanent institution, if
sanctioned by means of this Bill ?—Judging froni the manner in which it has been
taked up, I certainly do.

1775- Do you think that in case a Bill of this description were not to pass,
and that it were to Ge decided that no law whatever was to be passed on the
sulject, that would act as a discouragement to further exertions ?-—1 am satisfied
it would very materially so.

1776, May we understand that you are speaking the sentiments zenerally of
the chemists in Scotland, so far as you know them, from eonsiderable intercourse
with them, when you say they are desirous of this Bill being passed 7—Yes; so
far as 1 know, iudging from the conversations 1 have had vith then, the various
meetings 1 have attended, and what | have heard on the subject.

1777. Have you heard of any objection 2—No; I have never heard an ob-
jection made to the Bill since it appeared in its altered and modified form. [
refer to the establishment of the Bourd in Scotland, 1. centralizing the whole in
London.

1778. Do you think that the union of Scotland with England, in reference to
the proceedings under this Bill, will tend to produce a good feeling between the
two f—VYes, 1 do think so.

1570. I dare say you have heard of various jealousies and disputes between
the medical bodies, in the two purts of the kingdom *—1 have.

1780. Has it been the desire of the Pharmacewtical Society =0 1o amalgamate

| the two branches of the society, as to aveid any jealousy of* that kind *—That

vertainly has been the desire of the society.

1781, So that the Scotch and English might pull together in the cavse of
improvement 7—Yes.

1782. And do you see a prospect of success in that endeavour 7—Yes, 1 do,
especially if this Pharmacy Bill is pussed ; if it does not pass, I am satisfied that a
certain amount of interest at present shown will cease ; but even should it not pass,
there has been such an anxiety shown that good cannot but come of it.

1783. You have had a little experience of tie difficulty of keeping up an
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interest in any society for any length of time, I suppose; there is a disposition to
flac every now and then ?—Yes, there is.

1784, Aund you think some stimulus of this kind is desirable for maintaining its
activity and prosperity —1I do; I think it is the very thing that is wanted ; with
it I think we shall go on in & very flourishing manner, but without it I fear we shall
droop and flag to a very great extent.

1785. Mr. Ewart.] Has the character of the drugs used by chemists improved
of late years —Yes.

1786, Have we derived advantage from our communication with pharmaceutists
in fureign conntries r—Yes.

1787. Which country do you consider has produced the first pharmaceutical
chemists that we have now ; a great many discoverics have been made by the
French, and some by the Germans, have they not 7—Yes, both of them have made
some very remarkable discoveries, but that is a thing which we never can hope
to do at present. 3

1788, Not until our education is improved i—Precisely. The moment it is
made 10 a certain extent compulsory, we look forward to chemists and druggists
in this country taking their proper position as compared with pharmaciens
abroad.

178g. Have vou ever compared the foreign pharmacopeeias with ours >—~Not
beyond remarking some of their formula.

1700. Is there any leading distinetion between the two that you ever noticed ?
In some instances, the ingredients are more numerous than in our own recipes for
tinctures and other preparations ; but the resuit in numerous cases is much the
same when preseribed by the surgeon or physician. :

1701. Are their medicines stronger or weaker than ours 2—1 think much the
same.

Douglas Maclagan, m.p., ¥.:.5.E., called in; and Examined.

1702. Chairman.] 1 seLieve you are a Medical Practitioner >—I am. [ ama
Physician, though a Fellow of the College of Surgeons; we combine both in
Edinburgh.

1703 And you are a lecturer on materia medica :—Yes.

1704. Where ?—In the Extra-Academical School of Edinburgh.

1705. Have vou been many years engaged in lecturing :—1 think it was in the
vear 1830 that I first lectured ; 13 years ago.

1706. Your pupils, 1 presume, are chicfly medical students ?—Chiefly, but not
ail.

1767. Have yon ever had pupils from the chemisis and droggists *—1 have.

1708. 1 believe you heard the evidence yesterday 7—1I did.

1799. Do you agree with the opinions which were then expressed respecting
the condition of the chemists and druggists, with regard to qualification ?7—I do
not at all agree with the gencral tone of the evidence given yesterday.

1800. Do yon thiok the chemists and druggists are not sufficiently educated,
tuking them as a body ?—Very decidedly so.

1801, Have you turned your attention to the subject, so as to have the means
of furming a judgment upon it?—VYes, I thiok 1 have had very fair means of
torming a judgment on the matter.

1802, Have you attended to it for some time past —For some time past.

1803. And have you ever made any propositions on the subjectz—I have
expressed my sentiments on the subject in print.

1804. Could you refer to any instance ?—Yes, I could read to the Committee
sentiments expressed by mysell on the subject.

1505. On what occasion ?—On the occasion of writing an article in one of the
wedical journals in 1830,

1806. Will you favour the Commitiee with the substance of what you expressed
o the sulject upon that vecasion 7—The subjeet that 1 was alluding to in writing
here, was an object that I had often thought a desirable one ; having a national
pliarmacopoeia instead of one for each of the three divisions of the United Kingdom.
I was pointing out the propricty, as I thought, of accomplishing it, and it was
in relation to that that I made the following observations which, with your per-
wigsion, I will read to the Committee. 1 was referring to the advantage tgat might
be derived from the assistance of the practical pharmaceatical chemists and drog-
gists being given to the Colleges of Physicians, whose function it is to prepare




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 121

the pharmacopeias, and expressing a hope that a better work would result from
their combined efforts. The following is what I have written :—* But before we
can hope for much aid from this quarter, we must have a higher standard of quali-
fication for those who are engaged in the practice of pharmacy. This is to be
obtained enly by obliging all these who intend to follow this occupation to go
throvgh a prescribed course of education, and to undergo a regular examination
before a competent board, in order to obtain a license to act as chemists and
droggists.” . . . . . “An objection very likely to be urged is, that under
the present system we have plenty of good apothecaries” (I use the word * apo-
thecaries ™ here in the sense of pharmaceutical chemists, not in the sen=e in which
that word is used in England), ** who ean perform the processes of the pharma-
copeeia successfully, and make up our preseription well and accorately.  To the
truth of this we at once subscribe, but we are not satisfied with so meagre an
amount of usefulness,. We wish our chemists and druggists to be able, not only
to follow, but to forward the art of pharmacy; not to serve the physician, but 10
co-operate with him ; not to be merely merchants trading in medicinal substanees,
or artisans engaged in preparing them, but to take their place as members of a
distinct and most important division of the medieal profession. It is, we believe,
to the want of a proper standard of qualification in our apothecaries that we
must, in a great measure, attribute the smallness of the amount of pharmaceutical
invention or discovery which has emanated from Great Dritain. Compare the state
of matters here with what obtains on the Continent. Here any one may set him-
self up as a chemist and druggist who has funds to provide himself with a shop and
stock of medicines, no matter how destitute he may be of any thorough knowledge
of the sciences which bear upon his occupation ; no matter how small may be his

vaintance with the Janguage and meaning of physicians’ preseriptions.” Then
follows a short statement of the state of education in France, and then the follow-
ing occurs. * Now the result of this system has been, that, on the Continent,
pharmacy has made rapid advances, whilst comparatively little has been done for
it in Britain. The most interesting discoveries, and the most important impreve-
ments in this department, have been imported to us from abroad. There are two
excellent Continental journals, the Jowrnal de Pharmacie, and the Annalen der
Plarmacie, the chief comributors to which are derived from the class of pharmaciens
with which we have nothing at all in the department of pharmacy to compare ;
and we search in vain among our pharmaceutists for names as distinguished in
science as those of Sertuerner, Buu]l:ne;r, Robiquet, Pelletier, Guibourt, &c. We
hope, however, that this important subjeet will ere long attract the attention of
the Legislature, and that we shall soon bave our chemists and druggists as regu-
larly taught, examined, and licensed as our physicians, surgeons, and general
practitioners.”

1807. That was your opinion in what year 7—183q.

1808. Had you previously 1o that considered the subject at all >—1 had been
considering the subject since I was a student, becanse I intended to lecture on
materia medica ; and therefore all the subjecis connected with it were always
forcing themselves on my atiention.

1809. Have you reazon to believe that the subject has been entertained by
the medical corporations of Edinburgh and Glasgow in reference to Mr. Warbur-
ton’s inquiry F—Yes, I have reason to believe that that was the case, though 1
cannot speak officially of the matter, not having been mixed up with that inquiry.

1810. Have you reason 1o believe that some evidence was given on the subject,
which evidence was burnt at the fire of the House of Commons #—1 am not sure
whether what I am going to mention to the Committee was given in evidence, but
1 know at least that it was entertained and talked of among Fellows oi the
Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons and the representatives of the University of
Edinburgh, conferring together in 1834. I know it was talked of, and that it was
under discussion ; to that extent I can speak.

1811. Was any proposition reduced to a tangible form on this subject 7—I find
that that was the case.

1812, Could you state what the nature of that proposition was >-—1 may state
that, in searching for another purpose through some papers connecied with this
subject, in the possession of my father, who was one of the witnesses examined
before Mr. Warburton's Committee, 1 found a document which shows that
this subject was under consideration at the conference to which 1 have alluded.

1813. In what year was that7—In 1834.
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1814. Will you read to the Committee that portion which relates to chemists
and droggists :—Yes.

1815. What is the title of the document:—* Propositions agreed on by the
Medical and Surgical Professors in the University, the Royal College of Physi-
cians, and the Royal College of Surgeons of Edinburgh. March, 1834.”

1816, That is the title of the docoment F—Yes,

1817, We have nothing to do with that part of it whicly relates to the medical
profession, but will you state what was the idea entertained on the subject of
chemists and druggists 7—1I find at the end there is a section * Of chemists and
druggists " (these are in the form of resolutions). * That provision should be made
in regard to chemists and druggists, for their being found sufficiently qualified to
compound, prepare, and dispense medicines ; and that no person onght to obtain
licences to act as such, who have not, firstly, attended at least one full course of
lectures on chemistry, botany, materia medica, and pharmacy, by recognised
teachers ; secondly, been employed for two years in compounding and preparing
medicines, under a licensed general practitioner, or licensed chemist ; and thirdly,
given proof of having had opportunity to acquire a competent knowledge of the
Latin language. That previously 1o obtaining such licences, the candidates should
undergo an examination on chemistry, botany, materia medica, and pharmacy, and
as to their knowledge of the Latin language. That these persons only who have

one through the specified education, and passed this examination, should be
entitled 10 the name of licensed or approved chemists or druggists, or to such
other designation as may imply their qualifications ; but that the licence granted to
them should infer no right to exercise the duties of general practitioners,”

1818. Do you consider that the principle of those resolutions is almost
identical with the prineiple of this Bill 2—It appears to me to be the very principle
embodied in the ]gill. :

1819. And that principle was under discussion between the bodies you have
named as early as 1834 7—It is obvious that it must have been so from that
doeument,

1820. Did you receive that document direct from your father —I did.

1821. Do you recognise it by the handwriting ?—1 cannot recognise that por-
tion of the handwriting, but I see a part at the end is in the handwriting of the
late Mr. Small, a clerk in the University, and a docket at the back is by Professor
William Thomson, of Glasgow, who had something to do with the conference
at that time, [ beg it to be understood that what I say is, that 1 see from that
document that the thing was under consideration at that time.

1822, Sir W, . Craig.] You are not aware whether these propositions were
actually agreed on by the different bodies or not 7—No, I do not know ; the docu-
ment only shows that the subject was under discussion.

1823. Chairman.] And the proposition which was then under discussion was
similar in principle to that wllinl:l is now put into the form of a Bill 7—Certainly.

1824. You have said you have reason to believe there is a great deficiency of
education among the body of persons in Scotland assuming the name of chemists
and druggists ?—Yes.

1825. Have you had means of ascertaining that, from occasionally calling at the
shops of different persons and communicating with them ?—Yes ; from my inter-
course with them generally, 1 thivk I bave been able to form some definite
opinion upon the subject.

1826, Do you think that a eonsiderable desire exists among them to obtain
some improvement *—Of that I am quite certain ; as regarda the chemists and
druggists in Edinburgh, at all events, )

1827. Then do you think the blame rests on the chemists and droggists, or on
the laws, which have allowed these abuses prevail without any interference B
1 should say rather from the absence of law ; want of regulation.

1828, Has there hitherto been recognised any specific kind of education which:
chemists and druggists ought to pass through ?—No; there is no law on the
subject.

1829. You know many chemists and druggists, or a certain number, who are
highly qualified, I presume ?—Certainly ; as regards the dispensing of medicine.

1830. And as manufacturing chemists 7—Some of them as manufacturing
chemists too,

1831. Do you agree as to the propriety and public advantage of passing a Bill
of this description ?—I do; 1 think there is a great call for it

1832. Do
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1832. Do vou consider that it establishes a monopoly in the extreme sense of D. Maclagan, u.p.,
the word !—I certainly cannot sce that it establishes a monopoly at all. EYs2

1833. You heard it stated yesterday that the Bill was considered by two cor- =
porate bodies to be injurious to their interests —Yes.

1854. Do you think that these objections were well founded 7—1 cannot answer
for the Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow. 1 do not believe, so far as
I can learn, that it does interfere with them ; and my opinion is that it does not
interfere injuriously with the privileges of the body to which I belong, the College
of Surgeons. 1 differ entirely from my friends who were examined before the
Committee yesterday upon that subject.

1835. Hasany discussion taken place in that body on the subject of the Bill ¥—
There was a discussion in the college on the subject.

1836. I do not ask for any information which is confidential, but if you feel
justified in stating what passed, will you tell us whether you argued in favour of
the Bill 7—1 did.

1837. Sir W. G. Craig.] Did you receive much support ?—No, not a great
deal of support; 1 was beaten by a large majority ; I divided the college on the
subject.

11338. Can youn state how many members agreed with you in opinion ?—1It
was a small meeting of the college ; there were 15 who voted against my propo-
sition to petition in favour of the Bill, and five who voted for it

1830. Chairman.] Were the grounds of objection similar to those we heard
yesterday 2—1 think, so far as I remember the argument, that it was very much
the same as that which was addressed to the Committee.

1840, You heard of several proposed amendments in the Bill which had been
assented 1o ; would those amendments, in your opinion, meet the objections of
the partics who were present at the discussion 7—1I think some of them.

1841. I allude first of all to proxy voting ?—That was part of the discussion in
the College of Surgeons ; it was one of the objections taken, I think.

1842. With respeet to the appointment of the Board of Examiners, do you
consider that the board ought to be appointed by the body which is incorporated
under Koyal Charter, confining it to pharmaceutical chemists, or do you think
that it ought to be appointed by a distinet body which has nothing to do with
pharmaceutical ehemists 7—1 think it is of great consequence that, however they
are appointed, there should be nothing to mix up the pharmaceutical chemists
as a corporation with the medical corporations, and therefore that they should be
kept as much distinet as possible.

1843. Under separate jurisdictions :—Under separate jurisdictions.

1844. Do you think that some confusion and inconvenience arises from the
mixture of the two functions now in practice ™—To a certain extent; the public
are very apt to suppose that a person who has a droggist's shop is a doctor ; it
is a very eommon thing to call a druggist *“ doctor ™ when he is not so.

1845. Do you think that that impression is rather inereased by the fact, that
some medical practitioners keep shops which look exactly like chemists’ shops ¥
I presume that that is the origin ot it ; they do not know the distinetion betwe:n
the one and the other.

1846. And a person going one day into a doctor’s shop. and finding a doetor
in it, goes to another shop another day which has only a chemist in t:—
Yes, anil fancies they are both equally doctors ; tlte_'!r do not pay attention
to the word * surgeon’ above the door, which may distinguish one from the
other.

1847. But in the event of a medical practitioner calling himsell' a chemist,
would there be any distinetion whatever which would enable the public to know
whether they were in a doctor’s shop or not 7—1 think if the same name is used
by both, and no other indication separates the one from the other, the public will
not distinguish betwixt them.

1848. At present the College of Surgeons have the privilege of examining in
pharmacy as well as in surgery >—They examine the candidates for the surgical
diploma upon pharmacy.

1840. Do some of their licentiates go into business as chemists and druggists -
—A cunsiderable number of their licentiates keep shops ; and some of the
chemists and druggists of Scotland ure licentiates of the college, not practising s
surgeons, but acting as chemists and druggists.

1850. Then if the privilege of examining in pharmacy, and of licensing persons
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who could go into business as chemists and druggists, were continued to the
college, with the privilege to their licentiates of calling themselves chemists and
druggists, conld this Bill infringe in any way upon their privileges ?—I cannot
see that it does infringe upon their privileges at all.

1851, Would not the effect of this Bill be rather to create a demand for educa-
tion, and possibly to induce some persons to go o the College of Surgeons for
examination who otherwise might undergo no examination at all ?—I do not see
that exactly.

1852. Would they not have the privilege of granting a diploma for persons
following the business of a chemist and druggist equally with the Pharmaceutical
Society —Certainly ; that is to say, their licentiates would have the privilege they
have at this moment.

1853. Consequently a student might either go to the College of Surgeons or to
the Pharmaceutical Society to obtain the qualification of acting as a chemist and
druggist '—Yes; but I think he would not go to the Society after taking the more
expensive education to qualify him for a surgeon.

1554. Is it pot possible that if a law is introduced obliging persons to go
through some education, some students might say that as they are obliged to
be examined, they will go to the College of Surgeons and obtain the higher quali-
fication 7—That is possible.

1855. But at all events it would not diminish the number of their students *—
I should not think so.

1556. Mr. Hindley.] Do you think there is anything in this Bill which would
prevent any of the surgeons from acting as chemists and druggists =—Certainly
not.

1857. Sir W. G. Craig.] From the tenor of your evidence you are clearly of
opinion, that if there is any doubt upon that subject it ought to be cleared away ?—
I am quite clear about that.

135q8. And that the Bill should be made =zo that the licentiates of the Royal
College should be entitled to act as chemists and druggists F—Certainly ; I would
have an Act of Parliament to be as unambigious as possible.

1859, And is it your opinion that there is no objection to licentiates acting in
that capacity 7—Certainly.

1860. What objection do you think there would be to members of these
medical bodies being upon the Board of Examiners ?—I do not object to that in the
least degree ; on the contrary, I think there are many reasons for it; but I think
there is no reason why the body of pharmaceutical chemists should not have the
selection of their own examiners, as I think they are the most likely to know who
would be the most appropriate additions to the Board ; and I think the objection
to making us medical corporations interfere with them is, that it s mixi
up the two together, and not Keeping them so distinct as it is desirable they
should be.

1801. But these medical bodies have a great interest in these examinations
being properly conducted; and if they, being men of superior acquirements,
desire that they should be represented in the board which it is proposed to
establish, what is the objection to it?—I have no doubt that the colieges are
well qualified, of course, to select fit persons to examine in any particular
department ; but my objection to the election of the examiners for the Pharmaceu-
tical Board being in the hands of the colleges is, that it is mixing up the two
bodies together. The body of pharmaceatical chemists I wish to keep distinct
from the medical practitioners altogether ; it would be better if the pharmaceutical
chemists would apply to the colleges for the services of their fellows, or to persons
distingnished in science, not members of the colleges.

1862. What objectionis there to mixing up these two bodies, to the extent of
conjoining the examination?—I think that, in the first place, it is important to
keep the chemists and druggists distinet from the medical corporations, because
by so doing you obviate an objection that has been raized to the incorporation
of the chemists and druggists, namely, that you are increasing the number of
medical corporations. Now if’ you keep them distinet you do not interfere with
the corporations of practitioners; you do not mix them np with the bodies of
}lractiliuners; and therefore with relation to any question of medical reform,
or instance, it does not interfere with that, if chemists and druggists are kept
distinct from medical practitioners.

1863. What is your opinion with regard to the general object of this Bill, in

preventing
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preventing the sale of compound drugs or pr&pamiunﬁ of t]rugs by any persons D, Maclagan, u.D.,
as chemists and druggists, except licentiates of this society '—1 apprehend that Folt.§. B

the efiiect of this Bill will be that there will be three sources from which drugs
will be supplied to the public. There would be the practitioners of medicine,
those holding diplomas, who would be permitted to exercise the function of
pharmaceutical chemists as they do at this present moment; then there would be
the parties recognised and licensed under this Hil! : and then there would be thosze
who did not profess to be pharmaceutical chemists at all, but who merely sold
some drugs while following some other occupation ; grocers for example,

1864. But vou are certainly of opinion that there should be a prolibition that
no person hereafter, exclusive of medical men, should act as a chemist and
druggist who had not been licensed by this society :—No, it does not amount
to that ; 1 only say he shall not proclaim himself to be a chemist and drugaist ; he
may act perfectly well ; there is nothing to prevent any man from acting, but he
shall not say he i1s a chemist and druggist, or lead people to suppose that he is so.

1865. Chairman.] Do you think it would be sufficient that unqualified persons
should be merely restricted from using one particular term, such as © pharma-
ceutical chemist™ for example >—1I was much inclined to hold that opinion before,
and in our private discussions in Edinburgh I was much disposed to think that
that part of the Bill which refers to *‘signs, tokens, and emblems” should be
omitted ; but I confess that I am now rather inclined to leave it in, hecause I
think the law would be easily evaded if it were left out.

1866. Do you not think the law would be inoperative, or nearly so, if the only
restriction referred to one particular term, and that the same impressicn might be
-conveyed to the public by any other means that a person might choose to adopt?
—It was that consideration which led me to alter my opinion.

1867. Do you think it makes any difference with regard to a deception being
practised whether it is done by words or signs ¥—No.

1868, Sir W. G. Craig.] You do not object to a man acting as a chemist and
druggist, provided he does not put this name over the deor, and put a pestle and
mortar in front of itF—I say that I would have a penalty inflicted on a man
who assumed the name, if not entitled to do so, but I would not prosecute him for
the practice of the business ; the general feeling in Scotland is against penal elauses.

lgﬁg. How could a man be committing a fraud if, when you allow him 1o sell
-medicines, he merely puts a pestle and mortar in front of his door to indicate
that he does sell them ?—If that is (o be the recognized sign that is to dis-
tinguish an authorised pharmaceutical chemist, if you say a man who has no exter-
nal symbol on his shop is to be understood as a man who has no licence, then the
public will know the difference between the man who is and is not licensed.

1870. You go merely to the prohibition of the symbol, allowing a man to carry
on the tradei—Yes; we object generally to the prosecution of unqualified
persons for practizing ; they do not generally answer the purpose in the end;
they often make martyrs of the people; but when you have the distinet fraud
of assuming a false title, you have a good ground to go on; and that is not a
-new principle,

1871. Chairman.] Did not Sir James Grabam entertain that principle *—I
think that that principle was agreed on in some of the numerous conferences with
teference to one of the medical reform Bills.

1872. Would this description of prohibition prevent a person keeping a shop
for general business, from issuing a circular with a list of what he sold, including
drugs, if he did not call himself a chemist and druggist 7—No, I suppose not ;
any one of these general dealers might display in his window a placard stating
that he sold rhubarb, jalap, and senna if he thonght fit, provided he put no
emblem in his window to make the people suppose he sold those articles as a
qualified chemist.

1873. Sir W. (7. Craiz.] Suppose a man filled his window with the usual
laboratory botles, would that come under your prohibition *—That is a difficult
question to answer ; that is rather for a lawyer to answer than for me. 1 should
consider bim as not acting an honest part if he did so.

1874. Then at the same time that you allow him to carry vn the trade, you
would prevent him from letting anybody see that he does it F—1 am supposing
this Act in force ; he then carries on the trade simply on the understanding that
he is ready to dispense medicines. “ But (he says) if you come to me to get them
_you must understand I am not a person who has undergone an examination ; that
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man over there, who has the emblems, has undergone an examination, but I have
not.”

1875. Chairman.] Would not that let the public understand that if they want

any poisons or strong medicines they must go to a man exhibiting emblems, but .
they want mercly an ounce of salts or senna they may take the risk of getting it
of a person not educated as a pharmaceutist 7 —It would simply amount to this,
that you would find a qualified chemist in one place and nat in another.

1876. Sir W. (. Craig.] You would not probibit a man from making up

preseriptions to any extent when they were sent to him by a regular professional
man '—I am not disposed to prosecute bim for doing so; but if the world goes to

him, thE:],r 20 to |1im‘ with their_ eves open ; they go with their eyes open into the
place of a man who is not qualified.

1877. From the evidence we have bad, it would appear that that is not the

object of this society : the object of this soviety is, that no preseription shall be
made up except by a person dulr;( examined and licensed ?—No, that is not the
effect of this Bill. ‘The object of the Pharmaceutical Society, undoubtedly, is to
raise up a body of men who shall be capable, well examined, and well educated,
and who shall be ready to supply the public with good drugs. That is the objeet
of the Bill; and when the public once knows the difference between the well
educated and non-educated wan, then they will undoubtedly desert the nou-
educated man, and it will come in effect to this, that the public will be sapplied
by educated men only.

1878, We liave received evidence that the object sought is the absolute prohi-

Lition to sell drugs, cxtcls\t they are obtained from one of their own licentiates ;

do you agree in that 7—No; I thiok that would be a monopoly, and would lead
to endless heartburnings.

1879. Chairman.] You are aware that that is the nature of the prohibition of
the Apothecaries Act of 18157—It is, us regards practitioners, and it has pro-

duced that effect.

1880. Do you think that that Act has been much less operative than it swould
have been if the Apothecaries Act bad merely restricted the prohibition 10 the
assumption of the title of apothecary or medical practitioner 7-=I should require
to go over the Apothecaries Act more carefully, before I would say that generally.
1 think one reason why the Apothecaries Act, and similar penal enactments and
prosecutions for acting by unqualified persons, have led to so much heartbuming,
has been that it very gencrally has arisen from the jealousy of one party in a
neighbourhood tryving to put down a successful practitioner near him.

15881. Have you ever heard of a case in which a prosecution has originated with
the Apothecaries Company, from any other cavse than that *—I know that plenty
of prosccutions have arisen, but I eannot speak precisely to their causes.

1882. 5ir W G. Craig.] Have not various obstructions been thrown in the

way of Sroteh practitioners by the Apothecaries Society *—Decidedly, We have

been for a long time striving to get an equality of privilege for persons equally
well educated all over the country.
1883. Chairman.] Do you think it is easy to establish an equality of privilege,

if among the different Boards of Examivers each board adopts such regulations

as they may think fit? —I think they should be as nearly as pussible assimilated

in right of practice and in the qualification required ; amd that the education and.

tone of examination should be as uniform as possible throughout the country.

15884. Inthe Boards of Examiners proposed for the Pharmacentical Society, and
which are, in fact, in operation, sre you aware that the president and vice-
president of the society are ez officio members of the two Boards for the express
purpose of insuring wniformity -—Yes.

1585. Do you think that is a good regulation ?—Yes, I think it is.

1886, Do you consider that inconvenicnce bas arisen from the difierenee in the
qualifications of persons in the profession possessing the same tide, but having
obtained their qualification at different iostitulions ?—Yon mean, for example,
there is a difference in qualification betwen an ar. », from one university and an
M. D. from the other : .

1887. Yes?—Yes; there is a difference in the estimation of the value of the
degree.

%333. You think the public find out the difference?—Yes; we find a large
proportion of the graduates of one university in better practice than the graduates

of anuther, sy
1 . 2ir
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1889. Sir . &. Craig.] Would not the same difference of qualification exist
in persons examined at the same school 7— Yes, of necessity there would be a
dﬂ?ﬁence of qualification, according to the talent of the individual, where there
are a great number of licentiates.

1890, Chairman.] Do you consider it desirable, as far as it can be accom-
slished, to obtain uniformity of qualification in persons of the same class?—
Certainly ; all equally good, not equally bad.

18091. In that case any persons desiring a superior qualification to the ordinary

lone would make extra exertions of their own ; it would be a voluntary act on their
part ; if they wished to take a superior degree beyond what the law requires, it
would be a voluntary act ?—Yes ; for example, a person taking the honorary title
‘of doctor of medicine, when he does not require it, that is a voluntary act.
| 1892. Would you consider that the degree of qualification established by the
| Pharmaceutical Society ought to be the minimum qualification that any person
fought to have who called himself a pharmaceutical chemist :—1 should like 10 see
{the curriculum of education that is laid down before I answer that question
precisely.

" 1893. Do you think that the curriculum should be such as to ensure a proper
‘qualification for each individual 7—Certainly; there should be a minimum of
quaiification below which no man should be entitled.

1804. In your lectures on materia mediea, do you not enter a good deal into
therapeutics F— A good deal.

1895. Would not that be unsuvited to the chemists and droggists 7—Not
unsuited, but unnecessary.

18g6. Could l)'nu so regnlate your course of lectures as to divide them into two
portions, one of which should be adapted to chemists and the other to medical
men ?—1It would be perfectly easy, and I have been asked to do so.

18g7. Do you think thatin ease this Bill should pass, the demand for education
among chemists would cause such an alteration to take place ?—It would not be
an alteration in the whole sense of the word. I beg to mention that on nro
‘consideration will I ever admit any one to my lectures to take the course of
lectures in the ordinary way at a lower fee than the regular fee that is charged
in our school ; I never will (fu that on any aceount ; but this much could be very
‘easily done : the first part of my course is on dietetics and regimen; the second
part on general therapeutics, both strictly for the education of medical practitioners,
and a very important part for them ; then, after that, there is the department
which we technically call Pharmacology, or a knowledge of the substances
employed in medicine, and that is the part of the course which the licentintes
of the Pharmaceutical Society would require to attend. They misht easily enter
as pharmaceuntical students ; they would attend along with the medical students,
but their tickets would not qualify them for the licence of the College of Surgeons.

1898. They would only attend a portion of your lectures?—They could in
that way.

1890. In that case do you think the institutions of Edinburgh would afford
fﬂcﬂli;inu for the proper eduvcation of pharmaceutical chemists '—I know thev
‘would,

19oo. And do you think that the necessity of passing an examination to
obtain the rank of a pharmaceutical chemist would induce the apprentices or
themists to come forward —Undoubtedly ; but they onght to be obliged to do
I think. I may mention that at this present moment a considerable number
apprentices of pharmaceutical chemists in Edinhurgh attend the lectures.
1901. Has that been since there has been a movement with a view to
ithe improvement of the qualificationf—I cannot answer that question, because
‘the movement commenced a couple of years after T began to lecture, so that
1 cannot judge. There is another point which I beg to remark with regard
‘to such pupils, that although they are apprentices to pharmaceutical chemists,
I have reason to believe that some of them have become medical practitioners
eventually.

1902. There is no clause in the regulations of the College of Surgeons re-

iring an apprenticeship with a medical practitioner, [ believe?—No, that is

e away with; but our licentiates are required to serve a certain time in a
laboratory to form an acqnaintance with drugs.

1903. Then they are obliged to obtain a practical portion of their education in
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pharmacy from a chemist and druggist?—Or in the laboratory of an hospital or
dispensary ; a course which is most {requently adopted.

1004. 1 think you informed us that the regulations of the Society of Apothe-
caries prohibited the licentiates of the College of Surgeons who are examined in
pharmacy from practising as apothecaries in England; do you think it would be
consistent with the title of this Bill to remove that regulation, or to interfere at
all with the privileges of the licentiales ?—So far as I am entitled to give an
opinion upon the heading of an Act of Parliament, 1 should say this Lill has
nothing to do with it; it does not refer to %Em:ral practitioners at all.

1905. Do you think that all that can be required from the promoters of this
Bill in reference to the medical bodies is to exclude them altogether and abso-
lutely from its operation 7—Yes, and to keep them distinct from the chemists;
and in doing so, to take care you deprive them of no privilege they have at
present,

1906. So that any privilege they enjoy now they would enjoy after this Bill
passed *—Yes.

1907. If that be enacted in this Bill so as to admit of no mistake, do you think
any medical or surgical body could have any cause to complain of it *—I certainly
do not think so.

1908. 1o you think the medical profession is interested in the introduction of

any regulation which shall insure the more efficient performance of the duty of
dispensing prescriptions :—If they are not they ought to be.

1009. Is not the character of a medical man often at stake with reference to the
manner in which his preseriptions are dispensed '—It may be; the non-efficacy of
a medicine resulting from inferiority will be as likely to be aseribed by the patient
to a mistake on the part of the doctor (except in a case of sheer poisoning) as to
the mistake of the chemist.

1910. Then is it your opinion that the chemists ought to be fully competent to
examine and test the medicines they sell 7—That is one of the points which I wish
o urge, and it is one on which 1 think the pharmaceutical chemists are deficient ;
they are not, from their education, properly qualified in that respect.

1011, Are there instructions contained in the pharmacopeeia for testing the
vaiious drugs for the purpose of ascertaining their purity 7—In the pharmacopeias
of London and Edinburgh there are.

1912. And do you think that chemists at present, as a body, are competent to
apply those tests i—As a body I do not think they are.

1913. Do you think that they will become so by means of the proposed
improvement *—1I think that no one should be allowed to have his licence as a phar-
maceutical chemist unless he is able to do so.

1014. Are there cases in which the absence of this knowledge is likely to
produce serious mischief and danger to the !'.ml:nlic ‘—In so far as that they lose a
great means of determining the impurity of the drugs which thev purchase from
the wholesale dealers.

1915. Have you met with instances in which parties have been unacquainted
with even the physical character of drugsi—I have indeed; in the case of a
drugaist baving a pretty large establishment, and in a tolerably large-sized
town.

1916. Have any circumstances occurred to you in which that has been
proved *—I proved it in this instance myself, by the man shewing me a sample
of a drug which he said was impure, and which he deseribed as being of a bad

ualily.
! lgl??. What drug was that F—Scammony, a common purgative medicine ; and
I made him understand that that was the first sample of pure scammony he had
cver seen.

1918, Do you believe that other instances of that kind might be found in various
parts of the country *—1I have very little doubt of it.

1019. Is there any other observation which you desire to make to the Com-
mittee 7—Yes ; I am anxious 1o point out what is partially alluded to in the para-
sraph I have quoted ; that is, the great lack of progress.in pharmacy in this
country. That is one of the objects which attracts my attention particularly ; that
nothing has emanated in the way of pharmaceutical discovery from Great Britain
at all, whereas we have received some of the most important improvements in
our materia medica, and in our means of practising our profession, from Con-
tinental pharmaceutists, I need only quote the two examples of morphia mldf

quining,

il il



SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 129

quinine, substances, both of which were discovered, the one by a German, and the
othier by a French pharmaceutist. Strychnine is another. )

1920. Sir V. G. Craig.] Who was the discoverer of chloroform :—1It was
discovered simultaneously by M. Soubeiran, a pharmaceutical chemist, in France,
and by Baron Liebig in Germany. You will hardly find an important pharma-
ceutical discovery in which a continental pharmacien has not had a hand. either
in establishing it, or as being the original discoverer. One made recently in
Edinburgh, by a pharmaceulical chemist there of the active principle of _aiues. is
almost the only thing of intercst I can remember at present as emanating from
British pharmacy. : : .

1921. Chairman.] Do you attribute that circumstance to the total absence of
any regulations for pharmaceutical chemisis ?—Seeing that there are no such
regulations here as there are on the Continent, and secing that on the Continent
these results are produced, I think the conclusion is obvious.

James Waison, Esq., 3. p., called in; and further Examined.

1022. Chairman.] THE Committee understand that you have some further
observation or sugzestion which you wish to make; is that so?—Yes; I thiok,
considering the importance of Glasgow as a city, as it has long been a medical
school, and as the faculty there have had themselves the licensing of druggists for
a long period, it would be but right that if this Bill passes, a Board for examining
the pharmaciens should sit there either cunstlantl:,r or occasionally; but t‘t!a: it
should be respected in some way or other as being a place of sufficient magnitude
to have a licensing board for itself. .

1923. Would it meet your views if some members of that Board were men
residing in Glasgow, and if the Board met alternately, or as occasicn might re-
quire, at the one place or the other :—Perfectly ; and [ think that the same thing
might be done with rcfard to Aberdeen or some such large towns as that at a
distance from Edinburgh or Glasgow ; and that if necessity required, the same
Board should sit accasionally at such places as might be thought right. That is all
that T wish to suggest. ,

1024. If an arrangement of that kind could be made, may we understand that
your objections with reference to the Board of Examiners would be removed 2—1
think they would 5 I think thut the Royal colleges and the facully, who have so
long superintended the examination of phzrmaciens, should be recognised ; but I
would by no mears think that they should be the only examiners. | think, how-
ever, that they are the proper people who ought to superintend the licensing of
pharmaciens ; they are the people who have long done so, and they make it such
an important part of their curriculum to have an education fitting men for the
situation of pharmaciens, that I think they should be respected very much, though
I am not prepared to say to what extent. [ would not say they ought o occupy
the whole position of the council or Board of Examiners, but that they should
have something considerable to say in the council ; 1 think that would be much
for the advantage of the examining Board ; they are men of education and men of
literature ; and although they may not perhaps have made pharmacy a specizl
object of their study, still they understand the principles of it.

1025. You have some well qualified pharmaceutical chemists in Glasgow, have

u not >—Yes, we have.

1926. Who would be fully able to examine on the practical part of their pro-
fession 7—1 think so; I could name two or three, if necessary ; I think there are
such gentlemen, and 1 think that the Board would be much better with such
gentlemen added to it. y

1927. Have you any other observation or suggestion to offer to the Committee ?
—No, nothing elsc occurs to me.

Robert Renton, Esq., ¥.r.p.x., called in; and Examined.

1928, Sir W. G. Craig.] WILL you state generally what your views are with
reference to this Bill =—The College of Physicians in Edinburgh has no particular
personal interest in this Bill, either in its corporate capacity or as individuals ; but
the college, from the interest it has taken in medical reform, and from the fact of
s having issued a pharmacopeeia for a long period, is paturally concerned in
everything that relates to pharmacy; and therefore the coilege, believing that
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the Bill now brought forward contained some provisions at variance with the
opinions of the mlTegﬂ, authorised me to proceed to London, and to state what
objections the college had 10 these clanses.
1929. The College of Physicians have had the Bill under their consideration,
and they have printed some suggestions regarding it, have they not *—They have.
1930. Will you deliver those suggestions in

[ The Witness delivered in the following Paper:]

Bive for Regulating the Quarimications of Praruacevricsr Cueists.

Svosestions on behall of the Royal College of Physicianz of Edinburgh, respectfully
submitted by that Body,

First. The Royal Gnllli?-e see no objection to the various droggists in the kingdom being
united together in one body admitting to membership by examination and registration,
conferring honorary titles ; on the contrary, they are of opinion that such an arrangement might
be conducive to the interests of the public.

Secomd. While the Royal College agree in the general propriety of such an institution,
they ﬂ'lil!]'i that I.]'IEI tiune which has been chosen to introdoce it into Parliament is singularl
unpropitions, and likely to tell disadvantageously on the prospects of medical reform, whi
has long been under congideration of the Legislature.

Third. The Roval College are of opinion, that as the great obstacle which has hitherto
impeded medical reform has been the number of corporations having, or supposed to have,
an interest in the matter, and whose coneurrence in favour of any one measure it has been
found difficult to obtain, so it would be highly inexpedicnt to confer such powers on any
new corporation as would give them exclusive privileges in any department.

Fourth. The Royal College are of opinion that when guilds and all other corporations
are abandoning their exclusive privileges for their own protection, as quite unsuited to the
present state of public opinion, it would be a ret de movement o grant powers of
similar kind, or to confer monopoly on any new body whatever,

Fifth. The Royal College havea peculiar interest in this matter, for, by Royal charter,
dated 1681, they are invested with the power of examining all druggists opening shops
within their jurisdiction, yet ohaerving that public competition was a better check on this as
on other trades than any examination, however strict, could by possibility be, they have
long since ceased to exercise these powers.

Zixth. At the same time the Royal College have done their uimest to secure the interest
of the public in this matter, They have issued from time to time, a pharmacopeia, embo-
dying all the improvements in chemistry and materia mediea, az a directory for tmaqmﬁm
of the profession and druggists ; they have also in it recorded the best tesi2 by which the
purity of the medicines can be ascertained ; aud they have provided, at great expense,
a musenmn coataining specimens of all the drugs used in medicing, and to which stndents
and others have free admizsion.

Seventh. The Royal College, considering the interest they have long taken inthis matter,
and farther considering the powers vested in them b ﬁnj'al charter, cannot give their
sanction to the formation of a Boand in London, to which the nomination of the parties who
are to carry out the objects of the Bill in Scotland is to be intrusted, being decidedly of

opinion that parties on the spot are much better qualified to seleet the elements out of which

such a Board shonld be formed.

Eizhth. The Royal Colleze observe, with great regret, that it is proposed to enforce the
provizions of this Bill, by inflicting penalties for breaches of its enactments, They had
thounght that such legiskation was entirely obsolete, and that the distinetions conferred by
bodies of a similar kind were purely honorary, and are of opinion that no penalty should be
inflicted, exeept in the ease of parties fraudulently assuming a title to which they have no
legal claim.

Ninth, The Royal College observes, that while all other parties practising pharmacy at
the date of the passing of the Act are entitled o be registered as pil:nrmmmﬁul chemsts,
this privilege i= withheld from members of the medical profession ; a restriction to which th
decidedly objeet, being of opinion that the public are under great obligations to those medi-
cal men who, in remote districts which could not support a ilrug‘_s:ist, Ilrnvidﬁ medicines for
tluer pu_iie!qu. and athers. The Ru_-,rnl, College of Pll.:,"hi-i:!iﬁllﬁ- would TR that the follow-
ing words shouid be added to clause 20, line 33 : “ And that all persons who may now be
or may hereafter become entitled to practise under the lieense of any of the corporate bodies
in Secotland, examining on materia wedica and pharmacy, shall be entitled to carry on the
business of pharmaceuticsl cliemists.” ;

Tenth. The Royal College object very decidedly to the arrangement propesed by clause
3, permitting of voting by proxy at the meetings of the society. They are of opinion that
such an armngement, except at election meetings, would enable the larger druggists in
l'lfndm" to exercize an awount of influence that might prove detrimental 10 the interests of
the society,

ELemmyl. The Rovul Colleze trust that these suggestions will have the weight to which
they appear to them to be entitled, with the promoters of the Bill, and with the Legislature,
£0 that a hearty and vranimous support nsay be given to it by all having interest in the
miatter to wihich 1t relers.

Twelfth.




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 131

L
Twelfth, There are some minor matters of detail which the Royal College think might be

advantageously quiﬁed; mIE'IIIEIWIIiilZ', however, they propose to confine their observations
to questions involving the prineiples of the measure.

In name and by authority,

J. Y. Simpson, President.

1931. Chairman.] In the first place, the college says that it has no objection
to the incorporation of chemists and druggists for examination and registration ;
that is ihe general object of the Pharmaceutical Society 7—Just so. §

1932. The college bas no objection to that ?—No,

1933- But, secondly, you state that you consider this time is inopportune for
introducing the improvement ?—Yes.

1934. #ﬂr what reason do you consider that the time is inopportune 7—The
college has been very anxious for the introduction of a general measure of medical
reform ; and they thought that a Bill, such as the contemplated Bill, if it were to
be passed into a law, might operate against, and be a bar to the introduction of a

neral measure ; that is the opinion of the college ; whether that opinion is well
or ill-founded is anotlier question ; they would rather that the general measure
of reform had preceded this Bill than succeeded it.

1935. Has the college been for several years engaged in an endeavour to intro-
duce this ral Bill >—1It has.

1936. Is it apparently nearer the result now than it was at the beginning 7—
That is a matter of opinion; some people think it is, others again think
otherwise.

1937 Is it the opinion of the college that a necessity for improved education
exists among the pharmaceutical body ?—1 believe there is a general opinion that
there is room for improvement in that respect.

1938. Does the college recognize the importance of a proper chemical and
pharmaceutical education in those who dispense prescriptions *—They do.

1039 Eeeinitlmt it has been proved by many witnesses, and, I think, generally
admitted, that the education of pharmaceutical chemists in this country is not so
Emd as it is in other countries, does the college consider that there ought to be an
improvement introduced '—They do.

1940. And in the event of an obstacle occurring to the introduction of the

neral measure, do you think that the other improvement, which it is admitted
to be desirable, ought to be abandoned or delayed /—We have no objection 10 the
Bill proceeding, provided certain objectionable clauscs are taken ont of it, namely,
the penal clauses. ;

1941. Then you would relinquish your objection with regard to the inoppor-
tuneness of the time ™—In some degree that objection would be much obviated.

1942. The third objection is with reference to conferring such powers on any
new corporation as would give them exclusive privileges in any department ; |
think you Lave heard the evidence given to-day and yesterday '—VYes.

1943. Do you consider that by veserving all the powers already existing in the
hands of your body and the other medical bodies, and excluding altogether the
medical profession from any operation of this Bill, the 1erm “ exclusive privilege”
would be applicable?—If it were worded so unambiguously s to remove all
doubt upon the subject, and if it were said that the licentiates of the College ot
Surgeons and Faculty of Physicians of Glasgow were to be in no way affected by
the Bill, it would remove a great objection to the measure.

1944. Then the introduetion of those words in the 20th clause of the Bill which
exempt the medical bodies, would in a great degree remove your objection :—If
the clause were more clearly expressed.

1045. If it stated that the licentiates of all these bodies were exempted as well
as that body itself 7—Exactly.

1946. I think you have been informed that it is propesed to introduce those
words to prevent any ambiguity 7—1 have heard it so stated.

1947. You have heard the opinions which have been expressed before this
Commitice in reference 10 the suppused creation of a monopely, do you consider
that this Bill will confer a monopoly 2—It would confer a monopoly were you o

revent parties from opening shops and dispensing drugs who are not licensed
ruggists under the Bill.

1948. But witih the interpretation that bas been given, and supposing it would
only prevent the assumption by them of a name or title, &ec., implying a qualifi-

0.42. R 2 cation,
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R. Renton, Esq.,, tion, and from thereb!.r deceivingz the public, would it be a monopoly if a grocer

F. R F. E.
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might still sell drugs in the capacity of a grocer, though prohibited from pretending
to be a druggist :—1 have an ubjection to grocers selling drugs. [ do not mean to
say I would prevent it, but 1 would rather have a substitute for a arocer, though
nat licensed under the company’s charter. I would have individuals who, thmprh
not licensed, have been bronght up as druggists, to keep shops, and I wonld pmfer
them to grocers. I think the public would have greater security with them than
they can have with the grocers. My object, and I belicve the object of the
College of Physicians, in supporting this Bill without any of its penal inflictions,
would be, not so much for improving the smaller class of drogzists as for im-
proving the large and wholesale dealers, particularly in ]"n;:luml and Scotland ;
men who are dj;.su.ltt,rs and druggists, and who are believed to be very iznorant
of the quality of drogs. I do not speak from personal experience of the men,
but from the testimony of others on whom I can plare great reliance. I think
that there is a great want of precise information among that class of individuals,
and I think that one of the great objects of this Bill should be to raise the
character of these large ale.lh’:l‘ﬁ. and not to prevent the thinly |1-En|1|Ed portions
of the eountry from availing themselves of men who are very useful in their way
at present, Hlllmurrh by no means first-rate drugwlstﬁ

1044). But do ;-,'ml not think that education is quite as i nportant in the case of
the retailer who receives drugs from these wholesale dealers, and has to .1'-“'53 of
their quality >—1I think it would be very advantageons for both parties to be highly
educated ; but it is an impossibility in the one r::l=e and not an impnﬁﬂhlllty in
the other. In the poorer districts alluded to, it is heyc-nd the means of the indi-
vidual, and be cannot go to the expensze necessary to educate himself higher ;
there is no demand in such places for a higher educated eclass at present, thuugh
the class has risen of late years. 1 am “old enough to recollect when women
nsed o dlSPLI'IS-L medicines ; they have died out, not by any legislative
extinguisher Leing put upon them, but ll'IE:.- biave died s natural death, and
have been succeeded by better informed people; 1 recollect in Edinburgh several
such individuals, I belicve there is one only now left in the field ; and in the villages
and hamlets of Scotland the case is exactly the same. T am old l:naulrh to recollect
parties serving in chemists’ shops 35 or 40 years ago, who were very unfit to
dispense medicims they have been succeeded by a superior class of chemists and
druggists, though not licensed, and it would be a great hardship upon the public
if IllL:.r were 1o be deprived of the services of these people. I have never heard
of any gross errors having been committed in the way of dispensing medicines by
these people.  In the Highlnmls and Islands of Scotland we have not only a great
want of druggists, but of medical men, which is an immense hardship and a
great deprivation ; you cannot induce medical men to go there, there is so little
demand for their services, and therefore we should encourage such men as much
as possible, If Government had power or inclination to send medical men there, it
would bestow one of the greatest boons that could be conferred on that part of the
Highlands ; and if they could afford to send drugoists also who could dispense the
common articles of medicine required in these localities, it woulil be of immense
service; but at present they are actually in want of both the one and the other,
and therefore any Bill that would tend to diminish the number of either of these
classes of men 1 am most distinetly opposed to.

1950, Sir W. . Craig.] Do you consider that the persons you speak of would
be competent to make up prescriptions that you might yvoursell send r—Quite
competent ; | have never had reason to think otherwise.

1951. Chairman.] As this Bill does not prevent grocers or general dealers from
sulling drugs, but simply creates a distinction between them and those who have
passed an examination and assame the title of ehemist and druggzist, do you not
think the tendency of this Bill would be to raise the qualification of the chemists and
druggists as a body, and to increase the number of those who understand their
business ?— Without any Iegmmtwc enactment, the character of that class of indi-
viduals has been much raised already of late years; and I do think that if they
were left alone, the pressure of pllb!u: nplutun is sich that it would force them,
as it were, to have recourse to Iugiu&r aliainments.

1952, Do you think the public have any means of knowing whether a man is a

{;uahhﬂl drug rglst or not, or whether the drogs he sells are g-:m[i or not '—No.
1053. Would not the public be apt to be deceived by a person who advertises
an® prul’eas-:—s himself 10 be superior to others. rather than bLe influenced by
the
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‘the fact of his actual qualifications ?—They are very apt to be deceived. un-
doubtedly.

1954. Then if the law stated that no person should assume the name, or pretend
to be a chemist and druggist unless he were qualified, would not that be a security
to the public against those empirics who are continually deceiving them, while at
the same time it would permit the ordinary general dealers to sell drugs ?--Yes,
certainly ; and [ would visit the party with a heavy penalty if he assume a ttle to
which be has no legal claim.

1955- Sir W, G, Craig.] Would you visit him with a penalty if he did any
thing to induce the supposition that he bad a claim to this title 7—Yes ; if; for
instance, he affixed the title above his door.

1956. Would vou visit him with a penalty if he filled his windows with pill-
boxes, and 30 on ¥—If you allow him to sell drugs, it is obvieus that you must
allow him to advertize to the public that he does =0, either by putting a jalap
bottle or something in his window, or by some other means, so as 1o let them know
that jalap is to be bought at his shop.

1957. Chairman.] Are there not many ways in which a person could let the
public know that he sells drugs, without making them suppose he sells them in the
capacity of a qualified druggist 2 =1 think the distinction might be made quite
obvious if the Bill were to provide that no man should put ** licensed pharmaceu-
tical chemist ™ or “ druggist™ upon his door unless he had a license. think that
of itself would be perfectly sufficient to mark the distinction between those who
have received a license and those who have not. T do not think that prohibiting
a man from potting a bottle into his windows would have any such effect.  There
is one other remark which, with the permission of the Committee, [ will make.
I do think that a great deal of the adulteration of drugs that has taken place, and
that now takes place among the droggists, is the result not so much of ignorance
as it is the result of i:n:we-r_‘,'. I.l'giﬁll1tiﬂ1l cun acn‘umpiish mm’:l:, it s Lrue, bt
there are some things which are beyond legislation, and legislation will never make
an honest man of one who is determined to be dishonest. I am far from wish-
ing to underrate the importance of education to a chemist and druggist, and if you
will let his acquirements be tested by examination ; but I do not think that the
examination cught to be considered as a complete criterion of the competency of
the party so examined. People who are coming before a Board for examination have
a way of reading vp, or * cramming,” as it is called, and are sometimes passed
without having a competent knowledge. 1 should think that an apprenticeship in
a druggist's shop, and being practically acquainted with the details of the laboratory,
would afford better security to the publie, than any examination however rigorously
it may be conducted.

1958. Chairman.] But in cases where the chemist buys all his drugs ready
prepared, what opportunity has the apprentice of learning his business *—I believe
the apprentices are in the habit of having a clause inserted in their indentures,

iving them freedom for five or six months to go into the shop of one of the larger
ruggists, where a laboratory is kept, in order that they may see the processes,
and manipulations carried on, in these estublishments,

1050. Is that the case in Scotland ?—1 have heard of several such instances.

1960. Do vou think it desirable that there should be an agreement between
the apprentice and his master that some facilities of that kind should be given ?
—VYes; everything, I think, is desirable that would increase the apprentice’s
knowledge, and render him more competent,

1961, Sir /. . Craig.] Have you looked at the interpretation clanse, which
says that ** The term ¢ pharmaceuotical chemist ' used in this Act, shall be con-
strued 1o include chemist and druggist, dispensing chemist, and every other term
denoting a dispenser of medical prescriptions and vendor of medicines, not
being a member of the medical profession, or practising under a diploma or license
of a medical or surgical corporate body ™ '—It is very gencral.

- 1962. Chatrman.] Do you understand the object of that definition ?—Yes,
do.

1563. What do you understand the object of it to be ?2—That a dispenser of
medicines shall not have anvthing to do with medical practice, but shall confine
himself entirely to the dispensing of drugs over the counter.

1964. Do you notthink it desirable that there should be a separation between
the practice of the medical profession and the practice of pharmacy 7— Decidedly ;
but 1 doubt very much whether legislation will be able to accomplish it

1965. You think it impossible to effeet an absolute separation *—Yes.

0,42, %3 1966, Do
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1066. Do you not think it should be done as far as it may be found practi-
cable >—1In some respeets I think the proposal is objectionable, on the ground that
although you may declare it to be illegal to give advice, you will not prevent
the public from going to the dispenser of drugs and askimg his advice, nor
will you be able 1o prevent the dispenser of drugs from giving that adviee, by
any Act you can pass. I am satisfied of that. It has been mentioned, I think,
that the Apothecaries’ Company, who commenced as a trading company in drugs,
in the course of vears beeame a body of medical practitioners, The public con-
sulted them, came to them first for their drugs, and then asked for their advice and
went home with both, and were perfectly weli pleased ; and hence they reached an
importance as medical practitioners which was not contemplated at first. In the
same manner I am apprehensive thet however much you may wish to separate the
two branches, the dispensers of drugs and the medical practitioners, you will not be
able to accomplish that separation, and my fear is that you will raise another bod
of practitioners, as was done in the case of the Apothecaries’ Company. 1 thin
that is an important consideration to be borne in mind.

1967. Is it not fair to look at the Continent, and see how the same kind of regu-
lation operates there; and when we find that by making a pharmaceutical chemist
entirely distinct from a medical practitioner, the separation is almost entirel
maintained, may we not expeet a similar result from similar arrangements here 2
~=When you get the political institutions and the habits of the people of the Con-
tinent to be the same as the political institutions and modes of thinking in this
country, you may reason so; but while there is such a difference in all these
respects, you cannot expect the same consequences to follow from the same
premiscs,

1968, Sir W, G. Craig.] Do you think it possible for a person to keep a
druggist’s shop without preseribing to a certain extent 7—No,

196ig. Is it not the invariable practice that persons of the lower classes who
may have an attack of diarrheea or heartburn, go into an apothecary’s shop
and ask for a remedy for their particular complaint, and does he nol, as a matter
of course, preseribe it #—Quite =0, and that practice is not confined to the lower
class of society, but it applies to the higher orders as well; and you will never
prevent it unless you establish some despotic regulations in this country, which
I hope will never be introduced.

1070. Would it not be a preat inconvenience to the public at large, if
dispensing 1o that extent for ordinary and trifling complaints were pmhibil.:ﬁe?—l
think =o.

1971, Chairman.] Is there soy objection to an improvement in the qualifi-
cation of pharmaceutical clemists by the adoption of some such regulation
a> has been alluded to?— Quite the reverse; but 1 would have your attention
mare particularly directed to the large than to the small dealers ; I think the
small dealers are useful in small and thinly populated districts of the country,
and vou cannot well do without them ; but ]PH'Oull;] have the education of
the drysalters raised, for 1 understand that they are very ignorant in England ;
and that they employ subordinates to purchase their drugs, who really know
nothing about them.

1972. I do not understand what you mean by a drysalter; they are not a
class we look on as druggists in England at all :—They often conjoin the two
businesses of drysalter and druzgist, 1 believe.

1973. Sir W. G, Craig.] Are you aware that wholesale droggists constantl
keep drugs which they know to be adulterated to a very large extent, and sell
them at a gradation of price in proportion to the extent of the adulteration ?
~—I am afraid that is the case.

1974. Lord Burghley.] s it not the practice to put up on the doors of snops
and warehouses, * whelesale druggist and drysalter " :—TYes, I believe so.

1975. You have probably seen that #—Yes, [ have.

1070, Chairman.] That 1s to sav, the two trades are combined?—Yes, and that
is my objection ; although 1 would not wish to shut the door on the grocer, 1
think it 1s objectionable to keep open the door of the grocer who sells groceries and
medicines, and to shut the door of the other man whe, though he has not been
licensed under this or any other Bill, has had experience in the compounding of
simpie potions, pills, and so forth, where there is not a demand for a more highly
qualified person.

1975, Chairinan.] You object to the formation of a Board in London, -l--llﬁ

sha
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shall have the nomination of examiners in Edinburgh. Have you heard the pro-
posed mamner of appointing the Board in Edinburgh, which Mr. Mackay men-
tioned this morning *—Yes, I heard partly that statement.

1078. Do you think that that in a great degree wonld remove the objection ?
—No; it does not remove my objection entirely. 1 would have in the Board of
Examiners to be appointed, representatives of the Colleges of Physicians and Sur-
geons, and of the medical faculty of physicians and surgeons of Glasgow; say
one from each of those bodies, the representatives being selected by the respective
colleges, three to benominated by the Pharmaceutical Society, making six in
all, and these forming the Examining Board for Scotland. 1 do not think the
colleges would allow the pharmaceutical body to select the examiners.

1979. Do you think it is constitutional for one corporation to divide the juris-
diction with another corporation 7—1I do not think the College of Surgeons could
abandon their jurisdiction. The College of Physicians also takes a warm interest
in the matter ; and I think they would view witl‘{n disapprobation the nomination of
a Board without one of their number being present, cither as an examiner or as
an assessor, to see that there was a proper and stringent examination.

1980. But secing that this Bill reserves to vour corporation the entire juris-
diction over your own HﬂhiT‘El and your own licentiates, what objection can
you have to another corporation entirely distinet, having jurisdiction over its
affairs —We think it would be superseding us in some degree in our functions, by
allowing the Board in Edinburgh to e entirely appointed by the Board in Lon-
don ; and we think that we are more competent judges, being on the spot, 10 select
the individuals whe ought 10 be upon the Board.

1981. Your object in desiring to have a share in this matter is, that yon
wish to have the examination made sufficiently stringent for the protection of the
public F— Exactly so; and we have no other object. 5

1082. You wish to have a share in the cxamination, in order that it may be
sufficiently stringent ?—Yes; we might be satisfied with that.

1983. Then are you opposing this Bill, and running the risk of its being thrown
out, leaving absolute ignorance to reign, for fear an examination should Le insti-
tuted whinﬁ should only go baif way —No ; ouwr principal cbjection to the Bill is

. not so much on that ground, as that it goes to suppress & useful class of druggists

in the hamlets and villages of Scotland.  'We think it has a movopolising influence
in that respect ; that is our principal ebjection to the Bill. Then another objection
is, that we think if a fond fide examination—a striingent examination—is 1o be

-conducted, we can see no good reason why the Pharmaceutical Society should

Dh:li&l:l to one of our hml_y heiug present either as an eXxaminer or 4s an ASsessor;
and if there is no objection to that, it is surely but an act of common justice to
the body itself that it should select the individual so seut.

1984. Sir W. G. Craig.] This is simply one of the amendments which you
suggest to the Committee to make in the Bill *—Quite so.

1985. Chairman.] As it has been explained that the Bill will not deprive the
public of these uselul dealers in the villuges, but will merely create a distinetion
between the examined and unexamined men, does not that remove vour objec-
tion ?—Certainly ; if a small druggist, an unlicensed druggist, is 10 be allowed
to continue to keep his shop open, but not to assume the title of * Licensed Phar-
maceutical Chemist,” that would remove a great deal of my objection to the Bill.

1986. You object to the infliction of penalties F—1 do.

1987. But you say “that no penalty should be inflicted, except in the caze of
parties fraudulently assuming a title to which they have no legal claim.”  Are you
aware that that is the sum and substance of zll that is required by this Bill; the
pretending to be that which a person i3 not, there being no other penalty what-
ever *—0On reading the Bill, it struck me there were other penalties.

1988, That is the intention of the Bill *—If that be the intention, and if it be so
-expressed, it would remove one great objection which otherwise I mizht entertain
against the Bill.

;’93-;.1. Sir W. G. Craig.] Your impression is that it goes a great deal further ?
—Yes.

1090. Lord Eurghley.] If the small chemist is allowed to sell drogs, but is not
allowed to put up e words © pharmaceatical ehemist™ unless be has pussed this
exnmination, but is uliowed to put up his boxes of pills and bottles in the window,

0.42. I 4 his

R. Hewion, Esq.,
F.R. F. E.

27 April 1552.



136 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE ]

R. Reutou, Esq.,  his customers will not be in the slightest degree affected by the Bill, will they *—
BB T E No, if be is allowed still to keep open his shop as heretofore,

| —— 19g1. But he is not to be allowed to put up the words pharmaceutical chemist ?

27 April 1853, —Undoubtedly not ; 1 would visit his doing so with high penalties.

1992, Chairman.] Then on the subject of penalties there is very little if any
difference between us >—I am glad to hear you say so.

1003. And on the subject of the Board of Examiners the only difference appears
to be as to the jurisdiction ; vou have heard it stated that the Board of Examiners
would not olvject to the attendance of any medical practitioner on behalf of the col-
lege, but the Board require that the corporation should retain its Jurisdiction over its
own body ! —We do not wish to mix ourselves up with the powers of the Phar-
maceutical Society, further than that we would wish if an individual is sent to the
examining Board from the College of Physicians, the college should nominate the
individua! and not the Pharmacentical Society ; that is the whole point ; further
than that we have no wish to interfere, in the remotest degree, with the Phar-
maceutical Society.

19a4. There is another objection which you raise to the third clause, permitting
voting by proxy; you have heard, I believe, that that clause has been altered 2—
I have lieard that it bas been aitered very much to my satisfaction.

1005. Altered in such a way that every member of the society is to have a
paper transmitted to him, which he will send back to the secretary, containing his
vote =—Just so.

1990. So that each member shall have the privilege of voting 7—That is a
decided improvement, I think.

1907. There are heavy penalties against fraudulently obtaining a certificate, are
there not :—=Yes; bat I think that that penalty is a great deal too small. T would
make it very large: a man who could be guilty of such an act of frand as that
I should fine very severely.

1993, Have you any other suggestion which vou would wish to make to the
Comwittee ?—No, nothing else nccurs to me; the objections which 1 had have-
been in many respects explained, and obviated.

Alexander Wood, Esq. .., called in; and Examined,

A. Wood, Esq., 10909. Siv W. G. Craig.] YOU are a Physician in Edinburgh ?—Yes.
M. 1. 2000. Are you Secretary to the College of Pliysicians *—1I am.
g 2001. And do you lecture on the practice of medicine :—1 do.

2002. Are you of opinion that chemists and druggists at present are not suffi-
ciently educated ?—1 think so, decidedly.

2003. Are you aware of the course of education which has been introduced by
the Pharmaccutical Society r—Yes, 1 have paid some attention to it.

2004, Do you think that that course is a judicions one, and likely to be of use?
—1 think it would improve the character of the pharmaceutical chemists who
availed themselves of it to a considerable extent.

2005, Will you stute generally your opinion with regard to this Bill, as to.
whether you thick it would effect the ubjects contemplated 7—I have some doubt
whether the Bill would effect the objects intended by it ; for this reason, that I
think the course of education required would add to the expense which a man
wishing 1o start as a droggist wonld require ; and I think thst in the smaller towns
of Scotland there is not sufficient encouragement for a man to lay out more in
education than he at present does; and that, in consequence of that, many of those
who are tlerably m:h qualified at present, would shut their shops, as they could
not register themselves as pharmaceutical chemists, and their place would be-
taken by an inferior class; 1 believe it would improve the character of
chemists in larger towns very considerably where there is less need of that
improvement.

zo00. Do you think that the public is tolerably well supplied with drugs under
the existing system ?-—1I think the great injury that is done to the public is more
by fraud than by ignorance, and I think that fact is brought out by a report of a
Comnittee of the College of Physicians, who examined into the state of the drugs
which were offered for sale in various of the chemists’ and droggists’ shops. The
report of that Committee, I think, showed that there was more adulteration in order
that the chemists might be enabled to sell medicine at a cheap rate than from igno-
rance ; for example, in the case of laudanum, which ought, by the Pharmacopeia,

o
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to contain a certain proportion of opium, it was found that the proportion had
been very much diminished, in order that it might be sold at a lower price.

2067. Are you aware that it is the practice of these inferior druggists to pur-
chase adulterated drugs at a cheap rate, and afterwards further to adulterate them
themselves 7—1 have had po opportunity of knowing that, but T believe many of
them make up themselves the simpler medicines which they can more easily
compound.

2008, In an adulterated form —In an adulterated form.

2009. Then improving the education of the chemists would not remedy that
evil #—Ne, it would not remedy the evil, unless you could improve their morality
at the sume time. They are just in the same position as grocers; and recemt
inwsxi‘gntinns ino the articles sold by them, show that you can buy nothing at a

cer's shop that is not adulterated ; that is not the result of ignorance, but of
raud. Upon the sawe subject another difficulty occurs 1o me. 1 question how
far an examinaticn would secure the knowledge that is required of a practical
droggist; it is very right 10 examine a medical man or a surgeon as to the extent
of his knowledge, much of which is more purely mental, but a great deal of the
information that a druggist should acguire is of a different and more practical
character, and 1 question bow far that could be brought out in examination,

2010. Chairman.] Supposing the candidate were asked first whether he had
served an apprenticeship or a term of study of practical instruction with a drug-
gist, would not that be o great advantage 7—Yes.

2011. Then secondly, if he were shown a variety of drugs, and asked to tell
what they are, and to deseribe the difference between the good and the bad drugs;
10 puint out the kind of adulterations which accasionally prevail, and how to detect
them ; to explain the chemical compositicn of substances, and the decomposition
-‘on mixing them together, and to give a yeneral aceount of anv preparations in the

harmacopeeia, would not that furnish some eriterion as to the mode in which he

d studied his business =—That is much the kind of examination as that which
the candidate for a surgical diploma undergoes.

2012. Do you not think that such an examination is better that none for
a pharmaceutical chemist i—Decidedly.

2013. Then et present, there being no examination at all for those who prae-
tise simply as 'Ilharmaceutiﬂa} chemists, do you not think that a Bill, the tendency
of which would be to sind a great number of them to a Board of Examiners,
would be an advantuge as far as that goes '— Decidedly ; and 1 have so stated.
I thivk us far as I gathered from the examination of Dr. :i’.l?nmll, it was supposed
that we were offering an uncompromising opposition to this Bill ; we are only
here to suggest what we consider changes essentially necessary in it ; we are
not here to oppose the Bill in toto.

2014. Then you, as the representative of the College, express a general
approval of the chjects of the Eiii?—[ think the first resolution of the College
stules that they see no objection 10 its general objects.

2015. At the time the Committee examined the shops, and came to the
conclusion that the adulteration resulted rather from fraud than from ignorance,
did they 1ake the opporwnity of examining the chemists themselves, so as to
asceriain whether they really did understand their business *—They could not well
do that without involving them:elves ; Lecause to do so would have been at
once to declare something which might have rendered them liable to an action for
danisges ; they did not tell the parties from whom they were purchased the siate
of the drugs.

2016, "Fhﬂn how were you led to form the opinion that it was fraud and not
ignorance ?—IF, for example, it was jound that a chemist did not sell lavdanum of
sufficient strength, an inquiry was easily made as to whether that laudanum was
purchased or made up by himself, and that could be done without involving the
College in any responsibility.

2017. If it was made by them, did you infer that it was made up erroneously
from fraud 7—1 should suppose so0. 1 do not think there would be any difficulty
in making laudanum, prmiSEﬂ the opium were pure, and the directions of the

harmacopoia attended to.

2018. Sir W. G. Craig.] What course did you take when you found adulterated

'-dmga ?— None ; because at that time it was thought that our powers were limited
to a small portion of Edinburgh, but since that time we have had a legal opinion
that they are not

0.42. 5 2019. What
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2019. What power have you of acting in such a case?—OQur charter autho-
rizes us to visit whenever we chioose all the druggists’ shops in Edinburgh, and te
examine into the quality of their drugs, along with one of the magistrates of
Edinburgh ; and if’ we find them adulterated, we can destroy the drugs. Then
we have also the power of examining all parties opening apothecaries’ shops
within the city and liberties of Edinburgh.

2020. Do you exercise that power 7—No ; we have not exercised it for many
years ; first, for the reason [ have already stated among others, that we did not
think our power extended over the whole city, and that it was of no use to exercise
it over a few streets of the city ; but now we have obtained a legal opinion that our
power does extend over the whole city; and second, because we are opinion that
free competition does more to secure good articles than any arbitrary enactments.

2021. Does this power of examination comprise the power of prohibiting those
who act as chemists and druggists, without passing an examination?—I pre-
shme g

2022, Is there any penalty which you could inflict, or must you proceed by
injunction !—By injunction, I presume ; there is no penalty mentioned.

2023. How long have you had that charter t—It was granted in 1681.

2024. And it bas been in abeyance so far as chemists and druggists have been
concerned, has it not 7—No, it has occasionally been exercised, 1 believe.

2025. In your recollection 7—No.

2020. Isuppose at the time the charter was conferred, it was presumed that there
was a necessity for an examination of chemists and druggists 7—I presume so.

2027. Do you agree in that opinion 7—I think it is always advisable to have
men as well qualified as possible.

2028. Have not the medical men enough to do to attend to their own branch
of the profession, without descending to all the minutiz of practical pharmacy ?—
1 should think so.

2o29. Then do you not think it better to entrust this power of examination,
which you have possessed, but not exercised, for so many years, to the hands of
those who are more directly in the habit of practising pharmacy ?—There are
certain fellows of our college who, from our position, especially attend to the
subject ; for example, the professor of materia medica in the University is a fellow
of our college; and from the fuct of our having always issued t{le pharma-
copeeia, we have fellows of the college who direct particular attention to these
matters; and though the general run of medical men may not be supposed to
be acquainted with the minutize of pharmacy, there will always be, in all pro-
bability, in the college some who are acquainted witn them.

2030. But you have never exercised the power you could have exercised 7—
From the first reason 1 have stated ; and secondly, from our doubt as to whether
that was the best way to promote the improvement of pharmacy. We believe we
have dene a great deal to promote the progress of pharmacy by providing a
museum where you can see the drugs absolutely pure ; by issuing a materia medica,
which keeps pace with every progress in pharmacy and chemistry ; and by fur-
nishing in that pharmacopeeia tests for detecting the purity or adulteration of
drugs ; the college have confined themselves to that. There is a strong opinion
in our college that all restrictions such as those in this Bill are either inoperative,
or that they will not be successful.

2031. Is that museum, of which you speak, continually visited by chemists and
druggists for the purpose of their improvement ?—I do not think they avail them-
selves much of the advantages it offers.

2032. Sir . (7. Craig.] You approve of this Bill generally, do you not, pro-
vided it is not made compulsory and restrictive :—1 think its u{jec: is good, if it
succeeds in effecting it.

2033. Chairman.] In reference to these tests which you point out in the
pharmacopeeia, do you not think an educated chemist and druggist is more com- |
petent to vse the test than one who has merely obtained his education from the
ordinary practical routine of the shop ?—It depends on what the education com-
prises. I think a man who has worked among the things himself would be gene-
rally able to detect the impurity of drugs better than a man who bas not, and I
would give an example of that. 1 happened a few months ago to meet with a
man who was not a chemist and druggist at all, but who had acted in a large
merchant’s office in Liverpool, who imported from abroad a number of foreign

drugs. The man showed me his own way in detecting the impurity of drugs ; he
knew
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knew nothing of medicine, nothing but the drugs which eame through his hands ;
and I do not suppuse that a chemist and druggist could have detected the adulte-
ration of these drugs more readily than that man could.

2034. Would that kind of knowledge of the physical properties and the general
appearance of drugs answer the purpose where chemical tests of a delicate nature
were required :—Most decidedly not.

2035. For example, in testing the strength of hydrocyanic acid and the purity of
various chemical preparations #—Decidedly not; and it would be an advantage if
in addition he possessed sufficient education to enable him to use the most delicate
tests.

2036, In the case of tincture of opium, you inferred that because that tincture
did not contain the proper quantity of extractive matter fraud was committed ;
what evidence is there that the opium was not adulterated at the time the chemist
purchased it ?—1 think I said supposing the opium was pure.

2037. Are you not aware that opium is greatly adulterated *—1I am aware of it.

2038, And the quantity of extractive matter it would yield must be affected
by that circumstance ?—Certainly.

2039. Then, would a person who had no chemical information whatever be
able to form a correet judgment of the quality of the opium }—1t depends on cir-
cumstances; it iz a question 1 am scarcely competent 10 answer. I may state,
that any cbjections we entertained to the Bill huve been considerably modified by
undersianding the alterations that are proposed to be made in it.

a040. Sir W. G. Craig.] What further amendments would now satisfy the
College of Physicians ?—1 thiuk there are three points which we may insist pretty
strongly upon.  First, 1 think it would be exceedingly satisfactory to the Fellows
of the college if sume means were taken to secure us against this new class of
pharmaceutical chemists ever rising into medical practitioners ; there is a dread
of it. How far that can be done by legislative enactment, it is not for me to
say. Then, in the second place, 1 think that, considering the strong interest the
college have always taken, and the rights they have, in regard to pharmacy,
they ought to be directly represented in any body that may have charge of phar-
macy in Scotland,

2041. Sir /. Craig.] Would their being ailowed to send a single representative
to the Board of Examiners satisfy that body ?—That would depend on the rumber
of examiners. 1 do not think they want more than an opportunity of exercising
their due influence.

2042. Chairman.] You say the college takes a great interest in this matter,
but at the same time that interest has not been sufficient to induce them to
act in it ; would it not be sufficient if they found that other people took the
trouble of perforving the duty without riving the college the trouble of doing
that which they have neglected to do for so many years #—Y our question assumes
that the eollege have not acted.

2043. | mean in regard to examination i—The college are at issue with the
promoters of the Bill in the opinion that that is the best way for the improvement
of pharmacy ; I think they have acted more effectually in what they have done.

2044. Suppose the college continue to act in the manner in which they have
hitherto acted, and that they leave that process, which they consider of small
importance, in the hands of those who entertain a differeat opinion, would it not be
satisfactory to the college to permit the chemists to proceed in what they consider
the best means of improving the qualification, and that the college shall continue in
their present course '— No, because the moment a Bill such as this becomes law,
examination becomes the lezal test of qualification; it immediately exalts it into
a matter of very high importance; it is a very different thing when 1t is matter of
{}]}!I!Iﬂﬂ.

2045. Then you think the means which would be taken through the medium
of this Bill would interfere with the other means the college has been adopting to
improve the qualification in pharmacy without examination 7—1 think it must be
pericetly evident, as the College of Physicians take the lead with regard to phar
macy in Scotland, and that if a new body were constituted with the powers that this
Bill ‘proposes to confer upon them, the College would be thrown into a very
secondary place indeed with regard to the progress of pharmacy.

2046, Do you consider that by this Bill any power would be given to the
Pharmaceutical Society to interfere with the pharmacopeeia 7—1 see nothing
mentioned in regard to the pharmacopeeia in the Bill.

0.42. g2 2047. Then
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2047. Then all that power would still remain in the hands of the college *—
Yes, | suppose so.

2048, Would it not be probable that the college might obtain some useful
assistance from practical men, if the education of ;ﬁmrrnmeutinal chemists were
improved ?—Most decidedly ; and therefore the college do not wish to dictate
who the Board shall be, but they only wish that they shall have some represen-
tation in it

2049. Do the college wish to interfere with the jurisdiction of the pharmaceo-
tical body ?—I do not precisely understand what jurisdiction is implied.

2050, That being a corporation established for the pharmacentical chemists in.
the same manner as your corporation is established for physicians, would you, for
Enm%a' submit to have a representative and delegate of another body put npon
your Board t—I think the College of Physicians would shrink altogether from
interfering with the internal regulations of any such proposed hody ; at the same
time I cannot regard the preparation of medicines and the operations of the
druggist as a matter solely and entirely econcersing himself. I think the
college have a great and direct interest in the matter, and therefore I would not
look upon it as an improper interference on their part to take a proper share in
the examination.

2051. Do you think that a physician who has speat thirty or forty years in
attending patients, and in reading medical works and giving lectures, is more or less
likely to be acquainted with the manipulation of drugs and improvements in
chemistry, than a chemist who has devoted himself wholly to it ?—There are
fellows in our college particularly well versed in these matters. As regards the
general run of physicians, I do not think they are practically intimately con-
versant with the mioutie of a druggist’s profession.

2052. Then as a body you would admit that cliemists are more practicall
acquainted with chemistry and pharmacy than the physicians ?—1It is to be assu
that they are so.

2053. Then is it not the case, in yvour opinion, that having a corporation esta-
blished for the regulation of their affairs, they are entitled to maintain the inte-
grity of that corporation under their own jurisdiction without having delegates
sent in from another body ?—I think when that body has, by a charter for so long a
period, had certain powers entrusted to them, even though they may not have
carried them out to the fullest extent, they have some claim to hold their position ;
they do not ask for a very strong position, but a position in reference to any new
body that may be constituted for the same purpose.

2054. Sir W. &. Craig.] You regard the formation of this society, in fact, as
an encroachment upon the privileges of pliysicians, and desire to retain your
status in regard to pharmacy to a certain extent —To a certain extent,

2055. Have you any other observation to make in addition to what you have
already stated —I think nothing oceurs to me further than the absolute necessity,
if possible, ol introducing some clause into the Bill, to prevent this body from
practising at all across the counter?

205%5. It has been stated by some witnesses that the absolute prevention of that
would be impossitle #—1I should not wish to prevent it under penalties.

2057. Is not the definition clause, coupled with the fact that no medical man
can belong to the body, a circumstanee which will tend to diminish the practice ?
—As | read the definition clause it seemed to be a restriction opon medical men
more than on pharmaceutical chemists ; as I have heard it explained, however, it
alters that opinion, but 1 suspect that the majority of men, not learned in the law,
would form a different impression of that interpretation clause. I had an idea
that it was a boon conferred upon the pharmaceutical chemists, keeping out from
them wedical men, and that was the general impression, in Edinburgh, of the
tendency of that clavse,

2058. Chairman.] We have had some evidence given respecting the Apothecaries”
Society, and their licentiates having become medical practitioners, and that this
body being a body established for wholly pharmaceutical purposes, it was requisite
to introduce some clause which should prevent a recarrence of abuse by restraining
them su.‘ii:tiﬂr to pharmacy ; do you not think the provisions alluded to have a
tendency that way *—They have a decided tendency that way. May I ask
whether there would be any objection to a direct clause prohibiting any one
who is licensed under the Act as a pharmaceutical chemist from preseribing for

patients ? ;
2059. Could
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2050. Could you suggest any means by which the term “ prescribing ™ should
be defined ; suppose a customer, in buying an ounce of rhubarb, says, * What is
rhubarb good for; how much is the dose for a child six years old " ?—That is
scarcely prescribing, but that is a different case from one in which a person
comes in and states his symptoms across the counter, and receives medicine.

go60. If you could only point out how it could be done, without restricting
the chemist from giving an opinion to a degree which would be injurious to the

ic, it would be intormation exceedingly valuable to the Committee '—1 fully
see the difficulties, but I was requested by the president of the College to bring it
strongly before the Committee.

2001-2. Do you press that objection >—The president of the college was parti-
cularly anxious that that objection should receive its due weight.

Jovis, 20° die Aprilis, 1852.

MEMBERS PRESENT.

Mr. Jacob Bell. | Mr. Wakiey.
Mr. Jackson. Mr. Hindley.
Mr. Deedes, Mr. Farrer,
Mr. Ewart. | Mr, Wyld.

JACOB BELL, Esq., iv THE Caalg,

George Webster, Esq., m.p,, called in ; and Examined.

2063. Chairman.] I BELIEVE that you bave some objections to the Pharmacy
Bill 21 have some objections to it.

206.4. Will you state to the Committee the ground of these uta_iectiﬂnﬁ.?—:\!}‘
first objection is to the incorporation of a new society, which might, I think, be
joined advantageously witn a society already in existence—the Apothecaries’ Socicty.

2065. Do you object to the education of chemists and druggists #—1 do not.

2066. In what manner do you think that the education of chemists and druggists
in chemistry, pharmacy, materia medica, and botany, could prove injurious to
the medical profession, and to the public :—1 think it would very much have a
tendency to raise them to the rank of medical practitioners.

2067. Then as you say you are of opinion that education, abstractedly,
would be desirable, but that the particular kind of education which 1 have
described, namely, an education in chemistry, pharmacy, materia medica, and
botany, would tend to raise chemists into medical practitioners, what kind ‘of
education is it that you think desirable ?—1 see that there is the word “ toxicology ™
introduced bere, and ** materia medica,” and if you take * materia medica ” in the
large sense of the term, you will in fact be so far educating them as medical men,

2008. Did you not know that the word “ toxicology” had been agreed to be
struck out of the Bill, in compliance with the wishes of the Society of Apothe-
caries 7—I was not aware of it.

ﬂﬂﬁg. Do you read the “ Medical Times” r—No, I have not chanced to see
the last number of the * Medical Times,” nor do I generally see it.

2070. Will you look at this paragraph, which appeared in the “ Medical
Times” a week before you published a letter in the © Lancet,” (referring to a
?uage contained in the * Medieal Times” of the 10th of April 1852) 1—(The

itness, after reading the passage), 1 consider this so far good.

2071. Will you read the paragraph, and state whether that in any degree
removes the objections which you have raised to the Bill?—%The course
of education defined in the Bill is limited 10 those subjects which strictly belong
to the depariment of chemistry and pharmacy. Even *toxicology’ is to be
expunged, at the desire of the Socicty of Apothecaries, to remove the pussibility
of the suspicion that the term is used in its extended sense, to include the
medical treatment of cases of poisoning.  The term * chemistry” will comprise all
that was intended, namely, the detection of poisons, and the chemical action of
antidotes.” 1 think that is a material amendment in the Bill.

2072. I believe you are the author of a letter which appeared in the * Lancet”
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of the 24th April?—Yes, and also of one in the  Provincial Journal ” which
appears to-day.

2075. In that article you state, “ Why in the classics, in dispensing and pre-
scriptions, in botamy, in chemistry, in materia medica, in pharmacy, and in
toxicology, which last word may include almost anything pertaining to the
practice of medicine? I am rather surprised, indeed, that midwifery was not
also included, which some chemists now boldly assume the right of practising *?
—Yes; that is written ironically.

2074. Assuming the statement to which I have just called your attention to
be correct, you probably would not have made that remark —Certainly not, as
regards toxicology.

2055, You state in this article in the * Lancet,” “1 do not for a moment
mean to charge the more respectable houses in London and in the larger towns
with resorting to such dangerous practices.” 1 presume you allude to the prac-
tice of prescribing without possessing any medical quaﬁﬁmtinn ?—Certainly ;
counter practice, and even visiting patients at their own houses.

2076, May we infer from that, that the better educated and more intelligent
chemists are less in the habit of transgressing than those who have had very little
education at all 7—1 think it depends more upon the circumstances of the person
who is the chemist, whether he is a large dispensing and vending chemist, or
whether he is a chemist established in a small country town with a small income ;
in the latter case he iz sure to be consulted by the poor, and he will lend himself
to practising over the counter.

2077. Is it your opinion that counter practice by chemists and druggists pre-
vails to a very great extent 7—Yes, to a very great extent.

2078, Do you think that practice is general throughout the country?—Yes, I
believe it is.

2070. And do you think it produces serious evils ?—Most serious evils.

2080. Mr. Ewart.] Do you think it more likely that that practice would be
followed by uneducated or imperfectly educated men, than by men of a superior
education :—1 have stated that it is rather the circumstances and position in
which 2 man may be placed, than his amount of knowledge, that would restrain him.

2081, Cateris paribus, which would be more likely to carry on that practice,
the perfcetly or imperfecily educated chemist?—1 doubt whether you could
restrain him in either case.

2082, We have had evidence before us to the effect that if they were more
perfectly edueated, they would be aware of and would observe the distinctions
between medical men and themselves ; is that your opinion ?--It is not my
opinion that it would be so,

z083. Chairman.] You say that evil exists to a great extent now —Yes.

2084. And that the education of pharmaceutical chemists is desirabler—To a
certain extent, I think it is.

2085. You have stated that the education proposed by this Eill is in your
opinion calculated to increase the evil; will you state to the Committee what
kind of education a pharmacentical chemizt could have that would have a bene-
ficial instead of the injurious tendency you describe 7—From the tenor of my
answers, vou mast gee that in my opinion it is not the amount of education exactly
that would decide the point. '

2086, But the elevation of their position *—I¢ is rather the circumstances in
which the persons are placed ; 1 do not know that I should even object to the
course of education which is pointed out in the Bill, if it were fairly guarded by
clauses preventing chemists from practising the medieal profession.

2087, Have vou observed in the Bill a clause which states that the term
* pharmaceutical chemist " mesns a dispenser of medical prescriptions and vendor
of medicines, who is not a member of the medical profession ; thus for the first
time stating in an Act of Parliament that the medical qualification is not comprised
in the qualification of a pharmaceutical chemist —Yes ; but I do not believe that
that would have any effect upon the publie, especially upon the lower erders of
the public; I think the term * pharmaceutical chemist™ will entirely puzzle the
public—even the higher orders of the public ; I believe they will think it is some-
thing which qualifies men for practising medicine, rather than otherwise.

2088. Will you meution the safeguards you would recommend *—Yes; I would
recommend penalties, 10 prevent illegal practice; I would recommend that
stringent provisions should be introduced into the Bill, to prevent chemists and
druggists from assuming and performing the functions of medical men.

2089, Would

L
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2089. Would yeu also recommend penalties, to prevent ignorant persons from
selling medicines and dispensing prescriptions ?—Yes, T would.

2090. Do you think tEut that ought to be done — Yes, 1 think that ought to
go pari passu with the other measures of the Bill.

2001. Do you think that, with reference to dispensing prescriptions and vending
strong medicines, the safety of the public requires that chemists shounld be
educated men:—1 do not think a very great amount of education is necessary,
hecanse | believe that the cases of poisoning that occur now and then, arise entirely
from accident and mistake, and not from ignorance ; T think there are very few
accidents of that kind that oceur from ignorance ; some shop-boy, or some careless
assistat perhaps, or even sometimes the head of the establishment, goes, and in
the hurry of the moment puts his hand vpon the wrong bottle ; I think that is the
greatest source of the accidents that occur.

2092. Do you think the same principle is applicable to the prohibition of
igm:lrnn: persons {rom selling and dispensing medicines, that is apphicable to the
other case *—Yes, | do: [ would have the chemists educated for whatever their
fanctions are.

2003. Conscquently vou think that every person who assumes a name implying
a qualification should be educated for that purpose :—VYes.

2004. And vou think it should be distinctly understood that he is educated
for that purpose, and for no other 7—Certainly.

2005. If that were expressed in this Bill, would that, in some degree, remove
your olijeetion to the measure '—No doubit it would, and I think it would remove
the objcetion of a large cluss of the medical hody.

2096. But sceing that the Houvse of Commons is not disposed (as we know
from evidenee which it is easy to produce) to restrict the small shopkeepers from
keeping and szlling drugs, do you think that the amount of restriction which the
House of Commons would agree to would be sufficient in the other case.  The
House of Commons would net give an actual prohibition to the sale of drugs by
unqualified persons, and, so far as 1 can judge, the House is indisposed 1o give an
actual prohibition to a chemist from giving an opinion across the counter. Do you
think that if the same amount of restriction were adopted in the one case as in
the other, that that would be as much as you would require ?—1 should require
ar like to see illegal practice, in both cases, put down, for the safety of the public.
I think it is a great defect in the Bill that it does not attempt to do so.

2007. Do you object to the management of the chemists’ affuirs by the
chemists themselves ?—1 see no objection to the chemistis managing their own
affuirs. 1 should certainly have preferred seeing the Apothecaries’ Society taking
the superintendence of pharmacy and chemistry, which was their original function,
te the creation of a new corporation, at all events, with Parliamentary powers ;
and | should prefer seeing the Apothecaries’ Society divested of what may be
called their medical functions, which 1 think they very shortly will be.

2098. | believe you are a licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company :—I am not.

2099. I thought you were in general practice?—50 [ am; but I held my
surgical diploma before 1815,

2100. 1 believe the majority of n:edical practitioners in general practice are licen-
tiates of Apothecaries’ Hall, and members of the College of Surgeons, are they
not #—The majority are, but a great many are not.

2101, That is to say, there are these two corporations to which they can
belong if they think proper —VYes.

2102, And to which they do belong when they tuke a complete qualification :—
Yes, from the unfortunate want of inclination and power in the London College
of Surgeons to examine in pharmaey and chemistry. and the branches thereto
belonging, which the Edinburgh and Dublin Colleges do.

2103. Has not your body within the last few years endeavoured to obtain a
new corporation for yourselves *—You mean the general practitioners ?

2104. Yes*—Having been denied their rights in what they consider their own
college, the College of Surgeons, nothing remained for them but to apply for
that which would give them certain rights and privileges which they do net now
possess.

2105. Do you think it is fair for the general practitioners, who have already
iwo corporations, to apply for a third, and to deny to the chemists the right to
have one*—They do not apply for a third ; an arrangement now exists that the
Apothecaries’ Society, quoad their functions regarding medical men, shall cease
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the moment a charter of incorporation is granted to the physicians and surgeons
in general practice.

2106, Then the same result would be obtained in the event of the Pharmaceu-
tical Society being confirmed as a pharmaceutical body, and the Society of Apothe-
caries merging into the medical corporation, which you desire ?—It might.

2107. Would not that kind of arrangement answer the purpose of all parties,
better than a prohibition to the chemists to introduce the improvement they desire,
and the ereation of a third medical corporation for those members of the pro-
fession who already have two ?—1I do not object to the pharmaceutical chemists
having the management of their own affairs, and even to their having a charter of
incorporation, as far as their own concerns are really affected.

2108, How could they have the management of their own affairs, if they are
turned over to the Society of Apothecaries for examination in the mode you suggest?
—I mean, they should become members and part and parcel of the society, and
have the election of their own officers ; they should become, in fact, one body.

2109. Is it not the fuct that the Society of Apothecaries, who were originally the
dispensers of medicine merely, have become a medical body entirely; and have
not stated it as an objection to the Pharmaceutical Society, that you fear it will do
the same thing F—The Society of Apothecaries is not altogether a medical body.

2110. They all practise as medical practitioners ?—You are speaking of the
ineorporation, I understand.

zt11. Yes '—Very well ; they are sellers of medicine at this moment, and super-
intend the quality of drugs of certain medical men, their own members and licen-
tiates practising in London, and within seven miles of it, I think.

2112. In the event of the amalgamation of the chemists with the apothecaries,
do you not think that that would have a greater tendency to convert tﬂe chemists
into medical practitioners than the plan which is proposed by this Bill, namely,
the creation and the confirmation of a body which excludes medical qualification
altogether 1—1 do not think so, if their own functions were properly gnarded by
stringent clauses, preventing their assuming the character of medical men.

2113. Supposing this amalgamation were 1o take place as you suggest, how
would you provide for the case of those apothecaries who are at present qualified
to practise as medical men? Would vou make two classes of practitioners in
one body corporate ?—Suppesing the amalgamation to take place, I am sup-
posing also that the medical functions of the Apothecaries’ Society would cease
entirely.

2114. Each member of the society having certain functions to exercise, accord-
ng to your present statement, either these individuvals must sink their present
medical functions or must be excluded from the society 2—You have used the
word “ member;” now a member of the Apothecaries’ Society need not neces-
sarily, I believe, be a licentiate of the Apothecaries” Society ; there are members
now who were never examined ; they merely belong to the trading incorporation.

2115. You would then sever the licentiates altogether ?—Entirely.

2116, But you are aware that the members have a vested interest in the
capital of the Apothecaries’ Society 7—Yes, and I would let them retain that as
long as they think proper.

2117. Would you join the chemists on to them —Yes.

2118, By what Aet of Parliament could you compel persons, having property in
an institution of that sort, to hand over a s{uare of their property to others, who
would be considered interlopers >—1I would oot so compel them ; they
other functions, besides being mercly a trading corporation ; by the Act of James
the VFirst, they have certain chemical (I may call them), and it may be pharma-
centical, functions Erante:i to them, by which they examine all those who are to
vend and sell meidicines, #

2119. But if you are to throw chemists into that body, how could you separate
the functions *—By a new Act of Parliament, somewhat similar perhaps to this Bill.

2120. If you object to any portion of the arrangement, except upon the ground
that in your opinion there ought not to be two distinet bodies, and you wish to
amalgamate them, and at the same time to create a new body, in what respect
would you attain your object by sending the chemists to that {yod:,*?—l think it
would be classing men properly together, who. as *members” of the Apothe-
caries’ Society, are merely vendors of medicines, and superintenders of chemistry
and pharmacy ; and on the other hand, the creation of a mew incorporation for
physicians and surgeons in general practice would also be giving them their proper
status ; but these are matters of detail which I think :nigllztl easily be nrrangs}-

2121. 1 am
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27121, 1 am endeavouring to come to some practical interpretation of your
views which could be acted on by this Committee, il possible; are you aware of
the fact, that the principal cause which led to the union of the chemists and
druggists was their opposition to the plan of placing them under the Society of
Apothecaries for cxamination, and that they united as a body throughout the
kingdom to resist it>—1 am aware that the opposition began when a Bill was
introduced into Parliament by Mr. Hawes, which was to educate chemists and
prevent their acting as medical men. L

z122. Do you not know that that was one of the most objectionable parts of
the Bill, so far as the chemists were concerned i—I thought it was simply
because a superintendence of chemists and druggists was to have taken place
under that Act.

2123. Under the apothecaries 7—1 was not aware that it was to be under the
apothecaries.

aj24. Then seeing that that is the fact, which has been proved in evidence
before this Committee, do you not think we should re-open the difficulties if we
proposed 1o do that which 11 years ago the chemists would not listen to for
a moment i—They may have been wrong in their view.

2125. Mr. Wakley.] Have you reduced your oljections to the Bill to writing 7
—1 have some memorandums here.

2126, Succinetly and methodically laid down 7— Hastily laid down, I should
say, supposing I s%muld be examined upon them; I 5I1mjd have no objection to
go through them ; but previous to doing so, to show that I have never objected
to chemists and druggists being properly educated, I would ke the liberty of
reading to you two clauses from a document which, as pi esident of the British
Medical Association, came under my notice and sanction some years ago. The
gth clause in the “ Outlines of a Plan of Medical Reform™ reads thus : © That no
member of the Dritish Faculty of Medicine” (then contemplated)  shall be per-
mitted to fell drugs or to compound medicines, unless prescribed by himself, or by
others in consultation with him, and for his own patient or patients, except in rural
districts, and by special license from the senates, also contemplated.” The 11th
clause is : * That in future all persons proposing to exercisc the calling of chemist
and druggist, or compounders and sellers of medicines, shall undergo a suitable ex-
amination before a Board appointed by the general senate, and be licensed
accordingly, exception being made of persons already so engaged.”

g127. At what time was that 7—That is signed * George Webster, a1,
President,” and “ C. H. Rogers Harrison, Honorary Secretary. July 16, 1839."

2128, Then four years afier that, a charter of incorporation was granted to the
Pharmaceutical Society of London, was it not?—Yes, and I have reasen to believe
that this was the true cause of the agitation which ensued among the chemists
and druggists.

2129. The repeal or abrogation of that charter not being contemplated, but this
Bill being ingrafted upon that charter, and giving to the society additional powers,
will you be kind enough to state as briefly as possible what you deem to be the
evils that will arise to the medical profession if the additional powers contem-
plated by this Bill are granted ?—The chief objection to the Bill is, that it will tend
to perpetuate and continue to incresse the amount of illegal practice of medicine.

2150. Chairman.] You state that as your opinion ?—As my opinion, and as
a sequence from facts which are already well known.  Itis notorious that counter-
practice is carried on to a great extent by the great majority of chemists, and that
not a few cven visit patients at their own houses.  With more education, 1 believe
that such persous would consider themselves better qualitied to give advice, and
treat diseases, though utterly ignorant of the nature and treatment of such dis-
enses; and the publie, seeing a showy diplomag exhibited in chemists’ shops and
windows, will be deceived into a belief that it is a proof of medical qualification.
This has already happened with the present flashy, so-called diploma of the Phar-
maceutical Society. 1 think the term * pharmaceuticul chemist” will greatly puzzle
the public. * Dispensing chemist,” or simply ** chemist,” would be better.

2131. That is your tirst objection *—That is the first objection, anil a great
objection 1 think it is.

2152. Now will you state your next objection ?— Another objection is, that the
I?'e-]nus ought not only to be approved by a general meeting, as mentioned in
clause 2, but also by some high legal authority, or by Her Majesty's Government.

2133. It is proposed to insert that provision; the Secretary. of State is to
do it:—1 am very glad to hear it. Anather objection is, as to the compaosition
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of the Examining Board. I should say, it ought not to be chosen exclusively from
the Pharmaceutical Society.

2134. 1 may state that that is not intended. It is in contemplation 1o
appoint professors of materia medica, botany, or chemistry, as the case may be,
in addition to a certain number of dispensing chemists ; would that constitution of
the DBoard meet your view ?—That would be a great improvement.

2135. It would have been impossible to introduce a very stringent examination
on the voluntary principle, as it would frighten away the very parties it was
desirable to induce to come?—At first, there ought not to be a very stringent
examination ; but I would make the examination compulsory on all, as T have
stated. 1 have no desire of having one part of a business educated, and another not.

2130. Will you proceed with your objections *—Another objection I would make
i5 to the veting by proxy, and not by voting papers.

21537. [ do not know whether you were here yesterday, when it was stated in
evidence that that was altered ; that a clause is prepared by which it is provided
that voting papers be sent to every member *—1 am glad to hear it; I should think
that was sufficient ; I think in all corporate bodies it cught to be <o, to prevent the
effects of irresponsible power ; with me it would be a question also whether the
Bill should extend to Scotland ; I think the authorities in Scotland are perfectly
competent to manage these matters.

2138. Do you not think parties in Scotland are competent to protect them-
selves against the invasion of any Bill which might reler to them ; and if they
are satisfied, do you think the English practitioners would have any right to
cowplain {—Perhaps not; I should object also to widows of pharmaceutical
chemists, or their executors or administrators, being recognized by the Bill, as
they are in clause 15.

2139. Do you not think that the condition, that their shops must be managed by
a qualified person, removes the objection; it not being in contemplation at all
that the widow should be the chemist, but that there should be a qual'iﬁc?ll chemist,
she mll{ retaining the pecuniary interest in the shop 7—To some extent that would
be a safeguard ; but we know an assistant may have no particular interest in the
business ; he may be very careless, he might even be malicions, and might make
mistakes wilfully, to injure, if he took offence ; moreover, there is no responsibility
whatever on widows and executors ; it is the first time 1 ever heardof such a clause
being introduced into an Act of Parliament.

2140. Would not that apply equally to assistants who have masters over them =
—Certainly ; but masters are on the spot to superintend, while a widow or executor
is supposed Lo be perfeetly ignorant of these matters,

2141. Do you not think it proper to protect the interests of a widow, who might
be left with nothing in the world but a business producing a small income ?—1I
cannot enter intc that; [ presume the widows of chemists muost take their
chance with the widows in other trades; and I think the general safety of the
public is of much more importance than even the welfare of poor widows.

2142. Is it not often the case that the widow of a generul practitioner makes an
arrangement with a medical practitioner, she having an interest in it?—The widow
may be allowed an annual stipend from a person who succeeds to or purchases
the right to a business, but it is more frequently that a sum of money is given :
but it would be monstrous if a widow or executor were to have the least power or
responsibility as to a medical man’s business, which you are giving here.

2143. Would there be any objection to the widow having an annual stipend, the
amount of which should depend upon the amount received, in which case she
would be something like a partner *:—It is here said she is to be excepted, I think,
n this clause, and to be called a © pharmaceutical chemist.”

2144. Probably vou think the dbject might be obtained without that clause, by
throwing the responsibility on her superintendent, whoever he might be #-=1I think
the Bill ought not to contemplate any such matter at all. These are matters
arranged by executors and widows, and ought by no means to be purt of a Bill an
50 lmportant a measure as this.

2145. Have you gone through your objections to the Bill >—The interpretation
clause, it appears to me, if vou do not contemplate it yourselves, will prevent all
persons, except members of the Pharmaceutical Society, from practising as chemists
and droggists,

2140. Is thege anything in the Bill whatever which prevents anybody from

practising —Nothing except this interpretation clause.
2147. Have
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' 2147. Have you considered what the nature of the prohibitivn is, viz,, the

adoption of the name without any reference to the practice>—There is the
nalty.

Pcm-;%. For the adoption of a name *—Yes ; but no one is to be allowed to per-

form the functions of a chemist and druggist, or to call himself by any name

which would indicate in reality what his business is.

2149. You will not find any words to that effect in the Bill ; if you look at the
15th clavse, in page 6:—It says, “ From and after the passing of this Aet it
shall not be lawful for any person, not being duly registered as a pharmaceutical
chemist according to the provisions of this Act (except persons carrying on the
said business, at or before the time of the passing of this Act, and except the
widows of all pharmaceutical chemists, or their executors or administrators,
having in every case the assistance of a person duly qualified under this Aet), to
assume or use the title of * pharmaceutical chemist’ in any part of Great Britain, or
to assume or use any other name, title, sign, token, or emblem, implying that he is
registered under this Act, or qualified to carry on or exercise the business or ealling
of a pharmaceutical chemist ;7 that extends to much more than assuming the title.

2150. If you couple that with the other part of the sentence, I think vou will
see that it refers to the assumption of a neme, implying that the person is qualified
to curry on or exercise the business or calling of a pharmaceutical chemist?—It says,
“And if any person, except the persons exempted bythis Act, not being duly registered
under this Act, shall after the passing of this Act assume or use the title of * phar-
maceutical chemist,” or shall use, display, or exhibit any name, title, sign, token,
or emblem, implying that he is a person registered under this Act, or qualified 10
carry on or exercise the business or calling of a pharmaceutical chemist, every such
person shall forfeit and pay for every such offence a sum not exceeding 510, nor
less than 2L” “The inmterpretation clause says, *“The term *pharmaceutical
chemist,” used in this Act, shall be construed to include chemist and druggist, dis-
pensing chemist, and every other term denoting a dispenser of medical prescrip-
tions and vendor of medicines, not being a member of the medical profession, or
gim:tising under a diploma or license of a medical or surgical corporate body.”

ow 1 do not see what title or name would be left 1o him. This would make
the examination compulsory.

2151. That brings us to your objection, which has led to the opinion that this
Bill would increase the practice of chemists and druggists, ard you state similar
facts are likely 10 produce similar results, and that the Society of Apothecaries,
which was originally a society of dispensers of medicine, has become a society of
medical practitioners. Was there ever in any of their charters a provision that
the members of that body should not be medical men *—I am not aware that
there was, or that there was not ; be that as it may, chemists should be prevented
from acting as medical practitioners.

2152. Do you not think the addition of a clause, which states distinctly that the
members of this body are not to be medical practitioners, does materially alter the
facts which existed in comparing them with the facts with reference to the Apothe-
caries” Company *—I do not think so, for the public will know nothing abount this;
they know nothing about Acts of Parliament, and what constitutes a legally

ualified man, or & man who assumes the name and acts without qualification.
y are perfectly ignorant frequently of whether a man is surgeon, physician, or
what he is. :

2153. Do you not think that arises from the fact, that there are frequently in
the same street two shops, one being that of a chemist, and one that of a medical
practitioner, there being no distinelion between the appearance of the two shops,
and that the public go indiscriminately to the one and the other, not knowing the
difference }—=1 believe that to be so, und 1 should be very glad so far that the
same rule of law and equity should be applied to legallv-qualified medical men.
who should assume the functions of chemists and druggists. I should like to see
the clause as to vending of medicines, as stated in the extract from the * Outlines
of a Plan of Medical Reform,” carried out in any measure of wedical reform
which may pass; and that it shall be so carried out that the medical man shall
not assume the functions of a chemist and droggist. But how bas this arisen
Simply because the chemists have assumed - the functions of medicel men; are
fiequently consulted by the public, not knowing that they are not qualified ; and
youog men beginning practice are driven, much against their will, and I think
much against the respectability of the profession, to commence as chemists and
druggists, as well as surgeons and general practitioners. They have a perfect
o 4201z T3 right
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right to do so under the present law, but T should be very glad to see it altered.
On the other hand, I should be delighted to see that chemists and druggists should
be likewise prevented from assuming the funetions of medical men.

2154. Do you not think that a gill of this kind, which recognizes by law the
distinction between a chemist and a medical man, by prohibiting the megir:al man
from belonging to the Society of Chemists, would be a step in the direction you
desire '= T do not see that it would have the least eftect. The medical man, if he
thinks proper, can open a shop as a chemist and druggist at this moment; and for
aught this Bill does, he may continue to do so, and therefore in practice wiil do so.

2155. Do you think it would be fair to expeet chemists to begin by relinguish-
ing all the little encroachments they have been guilty of, and at the same time to
leave the medical men in their present position, of encroaching on the chemists, or
do you think there should be a mutual arrangement between the two i—It should
be a mutual arrangement; but in these cases you forget that the chemists and

“druggists are the aggressors,

2150, Were not the apothecaries equally the aggressors on the physicians, when
they began to assume the functions of medical men, which led to the Act of
18157—Very likely ; but it would be wrong to repeat such evils; and then there
was a great i’nuk of medical practitioners, which is not the case now.

2157. Is it not right to do what we can towards the abatement of those
evils ¥—1 do net think it will be an abatement.

2158. Mr, Wakley.] Your objections appear to be very few !—Very few, but
weighty.

2150. You fear, in consequence of the chemists and druggists being more
highly educated, more confidence might be reposed in them with reference to
medical practice >~~Yes; I think the chemist himself, having a further knowledge
of the applicability of drugs under the head of * materia medica,” which is a very
large E.l'll.f wide term, would be more apt himself to treat diseases,

2160, I would refer you to clause 115 you are already aware that the word
“ toxicology™ is to be excluded ; do you not consider it would be a sufficient safe-
guard il it were put as a proviso at the end of the clanse, that the persons so
examined, that ig, examined before the body named here, should not be examined
in the theory and practice of medicine, and in surgery and in midwifery 7—I think
that is very proper, if there be any intention on the part of the Pharmaceutical
Society, with the powers under this Bill, to further encrcach on the functions of
medical men ; 1 hope they do not contemplate that; but as regards the publie, 1
do not see how that impression could be made on the public miad.

2161, Do vou believe that that would be in a great measure a fundamental
safegnard wgainst their practising as medical men?—It would be well to
introduce it.

2162, Then would it not be a further safeguard, provided that provision or
stipulation were-also introduced into the diploma, so that the public, when they saw
the diploma, would see that the party who had been examined on the subjects
named here had not been examined as to his knowledge of the theory and practice
of medicine, and as to his knowledge of 5111‘%::@' and the practice of midwifery r—
I am afraid in the minds of many persons who consult chemists and druggists it
would not have the effect you contemplate ; still it would be a safeguard.

2163. You think that the public, if they saw that the parties possessed a
diploma, although they had undergone no examination as to their knowledge of
the theory and practice of edicine, surgery, and midwifery, would be disposed
as now to apply to them for advice —I think very few would read it ; they would
see the diploma and certificate, and would never take the trouble to read it

216ig. Will you define as clearly as you can what is the safeguard that you
would raise, so as to prevent chemists and druggists from practising medicine at
all F—1 think restrictive clauses, introducing penalties upon the assumption by
persons of functions which do not belong to them, the same as in the Apothe-
caries’ Society, only allowing conviction to take place before police magistrates
on a common information, or before two justices of the peace, would be a
safeguard.

2165. You are quite aware now that penalties have been recovered in the
County Courts 7—Yes, and [ think that has had some effect ; therefore I believe
that a penalty which would be more easily applied would have a still greater
effect. 1 know it has been said, * It is of no use,jyou cannot stop illegal pl.'u.t:r_."sl.'esuf
this kind ;" but we may as well say we will have no law, because crime will not

LCEHSe.
' 2166, You

sl e




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 149

2166. You are aware that great difficulty exists with reference to the point
where the line should be drawn i—Yes; I have heard it so stated, but have some
doubts as to the great difficulty.

2167. If a person were to go into the shop of a chemist and druggist, and say,
“] have a Pain in my stomach ; will you be kind enough to give a draught to
remove it?” would it be practising medically if the chemist and druggist were
to prescribe and give that draught *—It would be practising medically, and assum-
ing responsibility, seeing he would be ignorant of the cause of the pain, and
would be more likely to do mischief than good by his remedies.

2168. Is that a thing you would prevent:—I1 would introduce the same law
which governs the Pharmaciens on the continent. The Bill is now asking for

t powers as regards the education of Pharmaceutists, and as regards the Phar-
maceutical Society. I think something ought to be given in return ; thut every
safeguard should be applied that is possible to prevent any cvil consequences ;
and it seems to me, that the law which is applied on the continent seems to work
very well. I know, when I went into a Pharmacien’s some time ago, iu Paris,
and wished for some opiate for myself, I was told that I could not have it,
that it was not permitted to be sold. They told me, ** We cannot give it you.”
I said, 1 am a physician.” They said, *“ Oh! then if you will write a prescrip-
tion, we will make it up for you.”

2169. You are aware they are in the habit of presecribing, though not to the
extent that it is done in England ?—I am not aware that they prescribe.

2170. They administer for slight ailments in their own shops, do they not r—
I am not aware of it.

2171. I quite agree with you that great evils have resulted from counter-prac-
tice, and it is most desirable that a distinct line should be drawn between the

tice of medical men and the business of chemists and druggmsts; but to
accomplish that object seems to be a matter of great difficulty, and I have never
yet seen a proposition by which it could really be effected. When you state that
a stringent measure should be enacted, would you be kind enough to point out its
precise nature, because general terms will not do; the Committee would be very

lad to consider it 7—1 will consider the subject, and by studying the detail of
the measure, I may probably think of something which might be satisfuctory.

2172. Do you not think that this Bill tends to draw a more distinct line
between medical practice and the business of chemists and druggists than was
ever drawn before by any statute that bas been enacted ; and I would refer par-
ticularly to the registration clause. In that clause you sec the medical practi-
tioners under this Bill cannot register; consequently, that if a man be proseeuted,
who is a chemist and druggist, for practising medicine, will it not be a very

werful and efficient guide to the court or the judge to be enabled to say, * 1 see
by the statute that a medical man cannot register as a chemist and druggist ;
therefore, if the defendant in this case has been practising as a medical man, it is
only fair to assume he has been practising illegally.” Do you not consider that a
most important provision, and in fact a very powerful guide to the judge ?—
1 think it would be important as regards the medical profession, and as regards the
law of the case, but it would not act extrinsically, I mean on the public ; they ure
not aware of these regulations, and do not understand the nature of the arrange-
ments of the medical profession.

2173. But if the chemist and druggist found that this Dill had the effect of
giving a stringency to the definitions of the existing law, do you not think that he
would then be more deterred than he has been hitherto, from undertaking medical
practice 7—1 think the clause you peint out might do something, but without other
clauses I think it would be very inefficient.

2174. You are aware the law is very stringent in protecting medical practice,
according to the decisions of the judges #— But the expensiveness of it prevents
its applicability in a great measure.

2175. That has beenaltered in some measure in consequence of the proceedings
in the county courts i—If it was still further altered according to the mode 1
have paintedy out, it would still act better.

2176. You also fear the operation of the term ¢ pharmaceutical ' :—Yes.

2177. You are aware the Pharmaceutical Society bas bad its charter now fur
nine years. Can you point to any particular evil that has resulted from the appli-
.cation of that term in the diplomas of the chemists and druggists —No ; Tsuppose
by this Bill it is contemplated that * pharmaceutical chemist ™ should be writien
up over the doors and windows, and it will then come before the public. :

0.42. T3 2178, Chairman.]
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2178, Chairman.] Was not that done long before the existence of the Phar-
maceutical Society 2—Not often ; now, they will be almost compelled w0 do it

I suppose it will be assumed, and if the chemist and druggist think the term is one

of credit and respectability be will assume it.

2170. Are not the terms “chemist and druggist,” and * pharmaceutical
chemist,” synonymous It may be so, but 1 object to it, as likely to deceive the
public.

2180. Could you point out any distinction between the two terms ?—** Chemist ™
applies simply to chemistry.

213t “ Pharmacentical chemist"—does not that mean *chemist and drug-
gist”?—Yes; but a deoggist may be a wholesale drugeist. I would remark
here, that | think it would be well to have two classes; that you should have
the scientific chemist, and the dispensing or vending chemist, and their education
and examination ought to be different.

2182. Would not that complicate the measure very much. Do vou not think
simplicity is greatly to be desired in legislating on a subject attended with so much
difficuity as this #—It is generally ; but here, 1 think, the tendency of a high edu-
cation, such as a scientific chemist ought to possess, would produce a monopoly as
regards the selling of medicines, by the expensiveness of the education, and therefore
it would prevent chemists and druggists in small tewns and in villages from com-
mencing business,

2183. But vou stated before that you thought it was highly desirable that
persons unqualified as chemists should not be permitted to carry on business at
all ’—5o0 [ say now. b

2184. Would not that be waking a monopoly ?-~Certainly ; but it would be a
monopoly for good ; there may be a monopoly for evil as well as for good. :

2185. In what respect dues this monopoly, which merely prevents a man from
assuming a name o which he is not entitled, scem more injurious than a menopol
which absolutely prohibits him from selling salis, senna, rhubarb, &ec. ; is not this
a much more slander monopoly, which simply prohibits persons from d&umving
the publie, than a mu-mpnlg{ which would probibit him from doing any single act ?
—1 presume it is comemplated (and I should like to see it) that all who act as
chemists and druggists should be examined and licensed.

2186, All who profess to act #—All who in fture should de so; and 1 presume
it is the object of the Bill that in future it should be operative upon all,

2187. Would that affect the small shopkeeper in the village, who sells grocery and

other things, including drugs: —I would merelvy make a difference in the examination
and eduveation of a scientific chemist and a vending and dispensing chemist; 1
would not make it too expensive or oo extensive.

2188, Are you aware that this Bill will not interfere with the sale of ordinary
medicines by grocers, huckters, and general dealers in small villages, where no
drugeist could live as a pure druggist #—350 far 1 think it is deficient.

2180. Un the one hand, you object to it that it is 2 monopoly, and on the other
liand that it is not a sufficient monopely {— It may operate in both ways, by allowing
Iﬁg]i]}r educated for mere vendors of medicing should commence as chemists and
druggists ; 1 think I would make a distinction between the two; 1 stated before
that when accidents have oceurred, they bave not arisen so much from the want of
kuowledgze as from carelessness.

2100. Mr. Hakley.] Do you think it would be of advantage, after a certain
term of vears, to interdict legally qualified practitioners from carrying on business
as chemists and druggists, preserving, of course, existing rights 7—In thickly-
populated districts it would be, bur not in very lhinlgr-peupled districts, where it
15 sometimes convenient for the public that the medical man should pow and then
supply medicines,

ignarant people to do so, and on the other hand by requiring that men much too

A, T TR

2101. But still he must be imerdicted from making display 7—Yes, I would 3

entirely do away with anything like open shops. : _
2192. You would confine him to dispensing medicines for his own patients #—
that would be heneficial to the profession at large.

2193. Do you believe that until there is a distinetion drawn of that kind, that

counter practice can ever be stopped F—1T think there may be a difficulty about

it, except upon the plan I bave pointed cut. .

2104. Chairman.] Would it not be very unfair to have traps laid for the public
by the exhibition of two shops, both exactly alike, one containing a doctor and the
other a chemist, so'as to induce the public to believe there was no difference, ‘:Ird
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then when a person goes in for the same accommodation in the one as in the @, Wetster, Esg,,

_other, to subject the owner of the shop toa ﬁirmmuliun if he gave it them ; would M. En

not that be like entrapping the chemist ; as long as these two shops are allowed

to be alike, would it not be unfair to carry on those very prosecutions
speak of #—The difference is this: the one assumes functions for which he is

ot qualified, and the other is fully qualified, and in addition adopts the business

of a chemist, which he has a perfect right to do.

2195. I think several of your objections have been met by alterations which
it is intended to introduce into this Bill?—The small ubjections have been
“obviated.

. 2196. Are we to understand that you still object to the introduction of educa-
‘tion among chemists, in the way proposed *—No; I have distinctly stated that
I do not object to their education, but I object 1o there being no safeguurd, sceing
.you are 1o increase that education.

~ 2197. Do you think it will be better to leave uneducated persons as they are
cnow, at full liberty to assume the name and functions of chemists, and thus to
«leceive and injure the public, than to take the middle course of improving their
education in the way that is suggested ?—1 think it would be better to leave mat-
‘ters as they now are, than to educate and raise other men who would be more likely
‘to be consulted as general practitioners, and yet be entirely ignorant of disease.
2198. Are you acquainted with the condition’of the body of chemists and
“druggists throughout the kingdom, with the total want of qualification in a very
large number of persons, who assume the name and perfurm the functions of
chemists and druggists  —I believe the poorest class are those in country villages,
where groceries are exhibited on the one side and medicines on the other.

2100. You think that abuse better than running the risk of men better edu-
cated in t:l'IEmisIrjr and pharmaey, assuming, on that account, medical functions,
Admitting that it is a choice of evils, do you consider the entire ignorance now
prevailing with many persons better than the risk of the improved education
inducing some of them to practise *—We must remember there are many edu-
cated men among chemists now ; still the majority advise and prescribe for diseases.
: 2200. Is it not desirable the public should have an opportunity of knowing
which are those educated men, and thus distingnishing them from the others,
instead of allowing everybody alike to fit up a shop precisely similar, and thus to
confuse the mind of the public :¥—My great doubt is, whether the public will be
‘able to distinguish.
|+ 2201, Will they not, if no person except a qualified chemist is allowed to fit
up a shop like a chemist's shop, and assume the name:—-If it were known, that
is the case.

. 2202. Are you aware that that is the only object or tendency of this Bill :—I
think there are many others.
2203. There is no probibition to the sale of drugs or the dispensing of medi-
“eines, provided the person does not exhibit the emblems and assume the namer?
I think you introduce other elements of a much more dangerous tendency. There
8 one point connected with quackery, the sale of quack medicines, which I am
ry to see chemists carrying on to a great extent,
. 2204. Do you not think the 21st clause would tend o create a distinction
between the ordinary chemist and the patent medicine vendor ; that clause states,
““that nothing in this Act contained shall extend or be construed to extend to
affect or in anywise interfere with the wrades, businesses, or occupations of
‘drysalters, vendors of drugs or chemicals vsed for any other than medicinal
purposes, or makers, compounders, or vendors of any stamped, patent, or pro-
-;gj'ﬁlrtﬂr medicines, or of horse or cattle medicines, but that all such persons
~Tespectively shall be entitled to earry on their respective trades, businesses, or
_@ecupativns, in the same manner, to all intents and purposes, as they respectively
might have done in case this Act had never been passed, subject to the condition
Ahat, in so doing, no such persons shall assume the name or title of a pharmacen-
dical chemist, or nse, display, or exhibit any name, sign, token, or emblem,
implying that he is a persen registered under this Act”?—That is, in truth,
®xcepling certain persons from the provisions of this Bill who sell those poisonous
compounds, many of them patent, and oiher medicines, but it does not prevent
Ahe educated ehemist from doing the same thing. :
« 2205. Do not apothecaries sell patent medicines as well as chemists 7—1I am
| Mot aware of it; very few, if any do.

042, T 4 ' 2206. I allude
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2206. 1 wllude to those who keep shops, and have their windows filled with
them ?—Then it is an evil; I would prevent the sale of patent and quack me i-
cines by every means in the power of the Legislature. -

2207. Would not that open out a fresh difficulty with the Chancellor of the
Exchequer 7—The duty is so small that it would not be worth contending for; e
doubt if it amounts to 200,000 I a year; nay, 100,000 £, while the benefit to the
public would be incaleulable, both as to health and morality.

Marshall Hall, Esq., m.1., called in; and Examined.

2208. Chairman.] YOU have been for many years in practice as a Physician :—
For 35 years.

2200, During that period you must have had an opportunity of observing the
condition of the chemists in reference to their proficiency in the practice of phar-
macy *—Yes. _

2210. Do vou consider that they are sufficiently educated—The
of course constitute a very large class; 1 know some very scientific chemists who
are fully qualified to prosecute their profession, but many others are not s
nualified.

2211. Do vou think it desirable that there should be a regular system
education introduced :—1T do certainly. :

2212. You are aware of the efforts which have been made by the chemists and
druggists for several years past to introduce that system, and to obtain a law which
should recognise that >—1 cannot profess to know much about it, because it hias
not fallen under my notice particularly ; but T am aware that that has been
Cilse.

9215. Have you seen the Pharmacy Bill 7—Yes, I have.

2214. Is there anything in that Bill which you consider objectionable ?—That
is a question which T could not answer, for I have not scen it sufficientl _
enable me to form a decided opinion ; but I may say, at the same time, that I think
its general object is excellent.

2215. You approve in general of the olject and tendeney of the Bill asa means
of improving chemists and droggists 7—I entirely approve of the plan of insuring
greater science 1o the pharmaceutical chemists, based on improved education,
tested by examination, and attested by a diploma. '

2216. Do vou see sny objection to that examination, and the regulation of
body being under the jurisdiction of the corporation of chemists and druggists
themselves *—No, 1 do not.

2217, Do vou think it desirable that there should be a distinction between the
several classes in the profession ; that is, physicians, surgeons, and pharmacentists £
—Certainly.

2218. l;n vou think that the same privilege which is eranted to the physicians
and surgeons, of managing their affairs, is due also to the chemists and druggists ¢
— Undoubtedly. 5

2219. Do you not see in this Bill evidence of a desire on the part of the
chemists 1o avoid embarking in medical practice ?—I have already said that 1 am

not prepared to give an opinion with reference to the details of the Bill, not having
seen it sufficiently, and not having had it in my possession, though I have cast
my cye over It.

2220. Do you think the provision that no medical man can belong to the
society, or be pluced on the register of the society, is evidence of a disposition 10
keep the chemists distinet from medical men 3—1] think it is evidence that they
wish to keep the chemists distinct. |

2221. Do you think the omission of the word * toxicology,” for the purpose
of avuiding any misunderstanding, is further evidence of a disposition on the part
of the chemists to keep within due bounds *—Yes. ¥

2222. Do you think it would be possible by any law to introduce a suddem
revolution with reference to the abuse of counter practice, and the interference
of chemists and medical men respectively, and with the functions of each
other?—It may be difficult; but however difficuit, I think it ought to Le done
absolutely, and at once.

2223. But if a diploma should in future be given only to those who have been
examined, and who are properly educated, would not that tend to clevate the
whole body of persons possessing that diploma:—Yes, I think so; bat 1 tﬂuﬁ

i
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that such diplomas should be of the simplest kind, and’ should be conferred
under a distinct pledge, in honour, on the part of the receiver, not to interfere with
the medical office. I would put them upon their honour, I think a diploma may
have its abuse as well as its use; to chemists of the hizher grades it would be a
just right, but by those of the lower it mizht be displayed, and might delude the
ignorant, who might be apt to sec in it not only a testimony to chemical, but to
medical attainment.

2324, Do you not think the improvement of education to the establishment of
a system of ethics among the body, similar to these which exist in other profes-
sional bodies, would have a better effect on the minds of the parties concerned,
than a simple enactment of stringent penalties, which would subject them to
constant prosecution 7

Yes, I am no advocate for the infliction of penalties.

s2a5, You would rather trust to the inercased education and intelligence of the
men, and consider that when they are elevated in that wav, they wounld be less
likely to encroach 7— Yes ; but I should like that there should be a distinet pledge in
honour, without any fear of a court of justice.

2226. Do you think that such a pledge should apply to a case in which a
customer asks a chemist a few questions as to the use of a particular drug, or
where he states the case, gives the age of the patient, and asks the dose?—I think
there is no question of little or great in these cases; it is a matter of principle.

aaa7. If a patient were to go to a chemist and buy an ounce of jalap, would you
deny to the chemist the privilege of stating what quantity should be taken for a
dose 7—Yes, I would ; besides, it is a difficult quesiion to determine what the
dose should be, a scruple or half a scruple.

2228, Suppose the patient were to take balf an ounce :—I would allow the
chemist to say he should not take so much as balf an ounce.

2229. Up to certain limits, you would protect the patient from taking an over-
dose F—Certainly.

2230, What safeguard would the public have if the chemist, who onght to
know in some degree the proper dose, is deprived of the power of answering such
questions ?—I am perfectly aware that that is a very dificult question, but at the
same time I think that all persons know pretty well, with regard 1o what medicine
they purchase, what dose they ought to take ; itis in fact very difficult to determine
very often what dose should be given ; in the casc of jalap, I think it is a parti-
cularly difficult question ; and in the case of scammony, it 15 still more difficult.

2231, Or calomel 7—Yes.

2232, Or James’s powder?—No; I think in James's powder there is no diffi-
cully ; you may take any quantity of that.

2233. Are not all these medicines continuvally put into medicine chests for
family use 2~-That is going to the root of the matter; query as to the propriety
of a medicine chest.

2234. You object to the public keeping medicine chests —1I think if they would
limit themselves to rhubarb, and magnesia, and manma, they should have them.
My opinion iz, that the chemist shovld give no judgment about the matter; |
think that is the only way of Keeping a perfect distinction between medical and
chemical practitioners.

2235. Then in the coursze of education which you think chemi-ts ought to
undergo, do you consider that a knowledge of the doses of medicine proper to be
given should be excluded *—Entirely.

2236. You think that no chemist should pay the least attention to the quantity
required of any medicine F—Yes, [ do.

2237. Then supposing it happens that a physician, by some accident, such as
the patient talking to %ﬁ[m while he is writing his preseription, orders a dosc
cight times as much as he intended ; an ounce instead of a drachm, or some over-
sight of that sort; do you think that the chemist ought not to be able to dizcover
the error, and call on the physician, and so prevent mischief arising from the
mistake *—There can be no question about that.

2238, How could he know that such a mistake Lad been made, if he did not
know what was the proper dose !—Common sense would teach it to a man whe
had been one or two years in the chemist’s shop.

22309. Would common sense teach him what was the proper dose of jalap
No; and with all the sense I have, I do not alway: know what the dose of jalap
should be ; if there is an irritable state of intestine, no jalap should be given.

2240, Is there not an ordinary dose, wi}:ch, subject to certain exceptiens, may
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be considered a safe dose of that as well as other things ?—1 think jalap is a very
rough remedy.

2241. With regard to mediciues in general, in a Pharmacopezia, which is issued
for the information of chemists, and as a guide, are not the doses stated, to prevent
aceidents occurring ?—Yes, they are stated, but they are stated for the use of the
profession ; for these to whom the Pharmacopaeia belongs, asa guide in practice.

2242. Do you consider that that division of the Plarmacopeeia relating to the
doses is not addressed to the chemists at all, but to the medical men?—1 think
that that part of it is addressed to medical persons, and that the composition of
medicines is addressed 1o pharmaceutical persons.

2243. If you found a chemist totally ignorant of the dose of any medicine, wonld
vou consider that on that account he was unfit for his business, or would you econ-
sider that it was a matier of no consequence?—1I think they ought to know what
is a poizonous dose.

2244. Bur how could be find out whether it was a poisonous douse or not #—A
person might not know whether it was proper to give 5, 10, or 20 grains of
jalap : but yet he might know that he ought not to give half an vunce.

2245, Sometimes extreme doses are given, are they not7—Yes; if any suspi-
vion arose an appeal would be made to the physician.

224fi. Is there not in some medicines a great variation in the dose ; for instance,
laudanum, hemlock, and various opiates ?—Yes, the dose must be determined by
the preseriber, whoever he may be.

2247. Supposing the chemist had a prescription brought to him, in which there
were two of three drachms of landanum ordered in a dose, do you not think the
chemist ought to make an inquiry of the medical man by whom such a dose had
been preseribed =—Yes, because be ought to know that that is a poisonous dese.

2248, And the same with respect to muriatic or nitric acid *—It would depend
on the dose. I should say that no chemist of integrity or of science would do a
wicked or foolish thing.

224q. How would you have him aequire that cxperience and science except by
a regular and systematie course of education; would you have him pick it up in
the shop by ebservation :—It is very difficult ; we avoid many sources of danger
by that kind of education.

2250, Ina majority of cases the chiemist has the preseription brought to him,
and would not learn the doses from compounding the drugs; one would have
expected he would know enough to preserve the patient from accideqt 2—I think
that where a remarkable dose is prescribed, it may be well for the chemists to have
a communication with the preseriber, to know whether that is the dose intended.

2251, Then the chemist ought, in your opinion, to know enoogh to be able to
distinguish a remarkable dose*—1 do not choose to limit the knowledge of any
man, because knowledge is always vseful ; but | am_sPEakiug with reference to
the present qudstion, whether a chiemist ought to be taught the doses of medicine
fit to be given ; in other words, tanght to prescribe,

2252, Do vou think that a chemistought to learn toxicology —Y ¢s, inasmuch
as e ought to know the chemical nature of the medicines he sells, and he ought
to be able to deteet poisons.

2253. Then do you think that toxicology ought to be included in the curriculum
of examination for a chemist '—Chemically, yes; Ithink, if he is to be properly
qualified, it ought.

2254. Do you approve of the omission of the word “ toxicology,” in compli-
ance with the wish of the Society of Apothecaries ?—Certainly, if it has to do with
medical practice.

2255, It never was intended to have to do with medieal practice, but do you
think that the word * chemist ¥ would include that #¥—Yes.

2256. Do you think that chemistry, pharmacy, materia medica, and botany,
are subjects with which the ehemist vught to be acquainted 7—Yes,

2257. Then as far as the l:urrlcu%um of education is concerned, you do
not object to it *—Certainly not.

2258. Mr. Wakley.] What are your chief objections to the Bill before the
House F—1 have stated that I have not sufficiently examined the Bill to enable
me to answer that question satisfactorily. I have never had it in my hands for
any sufficient length of time, though I liave run my eyes over it eursorily.

2259. Do you consider that it would be advantageous to the public to provide
for the better education of chemists and druggists >— Certainly. i

2200.




SELECT COMMITTEE ON PHARMACY BILL. 155

2260. In that branch of buziness to which they belong ?—Certainly.

aa(i. Do vou believe it desirable to draw as distinet a line as |h055ib|c between
the business of a chemist and druggist, and the profession of medical prac-
titioners r— Certainly.

2262. Do vou consider it wrong for chemists and drugaists to practise medi-
cine T—Certainly.

2263. And do you comsider it wrong for medical practitioners to act as
chemists and druggists 7=—I think there are localities in which that canuot be
avoided.

2264. Do you think it necessary that they should make a display as chemists
and druggists, by keeping open shops, exhibiting coloured bottles, and so on ?—
Certainly not.

22(5. And selling things which do not strictly pertain to their business?
Certainly not; but I may say, that I was for nine years a physician in the country.
and therefore 1 happen to know that there are many villages where, if the medical
practitioner does not impart drugs to those who require them, the inbabitants must
go without them altogether.

226fi. Therefure, in such situations, you would not prevent qualified medical
practitioners from selling drugs ?—No.

2207. Do you consider thatit would tend to draw the line much more distinetly
than it now exists between the business of chemists and druggists, and the prac-

tice of medicine, if at the end of clanse 11, which refers to the examination of

candidates for the diplomas contemplated by this Aet, any provision were intro-
duced to the effect that the candidates should not be examined as to their know-
ledge of the theory aud practice of medicine, surgery, and midwifery ' —Yes, [
think it wonld be very useiul,

2268. Do vou consider that there is any objection 1o the term * pharma-
ceutical” 7—None at all.

22b0. Mr. Wyld.] Would it be possible, do you think, for a medical practitioner
in the country entirely to abstain from dispensing drugs ?—1 think there are
localities in which it weuld be impossible ; if they are to be sold at all, they must
either be sold by him or by a grocer.

2270, Is it your opinion that it would be impossible to dispense with that
body of gentlemen who combine surgery with the dispensation of medicines in
some districts of England 7 I understand the question to be, whether it wounld be
possible to eispense with those gentlemen who both preseribe and administer
medicine ; 1 have always thought that that would be impossible.

2271. You have not seen the Bill '—I never had it in my hand until to-day.

2272. Are you acquainted with the system of Continental education ?—[ have
been very much on the Continent.

2273. Do you know the course of examination adoped for the pharmacien, as
he is ealled #—1I do not know all that it comprises.

2274. Are you aware that the examination of a pharmacien is conducted by
two physicians and by two pharmaciens F—Yes ; T think I know that.

2275. Will vou refer to the Bill that is before you. Do you find that it con-
tains any provision that the examining body shall be compesed of any other class
of gentlemen than pharmaceutical chemists 7—I suppose it is not so, but T have
not read the Bill over with sufficient care to enable me to say, but I think they are
to be examined by pharmaceutists.

2276. Chairman.] And medical practitioners *—Yes,

2277. But that will be at the discretion of the council, according to the Bill;
by the Bill the council are to appoint the examiners. Do you see any objection
to the council having the power of appointing the examiner, it being understood
that by the bye-laws they will appoint two or more professors, being medical
practitioners, in addition to pharmaceutical chemists *—It is difficult to answer
that question. [ have much disapproved of the conduct of the councils of some
public bodies.

2278. These bye-laws being subject to the revision of the Secretary of State,
would not that be a safeguard to the public 7—1I think that is most imporiant.

2279. Mr. Wyld.] From your great experience, do you think it would be

r that in the constitution of the council of the Pharmaceutical Society there
should be others than pharmaceutical chemists on the council, who are 1o be the
examining body for the licentiates of the Pharmaceutical Society 7—No; it strikes
me that it would not be necessary that others should form part of the council. The
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pharmacewtists have a right to their own council, and the question would be as
to the examiners.

2250. Would vou allow the examiners to be pharmaceutical chemists only, or
would you incorporate with them some other branch of the profession, such as
physicians F—I do not see any reason why physicians should be incorporated with
them ; they might be appointed examiners, but if the question be one of exami-
nation on pharmaceutical chemistry only, 1 do not see the necessity for it.

2281. You think it would be perfectly satisfactory it the council were composed
of pharmaceutical chemists #—1 certainly do ; 1 do not see any objection to that.

2282, Mr. Waklew.] Is there any remark that you would wish to make to the
Committee '—1 think [ have said 1 am of opinion that the diploma should be of
the simplest kind, and that it should not be displayed in the window any more than
a country apothecary should display drugs in his window ; and I think it is
very important to be stated, that the chemists can have no pretension to a know-
ledge of anatomy or of disease, and therefore cannot, in honesty and truth,
preseribe. 1 consider counter practice, as it is termed, to be as great an evil as any
torm of quackery ; by the loss of precious time, by the want of a just diagnosis, the
real difficulty in the practice of physic, and the consequent loss of time in the
administration of the appropriate, and perhaps energetic remedies, disease is too
frequently permitted to pass, from the early and curable, to the inveterate and
incurable stage, the consequence being lingering dizease or loss of life.

2283, Chatrman. ] Is it not the case that an intelligent chemist, when applied to
by a patient, refers that patient to a medical man, whereas a chemist who 1s quite
ignorant would have blundered on and prescribed himseif *—The chemist very
often sends a patient to a physician,

2284. Do you not think that a chemist who is properly educated would be
more sensible of the responsibility he would incur by doing that for which he has
not been educated at all, than one who starts with ignorance altogether ¢—1I think
that is a question that would be determined more by his integrity than by the
amount of knowledze he possessed.

2285, Do you not think that a chemist who has a character to lose would be
more desirous of maintaining it, and more convinced of tue responsibility he
ineurred by giving advice, than one who has no character at all #—As honesty 1s
the best policy, 1 think that would be the case.

2286. Having been trained in correct views on this subject, would he not be
more likely than the other to maintain a proper system of ethics between himnself
and medical men =1 think he would. 1 think that science ought to make us
more high minded, and therefore that such a person so informed would be more
likely to act with eredit to himsell and others.

2287, Do you not think that a Bill tending rather to elevate the character of
chemists would tend also to promote a proper feeling than otherwise 7—Yes,
I do.

Edwards Crisp, Esq., m.p,, called in; and Examined.

2288, Chairman.] YOU have heard the examinations for the last three days?
—Yes,

2289. Would you favour the Committee with any remarks that you have to
make upon the subject of the Bill 7—I approve of the general principle of the Bill,
that every chemist and druggist should be examined, and that no person should
sell drugs without having passed an examination ; but I specially object to making
this a club or corporation, which it will be, similar to the 22 corporations
(including the new Irish colleges) which now exist in this country ; this will make
the 23d ; but not only are there 22 corporations, but there are 27 various diplomas
granted. I have, with great labour to myself, ascertained the qualification of all
the mediezl practitioners (10,947) whose nantes are contained in the London
Medical Directory.

2200. Mr. Wakley.] This Bill does not refer to the medical profession; this
Bill does not constitute a medical corporation ; it constitutes a corporation com-
posed of chemists and drugaists ; it is only a Bill for increasing the powers of an
cxisting trading corporation 7—Allow me to say I think it has a most important
hearing upon the medical profession, and I have heard statements made here
which are quite erroneous. It was stated just now that a few members only of the
medical profession were members of the Apothecaries’ Company only, whereas the
fact is, that there are more than 1,000 medical practitioners who are mrmhﬂ!E_
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of Apothecaries’ Company only. There are sixteen or seventeen hundred who  E. Criep, Esq.

have only the college diploma. 1 have all the statisties in a small paper, whieh i
shall be happy to read to the Commitiee, if the Committee wish that 1 should do
so. 1 am more especially anxious, however, to correet an error which sceurred
in the speech of the honourable Chairman in the House of Commons, as to
the term * apothecary.” It was assumed that the apothecaries of 1815 were
gimilar to the chemists and droggists of the present time, whereas in truth there
is no analogy whatever between them. The apothecaries of 1815 were educated
and intelligent men, and from them the very Lest men we have had in our pro-
fession sprung.

22g1. Mr. Wyld.] That was before the passing of the Apothecaries’ Act?—
Yes ; with reference to the condition of the Apothecaries ; when the apothecaries
were separated from the grocers; and I think this is a most important question
which has not been investizgated ; because the assumption is that there is an analogy
between the chemists and druggists of the present time, and the apothecaries two
hundred years ago ; then many of the apothecaries were cducated men, and they
had 19-20ths of the practice of this metropolis. I have abundant cvidence to
prove that fact. T have an extract from the minutes of the College of Physicians,
which distinetly states it, and it must have been so, becanse the number of phy-
sicians was so limited ; that college passed the most tyrannical and unjust bye-laws,
limiting their number to from 20 to 5o, thereby encouraging quackery; they
were the nurses of quackery, and they also compelled the public to resort to
apothecaries, who ziterwards had nearly all the practice in London.

2202, Chairmar.] Perhaps you will be kind enough in any observations you have
to make, to eonfitie yourself, as much as you can, to the question of pharmacy ;
the present Bil' being applicable to that subject only *—1 thought it important
to correct an error which appears to prevail.  In the year 1704, Mr Rose, an
apothecary, was prosecuted by the College of Physicians for practising medicine ;
the Court of Chancery decided against Mr. Rose, but the matter was taken to
the Housr of Lords, and decided, that he was a legal practitioner and eould
prescribe medicine ; that was 148 or 140 years ago; but at the time the Apothe-
caries’ Act passed, some of the best men were among them.  Dr. Mason Good,
the only Englishman living in the last century who wrote a complete treatise on
the practice of medicine, was an apothecary. At present, who are the leading
men connected with your own Plarmaceutical Society 7 Dr. Pereira was an
apothecary. Br. Alfred Taylor, a great authority on toxicology, was an apothecary ;
in fact, I may state, some of the best men are those whom the Colleges of Physi-
cians and Surgeons are pleased to brand with the title of apothecary. Butitis a
false title ; the apothecary is the present chiemist and druggist who keeps a shop,
and not the gentleman who has a medical and surgical quahfication, whereas those
who brand Lim with the title of apothecary are themselves imperfectly educated.

2203-4. Mr. Wyld.] Do vou say the old apothecary is the present chemist and
druggist'—No; the old apothecary, I believe, is not at all analogous to the pre-
' sent chemist and druggist. May I be permitted to read this small extract from
the annals of the London College of Physicians? 1 think itis important, as it will
tend to remove many of the doubts which appear now to exist upon the subject.

22g5. Mr. Wakley.] What doubt do you refer to ?—With resard to the ana-
logy between chemists and druggists of the present time and the apothecaries 150
years ago, the following extract trom the college annals, dated 1st March 1694, is
very explanatory :—* Dr. Torless reports, that on hearing the City of London
petition asainst the Apothecavies’ Bill, the apothecaries’ counsel (by instructions
from them), as the College Committee were informed, did, without reason or
occasion given by the college, use very reflecting expressions against the members
of it, as ‘negligent, careless, and uncharitable ;* indecd, making them of little
uze in comparison with the apothecaries, who, by reason of their great knowledge,
skill, and care, which they very much enlarged upon, were more necessary than
they were; for the apothecaries corrected the errors of the physicians’ bills. They
had 19 parts in 20 of the praciice of physic in London, and tley took care of all
the sick poor and servants in and about London, who must otherwize perish
without their assistance ; for the doctors would not come to the poor without fees,
nor to the rich if at dinner or in bed, whilst they came at all times, and gave
their advice and physic 1o the puor for nothing ;” with many other expressions of a
lfl_liﬂ nature, showing that at this period, in 1604, nineteen-twentieths of the prac-
lice of this metropolis was in the hands of the apothecaries.

0.42. us 2290. Chairman.)
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2206. Chairman.] At present we have nothing to do with any disputes existing
Letween medien! practitioners ; but the business of this Commiltee is to consider
the propriety of introducing a Bill for regulating the qualifications of pharma-
ceutical chemists ?— But I thought it my duty to endeavour to correct the error,
which has prevailed to a great extent.

2207. Mr. Wyld.] Your object being to show that modern chemists and drug-
gists are not identical with the old apotheearies *—Mr. Bell, in his apening speech
in the House of Commons, made the analogy.

2208. Chairman.] The statement was that originally, long before 1815, the
apothecaries were dispensers of medicines, and had become medical practitioners ;
but that it was the object of the Pharmaceutical Society, instead of following in
the steps of the old apothecaries, to retain the functions of pure pharmaceutists ;
was not that the substance of it *—Not exactly, I think ; T believe I may say that,
in point of fact, ninety-nine out of a hundred of the whole population of this
coantry were attended by apothecaries two hundred years ago.

2200. Mr. Wakley,] As there are several other gentlemen waiting to be examined,
perhaps you will be so kind as to direct yvour attention to two things chiefly; one
is in what way the enactment of this Bill would injure the medical profession ;
and secondly, in what way it would injure the public *—I think it would injure
the medical profession, because there is no restriction with regard to illegal prac-
tice. A young man now beginning practice labours under this disadvantage, which
would ke greatly increased under this Bill : he is often compelled, contrary to his
inclination and much against his pride, to keep an open shop; to put bottles in his
window, and to sell drugs, because he finds that the little property he has must
soon be expended if he does not pursue this course, which it is nm’:msnrg for him
to pursue in order to compete with the chemist and druggist, whose chiet profit in
many places in populous districts arises from counter practice. The very practice
which I think young practitioners oughi to obtain, is obtained by chemists and
druggists, and I think this Bill would greatly increase that evil, because the
cnemist and droggist would teke a title superior to that of the apothecary. T
hold that the tide * pharmacentical chemist” is far superior to that of an
“apothecary,” the name with which the College of Physicians and Surgeons up
to this time brand a general practitioner, and say “that from time immemorial
he has been designated an apothecary;” omly the other day, in a memorial
to Sir George Grey, that was stated. Then another monstrous anomaly would
result. A physician mngr mect a chemist and droggist in consultation; there
is no law against that; but if a licentiae of the London College of Physicians
were to meet the most celebrated man in Scotland or Ireland, he would be
subject to a penalty of 5 L, and also might be committed to Newgate ; the college
annually announces this in the Medical Directory ; or he may be sent to any prison
in London, except the Tower, if he meets a physician who may bave 10 times the
knowledge witich he himself possesses,

2300, Chairman.] That is totally foreign to this Bill, because there is nothing
in the Bill which at all binds or affects the College of Physicians or any individual
medieal practitioner, for they are all exeluded from the operation of the Act
the 20th clause. You have stated your objection to a corporation, on the groun
that there are muny other corporations existing?—There is another observation
which I would wish to make with reference to the subject of bye-laws. Lookingat
the history of corporations, knowing that the intentions of charters have been
entirely set aside by bye-laws, and knowing that only the Secretary of State will
regulate these bye-laws, 1 think, knowing that hitherto we have not been guarded
against oppression by the Government, we ought to be extremely cautions (not
that we can prevent it), but we ought to protest against allowing the Secretary of
State to have that power. I think it would be no protection whatever; the bye-
laws have been the greatest curse to science and to the Emi‘-:saiun. and from those
bye-laws thousands and tens of thousands of lives have been sacrificed.

2301. These corporations of which vou speak are corporations among the
medical profession, are they not -—Yes.

2502, Is there any eorporation existing which regulates the practice of phar-
macy, in its correct sense r — Not any. h _

2303. Is there any reason why, there being 22 corporations representing the
medical profession, you should deny one corporation to the chemists and drug-
wists #—Looking at the evils which have arisen from these corporations, 1 thin

we should be extremely cautious in giving the same powers 1o this corpnmli;?uﬂ
whic
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which may abuse the trust reposed in itas much as the others have dene ; it may
becowe a trading corperation ; your preseut president and vour vice-president are
wholesale druggists.

2304. Chairman.] No; the vice-president is a retail druggist >— Knowing that
in other corporations men can put money into their pockets in various ways, and
1 shall have uo difficulty in showing that they have endeavoured to fiil their own
pockets ; they have had no regard for the gencral welfare of the public, nor for the

od of seience 3 the history of all of them proves this, and, therefore, I think we
should hesitate hefore giving such powers to this corporation,

2305. Mr. Wyid.] Your oljection is to medical corperations in general 7 —Yes ;
I think we ought to have a faculty of medicine, and the senate ought to appoint a
bady to examine chemists and drugeists ; 1 think also that the term ** chemist and
druggist™ is better than that of ** pharmaceutical chemist,” for the term * phar-
maceutical chemist ™ iH:plies more than the qualification which these gentlemen

2306, Mr. Wakley.] To whom would you refer the bye-laws for confir-
mwation 7—I would have a general senate to regulate medical affairs, and this
senate should, I think, regulate and adjust the examinations; I have most
important evidence here in a small compass, and if sueh evidence has not been
given to the Committee, I think its practical import will at once be seen.

2307. As there is no present probability of eur having the senute to which
{Du refer, and as there is a probability that this Bill may be enacted into a law,

shouid like to know to whom you would refer the bye-laws of the council for
confirmation or approval 2-——Then 1 think it would be better that the Bill should
nut pass, than that you should allow this body to enact its own bye-laws. I
think the confirmation of them by the Secretary of State affords no protection.

2308, If the Bill should pass, to whom would you in the Bill provide that
thie Uye-laws should be referred for confirmation or approval. Would it be satis-
factory to you if they were referred to the colleges? —Not at all. I do not think
they are to he trusted.

2300. Nor to the Secretary of State, with due notice to medical colleges ?—I
think a bedy of men might be appointed by the Secretary of State to approve or
not approve of these bye-laws; but I think, that if they were referred to the
Secretary of State, whose mind would be occopied with other matters, the most
unjust and direful consequences might result.

2310. Would you prefer referring them to two judges of the superior courts
I do not think they would be competent to do it; and voless vou have a national
faculty of medicine, I can see no chance of framing any neasure which will he
salutary and beneficial to the public.

2311, Chairman.] Suppose at a future time such a provision as you de-
scribe were to be introduced, and that a medical senate were to be appointed,
would it not be very easy in that Bill to substitute the senate for the Secre-
tary of State, in reference to the supervision of the bye-laws. You are aware
that it was in contemplation to have such a senate some time ago, and that
that senate would have been in the position in which it is proposed to place the
| Secretary of State ; would there be any objection, seeing that that has vot been
done, to making the education of chemists and drugyists as perfeet as possible
now, and introducing subscquently the jurisdiction o such a senate when it
{exists 2—1I think there would be no objection to the passing of this Bill, if the
{ powers which are conferred by it were more restricted. 1 thunk that to compel
{ehemists and druggists to undergo an examination is most necessary ; but [ think
there shiould be no exceptions, and that you ought not to allow some men to
| belong to this society, and others not,  In England not a single man bas distin-
| guished himself as a pharmaceutical chemist, whereas on the Continent most
[ vuluable discoveries bave been made by them.

2312. Is not the fact of their not having distinguished themselves in this country
[ to be atributed 10 the want of legislation 7— Yes, proper legislation.

2313. Do you not think that the best method of rectifying the evil is 1o com-
auence by introducing a law which shall provide for their education ?—But con-
nected with this subject there are many things that are antagonistic to everything
connected with science. With reference to whal has been said as to the amount
puid to Government for patent medieines, I may state that 1 have taken the trouble
10 investigate the returns for 38 years, and I find that the Government has received

U.42. U4 1,3090,000L
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£. Crisp, Esn,, l,jgﬁj,u[u_u I in respect n:'.-LIf quack mndininus,‘ for stamps alone, hnsiflﬁ an immense

M. D, revenue from the advertisement duty, and from the license ; then if you take into
account the enormous sum derived by the press of this country, who will write
articles on sanitary reform, but admit all the quack advertisements into their
papers, and take money for a state of things not very creditable to the press. |
know that in sayiug this, I am not likely to benefit myself, but I do not care about
that. I am looking to the interests of the publie, and 1 think that persons who
vend quack medicines are not entitled to any scientific name whatever, It is
disgraceful to the Government and to the people of England that such a thing
should be allowed.

2314. Would you apply the same observations to medical men, who keep open
shops and sell quack medicines ?—Some from poverty are perhaps compelled to
do it; but T may state that 15 or 16 years ago a gentleman was expelled from the
Medical Soeiety of London, because we learned that he was the proprietor of a
quack medicine in America, so much do we set our faces against anything con-
nected with quackery ; but I know that there are men who, from poverty (1 hope
that is the cause of it), are compelled to do it

a315. Mr. /yld.] You think that some legislation is necessary 2—1 think it is
most important.

2316, But you object to the prezent made of legislation 7—Yes; 1 think that
the effect of it will be to make this society like one of our present corporations.
1 beg the Committee to understand that they will form a very erroneous notion, if
they think that because the medical profession have not petitioned against this
Bill, they are thercfore lukewarm with regard to it. They have petitioned the
House of Commons so often without success, that they ﬂaef they are not repre-
sented there. 1 know, from expressions which I have heard from various tle-
men, that their impression is, that although they object to this Bill, and think
that its provisions will be injurious to the profession, they feel it is of no use to
petition ; they feel that a few men govern the majority. That is my own convic-
tion, and 1 believe that nine men out of ten general practitioners are of that

ﬂpltllﬂn;

2317. Yon have said that a great many people practice as pharmaceutical
chemists without a proper qualification.  1f the course of education which this Bill
purposes to give to the pharmaceutical chemist be carried out, will they not be
entitled to that distinetion —I am aware that we cannot obtain perfection at once,
and after a time these objections may be removed ; but the principal objection to
the Bill, T think, is, that there is no restriction to illegal practice. I have known
instances in London of men whoe have attended lectures at an hospital, aa}ring, LY ]
am not legally qualified to practise, but I have attended lectures.” 1 think that
if this Bill passes that may be done by pharmaceutical chemists, 1 think there
cught to be an cntire stop put to counter practice by chemists; and although it
may appear to be a harsh measure, yet, if you put the good into the one scale and
the evil into the other, the good will so greatly preponderate, if the course I have
suggested be adepted, that 1 think it ought to prevail. A pharmaceutist in
France cannot prescribe, and see what the pharmaciens in France have done for
science ; but they do not practice; if they do, they are subject to a penalty of
500 francs the first time, 1,000 francs the next, and imprisonment the next.

2318, Chairman.] If you cannot pet all yvou desire in one Act, do you not
think it desirable that you should get a part, and so go on in the right direction ?
—If 1 sce positive evils in this measure, which in my opinion will preponderate
over the good, I think rather than allow the Bill to pass in its present form, we
should be mueh better without it ; 1 only look here to the public good.

2310. Then you think it would be better for the public to have their medicines
from a great number of persons without any education at all, than to introduce the
system of education which is provided for by this Bill z—1 look at the two evils ;
il these persong, without education, are to prescribe over the counter, then I think
that evil would rather counterbalance the evil at present resulting from many of them
Leing ignorant of drugs.

2320. Does not that evil already exist to a very great extent, throughout the
kingdom !—It does, no doubt, and [ may mention a circumstance much in favour
of this Bili : the College of Physicians have very little to do with the preparation of
the pharmacopoia ; they get Mr. Phillips and other people to prepare it. I may
also correct an error with regard to doses of medicines : there is nothing in our

pharmacopeeia
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pharmacopeein as to the doses; this pharmacopeia is published in Latin; the
College of Physicians refuse to have anything to do with the translation of it, and
yet the chemists are not required to know a word of Latin, There isthis monstrous
anomaly ; the College of Physicians publish a pharmacopeia in Latin, and the
chemists are not required to be acquainted with this language ; the compound
soap-pill, so called by the College of Physicians, contains ene grain of opium in
five, and I can suppose that a boy in a chemist’s shop would be very |i|u!|:,r, with
that compound soap pill, to make great mistakes. Many mistakes which are made
by these ignorant persons are not discovered, but that many such mistakes are
made 1 have not the slightest doubt.

2321, In spite of your admission as to the existence of this state of ignorance,
among persons assuming the name of chemists, you ohject to the attempt which
is now in progress for getting rid of that ignorance ¥—I look to the future. 1
hope that by-and-by the people of this country will be better represented ; I
hope that we shall get a different class of men in the House of Commons, and
that they will frame a Bill that will be for the public good ; Tlook to that event,
and looking to that event, I think it is better not to have a clog put upon the
wheel by such a Bill as this.

2322. Mr. Walley.] You say you think it most desirable that counter practice
sheuld be entively stopped —-1 do.

2323. I quite agree with you; now I ask, as you are a writer, whether you
have ever tried your hand at drawing a clause, or a Bill that would effectuate that
desirable object 7—I have not taken the trouble, because I know that in a
neighbouring country it is done, and I know that Englishmen can do things
better if they are not erippled, than most men, both physically and intellectually.

2324. Are you quite sure that the practice is stopped in the neighbouring
country F—From extensive inquiries which 1 have made, and T have gone into
many shops for the purpose of inquiry, I think it is; I went to France, and
remained there three weeks, for the purpose of inquiring into their institutions.
In France, there are about ten thousand doctors of medieine, seven thousand
officers of health, and five thousand pharmaciens, and the officers of health there
undergo a medical and surgical examination.

2325. They are the second class of practitioners, are they not7—Yes, and the
distinction is perfectly kept. 1 believe it may occasionally happen that a phar-
macien will transgress, but I do not think it common ; and knowing that this law
prevails in another country, I think it is a great stigma and blot on the name of
an Englishman to suppose that he cannot do what is done in France, and the
effect of which is known to be sood and beneficial.

2326, I believe there is no difference of opinion in France as to the salutary
effect of the measure. Do you say that counter practice does not exist in
France ?—1 believe not.

2327. Will you undertake to say that it does not 7—Not to a great extent.

2328. Mr. Wyld.) If it exists at all it exists illegally :—Entirely.

2320. It is against the French law 7—Yes,

25330. Your great objection to this Bill is, that it will hinder a general measure
of medical reform ?—Yes.

2331. Chairman.] Or is it that you have objected to this Bill being passed
first i— 1 think that if such a Bill as this is allowed to pass, it will interlere with
the passing of a general measure of medical reform hereafter ; although I confess
that I have but litle hope of that, for we tind already that the College of Physi-
cians and Surgeons bave charters given to them without the consent of the
profession.

2332. Could not this Bill be engraited afterwards on a general measure ?—
With considerable alterations.

2333. And in the meantime would it not have the effect of inducing the appren-
“tices and assistants to exert themsclves, in order tb pass an examination, and
would it not thereby raise the qualifications of chemists and druggists 7—1 think
that might be done without the Bill.

2334. Are you aware that it has been tried for 11 years, and that it has been
impossible to do it without eom pulsion #—But this Bill is not compulsory, because
it does not affect all. ,

2335. It only affects those who establish themselves as pharmaceutical chemists
and druggists, and who assume that neme and title {—I am afraid it will be a
kind of club, in which certain men will assume the power of lording it over
others, I think it is a very unnational measure, and I am afraid that it will be a
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repetition of one of the evils from which we have so long suffered. If you could
compel all men who sell drugs to pass an examination, it would be another thing ;
but I can see vo reason why one man should undergo an examination, and
another not.

a336. Is there not a manifest distinction between the two cases, inasmuch as
one deceives the public by professing to be what he is not, and the other simply
assumes a name which his diploma entitled him to assume ?—I think the Govern-
ment should so legislate as not to allow the public to be deceived.

2337. That is the sole object of this Bill; but would you net, in addition to

that, allow the public to get herbs from an old woman, or certain drugs from a
huckster in a smali village :—With reference to that question, I may state that in
France even herbalists undergo an examination ; they are not allowed to sell hem-
lock, for instance, and other things, unless they have undergone an examination.
. 2338, Then &5 it not your opinion that this Bill does not in point of fact do
enough '— I think it does too much, and at the same time not enough ; the term
** pharmaceutical chemist,” I hold, is a better title than that of apothecary; in
fact, the apothecary is a shopkeeper,

2330. And so is the pharmaceutical chemist, is he not?—-To a eertain extent ;
but the very term “ chemist ™ implies a certain degree of scientilic apquirement,

2340. Mr. Wakley.] But the term “ pharmaceutical chemist ” is in use, and the
Pharmaceutical Society exists 7—I know that, but very few chemists and drug-
gists assume the title of ** pharmaceutical chemists.”

2341, Do you find that the asswnption of the title has brought those who have
assumed it into medical practice 7—1 believe that the public are so ignorant upon
this subject, that they would value the diploma of a pharmaceutical chemist as
much as the diploma of a member of the Colleze of Surgeons.

2342. How do you propose to enlighten the public }—By establishing a
National Faculty of Medicine, and compelling all persons to undergo an ex-
amination,

2343. Who do you find now to be the greatest supporters of quacks ; do you
fined them to be persons in hbumble circumstances, or those holding more clevated
positions in society; are they more fostered by the aristocracy than by others?
—1 may answer that question by saying that I think the greatest fools are
the greatest supporters of quacks.

2544, But in which class do you find the greatest fools 7—That is a question
which 1 should scarcely like to answer.

2345. Mr. Wyld.] Do you think, supposing this Bill should pass, that the
majority of persons would prefer being members of the Pharmaceutical Society,
instead of becoming licentiates of the Apothecaries’ Company ¢ —1 apprehend
that the Apothecaries’ Company is not to last very long, and 1 think it is scarcely
necessury to bring the Apothecaries’ Company into this discussion, unless you
intend to make the Apothecaries’ Company examiners of chemists and drugg;i.su,

2346, You state that in your opinion the title * pharmaceutical chemist” isa
higher scientific title than that of *apothecary™ ?—I speak of the title, and not
of the examination.

2347. Do you think that a young man wishing to go into practice would prefer
being & member of the Pharmaceutical Suciety to becoming a licentinte of the
Apothecaries’ Company =—If he intended to practice generally, I think he would
prefer being a member of the Apothecaries’ Company.

2348. Then the Pharmaceutical Society would not, in fact, injure the Apothe-
caries’ Company —It would injure the members of the company.

2340. Chairiman.] But not as a company ?—I do not consider that ; that is a
matter which I should never consider. \

2350. Is there anything else which you would wish to state to the Committee ?
—1 should very much like, if it is not out of place, to read to the Committee the
analysis | have made of the names of the London Medical Directory, and also of
the reports of the Universities of Scotland, which includes the statistics of the
qualifications of all the practitioners in this conntry whose names are in that
Directory. 1 think it has a moest important bearing upon this subject.

2351, Mr. Wakley.) That would assume this Bill to be a medical Bill, which
it is not 7—1 am afraid that it is intimately connected with the medical profes-
siun ; it is establishing, as a Pharmaceutical Society, a number of gentlemen who
sell quack medicines.

2352. But it is not establishing a society ; the society already exisis !—As a
private club.

2353. It

.
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2353. It is a chartered body at present, and no medical practitioner can, under
this Bill, be registered as a member of it, if there was a distinet line between the
man acting as a chemist and druggist, and the man acting as a medieal practi-
tioner ——But there will be a difficulty, which I am sure the honourable Chairman
will see at once ; how could a medical practitioner get rid of his diploma® If I
thought fit, 1 could become a pharmaceutical chemist, but the public would know
thatli have certain gualifications as a medical practitioner, and would flock to me ;
it would be impossible to prevent medical men then from practising ;  although
they might not call themselves medical practitioners, but pharmaceutical chemists,
they would, in reality, be known to be medical men.

2354. This Bill is only the first step; there must be a beginning '—I know
that difficulties must necessarily arise, but I look to the evil, aud to the good, and
I think, looking well at the two, that the Bill in its present form ought not to
pasz; [ think it will be injurious to the general practitioners of medicine who
compose the great bulk of the profession.

2355. Can you doubt that it would be an advantage to the profession, if the
examiners were interdicted from extending their examinations to a knowledge of the
theory and practice of medicine, and to a knowledge of surgery and midwifery ?—
I am afraid that that would be of no use. If a pharmacentical chemist goes to a
hospital, and attends lectures, and tells his customers, It is true I have no diploma,
but I bave had a medical education,” they would go to him as a medical man.

2350. But if he were prosecuted for practising, thi= Bill would aid in procuring
his conviction, would it not ?—Can the Committee point out any clause in this
Bill under which be could be prosecuted ?

2357. The question referred to a prosecution under the Apothecaries’ Act?—
There has been no eonviction at present with regard to counter practice.

2358. No, I believe not, but this Bill would make it illegal ?—I should like to
state one circumstance with regard to myself; I am a member of three corpora-
tions ; I have written to those corporations as a member; I have no voice in
anything they do; I have asked them how they spent their money, but they will
not give me the slightest information on the subject.

2350. Chairman.] Will you allow me to observe, that all this which you are
now stating, has no reference whatever to the Bill which is now under the con-
sideration of the Committee ?—1 am afraid that much misconception prevails as to
what the effect of this Bill will be.

2360. According to the charter of the Pharmaceutical Society, and according to
their bye-laws, all their accounts are to be published annually and are w be printed,
so that it will be absolutely impossible for abuses such as those of winch you
speak to occuri—The College of Physicians was constituted originally upon the
most liberal principles; it was called a ** commonalty;" all were to be admitted. But
afterwards they made the most illiberai bye-laws, and I think there is no reason to
suppose that this society mn{ not ultimately do the same thing, even although
their bye-laws must receive the sanction of the Secretary of State, and why the
society may not become as bad as our present corporations. I judge from past
experience, and [ see no reason against that at all.

2361. Mr. Wyld.] You object to this Bill as establishing a society which will

one more to the corporations now existing ?—Yes.

2362. Will you state what is the number of existing corporations *—1I have here
a list of all the corporations.

2363. Chairman.] How can you consider this a medical corporation, when no
medical man is admitted into it7—No medical man may be admitted into it, but
yet they may practice as medical men. Many men would prefer counter practice
to going out, and they will tell you that they get a great deal more money behind
the counter than they get by visiting patients ; what iz done behind the counter is
done quickly, but that is in effect just as much visiting a patient as if you go out
to visit him.

2364. Mr. Wakley.] How can you say that the effect of this Bill will be to
add to the nomber of our corporations, the Pharmaceutical Society having now
been in existence for nine years?—Yes, as a chartered society, and so have wmany
others of minor importance ; the Medico-Chirurgical Society is a chartered society,
but this Bill increases the powers of the society.

2365. It does not create a mew corporation 7—It may be called a new cor-
jporation ; it is an altered corporation entirely.

2366. But the number of corporations will not be increased in musequence:‘

0.42. X 2 o
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of the enactment of this Bill; that cannot be said?—At any rate 1 think that
this statistical evidence which I have prepared, which has cost me weeks and
months of labour, and which had never been obtained before, should be read
before the Commidttee. Tt is very short; it will not injure this Bill at all, but it
may possibly induce some persons who read the evidence given before this Com-
mittee to think that the state of our profession is such that something ought to be
done for it.

2367. Chairman.] But this Bill is a Bill for regulating the qualifications of
pharmaceutical chemists merely 7—1 consider that it has a great deal to do with
the question of medical practice.

2368, Mr. Wyld] 1f you think it important with reference to this Bill,
you may state to the Committee what is the result of the examination which
you have made with reference to the statistics of the medical profession ?—
I have made an analysis of the names in the London Medical Directory for
1849, and also of the reports of the universities of Scotland, and the following is
the result. I find, in the reports of the Commissioners of the Universities of
Scotland, that from 1776 to 1826, 2792 students graduated in Edinburgh duri
these 50 years; I have made an analysis of the names published in the * Edinbur:E
Medical and Surgical Journal ” from 1805 to 1850; the lists for the year 1846,
1848, and 1849, for some reason, being omitted. The number in these 42 years
is 3,805. OF these I find, 1,058 were from England, 50 from Wales, g82 from
Ireland, 1,250 from Scotland, 450 from our colonies, including a few from other
countries. The members of the College of Physicians of l}?dinhurgh are very
limited, and I am unable to obtain the list of the members of the College of
Surgeons. At the University of Glasgow from 1776 to 1830, 574 graduated in
medicine at this university ; oo of these were from England, 180 from Scotland,
135 from Ireland, 19 from the British colonies, and 21 from foreign countries,
From 1817 10 1830, 265 took the degree of magister chirurgiz; 10 of these were
English, 104 Scotch, and 82 Irish. L'rom 1826 to 1836, 523 graduated in medi-
cine, and 194 took the degree of magister chirurgize ; 72 of these were from
England, 293 from Ireland, 303 from Scotland, and 21 were foreigners. At the
university of St. Andrew, from 1800 w0 1833, 650. From 1834 to 1850 the
number of graduates amounted to 563. At the University and King's College,
Aberdeen, trom the year 1800 1o 1840, I find the number admitted is 475;
only 79 of the graduates are Scotchmen. At Marischal College and University,
from 1776 to 1830, 451 d in medicine were obtained, ‘Then, as
to England; in June 1849 I made an analysis of the London Medical
Directory ; the numbers for the present year would, of course, differ to a slight
extent, but the labour is too great to induce me to undertake a second exam-
inution, and no important good would result from it. In London and the suburbs
there were 2,567 practitioners ; about 275 are practising as physicians, and
probably about go who call themselves pure surgeons; but of these the greater
number preseribe in_ all cases ; the remaining 2,262 are general practitioners. Of
the 2,567, 1,670 are members of the College of Surgeons of London (of these,
035 ure members of the Apothecaries Company also; 5306 are practising with
only the College of Surgeons’ diploma ; the remaining 109, in addition to this
diploma, bave taken degrees at British and foreign universities) ; 251 are licen-
tiates of the Apothecaries’ Company only ; and of the remaining 281, 71 were m
practice before 1815, 150 have refused to state their qualifications, and the rest,
{215), are variouslv qualified ; 538 of the above have obtained degrees from British
or foreign universities ; Cambridge, 46; Oxford, 26; London, 63 ; Dublin, 18;
Edinburgh, 171; 5t. Andrew’s, 61 ; Glasgow, 39; Aberdeen, 22 ; foreign univer-
sities, g92. The Provineial Directory contains the names of 8,380 practitioners,
and they are thus qualified :—Degrees: Lambeth, 4, not including Sir C. Clarke ;
Oxford, 14; of these 12 are M. p,, and two 3. B. ; Cambridge, 62; 44 of these
AL, D., 17 M. B, and one .M. London, 50: of these, 25 m.p., and 34 M. B, ;
1iublin, 24 : of these M. D. 14; M. B. nine ; L. K., and Q. c. one; Edinburgh, 535 ;
and 211 of these possess no other qualification ; St. Andrew’s, 118 ; Glasgow, 99 ;
Aberdeen, 64 ; foreign degrees, 105; London College of Surgeons and Apothe-
caries, 3,008 ; College of Surgeons alone, 1,127 ; Apothecaries’ Company alone,
-8%7: Londen Hall, College, and Edinburgh surgeons, 9; London Hall and
Edinburgh surgeons, Go; London Hall and College, and Glasgow surgeons, 4 ;
Lomedon Hall and Cul]r_"ge., and Dublin Hall, 4; London Hall and Gh!gﬂw

surgeons, 10; London and Glasgow surgeons, 3; London and Edinburgh
surgeons,
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surgeons, 17 ; Edinburgh, surgeons alone, 113; Dublin, surgeons alone, 14;
Gmw, surgeons alone, 32; London College of Physicians, without any other
named qualification, 12; in practice before 1815, or diplomas not stated, 1,408,
The Irish diplomas amount to 42; the Scotch to 1,064; the foreign to 103;
and 506 are practising with Irish, Scotch or foreign qualifications alone. Then
as to the price of the medical and surgical diplomas in the United King-
dom, I find that in the United Kingdom 27 diplomas may ke obtained, all varying
in price and quality; they are as follows: England—Archbishops and Bishops,
1; College of Surgeons of London, 2; College of Physicians of London, 3;
Apothecaries’ Company, 1; University of London, 1; Oxford, 1; Cambridge, 1.
Ireland—College of Surgeons, 2; College of Physicians, 1; Apothecaries’ Com-
pany, 1; University, 1; Queen’s College, 1. Scotland— Edinburgh College of
Surgeons, 2; College of Physicians, 1 ; University, 1; Glasgow Facalty of Phy-
sicians and Surgeons, 2; University, 1; St. Andrew’s University, 1; Aberdeen, 2.
It must also be remembered that at the Universities of Oxford, Cambridge, Lon-
don, and Dublin, some only take the degree of m.5. The price of the parchment
varies as much as the requirements to obtain it. Thas, the College of Physicians
of London charge 24 18s for the country license (for rural knowledge), and
56 L 17s. for metropolitan parchment. The College of Surgeons of Edinburgh :
assistant surgeons in the Navy, 2/, 115 6d.; Fellows of the college (entry money),
2500, The price of the degrees of ».p. at Cambridge varies at different col-
leges: St. Peter’s, 114 7s.; Clare Hall, 13/ o0s. 24.; Pembroke, 74 2s.;
Caius, 174 ; Trinity Hall, 20f. ; Corpus Christi, 10/.; King’s, 6L 45.; Queen's,
124, 7s.; Catherine Hall, 151 ; Jesus, 10l 63s. 84.; Christ's, 8/. 25.; St. John's,
10l.; Magdalen, 8L 6s.; Trinity, 14/ 185.; and Emanuel, 8/, Number of
diplomas sold at the London examining boards during the year 1350, and the
money received exclusive of stamp duty : University of London, 48 admitted,
cash 3o5L: College of Physicians, country 5, London 16, 7694 125 ; Apothe-
caries’ Company, 258, about 1,000/ 124.; College of Surgeons, Members 371,
=420 ; Fellows 12, 1261

John Rose Cormack, Esq., m.0., called in ; and Examined.

236g. YOU are a Graduate of the University of Edinburgh, ure you not :—I
am, anid a Fellow of the College of Physicians of Edinburgh,

2370. And in general practice’—No, Iam not in general practice now ; I have
discontinued that for some time past.

2371. Do you consider that the examination and better education of chemists
and druggists is desirable ?—1I do; so much so, that when the Bill was first brought
before Parliament I signed a petition in its favour, which I would not do now, not
‘because I object to the principle of the Bill, but because I think that this is not
exactly the time to legislate upon the subject, and that in some of the details the
Bill might be amended.

2372. Will you have the kindness to suggest any detail in respect of which
you thiuk an amendment would be desirable 2—It is a very difficult thing without
previous preparation to commit one’s self to the details of any measure of this kind,
and I should rather confine my answers to general principles.

2373. What do you suppoese would be the effect of the Bill on the medical
profession ?—1 think that a good and well digested Pharmaceutical Bill would be
very beneficial to the medical profession ; but I am afraid that this Bill in its present
state, and in the present predicament of the profession as regards medical reform,
would be injurious,

2374. In what way do you think it would be injuriousi—In the first place I
thivk it would be injorious, because it would retard, and complicate the great
question of medical reform.

2375. Do you not think it would have the effect of removing one of the ob-
stacles by making provision for the better education of chemists and druggists? —
No; I think it would complicate the question immensely : and for this reason, that
2 large body of the general practitioners wish a separate college or incorporation; if
“this Bill is passed, 1 may say, without going into details, that [ am quite sure that
the effect of it would be to bring the questiun of a new college into fresh agitation,
and thus inmensely to retard medical legislation.

£376. What do you think would be the effect of the Bill upon the public P—I
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J. R. Cormack, Fsq., think the effect of the Bill as it at present stands, and without certain safeguards
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being provided, would be injurious to the publicin this way, that it would bring into
greater competition than at present the humbler class of general practitioners with
the chemists and druggists, and that it would in that way cause in a number of
localities the medical practitioners to be really superseded. 1 say so, because I
have acerstained from my intercourse with medieal men that in the poorer localities
the chief’ profit is derived from consultations which take place in the shop, and
that those who have a lurge poor practice, and who go out to visit their patients,
cannot subsist ; whereas a man who confines him:elf to counter practice may
make a good income. Now, I think that this meusure, by giving a greater
prestige and status to the ehemists, would operate very severely upon the humbler
class of medical practitioners. I am by no means in favour of the retail vending
of drugs by medical men ; but I think that a measure like this, passed at present
suddenly, might be injurious, and might work an evil not intended by the pro-
moters of 1.

2377. Do you call it passing a measure suddenly when it has been 11 years in
progress, and when the provisions of it have been carried out in the form of a
voluntary institution ; and when you find that the object of it is merely to confirm
those provisions, do you call that a sudden legislation f—1I would call the pre-
sent passing of this Pharmacy Bill sudden legislation. T look to the effecis that
would result from it. I judge of them partly by what has already taken place.

2378. Towhat do you allude ?—1I think that the display in shops of the diploma
of the Pharmaceutical Society has led a number of the less informed part of the
public to suppose that it is the diploma of a medical praclitioner.

2370. Do you not think that the exclusion of medical practitioners from this
body altozether would, by degrees, tend fo create a more complete distinetion
between the two classes ?—I1 have no doubt that a measure which would produce
that distinetion would do a real good.

2380. Then do you not think that this would be the first step towards the kind
of measure you desire, and that further measures might be introduced after this
had come into operation ?—Possibly that might be the case, but I do not think
that at this time it would be fair to the poorer class of medical men to pass this
measure.

2381. You are aware that this Bill will have no retrospeetive cperation ! —1 am
not speaking of the legal effect it would have, but of the presiige and status it
would give to the pharmaciens, and the effect it would in that way produce upon
public opinicn. p

2382. Do you think the chemists and druggists, as a body, have the right 1o
use such means as they bave, for improving their qualification >—Undoubtedly,
every eluss of the community has a right to do that.

2583. And do you consider that if, by the means appointed, the medical pro-
fession are entirely excluded from any operation under the Bill, the m m}l
profession have any right to complain that the chemists wish to improve their
qualification }—1 wnuﬁ! wish to guard myself very much from being supposed to
speak against the improvement of chemists and druggists as a body in education.
That is not the peoint at all, but it is this, that along with improvement there
must be something done to separate more distinctly the two classes. The Phar-
maey Bill would mix up the medical men and druggists more than ever, and per-
petuate the evils at present existing.

2384, In what way could that mix up chemists and druggists with the medical
men, when medical men are not permitied to belong to the body I—It would mix
up the practice. 1k

2385. Have vou seen the clause which prohibits medical practitioners from
registering *—Yes, I have ; but T am speaking of the general effect of the measure,
rather than of the details; and 1 should be sorry in anything I say to let it be
supposed that I do not think that an excellent measure, embracing ?.Il the prin-
ciples of the Bill, cosld not be passed ; it is with me more a question as to the
time and the details.

2386, Did you ever know a suitable time for introducing amy reform ; I
never did >—1 think this is a suitable time for introducing a measure of medical

reform.

2587. Mr. akley.] Would others who have the power to pass it think ﬁgr Fom
es 3

—
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Yes; I think so, now that the medical bodies are coming pretty nearly to an under- J. R.Cormack, Beq.,
standing. . D.
ﬂgﬂff Mr. Wyld.] And is there not a great wish on the part of the com-
munity generally that some steps should be taken in favour of a great measure of
medical reform ?—1 think so.
238¢g. Chairman.] During the existence of obstacles to the intreduction of the
, complete measure you desire, do you not think it desirable that there should be
a partial reform in this trade, in which great abuses exist; and could not that
be engrafted on a future measure 7—1 do not think so, if you give such enormous
rowm-s to a council, as those which are given by this Bill, of framing bye-
aw

25 J!.pﬂ'!-:l_ﬂ_n;i,

23g0. Would not the alieration which was suggested just now, of substituting
the senate, in case the senate should be appointed for the Secretary of State, in
the revision of the bye-laws, remove the objection ; and might not this body be
included with the other bodies, under one general jurisdiction 2—1 do not think
it would ; but to answer such a question would require more consideration than
at this moment [ am able to give to it.

‘23g91. It is proposed, in the absence of any senate, at present to place the
Jurisdiction with reference to the revision of the bye-laws under the Seerctary of
State. In the event of a senate being appointed, the words “ Secretary of State”
might be omitted, and *“ senate” introduced ; would not that connect this body
with the general system which yon advocate 7—1I am not able to give a positive
answer Lo that question, as I do not see exactly its bearing.

2392. I think you desire to see a general meusure in which there shall be a
senale f—No; my views are not those of Dr. Crisp, with reference to that point
to which your question refers.

2303 Mr. JFyld] You are only anxious for a general measure of medical
reform?—1 am ; and I would wish not to increase tue number of existing
corporations.

2304. And you deeline to give an opinion as to what that measure ought to
be?—Yes; still 1 have no hesitation in saying that I bhave my own ideas on
the subjeet, but I would be willing to give up my own particular views for the
sake of contributing to professional unanimity.

2395. Chairman.] Then you admit the desirableness, if not the necessity of
improving the education of chemists and druggists 7—Decidedly.

23906. But your objection to this Bill is that you are not quite decided as to
the best means of effecting that desirable object t—Or rather it is more the time
and the way I dislike; for example, the Bill proposes to give a certain status to
the chemists and druggists, but [ would object to that, unless they would as a
body make some internal reforms, which very probably the Pharmaceuntical
Society would be willing and anxious to accomplish, such as renouncing counter-
practice, and the selling of patent medicines; 1 think these are matters which eall
for some legislative provision before the chemists can all at once be crected into a
powerful corporation.

ﬂgﬁz, Do you not think that such provisions as you desire are those which
are likely to emanate from a more educated and intelligent body than the chemists
at present are —I think so; but what I alluded to wus a legislative provision.

2308. Then do you not think that by giving them increased intelligence and
improved education, they would be more likely of their own accord 10 promote
that reform which you think so desirabler—Yes ; but at the same time, 1 think
justice to the medieal profession and the good of the publiec demand that in any
measure of this kind, there should be something enacted very explicit upon
these two points ; I mean counter-practice and the sale of patent medicines, which
are often injurious to health.

2399. Would it not be very inconsistent to introduce a stringent law respecting
‘Counter-practice, and the sale of patent medicines, when there is no provision at
all for the education of the dispensers of medicine? Does it not seem to be the
primary object which ought to be in view, to educate those who perfurm the

per functions of a chemist and druggist ?—No, I do not think that education
18 the primary thing, because we find that some of the venders and proprietors of
Patent medicines are men of great talent and good eduoeation.

2400. Is not that because they are obliged to do it by the custom which every-
body must submit to, in whatever trade he is ; and does it notarise from the fact,

0.42. x4 that
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that it is the universal practice for every person keeping a chemist’s shop to keep
certain patent medicines, particularly such as the medical . profession themselves
sometimes order 7—1I do not believe they are kept because the medical profession
order them ; but I think that the number of chemists and droggists is so very
great, that unless the sale of quack medicines and counter-practice formed part of
their business, they could not make a livelihood in many places.

2401. Mr. Wyld.] Do the medical profession order patent medicines 7—I am
not aware that they do.

2402. Chairman.] Do they not urder James's Powder, (Pulvis Jacobi verus,) and
other things —Yes, those are secret medicines, and perhaps they are objection-
able so far, and with respect to their being secret, many medical men, on princip]e,
do vot prescribe them. 1 would not myself be quite so straight laced on that
subject, because 1 believe that the secret preparation is, in one or two instances,
better than that of the Pharmacopewia 3 but these are exceptional cases, which I
do not think at all affect the open sale of various nostrums, such as Holloway's
Pills, Blair’s Gout Pills, and so on.

2403. Mr. Wakley.] 1s it not the fault rather of the Government, for allowing
quack medicines to be sold, than the fault of the chemists and druggists ?—Yes ;
but of course, when I am asked a question as to the effect of this i%-, I can only
give my opinion. | was asked my opinion as to the reason why chemisis sell
these medicines, and I said, I thought it was almost a matter of necessitv with
many of them. g

2404. Do vou consider that by the enactments of this Bill the chemists and
druggists would obtain a greater prestige and influence with the publie, and
that their counter-practice would inerease in consequence of it 7—1 have no doubt
of il.

2405. Do you believe that that would be the case if a clause were introduced
into the Bill interdicting the examiners from extending their examination to the
theory and practice of medicine, and to a knowledge of surgery and midwifery ?
—1I think that restriction would be so far beneficial, but 1 do not think that it
would be quite enough.

2400, Chairman.] Do you think that any law that could be introduced would
absolutely stop counter-practice *—No ; I think that what would stop it most of
all would be a good understanding between the pharmaceutical body and the
medical profession in large towns; a good feeling would do a great deal ; bat at
present I know that a large class of medical men will not send their greanriptinns
to chemists” shops, simply because patent medicines are there sold, and on account
of the counter-practice. I think if something were done with reference to these
abuses, the business of druggists would increase ; because the general practitioners
would cease to feel thut they were competitors. '

2407. Then you would not have so great an objection to the Bill as you now
have, provided a clause were introduced preventing the chemists and druggists from
sclling quack medicines and prescribing over the counter >—That would strip the
Bill of all its objections, I think; and of course I would wish to apply the same
stringent legislation to my own profession. 1 think it has a demoralizing and
degrading effect upon the medical profession, for members of it to be driven into:
competition with other parties in the sale of patent medicines. It is a common
thing for a young man who intends ultimately to practise medicine, to open a
shep, and by the sale of patent medicines, and by counter-practice, to obtain a
sufficient sum of money to enable him to go through an examination at the
College of Surgeons. Now I think that such uccurrences inflict great injury on
the publie, on the chemists, and on the medical profession, 1 think it brings a
class of men inte the medical profession who ought not to be in it; they are on
the one hand injuring the public, and on the other the medical profession.

2408, Then vour wish for a general measure of medical reform arises from your
wish to draw a line between general praciitioners and the chemists and druggists
Yes; | hold that vo man should commence practice until he has received the
sanction of some medical body.

2400. And you think there should be mutual distinctions 7—Yes; for EMPIH._
there is a large class of men who come into the medical profession by being assist-
ants to medical men ; many medical men hire unqualified assistants, and that is as
ereat an evil as counter-practice. There are many unlicensed men practising
medicine as the assistants of medical practitivners, and my desire is that anle:giﬂ-v._

five
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lative measure that may be passed should be so comprehensive as to prevent the
evils which now exist in the medical profession on the one hand, and in the phar-
maceutical profession on the other. _ _ } . .

2410. Do you not think it a great step in the right dl!‘{!’CIiDI‘J, the l:l;rlflpellmg
chemists and druggists to undergo an examination and receive a certificate *—Yes ;
but that does not apply to the other question. This Bill would unjustly exalt
the pharmaceutical profession at the expense of others.

2411. Have you any other matter which you wish to state to the Committee 2
—1 should not like of course to commit myself to the details of a measure which
1 cannot be supposed thoroughly to understand. But I think the Bill might be
very much improved if there were some provisions introduced into it as to the sale
of dangerous medicines and the dispensing of prescriptions which contain danger-
ous quantities of medicines. Such a provision as this exists, for example, on
the Continent; if a physician prescribes prussic acid or some formidable medi-
cine, the whole mixture may contain what is a poisonouns dose, although each dose
may not be peisonous ; it is requisite, in such a case, that the date of the preserip-
tion be recent, within a certain number of hours, otherwise it cannot be dispensed.
But in this country such a prescription is made up repeatedly without the phy-
sician’s sanction, and a course of medicine is often applied 1o other uses besides
that for which it was originally intended. I should think that a variety of such
points might be introduced into the Bill with advantage to the public.

2412. Chairman.] Do you not think that by elevating the character and intelli-

e of the chemists and druggists they would be more able to consider the best
method of introducing these additional reforms which you desire, and that conse-
quently this Bill would be a step in the right direction ?—Yes ; but then I would
wish to qualify my affirmative answer to that question by recurring to a fact which
cannot be lost sight of, that the chemist and druggist and the humbler class of
general practitioners, are now competitors ; that you cannot safely legislate for the
one without beaving in mind the interests of the other, and also the safety of the
public.

2413. But do you think any class of the community has a right to complain
because another class of the community desire to improve their education in that
branch of the profession which belongs to them F—No ; but this is not a question
entirely of education, it is one of privilege, of status, and of position.

2414. The only privilege consists in the assumption of a name implying that a
certain amount of education is possessed ; is that an unfair privilege in your
opinion ?—Of course, if it is reduced to that, it ceases to have any value or any
evil ; but I suppose it must have a deeper object in view.

2415. This Bill is reduced to that ; it simply gives a privilege to a person who
is educated in a particular manner, of calling himself by a name implying that
he possesses that education which is required, and it prohibits a person who has
not had the education from deceiving the public ; there is no prohibition to prac-
tice as a chemist and droggist, provided the party does not deceive the public
by professing to be a chemist and druggist; this being intended as a first step
towards an improvement in the character and education of the body, can you con-
ceive any measure which shall do less than that ?—Of course different parties
may think differently of a measure from reading it. T have read the Bill, and the
more 1 have considered, it the more do [ feel impressed with the belief that this
is not the proper time for passing it.

2416, Could you state what amendments you would make in the Bill : —I ceuld
stale some.

2417. Do you not think that a simple measure restricted to the elevation of the
qualifications of the body wonld be ali that could be done 7—1I think that no mea-
sure of this kind could safely pass through Parliament without submitting it 1o
the same Committee that inquire into the subject of medical reform, the two
subjects being inseparably commingled.

2418. But many of that Committee are now no longer in Parliament :—But I
am supposing a new medical reform measure and a new medical reform Com-
mittee. !

2410. Mr. Wyld.] You see the principle of registration is enunciated in this
Bill; do you not think that that is a step in advance *—Yes, I think so. That is
one of the details of the Bill which would be unobjectionable ; it would be essential
in any measure of the kind.

0.42. Y 2420. Mr.
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2420, Mr. Farrer.] Do you consider that the consequence of the chemist
being subjected to an examination, and being entitled to place over his duor the
words * Pharmaceutical Chemist,” would have the effict in the minds of some
people of placing him on a par with medical men in general 7—It would bave
that tendency in the present state of public knowledge and feeling, and in the
present distracted state of the medical profession, but if a suitable measure of
medical reform were passed, I think that evil might be more easily prevented.

2421. But you would require a suitable measure of reform 2—Yes, [ wish to
see medical reform as a preliminary to aoy legislation for the chemists and
druggists.

2422. But your impression is that for the ]swasunt, until some further measure
of reform has been passed, the effect of this Bill will be to bring the ehemists and
droggists into collision with the medical men ?—I have no doubt of that ; into
greater collision, I should rather say.

2423. s it the practice of medical men generally to send their prescriptions to
particular chemists, or to leave the patient to go where he thinks proper 7—I am
not able to answer that question: I can only answer for myself.

2424. DBut you would prefer your patients going to chemists of celebrity, would
you not ?—1 would never wish to suggest at all ; supposing there were an equal
number of respectable chemists near at band, I think the selection of the shop
should be left to the discretion of the patients, to prevent its being supposed that
the medical man had a common pecuniary interest with the dispenser, which would
be unprofessional.

2425. And you would feel no apprehension that yeur preseriptions might not
be ]I)mpm Iy compounded, in consequence of their being taken to a chemist who,
perhaps, had assistants in his shop who were not perfecily competent to compound
the drugs —Such things might occur, but I think intelligent patients are generally
sufficiently alive to their own interests, to go only to a shop that is well provided.

2426. Do you consider that the generality ui’vpalienta. among the poorer classes
particularly, can distinguish between one class of chemists and another 7—No; I
think the poorer classes must either employ the chemist as physician and dis-
penser, of wust go to the humbler elass of general practitioners ; the class of
men with whom | have just stated the chemists are in open rivalry at present.

2427. You allude to men who act as apothecaries as well as chemists F—'Chere
are various degrees.  From choice or necessity, many medical men supply medicines
to their own patients, and others, in addition to that, sell medicines just as a
chemist and druggist would do, and in some neighbourhoods we cannot conceal
the faet, the medical practitioners and the chemists are rivals in counler-practice,

2428-9. Then you are decidedly of opinion that it would be desirable that that
rivalry between the regular chemists and droggists and what you call the general
practivioners, should be got rid of ?—That it should not be unjustly increased, to
the injury of the latter, which 1 think would be the tendency of this measore, if it
were passed at this particular time, and without certain restrictions and additions.

Henry Aneell, Esq., st.0.¢.8., called in; and Examined.

2430. DO you agree generally in the objections which have been urged against
the Bill 2—1 uir&ca:ery ﬁuwljr '.{ith what Ifas fallen from Dr. Cormack just now.

2431. Then you admit, I presume, that it is desirable to improve the education
of chemists and druggists ?—I[ am a friend to the general education of chemists
and druggists certainly.

2432. Do you think that that education ought to comprise chemistry, phar-
macy, materia medica, and botany 7— Certainly not materia medica, as we under-
stand the term conventionally.

2433. Are you aware that in the lectures which have been recently introduced
for chemists and druggists, the course of materia medica has been so altered as to
suit their particular acquirements *¥—I am aware that it has been considerably
altered ; that it is different as respects the chemists and druggists and the medical
practiticners, but still it implies a certain amount of knowledge of the virtues of
medicines and the names uPtliseunes.

2434. What is the meaning of the term * materia medica™ ?—The materials or
articles employed in medicine.

2435. Ought 2ot & chemist and druggist do you think to be acquainied 'H'I;;]El
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the materials which he sells, many of which have poisonous or other strong pro-
perties 7—In a wholesome condition of the medical profession, with the duties of
the chemist and druggist properly defined, no doubt, I would answer that ques-
tion in the affirmative; but [ apprehend in reference to this Bill that that is not
exactly what is intended, and I shovld say it is dangerous to give to the chemist
and druggist the status, and an' assumption of knowledge which after all must be
a limited knowledge of the virtues of medicine, in the present state of the
profession,

2436, But seeing that that is restricted to his own particular department, and
that toxicology is omitted in order to prevent any misunderstanding, do you
think abzolute ignomnce is better than that amount of i-|.||uwledgc which is pro-
posed by this Bill *—I do not quite understand the premises.

2437. The premises are, that the branches of knowledge which it is proposed to
teach, do not comprise the theory and practice of medicine; on that hypothesis,
do you consider that absolute ignorance in chemists is a smaller evil, than the
introduction of a Bill of this deseription for their improvement *—I should say
certainly not ; but | cannot grant the premises under this Bill, because you do
not define what materia medica is; I will explain that materia medica, as we
understand it, is a knowledge of the properties of medicines, their doses, and their
application in the treatment of diseases; I understand from the Committee, that
there is some limitation in the amount of knowledge that 15 o be taught under
this Bill, but the definition of the term “ materia medica,” and the amount of know-
ladga of it which is to be required, will rest, I apprehend, with the conneil of the
Pharmaceuatical Society.

2438. Mr. H#yld.] On the examiners 7—On the examiners.

2430. Chairman.] You are alluding to the courses of materia medica, instituted
for the express benefit of the medical profession in the medical schools ; but
seeing that there has been no pharmacentical school in this kingdom until within
the last few years, is it to be expected that in the absence of such a school the
courses of materia medica should have been specially adapted to the chemists and
druggists, and would not a Bill of this description, which raises the demand (if I
may use the term) for a chemical materia medica course, have a tendency, in your
opinion, to induce the lecturers to alter their lectures to suit that demand ?—1 think
that for any body of men so partially educated in medical matters, to hold a
diploma which implies that they have been examined in materia medica, would
be a very dangerous thing for the public, I think the present state of ignorance
under existing circumstances, is less dangerous, and fraught with less evil to the
public than such a status as you would give the pharmaceutical practitioner under
your Bill. I go upon this principle, that it iz better to send the poor, or those
who would go to the chemist or druggist, to an old woman who knows nothing
but what her innate sagacity teaches her, than to a partially educated man, who is
" a quasi medical practitioner, to deal with the very violent and active agemts with
which he necessarily deals, behind his counter.

2440. Do chemists and druggists at the present time practise medicine, or
prescribe to any great extent ?—That question must be answered certainly, in the
main, in the affirmative ; but there are very considerable exceptions; it rests
wholly with the chemists and druggists. Take, for example, Godfrey and Cooke’s ;
they would not think of answering a question to an individual as to what is good
for a complaint. Take William Allen's, of Plough-court ; they would not think of
preseribing for a pain or an ache, were it ever so simple; it would not answer
their purpose. But it has been stated in this room, that in smaller concerns, in
the back streets of the Metropolis and small towns, the reverse would be the rule,
because it is the interest of the party. [ know from practical observation, and
from a thorough knowledge of the subject, that it rests wholly with the individual
behind the counter whether he chooses to practise as a medical practitioner
or not.

2441. Dogs that practice exist more among the superior chemists and drugaists,
or among those who are very little educated :—That is a question that cannot be
answered quite directly ; it depends upon the conscience of the individuai, A

man in a low neighbourhood, who is continually applied to to prescribe medicines,.

if lie be a very ignorant, but at the same time a very conscientious man, will
either not do it at all, or, if he does it, he will do it in a very limited degree; but
if he be a reckless man, he will do it in a great degree, and, unfortunately, the
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interests of mankind will prevail ; and many do pursue the latter course, and a
great deal of evil results from it.

2442. Is not an uneducated man more likely to be ignorant of the responsi-
bility he incurs in doing that for which he is incompetent, than one who has been
properly trained, in the apprehension, that, for a mspnnsihle duty a corresponding
education is required *—No doubt ; but more evil, in my opinion, would be done
by partially educating in medicine a large body of men than is now done by the
grosser ignorance of the few.

2443. Mr. Wyld.] Have you any objections to state to the Bill 7 —1 have this
aeneral objection, which has been offered by Dr. Cormack and others, that the
Bill will have a tendency to create a closer competition between the pharmaceutical
chemists, as they will be termed, and the humbler classes of the medical
profession.

2444. Mr. Hindley.] The general practitioners 7—The general practitioner;
and that the result of that will be, that there will be a large proportion of
counter practice, and not only that, but that practice will be gradually done by
the pharmaceatical chemist. 1 believe more evil will be done by the extension of
counter practice under that kind of authority, than any possible good that can be
done by an enlarged education of those who so practise, just upon the principle, that
you cannot give them education enough to render them safe practitioners even as
far as they go.

2445. Chairman.] Are you aware that any chemist who may visit a patient
after this Bill shall have passed, will, by the existing law, be liable to a prosecu-
tion by the Apothecaries’ Company 7—Not if he could show that he was practising
as a pharmaceutical chemist. If a physician, for instance, requested his patient
to send for a pharmaceutical chemist to carry out his views and objects, that
pharmaceutical chemist would not be amenable to the Apothecaries’ Company.

2440. Did you ever hear of a physician sending for a chemist :—No ; I have
known of phermaceutical chemists going to the patients of physicians to answer
questions respecting their prescriptions and to perform other ofiices ; and I believe
t[’l;“lt that kind of duty would immediately be very materially extended under this

il

2447. What offices do you allude to; applying leeches ?—Yes.

2448. Do you think that is an operation that a chemist ought to be restricted
from performing ?—I[ do think so; for 1 think that if a chemist goes to apply
leeches e is led to alter the preseriptions of the physician, or to prescribe for the
Jatient.

; 2440. But in the absence of the chemist the cook or housemaid would apply
the lecches '-—No doubt of it

2450. Then does the applying of leeches imply medical practice :—No; if the
cook were asked a question about medical practice she could not give any informa-
tion ; but a pharmaceutical ehemist would be attended to.

2451. Mr. Hindley.] Your gencral objection to the Bill is, that you think it
would cause the pharmaceutical chemist to trench upon the practice of
medieal practitioners *—1I think you must take society m two points of view with
reference to this Bill; in the upper classes the effect of it would be, that gra-
dually the pharmacewtical chemist would take the place of the existing general
practitioner or the former apotheeary; at first, he would p&rfr.lrm trifling offices

for the physician and pure surgeon, the preseribing practitioner, and then that -

would gradually be extended. 1 think, in reference to the whole subject, that the
effect of the Bill would be just that which has been described by Dr. Cormack.
Then my impression is, that the time would come, and very shortly, l:l'h-‘:Ll yot
would be asked for a new Bill, on the gmuﬂd that the |}l_|l}1lﬂ had ISH.II'L'T.IOHEI:! the
practice of the chemist and druggist, or rather of the pliarmaceutical chemists ;
and that the same arguments would prevail, or nearly so, which prevailed in
1815 ; and that the Legislature would be told, that if it was an evil, the practice
was in the hands of this class of practitioners, and that therefore they must be
Letter educated ; and you would then be asked for a Bill to sanction their being
educated in anatomy ; that would be the first thing that would follow this Bill as
an alimost necessary sequence ; and I should rather call this a precursory Bill to

institute a new class of practitioners.
2452. Mr. Wakley.] Suppose the provision was put at the end of clavse 11,
which [ have suggested, and the examiners were pﬂsitil'el:f interdicted ﬁm‘n
cxaminmg
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.examining the candidates as to their knowledge of the theory and practice of
medicines and surgery, do you believe that the effect of the Bill would be such as
you have described 7—I think that is the best suggestion I have heard, with a
view to free the Bill at all from the absolute and necessary evils which must result
from it unless there be some such provision, but I do not think it will supersede
‘the evil of the Bill.

2453. Allow me to suggest to you that already the Pharmaceutical Society is
in existence, and that it is empowered by charter to institute certain examinations.
Suppose the council of the Pharmaceutical Society should say, this Bill not
‘being enacted into a law, and knowing that counter practice exists to a consider-
able extent, that they think they are justified in carrying their examination stili
further than they do now, and in examining the candidates in medicine and
surgery ; what do you conceive would be the effect of such a practice #—I think
at present we have the safeguard of the Apothecaries’ Act. [ think the decisions
of the judges, to a great extent, after considerable difficulty, have settled the inter-
pretation to be put upon that clause in the Act which refers to the dispensing of
medicine and the practice of the chewmist and druggist ; but 1 think the moment
this Bill is enacted, the judges of the land will have to reconsider the whole of
that question. That is, that eases will come before them in this shape; that
whereas, individuals have practised as pharmaceutical chemists, which the
Society affirm to be the practice of pharmacy, because, in the preamble of
this Bill we have pharmacy mentioned, and we have not only the words,
“the practice of pharmacy,” in the preamble of the Bill, but we have the
words, “ pharmaceutical chemist, and for other purposes connected with phar-
macy."”

2454- Chairman.] You are referring now to the old Bill ; will you look at the
present Bill (handing it to the Witness) =1 am happy to see that so far the
wording of the Bill is altered, but I do not think that the principle is altered.
1 believe the question will again arise, “ What is carrying on the business of a
pharmaceuntical chemist,” and the distinetion to be drawn between that and the
practice of medicine. It will rest wholly with the Pharmaceutical Society to
‘determine whether a particular act is a practising of pharmacy; and if any
difficulty arises it must still go before the courls, and the same question will
Thave to be scttled in reference to this Bill as that which has been already settled
with reference to the Apothecaries” Aet.

2455. Mr. Wakley.] Do you not consider that this Bill would very much
facilitate coming to a decision as to what was practising as an apothecary ; and
when the judge, on reading the ninth clavse, would discover that every person
may be registered under this Bill, except he be a qualified member of the medical
profession ; and if it were proved before him that a person had been practising
medicine, from which it would follow that he could not register under this Biil,
would it be primd facie established before him that the party had in reality been
practising illegally ; and would it not be a guide and an aid to him in coming to
his decision, which he does not now possess :—I think the effect would be other-
wise. I would appeal to Mr. Wakley, to the cases which have been decided
where individuals have been acquitted who acted as chemists and drogoists, and
the Apothecaries’ Society have been unable to sustain the action agamst them ;
and the question here would be widened very much, because at present they are
praclising without any slatus or education whatever. Now here, it is true, the
Act of Parliament will show to the judges of the land that the individual had
no right to practise as a medical practitioner, but he will tell you that he is not
so practising, but that he is practising as a pharmaceutical chemist. T mean to
say the question will arise, “ What is the distinction 7"

2456. Then the judge would have to add a definition to the one we have already
got ; but you will see this Bill is designed for the registration of chemists and
drugaists, and here is a provision absolutely excluding the medical practitioner
from so registering himself =—1I have not the least doubt of the distinction being
drawn ; | feel, and those with whom I act (for 1 am only an individeal repre-
senting a body of gentlemen) feel that this Bill will not fail to draw the line of
distinction as between the pharmuceutical chemist and the medical practitioner,
but that it will establish for the pharmaceuwtical chemist the right of pracusing
as such. :
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457. Mr. Wyld.] As a pharmaceutical chemist7—As a pharmaceutical che-
mist.

458. Mr. Wakley.] What clause of the Bill has led you to form that opinion ?
—No clause in the Bill, but the present state of the medical practice. What
clause in the Bill is there to prevent it? If you would show me a clause in the
Bill, or would introduce a clause to say that a person being a physician or a sur-
geon shall not employ a pharmaceutical chemist in any office which is properly the
office of an apothecary at the present day, then I would say the difficulty is to a
areat extent done away with, because the fact of the prescribing practitioner em-
ploying a pharmaceutical chemist will be one of the circumstances which will tend
to establish the pharmacentical chemist as a practitioner, and will render it ne-
cessary that be should be still further educated in other branches of medicinggas
time goes on.

2450. But you are aware that the prescribing practitioner is allowed now to
employ a pharmaeentical chemist or anybody else he pleases for certain pur-
poses 7—DBut under this Bill there would be the education, and a council to
support them and to define what it is that constitutes the practice of phar-
macy.

2460. What you fear is that the terms * apothecary,” under the operation of this
Act, and ** pharmaceutical chemist” will be so blended and fused that the judges
will have great difficuity in determining between the two :—Not exactly so. I do
not think the judges will have any difficolty in determining the line of demarca-
tion, but [ think they will have great difficulty in determining what it is that
belongs to the duty of the pharmaceutical chemist, and where the line should be
drawn, because it is maintained before this Committee that it is impossible to pre-
vent counter practice.

2401. You are aware that a kind of definition in the Apothecaries® Act is given
as to what the duties of an apothecary are r—Yes.

2462. Would you contend there should be a definition in this Bill as to what
should be the duties of the pharmaceutical chemist # —I thiok it would be a great
improvement in the Bill if you could state what are the strict duties of a pharma-
ceutical chemist.

2463. Has the attempt been made by you or anybody else, to your knowledge ?
—The attempt has been made to do i, and it has always failed ; but how and
why ¢ Not from any difficulty in drawing a clause that would have the effect

desired,but in drawing a clause that would satisfy that class of chemists and
drugpists whose interests are affected by it.

2404. And the profession and the legislature at the same time 7—No, I do not
think the profession or the legislature makes the difficulty ; the difficulty is that
a clause cannot be drawn so as to satisfy the chemists and druggists.

2465. Mr. Wyld.] What you wish is a definition of duties ?—Yes. I admit
the difficulty, and [ believe 1 must add the impossibility under existing circum-
stances of defining those duties ; but 1 do not admit the difficulty, supposing you
consider this subject in connexion with medical affairs generally; then I say ti

would be a very easy matter indeed.

246G6. Your objection to the Bill consists then in its being only a part of what
ouglit to be a great whele 2—My objection to the Bill is, that in the present con-
dition of the medical profession, these laws give power to the chemists and drug-
mists to become a new elass of medical pracutioners. 1 object to this Bill as a
iece of legislation in a cycle. We all look forward to progress, and in our pro-
Pcssiun it has been a state of progress for many years—not satisfactory, but still a
state of progress. Now by this Bill you are going to carry us back to previous to
1815 and to begin again. That is, the Bill wili create the pecessity, by constituting
this class of individuals medical practitioners, for the legislature to admit that
inasmuch as they are so, they must be better educated than this Bill supposes.
You are legislating in a eycle.
2467. Chairman.] You consider you have a right to exert yourselves in the way
of progress with reference to the members of your own body F—Yes.
: 2408. And you deny that privilege to tlie chemists and druggists >—No, not at
all.
2469. But you say that by getting them better educated and giving them a
status

[
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status they would injure you, and therefore you oppose their attaining this better
education and the status which always must belong to education wherever it exists?
—No. [ have admitted the difficulty of a definition, but I have admitted that if you
give us a clear definition of what the duties of a pharmaceutical chemist are, we
are the warmest friends in favour of a better education.

2470. But when strong prejudices exist, is it not always requisite to take a

dual method of overcoming them ; and do you not think that this Bill is
calculated to do that by in the first place defining that the body of pharma-
centical chemists is not a medical body, that no medical man can belong to it, and
that by bringing up young men under those regulations it would be much more
easy in 10 or 15 years to introduce a Bill carrying out all you desire 7—No; |
think the difficulty will be increased in comsequence of the new vested interests
which will arise under this Bill, that is the clearer right of being practitioners
a8 ph-ammceutical chemists. [ may state that [ cannot quite agree with all
I have heard stated here with respect to the difficulty of restricting counter
practice. I have already said my conviction is, that it rests with the individual,
and that certain classes of individuals do not pursue counter practice, and find
no difficulty in avoiding it; and 1 mean to say, that where they do avoid it, the
public is benefited throvghout. [ think it would be attended with great advan-
tage to the public, if the chemists and druggists were peremprorily prohibited
from preseribing or answering questions as to diseases. I go nearly as far as
Dr. Hall on that point, but not quite,

2471. Mr. Wakley.] Are you satisfied with the state of the law and practice
in France 2—I1 am not acquainted with it. I am inclined to think it 15 better
than it is here; but whether it is perfect or not, I cannot say.

2472. If a line could be drawn, there is no doubt it would be of immense
importance to the public *—Certainly.

2473. Mr. Wyld.] And you seem to think there is no difficulty in drawing the
line T—1 do not say that ; I admit there is a difficulty in it, but I think that with
a Pharmaceutical Bill in connexion with a Medical Bill, the difficulties are not so
great as they appear at first sight.

2474. Chairman.] Have not the medical profession been for many years
endeavouring 1o introduce a Medical Reform Bill, and have they notalways failed,
on account of disagreements among themselves :—They have.

2475. And are they any nearer to the attainment of their object now, than
they were 15 years agor—I believe they are; I think there is better infor-
mation on the subject, and that the time will come under favourable auspices ,
and that at no distant period, when they will attain it.

2476. Has there not been almost annually, a Medical Bill introduced until this
,Eﬁﬂl‘,:th;n it seems to have been given up in despair *—Yes, I believe there
- bas.

2477. Have you anything else to state; would you object to furnish the
 Committee with the details of what you call the duties of a pharmaceutical
- chemist —1I should have no objection to do so; I do not know that [ could draw
& definition, but I will see if I can do it before the Committee meet again,
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MEMBERS PRESENT.

Mr. Jacob Bell. Sir W, G. Craig.
Mr. Hindley. Mr. Farrer.
Mr. Ewart. Lord Buorghley.

JACOB BELL, Esq., ix THE CHalR.

Jokn Propert, Ezsq., called in ; and Examined.
St 2478. Chairman.] YOU are practising as a general practitioner }—I am.
2479. And are a Licentiate of Apothecaries’ Hall F—No ; | was in practice
before 1815.
2480. You are a Member of the College of Surgeons *—I am.

2481, Have you any observations to make respecting the Pharmacy Bill *:—
1 highly approve of the step that is taken towards improving the condition of
chemists and druggists ; I think it is a step highly necessary to be taken.

2482. Have you attended the meetings of the Pharmaceutical Society occa-
sionally f— Oceasionally, 1 have, but not of late.

2483. Yave you generally expressed an approval of the efforts which have
heen for some years made to introduce an improvement in the edueation of
chemists and druggists ?— Certainly ; [ highly approve of what has been going
on with a view to improve the condition of chemists and druggists.

2484. In reference to education 7—In reference to education.

2485. Do you think that a chemist and druggist, as a dispenser of medicines,
requires education >—Certainly.

2486. And do you think that the law should provide that no person should
assume the name of chemist and druggist, and profess to be one, without
having passed an examination 7—Certainly.

2487. Do you think that these examinations, and that the regulation of the
body, should be conducted by chemists themselves —1I am not prepared to give
a decided opinion upon that question. My impression is, that they ought to
be a joint Board,

2488. Do you think that if the chemists appoint a Board of Examiners, and
if upon that Board there are appointed medical professors for materia medica or
chemistry, as the case may be, that would afford « sufficient guarantee to the
public ?—I think the Board ought to be composed of a certain number, con-
sisting of medical men, professors of chemistry and professors of physic.

2489. Do you think that in the eurriculum of education proposed, namely,
chemistry, pharmacy, materia mediea, and botany, there is anything of a medi
character -=—1 think there is rather too much in it of a medical character;
toxicology, I think, should be left out.

= 2490. That has been left out *—I do not quite approve of the term * phar-
maceutical chemist.” 1 think that belongs rather to the apothecary.

2401. Of course you know the origin of the term '—Yes.

2492. Does it not refer to drugs?—I think it more belongs to the com-
pounding of medicine; the term * pharmacy * belongs, 1 think, to the
apothecary ; at least, so it strikes me. .

2403. Has it not always been a term which has been applied to p
engaged as chemists and druggists —Never to my knowledge: 1 alwa
thought it belonged exclusively to the apothecary.

—
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2404. Did not the term ‘ apothecary " originally belong to a person who
was a compounder of medicine :—0One who administers medicine ; I was not
aware of its application to a chemist and druggist. ‘

2405. Supposing that term to be generally understood as 'I}_mug SYNONYmOous
with the termn chemist and druggist, what objection do you think there is to it?
— Only that it invades their eround, as it strikes me; as [ have said before, 1
think it belongs exclusively to the :l.puth(-.r.a_:u'}'. 1

2406. But the terms of the Act, excepting any person who is a member of
the medical profession, excluding such person from the operation of the Act,

venting his belonging to the body, does not that create a distinction :—But
even then I think the term will lead the public astray ; they will not stop to
inguire what is the meaning of it. I think that the term * pharmaceutical
chemist” will make them apt to think that the chemist and druggist is an
educated man ; I do not mean as to compounding drugs ; but I apprehend they
will fapey that he is an educated man with reference to the treatment of
diseases. g S S

2497. Does the term “ pharmacy * imply any treatment whatever :—No, it
does not ; but it has always belonged to the apotheeary ; and I think the publie
will take it into their heads that a pharmaceuntical chemist is something beyond
a compounder of medicine.

2408. Is that because, at one time, the apothecary was the only person who
practised Bhunuacfi- Yes, 1 believe so. '

2400. Does it follow from that that every person who practises pharmacy
must be an apothecary in the modern sense of the term :—No, I do not think
jt does. We have been in the habit of looking on pharmacy with reference to
apotheearies ; and 1 think that the term “ pharmaceutical chemist™ will lead
people to believe that the chemist has been more educated as to the
treatment of disease than those who have gone before him as chemists and
druggists. i v

2500, Have you any objection to the passing of this Bill in its present shape,
provided the amendments are made in it which have been suggested :—In its
present shape, decidedly. My opinion is founded upon nearly 40 vears’ expe-
rience ; if this Bill passes without any clause being introduced into it prohibit-
ing chemists and druggists from practising as professional men, I have no
hesitation in saying, and [ say it after nearly 40 vears’ experience, that it will
be the ruin of a tenth part of the present practitioners in medicine.

2501, Mr. Hindley.| 1f such a clause were introduced, would your objec-
tions to the Bill be entirely removed:—Yes; but T should still, as a general
practitioner, object to the passing of this Bili, until a general measure of medi-
eal reform is brought forward. [ highly approve, however, of the prineiple
of the Bill, provided such a clause isintroduced, but 1 think that the time has
not yet arrived for it.

gs02. Chairman.] 1f this DBill were to pass, do vou not think it might be
engrafted on any measure of medical reform that might subsequently be intro-
duced :—1 think that a medical reform Bill is of much more importance than
a chemists’ and druggists’ Bill ; 1 have no objection to their passing, pari passu.

2503. Would not the passing of this Bill remove one obstacle in the way of
passing a general reform bill :—1 think that depends very much on the chemists
and druggists themselves ; 1 do not believe that medical men would object to
thiz Bill for a moment, provided the chemists and druggists do not encroach
on their ground.

2504. Mr. Ewart.] Have not great difficulties heretofore oecurred which
have prevented the ]iassing of a general medical reform Bill =—That has been
because unfortunately medical men cannot agree among themselves.

2505. Are you aware that attempts were made 18 years ago to introduce a
medical reform Bill in the House of Commons 7—Yes.

25060, And are you not aware that a Committee of the House of Commons
sat upon it for two or three sessions:—Yes.

2507. Chairman,] What you have stated about the probable effect of this
Bi]l_, if it should pass, is your own opinion merely *—Yes, it is my opinion,
founded, as | have stated, on nearly 40 years’ experience. I think that if you
introduce a clause preventing chemists and druggists from interfering with
medical men, no objection would be made to the Bill ; but if such a clause is not
introduced, 1 have no hesitation in S-ﬂ.}'il%" that the effect of the Bill will be most

e injurious
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dangerous to the publie. Tam, [ believe, the oldest practitioner now in London,
although not the oldest man, for 1 began practice very early ; and I have no
hesitation in saying, that 1 have known the worst consequences result from
chemists and druggists practising as medical men ; I have known many fatal
cases to arise from it.

2508, Do you consider, that on aeccount of the existence of an abuse at
present, the passing of a Bill, the object of which is to promote the better
education of chemists and druggists in their own legitimate pursuit, will increase
that abuse *—I am afraid it will have that effect, and for this reason: vou will
give them an appearance of being men of education; the publie are either so
ignorant or =o idle that they will not inguire what is meant by the term * phar-
maceutical chemist,” they will see a blazing diploma in a shop and they will at
once infer that the party to whom a diploma is given is an educated man. I
think that by passing this Bill the public will run a mueh greater risk than they
do at present ; they will not take the trouble of inguiring; they will be led
away E}' the diploma, and will say, * I saw his diploma, which is a proof that
he must be an educated man.” [ think, therefore, it is most important that
some such clause as that | have suggested should be introduced.

2500. Have vou any other suggestion to make to the Committee *—No; I
wish the Committee distinetly to understand, that I have no objection to this
Bill provided it is put on a proper footing, and if you prevent chemists and
druggist from practising as medical men. I say, that if this Bill passes it will,
in my opinion, do an enormous deal of mischief, and mischief to a much greater
extent than that which has hitherto oceurred, because it will lead the public to
believe that the chemists and druggists are a class of men who have heen
educated in, and have acquired a knowledge of, the treatment of diseases.

2510. In the absence of that, do you think that the education of chemists
and druggists is possible :—Yes ; 1 highly approve of it.

Henry Ancell, Esq., called in ; and further Examined.

2511, Chairman.] 1 BELIEVE you have prepared a clause with a view to the
restriction of irregular practice *—Yes; at Mr. Wakley's request I have drawn
a cluuse with that view ; but perhaps before I read it to the Committee 1 may
be permitted to advert to one part of my evidence as to which, although it has
been correctly reported, there may be some little misapprehension. In the
evidence given by Dr. Cormack, it was suggested that a competition would be
instituted as between the pharmaceutical chemists and the medical prac-
titioners, and [ made usze of the term, “the humbler classes of the medical
practitioners.” Mr, Wyld then put a question to me, “ You mean the general
practitioners } 7 That conveys to this Committee, I think, an erroneous im-
pression. I meant to say as between the pharmaceutical chemists and the
practitioners in medicine who practise among the humbler classes of society,
and I apprehend that was also Dr. Cormack’s meaning. We do not wish to
convey to the Committee a notion that it will create a competition as between
the general practitioners and the pharmaceutical chemists, but rather as
between the profession and the pharmaceutical chemists; it is that the
preseribing practitioner has as much to do with the humbler classes of society,
or might have as much to do with them as the general practitioner has.

2512. But what you are afraid of is, that injury will be sustained by those
general practitioners who keep open shops and practise among the poor, is it
not >—As a body, that is not our main objection. Our wmain objection to this
Bill is, the incaleulable mischief which, from our intimate medical association
with the community, we know must acerue to the publie from its passing into
an Act.

2513. Are you speaking of mischiefs which you know do occur at this time?
— Yes; we know them to oecur at this time, but to be restrained to a certain
degree ; and we believe that this Bill is caleulated to withdraw those restraints
te a great extent.

2514. To what restraints are you now referring }—I refer particularly to the
restraint of the chemist and druggist having no status whatever as a medieal
man, nor any ground upon which he ean offer to the public the pretension of

a status.
2515, Do
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2513. Do you think that poor people know anything about status at all; do
you think they know the meaning of the word, or that they would recognise
any distinetion between a chemist who has a diploma and one who has not ?*—
I ain not referring to the poor only, but to a class above them also; and it

pears to me that the possession of a diploma would have very great weizht
indeed, and that people would not stop to inquire exactly what it meant.

2510, [ think you have heard a member of this Committee say that he has
occasionally gone into a chemist’s shop to get a draught ?—1I have.

2517. Do you wish to prevent such a thing as that from being done ?—My
opinion is that in a wholesome state of the profession there could be no objec-
tion whatever to that; in the abstract there is no objection to it, but I think
there is a great objection to legalising it in any way.

2518, Are you not aware that the object and intention of this Bill is to intro-

duce that wholesome state of the profession to which you refer, by giving the |

chemists a status merely in their own pursuit, and by excluding from their
body any person who has a claim to be a medieal man :—1I believe that that is
t,hg{.m:.est intention of the parties who are promoting this Bill, but my humble
opinion, and the opinion of the body with whom I act is, that they all mistake
the effect which the Bill will have in that respect ; because we consider that the
operation of the Bill will be this: that whereas the pharmaceutical chemists are
to be governed by a representative council that representative council, we have
a right to assume, will represent the feelings and wishes of the general body of
chemists and druggists, and we know perfectly well that a very large proportion
at all events, of that general body, desire to practise physic ; the aim and object
of a great many of them is to practise physic. Now if that should be the
opinion of the general body, and if that should prevail in any future council of
the Pharmaceutical Society, then instead of restricting the materia medica
lectures to a knowledge of the materials of medicines, they would embrace
therupeuties.

ﬁ:lla. 9. Mr. Hindley.] Have you prepared a clause to guard against this evil ?
—I have.

2520, Perhaps you will have the goodness to read the clause :—We would
suggest that the following clause should be introduced into the Bill : “ Provided
always, that it shall not be lawful for any individual registered under this Act
to visit or to prescribe for the sick or maimed at their own habitations, or to
visit and perform any office appertaining to the duties of a surgeon, man-mid-
wife, or legally qualified medieal practitioner, or to meet in consultation any
legally qualified medical practitioner, with a view to perform any medieal or
surgical office, or to admmister or prescribe any medicines under the direction
of such legally qualified medical practitioner; nor to prescribe, nor to adminis-
ter medicines or remedies in their own houses or shops for any injury or in-
ternal disease tending to shorten life, or eripple or maim Her Majesty's subjects,
nor to preseribe, administer, dispense, or sell for medical use any virulent
poison or poisonous medicine or compound, unless preseribed by a medieal
practitioner.” Now in proposing that clause we beg it to be understood that it
has reference to the existing state of things; we do not believe that so strin-

t a clause, or probably that any clause would be required if a pharmacen-
tiel?.l Bill were carried through together with a proper measure of medical
reform.

2521. Chairman.] In the measure of medical reform of which you spoke,
would you propose to introduce some clause imposing a restriction uwpon
chemists and druggists *—I think that some clause of that kind would be
necessary. 1 think there should be a modification of the existing clause, and
such modifications as would leave the chemists and druggists ntlﬁll liberty to
pursue the calling of a chemist and druggist in a legitimate way.

2522. But you would propose that there should be a restrietion upon
those giving advice, or attending in any way like the medieal practitioner :—
Precisely.

" 2523. Mr. Hindley.] Have you shown this clause to any of the officers of
the Pharmaceutical Society :—Not to any ; it has been only prepared at the
suggestion of a Member of this Committee, who wished to know if I would
draw up such a clause.

2524. Would you have any objection to let the clause end with the words
“ such legally qualified medical practitioner :"—All I can say about it is that

(o 8 z 2 the
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the introduction of that portion of the elause would, in my opinion, very materially
amend the Bill in the way of rendering it a safer measure ; but I think that the
public interests require that the further portion of the clause should be intro-
dueed into the Bill.

2525. D)o you not think there would be a diffieulty in earrying out the
Iatter part of the clause, with reference to what the chemist does in his own
shop :—Yes; I know there is a difficulty under existing circumstances.

2520, Upon the whole, do you think that the parties with whom you are
acting would be satisfied if the clause stopped there :—I should say that the
parties with whom I am acting wished to be understood as in no way opposing
the prineiple of educating chemists and druggists; so far from opposing it
they are favourable to it. We are in the abstract favourable to the principle of
this Bill, but under the existing cireumstances of medical practice, and of
medical affairs generally, we consider it most inexpedient that the Bill should
pass at the present moment.

2527. Chairman.] You think that the Bill would injure the general prae-
titioners 7—We do not so much think that it would injure the general prae-
titioners as that it would injure the public interests; our experience leads
us to the conelusion that it would inerease the amount of sickness and mor-
tality among Her Majesty’s subjects.

2528, When you say that your experience leads vou to that conclusion, can
vou give the Committee any information respecting any measure which has
ever been introduced, or tried, in which there has been zo distinet a line of
demarcation drawn as there is in this Bill between the medical practitioner
and the chemist *—No : [ cannot.

2520. Then how can your experience tell you that this Bill, if it should be
passed, will have any such effeet as that which you anticipate, this being a Bill
containing a provision which is altogether new in this country ; a positive line
of demareation between the functions of the one class and the funetions of
the other ; this being an experiment which has never yet been tried, how can
your experience give you any information as to what the effect of it will be
—Because the same parties are to pursue their business as they pursue it now,
only that the term * pharmaceutical chemist ™ is to be substituted for that of
chemist and druggist.

2530. Whatever Bill is introduced, the parties who are already in business
would, of eourse, he permitted to carry on their business as they have hitherto
done, ns no Act of Parlinment passed on the subject would be allowed to have
a retrospective effect ; but do you not think that those persons who had such
an education as is contemplated by this Bill would avoid entering into that
which is not their legitimate practices—That is upon the assumption that the
couneil and examining body of the Pharmaceutieal Society adhere strictly to
the principle of educating them in pharmacy or chemistry, without educating
them in the practice of medicine; but I do not think that you have a right to
assume that under this Bill.

2531, If the examination be restricted, so as not to include the theory of the
practice of medicine, or the practice of surgery and midwifery, the word
“toxicology ™ being omitted, would that be satisfactory to you:—You would
still then have the words * materia medica,” which, conventionally, mean a
knowledge of diseases, and the application of medicine to diseases.

2532. If the word “ therapeutics™ were added in that exclusion, would that,
do vou think, answer the purpose —I do not think it would ; with the educated
claszes | think it would answer the purpose; they would inguire into it; but I
do not think it would answer the purpose with reference to the public generally.
I may state that the Bill draws a distinction, no doubt, between the medical
practitioner and the pharmaceutical chemist ; but 1 do not think that the mere
drawing of that distinction will be sufficient to prevent a pharmaceutical
chemist from becoming a medical practitioner. We all know that the désigna-
tion “* apothecary™ has become almost obsolete ; that is to say, the public and
the medical profession have both got disgusted with the word “ apotheeary ;" if
vou want to institute a new class of practitioners, one of the most efficient
means of doing so is to create a new name ; and I think that you will be facili-
tating an establishment of a new class of medieal practitioners if you render
current the term “ pharmaceutical chemist.™

2533. Would your objection be removed if the term *pharmaceutical
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chemist ” were taken out of the Bill, and the words “ chemist and droggist ”
substituted :—My opinion is, that as far as our objections to this Bill go, that
would be an amendment, but we should regret to see the Bill mutilated in that
way; we would prefer that the term * pharmaceutical chemist ™ should remain
if we saw that there was any safeguard for the publie.

2534. Do you wish this Bill to be thrown out 7—At present, decidedly.

2535. Mr. Hindlcy.] But you do not wish that the Bill should be thrown
out, supposing the clause vou have proposed to be inserted :—No; if that
clause beinserted then we have no objection to the Bill passing ; but even then
we would rather that it did not pass; we think it an impolitic measure at

resent. Our main objections to the Bill, however, would be met by the intro-
duction of some such clause as that.

2536, Chairman.] Have you not for many years been engaged in an endea-
vour to cbtain a Bill ?—Yes, we have.

2557. And yon wish to get your Bill before the chemists get their Bill 7-—
We wish that no Bill should be passed which we think unsafe as respects the
practice of medicine; if this Bill were perfectly safe with regard to that we
should then have no objection to it.

2538. Do you think that you are now any nearer to getting such a Bill than
you were 10 years ago ?—1I think we are.

2530. Do you think that there is such an approximation to unanimity
between the several medical bodies as would fairly lead you to expect it
Yes, 1 think so.

2540. Is it better, do you think, to defer making any reform until that
remote period shall arrive, than to introduce a portion of it now ’—I really
cannot say; it is very difficult to form an opinion on such a point ; my own
individual opinion is, that we are not far off the period when the medical pro-
fession and the Government will agree upon a measure of reform, and that the
pharmaceutical chemists will be made parties to it.

2541. Mr. Hindley.] 1 understood you to say just mow that vour chief
objections to this Bill would be removed if a clause similar to that which you
have proposed were inserted in it *—If such a clause were inserted into the
Bill we should offer no further opposition to it.

2542. Would you have any objection to give up the latter part of the
clanse, which prevents a chemist from preseribing medicine in his.own house
or shop ; and do you not think that there would be considerable difficulty in
carrying out practically such a restriction ?—I think | might say that we
would give up that part of the clause; I should wish it to be understood that
I am here stating only my own individual view, and perhaps the Committee
will think it right to ask Mr. Propert his opinion upon that point ; it is a very
doubtful question.

Joln Propert, Esq., again called in ; and further Examined.

2543. Mr. Hindley.] WILL you state what is your opinion as to the propriety
of omitting the latter part of the clause which has been suggested by Mr.
Ancell :—1I most truly disapprove of it. [ think it would be most objection-
able; all the mischief which [ have known to arise from the practice of chemists
and druggists, has been where patients have been earried to the shop of a
chemist and druggist. I cannot say that I have known many instances, though
I have known some, in which chemists and druggists have visited patients;
but all the mischief that has been done has arisen in cases in which a child or
a man or woman has gone to a chemist’s shop, representing very often the case
of another person.

2544. If a person having a pain in his stomach goes into a chemist and
druggist’s shop, and asks what he would recommend him to take, and the

ist recommends a little tineture of rhubarb, you would have him liable to
a penalty i—1 do not think that the clause would ever be carried up to that
point.

2545. But it goes to that extent *—It does, and I think it is necessary that
it should ; all the mischief that has come to my knowledze within the last 40
years, has arisen from eases being taken to the chemist and druggist’s shop, or
“if not taken there, from a representation of the case having befn made there
by the friend or the mother, and the medicine being preseribed upon that
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representation. I have known it to be frequently and indeed constantly done ;
ond 1 know that in some ecases it has been fatal.

2540, In faet, if a man eame to a chemist and complained of a pain in his
stomach, you would not allow the chemist to give him a dose of rhubarb and
magnesia —1 do think it would come to that.

M. Ancell's Examination resumed.

2547. (Mr. Ancell.) THERE is one point which I wish to mention ; the Phar-
maceutical Society under this Bill claims to be not only a licensing body, but an
educating body.

2548, Chairman.] At present the society was obliged to establish a model
sehool, because otherwise there were no means by which young men eould
educate themselves for an examination ; but the society has no desire to con-
tinue the school if there were any other means of education provided ;
the society expends many hundreds of pounds annually to maintain their
school, which they would be very glad to relinquish; they merely keep it
up until the introduction of a law compelling young men to become educated
has enabled a school to live on its own resources : would that remove your
objection »—There iz nothing in the Bill to prevent the continuance of the
Pharmaceutical Society as both a licensing and an edueating body, and if that
be continued it gives them an immense power and an immense monopoly,
which may he used to the greatest injury of the publie.

2540. 1s there anything in the Bill which gives the society any authority to
educate in any way *—The society is already educating ; there is nothing to
prevent it.

2550. Was there anything in the charter to give it anything of an educating
character /—I am not aware that there was.

2551. I may state to you as a fact, that there was not, and that the education
of young men was merely a matter of necessity provigionally instituted for the
purpose of carrying out a great object, which could not have been accomplished
without it *—It has always been held, with reference to our medical institutions,
that the examining body and the licensing body ought not to be the educating
body. [ believe that the history of the London University would show that the
Legislature would not have permitted the two functions to be exercised by the
same body.

2552. Were you not yourself a chemist and druggist originally %—I never
was a chemist and droggist, although I was in connexion with my brother, who
was, and at that time [ acted as such.

2553. And were you qualified at that time *—I was not.

2554. Did you practise medicine at that time $—1 did not.

2555. You never gave any advice across the counter i—I should be sorry
to say that I never did, speaking now after a lapse of more than 20 years ; but
i mean to say that in principle I never did; 1 always studiously aveided it.

2550, Did you ever visit patients *—It is a matter of memory, but I do not
think that I ever did. 1 know that on principle I studiously and conscientiously
abstained from doing it. Mr. Equibl]: and Dr. Thomson were my neighbours ;.
and all patients who came to me were sent to those gentlemen, although I was
a medical man, but not fully qualified for a time; and I believe there is no
difficulty in a chemist and druggist earrying out that prineiple.

2557. Do you not think that by educating the chemists, and by placing them
in a better position, they would do so; and do you not think it is to the interest
of the chemists to refer all patients te a medical man ?~That depends on the
locality, and on many other circumstances.

2558, In any case where there is a medical man living near to a chemist, do
vou not think it is to the interest of both that each should perform his own
business, and leave the other to perform his ?—In a wholesome state of the
medical profession, that would be so; but at present great difficulty arises in
consequence of the competition which exists, .

2550. Do you not think that the first step towards introducing a whnlgmmef:
state of the medical profession is to educate each class in their own particular
functions *—If the education of each class with their defined duties went part
passu, but not if you begin with the one class, and allow them to acquire &
status as practitioners, and then take up the other class.

2560. Has
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256G0. Has not the medieal profession already an eduecation which gives them
a status ; i= not that conceded by law ?—No doubt ; but although there is that
education, there is not that restriction which is requisite to prevent others who
have not that education from practising.

2561. According to law, a medical practitioner has a complete education,
and the chemist and druggist has no education at all; do you not think that
the first step ought to be to place the chemist and druggist in hiz proper

tion with regard to edueation, and then when he is properly educated with
reference to his own legitimate functions, to effect an arrangement between the
two *—That brings us back to the original point ; if the chemist and druggist
were educated in that which appertains to his business, with a restraint from
practising as a medical man, decidedly it would be so ; but as long as the door
8 upeuﬁr him to becowe a medical practititioner, decidedly the existing evils
are less than the evils which would accrue to the public under the Bill; that
is to say, the evils arising from a partial education.

as6ia. Is there anything else which you would desire to state to the Com-
mittee F—No ; nothing further oceurs to me at this moment.

Jokn Propert, Esq., called in ; and further Examined.

2563. (Mr. Propert.) I sTaTED to the Committee just now that I would prefer
this Bill being put aside until a general measure was brought forward. 1 wish,
with the permission of the Committee, to state my reasons for entertaining that
feeling, and they are these: I am very anxious that the chemists and druggists
ﬁhou‘;g enjoy all the privileges that belong to them; I am one of those who
think (and I think it is the universal opinion of the National Medical Insti-
tute), that medieal men should be prohibited from keeping open shops ; that
i= to say, from keeping shops, and doing that which belongs properly to the
business of a chemist and druggist. There are some instances in the country in
which you ecannot avoid it; and in small villages and towns medical men must
supply people with such drugs as are actually necessary for their use, there
being no other place at which they could be procured. But I thorouglly dis-
approve of medical men keeping retail shops; and one principal reason why
I would wish this Bill to be postponed for the present is, that in any general
measure which may be introduced with reference to the medical protfession,
medical men should be prohibited from assuming the position and character of
chemist and druggist ; and that, I think, would tend to promote a much better
understanding between the two classes.

2564. Chatrman.] Did you see the first Pharmacy Bill, which was introduced
last year 7—Yes, I did.

2565. Do you remember the 18th clause in that Bill. which prohibited
medical practitioners from assuming the name of pharmacentical chemists, as a
first step towards creating this distinetion *—1I believe, now that you call my
attention to it, that I do remember it.

2566. Are you aware that that was so strongly objected to by medical men
that it was taﬂ’f:n out of the Bill :—As the founder of the Natiomnal Institute
ifor I believe I took the chair at Marylebone), I may -tate that I believe the
universal desire of the general practitioners was to do away with the practice
of medical men keeping retail shops ; it is infra dig. to do so, and 1 think if it
‘were prohibited there would be a better understanding between chemists and
drugegists and general practitioners,

2507. Do vou see how this difficulty is to be got over ; that on the one hand
“we are told it is the almost universal desire on the part of general practitioners

to do away with such retail shops, and on the other hand that the Bill is
‘opposed on the ground that they are prohibited from assuming the name of
chemists and druggists, the Bill leaving them at full liberty to carry on business
except as chemists and druggists 7—You are speaking now of a few ; but I think
the fecling is pretty general that thoroughly well educated men ought wholly
to abstain from having retail shops, and | really believe that, when a general
measure of reform is introduced, that will be one of its provisions,
- 25(8-9. Do you think from your experience of what is going on in the pro-
fession, that either you or I will live to see such a measure carried into effect 7—
I verily believe that not a Session beyond this will pass by without a general
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measure of reform being brought forward and carried out; that is my firm
conviction.

2570. Has that not been the case of almost every Session for years past *—
No ; we never had any one who took it up with sufficient energy. Sir James
Graham abandoned it.  Sir George Grey told us that Mr. Rutherford was pre-
paring a Bill which would be acceptable to the profession generally, and I have
no hesitation in saying, that one of the clauses in such a Bill would be a elause
prohibiting legally qualified medical men from keeping retail shops, and I
certainly think that such a prohibition would lead to a much better under-
standing between medical practitioners and chemists and droggists.

2571. Do you know what was the reason why that Bill was not brought
forward > —Because those parties are gone out of office.

2572. Are you not aware that it was abandoned last Session 7—No; we were
assured by Sir George Grey, long after that Bill was abandoned, that another
was being prepared. [ was present as one of the deputation to whom that was
stated.

2573. Are you not aware that after that Sir George Grey stated that he
despaired of suceess ?—I1 was not aware that he said so. 1 believe we saw him
after any discussion that oceurred upon the subject in the House of Commons,
and hie assured me that Mr. Rutherford was going on preparing a Bill which
he thought would be acceptable to the different classes of the profession.

2574. s there any other statement which you wish to make >—No; but to
prove that what I have stated is correet, I may mention that the fellowship ot
the college was decidedly refused to anybody who kept anything bordering on
an open shop.

William O Connor, Esq., called in ; and Examined.

2575 Chairman.] ARE you a Member of the College of Surgeons ?—No;
I am a Licentiate of Apothecaries’ Hall.

2576. Are you in practice as a general practitioner 7— Yes.

2577. Have you paid any attention to the subject of medical reform and
the education of chemists >—Yes; I have paid considerable attention to it for
sSOme }'l’-iiﬂi [:IEI}il..

2578 llave you any observations to offer to the Committee upon that sub-
ject 7—Yes. I may state that I approve of a good deal of what I have heard
stated to the Committee this merning by Mr. Ancell and by Mr. Propert on the
subject of the Bill. I think that nothing is so essentially necessary at present
as the better education of chemists and druggists, and 1 think that this Bill
will, in a great measure, effect that object ; but I think, at the same time, that
the passing of'it may possibly retard the progress of a better system of medical
legislation, and I think that the absence of a clause in the Bill preventing the
engagement of chemists and druggists in the practice of medicine, is a circum-
stance which iz sufficient to create in the minds of medieal practitioners very
great apprehension with regard to the ultimate effect of the Hih; and supposing
that apprehension to be well founded, the effect of the Bill would be very pre-
judicial, not only to the interests of duly qualified medical practitioners, but
also to the health and welfare of the community at large. 1 think that all
medical and surgical practice by chemists and druggists, whether counter
practice, or visiting out of doors, should be strictly prohibited. I think there
ought to be a clause to that effect.

2570. Have you had any communication with any one in Ireland with
reference to the improvement of the laws there '—Yes ; about 23 years ago it
was proposed by some apothecaries in Ireland, at the head of whom was Pro-
fessor Donovan, who has contributed very much to advance the knowledge of
pharmacy, to establish a College of Pharmaey, and to educate a body of men
preperly in pharmaceutical chemistry, and in preparing chemicals and drugs
solely for the purpose of their being preseribed by medical men, restricting the
body entirely to that, and prohibiting them from engaging in the practice of medi-
cine. A Committee of the House of Commons sat and heard evidence upon
the subject about the year 1833 or 1834. Professor Donovan and some others
were examined, but unfortunately all the evidence they gave was burnt at the time
of the burning of the House of Commons., Since that time a medical congress.

sat
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gaf in Dublin, in June 1839, and a plan of medical reform was then proposed.
The late Mr. Carmichael, a very eminent surgeon, presided at that assembly, and
in expopnding his plan of medical reform, he spoke in this way, with reference
to pharmacy : “1 come now to the third estate in the realm—the apothe-
caries. The evil example of England has so emburrassed this part of
our subject, that we eannot be surprised that Mr. Warburton should re-
linguish in despair the Herculean labours of regulating the profession for
the public benefit. His difficultics were owing to the conflicting testimony
of the three adverse branches of the profession; but while practitioners in
]:Ih}l'sij:: and surgery should be united in one body, the publie interests require
that pharmacy ought to be distinet from both. ‘The apothecary or pharmacien
{should be a good chemist and a good botanist ; he ought to make, in his own
laboratory, all the preparations emploved in medicine; but the generality of
thecaries in the country resort to wholesale druggists, who are themselves
supplied from wholesale chemists ; and thus the same laboratories which
furnish the wvarious manufactories with coarse chemieals, al=o supply the
apothecaries with those medicaments which they themselves ought to prepare
with the utmost accuracy. The adulteration of various medicines thus is a
cause of frequent failure in the practice of physic.” Mr. Carmichael also, in a
speech delivered at the Medical Association of Ireland, on the 27th of May
1840, said, *The interests of society require that the practice of medicine and
pharmacy should he kept as distinct as possible ; and therefore it is proposed
to establish, in addition to the colleges of medicine, three great colieges of
pharmacy, one in each metropolis ; and that no person shall be entitled to vend
or charge for medicine who does not receive his diploma from one of the colleges.
These institutions will be the means of improving the practice of pharmacy in
these countries, where the time of the apotheecaries is chiefly engaged in visiting
tients. All who are anxious for medical reform, under any of the schemes
whieh will be submitted to your consideration, agree in the principle that the
apothecary, or the individual who vends medicine, is to be interdicted from
preseribing it, with the exception of those who are specially licensed to act as
general practitioners, in villages, or remote rural distriets. Practitioners cannot
be prevented, for obvious reasons, from supplying their patients with medicines,
if they please, but they should not be entitled to charge for them ; it being one
of the most important and leading objects of medical reform to separate
armacy from the practice of physic.”

2580. Is the term * apothecary” there used in the sense of chemist and
druggist :—Yes.

2581. Do the apothecaries in Ireland practise medicine at all =—They do ;
but ne person in lreland can compound a preseription, either written or verbal,
unless he be a Licentiate of Apothecaries’ Hall.

a2, Is it not found inconvenient for the apothecaries to be leaving their
houses to visit patients '— Exceedingly inconvenient ; and the study of phar-
macy is very much neglected on that account.

2583, In consequence of the practice of pharmacy being in the hands of
medical practitioners :—Yes.

2584. Then is it your opinion that chemists and druggists ought not to be
medical practitioners r—Certainly ; 1 think it iz very much to the disadvantage
of medical practitioners and the publie that they should be so.

25%5. Do you not think that this Bill would tend to introduce a better
system, by defining a chemist and druggist to be a person not a member of the
medical profession, and by not allowing any person practising medicine, sur-
gery, or midwifery to be a member of the corporate hody ?—I think so; I see
no objection whatever to the term “ pharmaceutieal chemist.” I think it is
one strictly deseribing the occupation of a chemist.

2580. Do you not think that this Bill, which limits his practice to subjects
not connected with the practice of medicine, and which limits the body to per-
sons who are not medical men, would facilitate the carrying out of the views
which you have stated :—I1 think it may perhaps be prudent to limit the edu-
eation of chemists and druggists; but it is impossible for any legislative
enactment to prevent a chemist and druggist from acquiring a most perfect
knowledge of medicine. 1 think it is highly desirable that he should be as well
educated as possible, not only with regard to his knowledge of pharmaey, but

I think his general education should be good ; it appears to me that the great
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this country ; and in order to give the Committee an idea of what the system
on the Continent is, where chemists and druggists, as they are called here, are
understood to be scientific men, I will, with the permission of the Committee,
read to them a sketch of their course of education, written by Sir Robert Kane,
the present President of the Queen’s College at Cork.

2587. We have already had evidence respecting the curriculum of examina-
tion of pharmaciens in France ?--This is in Germany.

2588, We have had also evidence as to the course of education in Germany ¢
—Then, perhaps, it is not necessary for me to read this. I was about to men-
tion, also, that at a Medical Congress held in Dublin, in June 1839, the object
of which was to reform the medical profession, there were resolutions proposed
by medical men from different parts of Ireland, and one of those resolutions
was, “That encouragement should be given to scientific apothecaries (whose
time would be exclusively devoted to the preparation and eompounding of
medicines) by the establishment of a college of pharmacy, by pmem:'.#‘
medical practitioners from keeping shops for the sale of drugs, or compound-
ing the prescriptions of others, and by affording to regularly educated apothe-
caries an exclusive right in dealing in medicinal articles.” A copy of that
resolution, together with the others adopted at the mn%reas., were forwarded
by Doector Maunsel, the Secretary, to the Couneil of the British Medical Asso-
ciation, of which Doctor Webster was President, and those resolutions, after
mature deliberation, met with the unqualified approval and support of the
council and members. 1 may state that the system of examination which I see
proposed in the Bill, which is now before the Committee, is not, in my opinion,
in any way objectionable. Tdo not see any objection to chemists and druggists
being educated in toxicology.

2580. But the word “Toxicology ™ being omitted in the Bill, do you see any
objection to the other branches of education proposed 7—None whatever.
I have heard gentlemen who have been examined here, object to a chemist and
druggist being edueated in bhotany. [ eannot agree with them in it. I think
nothing is more desirable than that a chemist and druggist should be conver-
sant with medical botany ; I think that that is a necessary and essential part
of his education. 1f it might be permitted, I would make an allusion to some
clauses of the Bill. If T understand it correetly, the effect of it will be to
prevent any person who is not registered as a pharmaceutical chemist from
keeping a shop, and [ think it is highly desirable that medical men should
be so prevented.

2500. There is nothing of that sort in this Bill>—If there is not, I think it
is highly desirable that there should be a provision of that kind, for I think the
chemists and druggists will feel themselves justified in preseribing so long as
medical men are allowed to keep shops and vend drugs, and not only drugs,
but perfumery and other things.

2501. Do not some apothecaries do that >—Yes; they sell hair brushes,
perfumery, and other things, and in many of their shops you may see in the
window soap at so much a square.

2502. Mr. Hindley.] Where have you seen that’—In different parts of
London ; in shops kept by members of the College of Surgeons of London and
Edinburgh m.p.’s.

2503. Chairman.] Looking at the title of this Bill, and seeing that it is a
Bill for regulating the qualification of pharmaceutical chemists, would it in
your vpinion be consistent with that title to introduce anything referring to
the regulation of the practice of medical men ?—I think the title of the Bill is
sufficiently descriptive.

2504. Would it not be incorreet, in your opinion, to insert in this Bill
]?tiuns with regard to the eonduct of the practice of medical men ?—1T certainly
think so.

2505. Ought not that to eome under another Bill, to be subsequently intro-
duced, embracing the entire profession 3—1I have very little expectation that
there will be ever any such a thing as a comprehensive measure with reference
to medieal education; T think that if in this Bill some clause as that which
Mr. Ancell has suggested were introduced, preventing chemists and drug-
zists from being engaged in the practice of medicine in any way, either over
the counter, or by visiting patients at their own houses, it would do away with
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the necessity for any further medical legislation ; and I think that any other Bill
would only be encumbering the country with Actz of Parliament, which are
perfectly unnecessary.
2596. Do you know much of the state of parties in the professions—Yes,
0.

2507. Do you think, from what you know, that there is any prospect of their
agreeing to any measure of medical reform ?—1I think there is not the slightest
pect of it. [ think there is nothing so unlikely as that any measure of the
kind will be agreed to if the proposed charter of the College of Physicians is
obtained, and the charter recently obtained by the College of Surgeons is pro-
perly acted on. The apotheeary in this country oceupies very properly, for his
guperior edueation and examination, the position of the medical praetitioner ;
he is the physician of the multitude. The College of Surgeons has power
given to it by the recent charter to appoint examiners in midwifery ; the
council of the college will, no doubt, at a future time, acquire the power to
examine in the practice of medieine, and will then become virtually a college
of general practitioners.

2508, Is it your opinion that there are insurmountable obstacles in the way
of a general reform*—1I think that, with the progressive steps which are now
taking by the College of Surgeons, it will be perfectly unnecessary.

2500. Then do you think that the question to be considered is, whether this
Bill shall pass, or whether there shall be no Bill at all :—1I think that if the Bill,
as it now stands, without any restrictive clause preventing counter and general
practice by chemists and druggists, were to pass, the effect of it would be very
detrimental to the interest of the community and the profession ; but supposing
a clause, such as that which has been suggested by Mr. Ancell, to be inserted in
the Bill, I think it would be much better that the Bill should pass than that
chemists and druggists should be allowed to continue in the state in which they
nOW are.

26vo. Do you know anything of the qualifications of chemists and druggists
as a body '—I do.

2fin1. Are there many of them, do you think, who do not possess the proper
qualifieations *—Yes ; I know that many of them are grossly ignorant.

2602. Do you think that any persons who are grossly ignorant ought to be
permitted to assume the name and to perform the functions of dispensing
chemists *—No. | have had frequent opportunities of observing their state of

Orance.
ignntiuj. Then you consider that a great evil exists at present *—Yes, a very
great evil,

26io4. So that it is a choiee of evils; a choice between existing evils and the
possible evils which might arise if this Bill were passed - —1 think the evil is
great as matters stand at present.

2005. Do vou think that the passing of the Bill in its present form would be
beneficial, inasmuch as it would provide for the better education of chemists and
druggists :—1 think so ; but still I think that the interests of the medical prac-
titioner and the publie require that a restrictive clause should be introduced into
the Bill. I know it to be a common custom with chemists and druggists in
England, and in London more especially, to have medical men go to their houses,
where they give advice to parties who come to the chemist for it at certain hours
in the day. Those chemists and druggists probably pay the medical man either by
a fee or by a per-centage on the medicine sold ; parties go there for advice, which
they think they receive from the chemist and druggist, and the chemist and
| druggist is in their eyes the medical practitioner, the name of the medical man
being perfectly unknown. That is a practice which is carried on very extensively
in London ; and 1 think that in addition to the clause which has been suggested
by Mr. Ancell, there ought to be a clause going still further, and preventing
chemists and druggists from being directly or indirectly engaged in the treat-
ment of disease.

2606. Do you think that any Aet of Parliament could prevent a medical
man from practising where he may think fit?—It is difficult to do so, but I
think a clause might be drawn which would inflict a penalty on parties so
acting. I know that chemists and druggists in London, occupying no mean

gition, have been parties to such practices, and have had medical men sitting

n their back parlours to receive patients. Respectable people have gone to
0.42. AA2 the
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the shop thinking they got advice from the chemist and druggist, whereas they
have got it from a medical man.

20607. The medical man being qualified to give advice, and the chemist
being qualified to compound the medicine, who in your opinion is the party
injured by such a practice : —The respectable, hard-working body of general
practitioners. We invariably find that thoze men are men who pretend to be
pure ]ﬂ]J,rsiuinm-i, Or pure surgeons, anid bj.’ anuch ]:.racticeg the geneml prac-
titioners, who are engaged in the more toilsome part of the profession, are
materially injured.

2608, Is not that a question which refers more to a general arrangement of
matters among the medical profession, than to a Bill for regulating the qualifi-
cations of pharmaceutical chemists >—I think it arises as much, and that it is
as necessary to have some penalty against such a practice, as it is necessary
to have a penalty against the general practice of medicine by chemists and
druggists.

2609. I believe you are aware that it is the desire of the promoters of this
Bill not to interfere in any way, either directly or indirectly, with the disputes
existing amongst the different classes of the profession, but to restriet themselves
entirely to the improvement of their own qualification :—That is my belief.
I have conversed with many respectable chemists and druggists in London, and
I believe they are desirous of having some arrangement come to, with respect
to the medical profession at large, so as to produce a proper understanding
between them.

2610. Do you not think it would be rather unfair, that the endeavours of the
chemists being confined to their own qualifications, the medical men ghould mix
themselves up with a Bill, the object of which is to introduce an improved
system of education 7—I certainly do, provided they do not interfere with the
legitimate occupations of medical men. 1 believe that mediecal men would not
seck in any way to interfere with chemists and druggists, if they do not think
that the steps which the chemists and druggists have taken are likely to encroach
on their provinee.

26i11. Do you not consider it a more legitimate and proper eourse, for medical
men to introduce that improvement which is desirable in their own legitimate
qualification ? Do you not think it a more legitimate and proper course, for
medical men to introduce that improvement which is desirable in the education
of their own members, coming to an arrangement with reference to their own
disputes, than to mix themselves up with a Bill which is meant to apply to
the education of chemists and druggists only 7—1 think it is the duty of medi-
cal men to be earveful that in any arrangement which may be made with regard
to chemists and druggists, there should be no infringement on the rights of
medieal practitioners.

2fi12. You are aware that this Bill does not repeal any portion of the
Apothecaries’ Act :—Yes.

2613, Ifit defines the duties of the chemists and druggists, and if the
Apothecaries’ Act remains in force, would not the two Aets, in your opinion,
rather tend to increase the protection which the medical profession enjoys
against the chemist 7—Yes ; but I think the Apothecaries’ Act is deficient in
giving proper protection to medical men, and if you look at the decisions
come to by some of the Judges, you will find many cases in which chemists
and druggists ought to have been convicted and fined for engiging in the
practice of medicine, but in which they escaped. The Judges have taken
opposite views as to the interpretation to be put upon the Apothecaries’ Aet,
besides which the expense of a prosecution under that Aet is very great. I
remeimber one case, which is particularly referred to by the editor of the
“ Lancet.” [ think Mr. Baron Platt was the presiding Judge. In that case,
a chemist and druggist was prosecuted either for illegal practice or for man-
slaughter ; I forget which. The Judge summed up in favour of the chemist
and druggist, or else excluded some evidence which was offered against him;
and the result was, that although the chemist and druggist was morally guilty
of the charge preferred against him, yet, owing to the interference of Mr. Baron
Platt, he was acquitted.

ziit4. Does not that, in your opinion, result from the very imperfect definition
now existing as to what are the duties of a chemist and druggist?—Yes; but
I think those duties may be very easily defined.

2615, Does
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2615. Does not this Bill more completely define those duties than they ever
were before defined in any Act of Parliament *—I think not.

2G16. You are aware of the words of the clause 7—Yes; I have read the
clause. gkt

2617. That such examination shall not include an examination in the theory
and practice of medicine, or the practice of midwifery or surgery ’—That
merely goes to the examination. .

2618. Does not the fact of the examination being defined prove the amount of
qualification legally conceded to the chemist ?—I think not at all. The amount
of qualification conceded to him does not lay down what his strict dutics as a
chemist and druggist are.

261g. If the chemist puts in as his plea that he is a qualified man, and if
he shows his diploma and the Act of Parliament, would not the interpretation
of the Judge depend upon the terms which are implied in the diploma in con-
sequence of the definition of the qualification in the Act of Parliament?—
1 would not leave it to the whim or the caprice of the Judge. 1 would have
the law strictly defined.

afizo. Could it be more strictly defined than by excluding the theory and
practice of medicine, therapeutics, and the practice of midwifery or surgery *—
I would go to his ordinary and daily duties in defining what the duties of a
chemist and druggist are.

2621. Do not the words “ chemistry,” * pharmacy,” “ materia medica,” and
% botany,” define his duties, the other words excluding every portion of materia
mediea which possibly have a tendency to encourage medical practice @ —Yes,
but those words only refer to his education; they do not refer to his duties
from day to day. There was a clause introduced into the Bill of Mr. Hawes,
a copy of which I have here, and upon looking at it, and being very averse to
anything like the vending of drugs by medical men, | think it highly desirable
that there should be such a clause introduced into the Bill, and that it could not
be objected to by any chemist and druggist. There was a clause, somewhat
similar in effect, in a Bill which was proposed by Mr. Donovan. The third
clause in Mr. Hawes' Bill was this: “The words *art of medicine ' include
within their meaning the recommending, prescribing, or ordering either directly
or indirectly, any medicine, or remedy, or application whatever for the relief or
eure of any disorder, ailment, or illness of the body or mind, or any part thereof;
or performing any surgical operation, minor or capital ; or practising mid-
wifery ; and the words ‘medical practitioner’ mean a person qualified under
this Act to practice the art of medicine.,” And that the words ** chemist and
druggist ” mean a person who shall sell, deal in, mix, or dispense for sale any
drug or medicine for the cure or reliefof any bodily disorders, ailment, or
illness, except such person as shall have obtained a certificate to practize the
art of medicine ; and the word ©* England™ shall include Wales.

2fz22. Did you ever hear of the proceedings which were taken by the chemists
-and druggists, with reference to those clauses to which you refer :—Yes, I did.

2fiz3. Are you aware that they united, in the most energetic manner, to
oppose those clauses —They did.

3624. Do you think there would be any use in attempting now to do that
which so totally failed on a former oceasion?—I think that if such a clause
were introduced into this Bill, and if at the same time there were another clause
imposing a heavy penalty on medical men keeping shops and selling medicines,
the chemists and druggists could not possibly object to it.

2625. Admitting the propriety of what you recommend for the sake of argu-
ment, would not that be a more suitable provision to introduce into a Bill with
respect to the medical profession generally, than into a Bill which is confined
-exclusively to regulating the qualification of pharmaceutical chemists >—No ;
because the Bill of Mr. Hawes was intended to embrace both.

atizfi. Was not that a comprehensive measure embracing the whole profession ?
—Yes: but that part relating to chemists and druggists might form the ground-
‘work of a system of legislation for chemists and druggists ; in the Bill proposed
by Mr. Carmichael and by Mr. Donovan, there were elauses to the same effect,
besides which, in the outline of the Bill which was submitted to the British
Medical Association, at the Medical Congress, by Dr, Forbes, he distinetly
recommended the institution of a college of pharmacy, and what he recom-
mended was very much in the spirit of the clause which I have read. That was
-at the medical congress which was held in Exeter Hall in February 1841.

0.42. Aa3 2627. Do
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2627, Do you object to this Bill upon the ground of the inopportuneness
of the time 7—No, I do not ; 1 think that if the clauses which have beenal
suggested to the Committee were introduced into the Bill, and if a clause also
were introdueed, making it penal for medieal men to keep open shops, it would
answer all the purpose that is desired.

2628, Is it your opinion that the medical profession generally would agree to
that latter elause -—It i my opinion that they ought to be made to agree to it.
I think that it is a thing most essentially necessary for the welfare and
tability of the medical profession ; many of them now are mere traders. There
is another evil also which operates injuriously, and diminishes the respectability
and character of medieal professors : that general practitioners who are mere
traders never make a charge for their professional services, but they deal very
extensively in drugs. .

2620. Were you not present in this Comnnittee-room when some of the
medical witnesses gave a diametrically opposite opinion, and claimed, on behalf
of all the licentiates, the right to practise pharmacy as chemists and druggists 7
—1I heard some of them.

2fizo. Can you suggest any means by which the Committee could recon-
cile those two opinions /—I think that some of those opinions were so
to each other, that it would be morally impossible to reconcile them, think
it ought to be made as penal for a medical man to sell drugs and keep an open.
shop, as for a chemist and druggist to preseribe.

2631, Seeing that those who object to the Bill object to it on diametri
opposite grounds, can you see any means of reconciling those two objections?
—1I think the only means are those which | have already suggested.

2i32. You give that as your opinion i—Yes.

2633, And we take the other view as the opinion of the other witnesses *—
Yes; I think, looking at the character and respectability of the medical profes-
sion, it is both derogatory and injurious to them as a body, that any of them
should keep open shops ; and 1 state it as my opinion, that so long as medical
men keep open shops, chemists and druggists are perfectly justified in pre-
seribing; and 1 think that the College of Surgeons in England has E&'
more to lower the character of the medieal profession than has been done by
any other means, and [ think that the couneil ought to have disfranchised every
member keeping an open shop.

2034. Did you not hear a witness state in this room that they had injured
the profession by not admitting those who keep open shops and practise '
macy /—I did not hear that; |1 am not aware that any witness who has been
examined this morning has said so.

2635. The College of Surgeons do not examine in pharmacy ?—They do
not.

2630, Do vou think that they ought to do so?—I think they ought to
extend their examination to a thorough knowledge of medicine, but I do not
think they ought to go fully into that which is strictly the province of the
pharmaceutical chemist. 3

26137. Are you aware that general practitioners are excluded from the Opera-
tion of the Bill already, except under very limited restrictions ¥—You now
speak of the Charter of the College of Surgeons; I think that medical men
generally are not exeluded, beeause any of those who are exeluded by the Charter
can obtain the fellowship by examination. |

2638, Were they not excluded until recently, when an exception has been
made in favour of those who have been in practice for a certain number of
vears :—No ; the Charter which was given to the College in the rear 1843
only gave the Couneil the power of admitting a certain number of fellows who
were admitted, and the vear afterwards they admitted an additional number.
Many of the couneil had some of their own friends admitted, and many were
admitted who were not only unacquainted with practical surgery, but who were
perfeetly unfit, by limited education and experience, for the honour conferre
on them; and T believe that the fellows who were created by the Charter
excluded from the fellowship men who had been many years in practice, and
who had done a great deal to advance medieal seience. I think they very
unjustly excluded Mr. Ancell. 1 think that he ought to have been :
fellow in preference to many men who were admitted. The fellowship could
always be obtained by examination, but that was unjust towards old members.

2639. Are not the regulations of the College of Surgeons so framed, as to
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offer an obstruction to men practising pharmacy rising in that College *—To
prevent them from being on the council.

2(i40. Is not that a source of complaint among the body of general prae;
titioners —1 think it is; and I think unjustly so. [ think they have no right
to complain of it ; the College of Surgeons in Ireland will not allow one of
their fellows to dispense medicine, but the College of Surgeons in London do
allow it.

2641. You think that an abuse :—1I think it would be an abuse toallow them
to be on the council.

2642. Your opinion on that head is diametrically opposed to the Institute,
for instance ?*—Yes, 1 think so. | think the members of the Institute have got
a false notion into their head that they ought to have an additional eollege.

26i43. Do vou think that a false notion }—Yes, I think an additional college
would tend to perplex the profession, and I think it would make the position
of medical men more complicated than it is at present.

2644. Do you believe that many of the medical profession would agree
with you in that opinion —1I believe that a majority of the medical profession
Wi:;]u]d be very glad to see the College of Surgeons reformed rather than a new
college.

2fig5. In the event of a proposition for a general medical reform being
introduced, on the principle desired by the Institute, do you think it would be
opposed by many old members of the profession !—I do not know what their
proposition at present is ; but I think that a general Bill for medical reform
ought not, with regard to corporate institutions, to include anything more than
a College of Physicians, College of Surgeons, and a College of Pharmacy ; and
I think those three bodies should at stated times publish a pharmacopeeia, which
should be circulated under their authority throughout the kingdom. [ think
those are the only three colleges that it would be desirable to have, [ think
that a college for zeneral practitioners is an institution that has no parallel
in any country.

26i46. Lord Burghley.] Would you prevent all apothecaries from selling
medicines, considering that many apotheearies practise in the country ?—I would
prevent all men who practise medicine from selling.

26i47. Would not that, in your opinion, create great inconvenience in small
villages and towns *—There might be exceptions made in cases where they
were remote from towns, I think that power might be vested in local magis-
trates, for instance, to allow it to be done in certain cases where it was proved
to their satisfaction to be necessary, and that there was no ehemist and druggist
near where people could get drugs. 1 think that power might be vested in the
local authorities to grant a licence in such cases to the medical practitioner to
sell drugs for the convenience of the neighbourhood ; it being understood that
if a chemist and druggist, or a person duly qualified under this Bill, should
establish himself in business in the same neighbourhood, the medical man
should resign the power of vending drugs.

2648. If you were to introduce a clause of that sort, would not the conse-
quenee be that a great opposition would be offered to the Bill by apothecaries
and medical men :—I[ think that if a elause to that effect were introdueced, and
if there were alzo a clause strictly prohibiting chemists and druggists from en-
gaging in counter praetice, or visiting patients at their own houses, the medical
profession could have no reason to complain, and would agree to it; and [
think that, if they did not willingly agree, they ought to be made to submit to it.
I know several chemists and druggists, persons doing large practice as medical
men. | know one man who is doing a practice of at least 5000, a-vear; his
counter practice brings him in that sum. [ may mention one instance which
occurred to myself one day: I went into the shop of a chemist and druggist
near Charing Cross, to get some medicine made up in a hurry for a patient of
mine, and | was told by a person in the shop, * Mr. So-and-so will be in
shortly; heis out now visiting a patient.”  Then I would make another sugzges-
tion to the Committee, which is this: that should this Bill become lax, 1 do
not see any clause in it giving any authority to inspect the drugs sold in the
shops of chemists and druggists. [ think it very desirable that there should be
A provision of that kind, and I think the absenee of it is a great loss to the public
at large 3 it might perhaps be difficult to carry it out satisfactorily, on account
of the difficulty that there would be in finding in London, in the College of Phy-
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sicians more especially, to whom generally such a power, where it exists, is usually
entrusted, persons who would be conversant with the nature and quality of drugs.

«2040. You think that it would be desirable that there should be such a power
introduced into the Bill :—I do. I have had oceasion myself to complain of the
quality of many of the drugs that are sold by chemists; and 1 know, from other
medical men, that those complaints are general.

2650, Do you think it could be expected to be otherwise, considering the great
number of persons who enter into the business of chemists who are quite un-
qualified 7—It arises, I think, from two causes: it arises from the fact of men
entering into the business of a chemist and druggist without any previous qua-
lification, and knowing nothing of the nature or quality of drugs ; and in the
next place, whatever may be the edueation that is given by the Pharmaceutical
Society, | know that some persons who have been eduecated there are not them-
selves good judges of medicine. 1 think that the examination of a chemist
ought to go mueh further than it does at present, with regard to the character
and quality of drugs.

2651. In other words, you think that the examination i not so stringent as
it ought to be?*—1 think it is not so practical as it ought to be.

2652, Do you think it possible that any voluntary society, not supported by
Act of Parliament, could make the examination as stringent as it ought to be :—
I think it morally impossible.

20653. Do vou not think that an Act of Parliament would enable the society
to introduce that stringency in the examination which the safety of the public
requires : — [ think so.

2054. And on that ground do you approve of the Bill *—I approve of the
Bill, if the restrictions 1 have suggested are introduced.

2055. Sir W, 7. Craig.] Do you think that the mode of examination has
been as yet imperfect :—1t would appear, from conversations which I have had,
that the examiners feel they have not power to go so far as they ought to go.

2650, Do yvou think that the examiners at present are properly constituted *
—- I think, that if a Colleze of Pharmacy is established, and if it is confined to
practical pharmacy, chemistry, and botany, and to the tests for poisons, there
could be no objection to it.

2057. Would it, in your opinion, be an advantage, that members of the
College of Physicians and Surgeons should be examiners ?— Edueated as they
are at present, I think they are grossly ignorant in materia medica. [ have in
my pocket the questions which were proposed by the College of Physicians at
the last examination, and there is not one in it relating to materia medica. There
is ome with regard to pharmacy, which is, “ What ave the special directions en-
jeined in the London Pharmacopeeia of 1851, for the material and composition
of the vessels employed in the preparation and conservation of metallie, acid,
and alkaline mﬂi‘ininw? In what sense do we use the terms ©calor lenis,’
“balneum aquosum,” and ¢ balneum arenosum ?”™  That is the only question
relating to it. That is one of the last examination papers. 1 know men
engaged in London as lecturers on materin mediea who really know nothing at
all about it, although they gointo the lecture room vear after year, repeating the
same thing from the writings of Drs. Murray & Christison, of Edinburgh, Dr.
Neligan, of Dublin, or Dr. Pereira  There are many lecturing in London now
on materia mediea, who are perfectly incompetent to discharge the office they
assime, and some of those are members of the College of Physicians.

20658, But there must be many members of the College of Physicians whe
are perfectly acquainted with pharmacy ?—I will venture to say that there are
not four such men in the whole body.

26i50. Would you say the same with regard to the surgeons :—It is ten times
worse with regard to surgeons; they have no examination ; their examination is
of a most frivelous nature.

2660, Chairman.] You mean so far as regards chemistry and pharmaey 7=l
mean as regards the education necessary to qualify & man to undertake the
practice of medicine and surgery.

2661, Did you consider it so frivolons that you did not think it worth while
to go up and obtain 2 diploma >—1I thought it would not be of any service to
me : I thought my being a licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company was suf-
ficient. Licentiates of the Apothecaries’ Society receive a much higher, more
practical, and far more general education than a member of the College of

Surgeons,
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Surgeons, as tested by examination. I have been urged by some members of
the council of the College of Surgeons to offer myself for examination for a
fellowship. When I founded the National Association of General Practitioners,
some members of the council, at that time, urged me to retire from it, and
to o in for a fellowship of the College of Surgeons. 2

atibz. Sir V. G. Craig.] With whom would rest the power of examining
drugs in the shops of chemists 7—The Collegze of Physicians have a limited
power, which 1 believe is confined to the City of London. It should not be
confined to drugs, but they ought to examine all scales and weights and
mensures, and they ought to see that the chemists have copies of the London
Pharmacopeeia. | know many chemists and druggists in London who have
not. You will more commonly see © Hooper's Vade Mecum,” or some such
book, which gives them a smattering of the practice of medicine.

2663. The power of examination of drugs, which is possessed at present by
the College of Physicians, is not exercised, is it 7—It is scarcely exercised at
all ; it is only confined to the City of London.

266i4. Do you think it desirable to extend that further, and to place it in the
hands of some other body —1 would do so.

26615, What body :—If there was a College of Pharmacy they might appoint,
or if the education of the physicians was better than it is the power might also
be intrusted to some of them: but I would rather trust to a body of censors
appointed by the College of Pharmacy ; and I think they should be sworn to
examine the drugs properly.

2666. What penalties would you impose on parties possessed of impure
drugs F—I would imj:ose a fine for the first offence ; I would inerease it for the
second, and the third time [ would have them struck off the register of the
College of Pharmaey. 1 would have them deprived of their licences or

isters.

2667. Would you make it imperative that the shops should be examined

iodically F—Yes. I would have them examined all through the country, at
east twice a year.

2fibS. How would wou provide for such an examination ?—1 think that the
expenses might be paid for out of the funds of the Company ; and [ think that
if all chemists and druggists in England were compelled to be registered
annually, a sufficient amount would be derived from that source,

26i6g. You would have an annual assessment :—Yes, for registering ; and
that would provide funds for the support of the college. I think also that they
should be prohibited from vending oils and ecolours. 1 think that poisons
should be kept apart, and that they ought to be prohibited from vending
poisons as they now do, even when preseribed separately and in large quan-
tities by medical men. 1 may mention that I have known two fatal cases
arising from one medical man ordering poison. I knew of a physician, a very
popular lecturer on materia medica, who at one time ordered a patient an ounce
of prussic acid, two drops to be taken oceasionally ; that was dispensed from a
chemist’s shop. [ was myself present and witnessed the fatal result of a
physician having ordered an ounce of laudanum, two or three drops to be
taken oceasionally. The patient swallowed the whole ounce of landanum, and
was poisoned. 1 attended that patient myself, and removed the landanum
from the stomach : but the patient ultimately died.

Mr. Heiry Ancell again called in ; and further Examined.

2670. Chairman.] THE Committee understand that you wish in some way to
qualify the evidence which you have given this morning ?—Yes. 1 wish to
state that, on consideration, I am decidedly of opinion with Mr. Propert, that the
whole of the clause which I suggested to the Committee is essential, in order
to render the Bill safe with reference to the existing state of the practice of
physic in this country.

Jonathan Pereira, Fsq., M.0., called in ; and Examined.
2671. Chairman.] YOU are one of the Physicians to the London Hospital :
—I am. ¢

-2672. Have you been for several years the professor of materia medica at that
0.42. Ba hospital 7—
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hospital >—Yes ; Tam not so now; I have resigned; but for many years I
lectured there.

26i73. How many vears have vou lectured for the Pharmaceutical Society #
— For nine years.

2674, On materia medica !—On materia medica.

2075. Do the lectures on materia medica delivered at the Pharmaceutical
Society differ from those which are delivered at the hospital :—Certainly.

2676. What distinetion do you make r—At the hospital the prineipal subjects
arve the effects and uses of medicines, but at the Pharmaceutical Soviety they
are chiefly the natural history and chemistry of medicines.

2677, Do you think that chemists require a distinet course of lectures on
that subject. different from those that are delivered to persons intended for
medical practitioners *—Certainly.

2ii78. Do you think that the words materia medica necessarily imply thera-
pentics, or do you think that the term is generally added to therapeuties in
the way in which it appears on that card (referving to a card of admission te
King's College) :—It depends very much on what the requirements of the
public boards are ; if they require a course on materia medica and therapeuties,
the course is named accordingly; but if they say materia medica only, the
course will be called materia medica.

26i7g. If you saw a course of lectures on materia medica advertised, would
you imply, as a matter of course, that therapeutics were included in it:—Not
neeessarily 3 materia medica is a very general term ; it includes, of eourse, the
effects and uses of medicines, as well as their natural history and ehemistry ;
but it does not follow that a lecturer is to take up all the dﬂpﬂ.rtmenta'uf
materia medica in the course.

2650. Do you see any objection to the branches of study which are men-
tioned as coming within the province of the pharmaceutical chemist, that is to
say, an education in botany, materia medica, and pharmaceutical and eral
chemistry *—1 see no objection to the use of those terms, though I think more
eneral terms might be used, and with benefit.

2081, Could you suggest any amendment which would meet the objections
urged by some witnesses against the term materia medica :—I think you might
leave out the words, and yet retain everything which the Bill contemplates,
and which chemists and druggists could require. .

2682, What words would yon substitute for them?—I think that if the
words natural history, and chemical properties of drugs were substituted, it
would invelve all that a drogzist could require.

2083. Are there any lectures given anywhere in London of that description 2
—None that I s aware of, except the course which I have given at the Pharma-
ceutical Society ; the reason is, that the materia medica lectures, which are
delivered at other schools in London, are intended for medical men.

2684. Do you think that in the absence of any law obliging chemists and
druggists to undergo some examination, a school could be supported by the
chemists and druggists, having lectures especially adapted for them !—I think
not; [ think it has been fairly tried by the Pharmaceutical Society, and under
thﬁ most favourable circumstanees ; that school is not, in fact, a self-supporting
school.

2685, You are aware, are you not, that it has been carried on at a loss of
several hundreds a year 7—1 do not know at how much, but I know that it has
been carried on at a loss, ;

2686, Do you think it possible for such an institution to be carried on with-
out a loss, unless some Act of Parliament were passed compelling chemists to
undergo an examination *—1 do not think that any school for chemists and
druggists alone would pay, unless there was some Act requiring them to attend.

2087, Do vou think that the education of chemists and druggists in these
branches of knowledge would tend to make them medical practitioners ?—No,
I think not.

2683, Do you think that by becoming better acquainted with their own
business they would feel more interest in that, and endeavour to separate them-
selves as much as they could from irregular practising :—I think it would give
them a standing in their own department, and that they would not be so
likely to be led into the practice of medicine. ' s

2089. You have heard some of the objections which have been urged of an

opposite
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opposite character to the opinion which you have expressed ; do you think that
those objections are based on a misapprehension of the facts of the case !
Yes; I have heard no objections made to the Bill that I think are at all valid.

26ign. From what vou know of chemists and druggists, do you believe that
the more intellizent and better educated among them practise the most or the
least irregnlarly ?— I think the least. becausze 1 believe that with chemists and
druggists, medical practice, if | may so call it, is chiefly confined te those
whose means, perhaps, compel them to travel rather out of their own immediate
duties ; and 1 think that the better informed, and those who have the best
positions with reference to their own proper business, are the parties who not
only do not practise medically, but, so far as I have had experience of them,
are most desirous of putting a stop to such practising.

2601, Do you believe that this Bill would rather have a tendeney to check
than to increase such practice :—I think it would tend most deecidedly to check
it, giving, as it does, the means of drawing a line of demarcation between
medicine and pharmacy.

2602. I believe you are aware that the chemists offered a very strong op-
position to a Bill which was introduced by Mr. Hawes, which proposed to place
them under certain restrictions 7—I am aware of it.

2603. Do vou think that if a Bill of this deseription were to be for a few
years in operation, they would become more sensible than they are now of the
propriety of restricting themselves within their own limits :—Yes, [ am disposed
to think they would be.

26g4. And would that have a tendency, do you think, to make them less

wsed to any moderate restrictions that wight be introduced in any sub-
sequent Bill 7—It is difficult to give an opinion as to what they might ulti-
mately feel, but my own impression is rather in favour of that view.

2695. It has been suggested that it would be proper to introduce this clause
into the Bill (handing to the Witness the clause proposed by Mr. Ancell):—1
believe that part of this clause might be introduced with advantage, but 1 think
there are objections, in a medical point of view, to some of the propositions
which are contained in it.

2606. To which propositions do you refer ! —It says, * with a view to per-
form any medical or surgical office.” It micht be a question what was the
proper construction of the words “ surgical office ; " would it be understood
that the application of leeches is a surgical office ?

2607. Suppoesing that were understood, do you think that the application of
leeches ought to be probibited *—I think that that should be left out, because you
may employ a nurse or any person to apply leeches; I am not quite clear what
would be the legal construction of those words.

2608. Taking the clause as a whole, do you think that it could be practically
carried out >—I am inclined to think not: taking it as a whole, if it is to be this
clause or no clause, I think it would be better to have no clause.  You mizht,
1 think, introduee a part of the clause with advantage to the medieal profession.

2609. Do vou allude to that part of the clause which refers to attending
patients F—Yes. '

2700. If a clause were introduced, prohibiting chemists from practising medi-
cine at the houses of patients, would it not be inferred from that that they
might attend patients in their own shops ? — It would look very mueh like ir, 1
think ; thers is one part of the clause which says, * nor to preseribe, nor to
administer medicines or remedies in their own houses or shops.” 1 should
think that the whole clanse might be shortened with advantage ; and it would he
improved if it were merely to say that they should not perform the duties of a
surzeon, physician, or man-midwife, either at their own houses, or at the houses
of their patients. 1 think there is much detail here, which might give rise to
great difficulty ; as a medical man, 1 should object to the elause as a whole ; but
at the same time I should say | have never seen it until now, and therefore mv
opinion upon it must be necessarily rather superficial. '

2701. Do you think this Bill assists in any way in defining what is the legi-
timate provinee of the chemist and druggist >—1 think it does; and 1 believe
that indireetly it will tend to check illegal practice.

2702. Do you think that this Bill, coupled with the Apothecaries’ Actof 1815
would, if passed, have a tendeney to clear up some of the difficulties and doubts
< 0.42. BB2 which
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that point.

2703. Do yvou think that evil results at present from the practice of chemists
and druggists over the counter >—I have heard of it, but I must confess that
personally 1 am not acquainted with it, and eannot bear testimony to anything
of the kind. [ have heard a great deal of it, but I do not hﬂppcu' to have met
with it myself.

2704. Should you think that this Bill would at all tend to inerease such prae-
tice 7— 1 think not ; I think on the contrary it would tend in a great degree to
put a stop to it.

2705, From what Voul know of the state of |Zli|'.'l‘l'§li:5 in the medieal ]}l'ﬂfﬂﬁ-si.ﬂll,
do you think there is any immediate prospect of a general measure of medical
reform being catried *—I am afraid not; [ do not see any probability of it at
present.

2706, Do you see any objection to introducing a reform in the education of
chemists and druggists as a separate measure :-—| see none.

2707. Do vou think that the passing of this Bill would tend to impede or
ohstruct any general measure which might afterwards be introduced, or would
it, in your npininn, tend to facilitate it ?—1I think it would tend to facilitate it.

2708, In what way do you think it would facilitate it : —1It is stated in the
Bill, that a medical man shall have #he privilege of acting and ealling himself,
if he pleases, a pharmaceutical chemist; but he is not to be registered under the
Bill.  Now it is very evident that there are two eases, in either of which you
may suppose a man practising illegally ; he may be, for example, a chemist
and druggist registered; or he may be practizing pharmacy without being
registered.  If he be a chemist and dmggist registered, it will be very clear then
that he cannot be a medical man according to the Bill, because a medical man
i not allowed to register ; and, therefore, primd _facie, his being registered under
this Bill, is evidence that he is not qualified to practise medicine.

2700. Do you think that that evidence would be received as an interpretation
of the Apothecaries” Aet ?—1 take it that if a man were prosecuted for practis-
ing illegally, he would necessarily endeavour to show that he was a chemist and
druggist, and that he was qualifed, perhaps, by law, or by custom, to ad-
minister, in some slight way, medicine ; but if it is proved that he is registered
under this Aet, it will be seen that medical men are not allowed to register
under this Aet ; and that, 1 think, is a material point to be horne in mind.

2710, Supposing & person were not registered under this Act, but that he
assumed the character of a medical practitioner *—Then, 1 think, he will be
clearly amenable, because he will not be able to show that he has received his
diploma either from any medical body or from the Pharmaceutical Society as a
chemist and druggist ; it is impossible, therefore, for him to say he is a chemist
and druggist, becanse he is not licensed, and in that case he has neither a medical
nor a pharmaceutical qualification,

2711, Is it not the case that a good many irregular practitioners, acting as
chemists and drugezists, have been apprenticed to apothecaries, and have not
passed any examination, but have commenced business as chemists and druggists,
having acquired a smattering of medical practice from their former employers ?
Those parties 1 have met with have been medical men for the most part, with-
out the peeuniary means of completing their education, and when they are pro-
secuted they state, that they have been practising as chemists and druggists ;
now such parties could not plead that they were practising as chemists and
druggists under this Bill, and 1 fancy that it will follow, as a necessary conse-
quenee, that if they practise they will be convicted, because they could not
plead the privilege of a chemist and druggist, inasmuch as they would not be
registered. 1 have lieard in this room some persons claim, that medical
men sheuld have the power of being registered ; | think it is objectionable; I
de not think they should be registered as chemists and druggists, because then
vou eannet tell whether a man is a medieal man or a chemist, I should like
to see the two kept distinet. 1 may, perhaps, be allowed to mention that I
foresee some difficulties which will arise from this Bill, to which I would just
draw the attention of the Committee. Suppose a man passes as a chemist and
druggist, and is registered, and suppose he should afterwards pass as a medieal
man, would he remain a registered chemist and druggist? 1 put that qu
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tion, because as I read the Act, he would still remain upon the list of registered
ehemists and druggists, and that, I think, would be objectionable.

2712, There is a clause in the Act which says, “The registrar to be ap-
pointed under or by virtue of this Act shall from time to time make out a
complete register of all persons earrying on the business of or being employed
as pharmaceutical chemists, who shall, in writing, addressed to the said registrar,
desire to be entered upon the list of pharmaceutical chemists, and shall also
furnish such evidence of their being =o employed, azs may from time to time
be required by the council of the aid Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain ;”
would not that clause restrict such a list to those who ave chemists and
druggists according to the terms of the Act of Parliament, or would it in your
opinion be better to add such words as these: “ And shall also erase from such
register the names of such persons as shall cease to be pharmaceutical chemists
according to the terms of this Aet” 7= apprehend that that would be the
best way ; if he takes the lower qualification first, and afterwards takes the
higher qualification, I think the lower one should be erazed, my notion being
that medical men should not be registered under this Aet, and should not be
called chemists and druggists. [ would have a registration entirely for
chemists and druggists, and I would have the register to be such that the very
fact of being registered should be a proof that the party is not qualified to
practice medicine.

2713. Then, according to that view, whatever a chemist did in the wav of
preseribing a draught to a patient across the counter, would be irregular prac-
tice F—I am not at all wanting to define the limits. 1 do not want to say
what is or is not “ practice;” but I want it to be understood, that a man
legally qualified to practise medicine has a right to practise as a pharmaceutical
chemist if he pleases, but the register shall be confined to those who practise
pharmacy only.

2714. By L{at means you consider it would be implied that a chemist had
no privilege to practise medicine >—Precisely so ; and there, | think, the Act of
Parliament would tend to show the difference between men qualified and those
who are not qualified as medical men.

2715. And do you think that that would practically be a more effectual
means of checking the irregular practice of the chemist than any attempt to
define to what extent he shall go, and where a line is to be drawn *—1 have
thought a good deal about the matter, but I do not know how in words to draw
the line between what he might legally do, and what he ought not to do; I think
each case should be judged of by itself. [ ecan conceive one of the publie
going into a chemist’s shop, and stating that he wants some rhubarb, and wants
to know the proper dose to be taken, and [ think that in such a case the pharma-
ceutist should sell him the proper dose; that, T should say, is not medical prac-
tice; but, on the other haund, if he stated he had a diarrhoea, and wanted a
mixture, and the druggist preseribed a remedy, that, [ conceive, would be
medical practice ; but 1 can conceive cases in which it would puzzle anybody
to say what is or is not ** practice.”

2710. If the patient said, * I have a diarrheen, and [ wish you would give me
a chalk mixture,” and the chemist asks him whether hie has taken anything, and
the patient says he has taken a little rhubarb, but wishes to have a chalk mix-
ture, would you eall it preseribing if the ehemist made it up for him *—No; in
that case the man prescribes for himself, and the druggist merely gives him
what he asks for,

2717. If a patient savs he has acidity on his stomach, and wishes for a
‘dranght with something aromatie in it, and the druggist gives it him, would you
call that preseribing :—I am afraid vou are getting into intermediate cases now,
‘which it would be difficult to define ; if he says he has acidity on the stomach it is
obvious that the chemical antidote would be an alkali to neutralise it.

2718, Do not the mineral acids sometimes correct acidity on the stomach,
m alkalies have failed *—No doubt patients have henefited occasionally by

271G. If a patient complains of debility and wishes for a tonie, and says,
“ have you any preparation of iron; [ should like a tonic,” and the chemist
-gives it him, would you eall that prescribing *—Those are some of the debate-
able points to which 1 have before referred. I would not like exactly to tie up
-2 man’s hands too tightly, so as to prevent him from giving any remedy, but at
0.432. BE 3 the
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the same time it is obvious that such pharmaceutical practice verges clusql]r
on medieal praetice.

2720. Are there not numerous cases of slight indigestion in which a stomachic
draught may be very innocently given; a little rhubarb and calumba, with sudn.,
or sal volatile, for instance *—Yes.

2721. Do you think the law could be so stringently carried out as to prevent
a t'lu-mu-»! giving a draught like that?—I am not a lawyer: 1 have seen v
curious conclusions drawn from written statements, and [ do not feel m}r
competent to deeide many of these points, Asa ;_!;enLral rule I should
the office of a chemist and druggist to vend drugs, to prepare chemiea aru‘l
pharmaceutical compounds, and to dispense physicians’ preseriptions ; and, on the
other hand, I consider it is the office of a zeneral practitioner to practise
medicine, surgery, midwifery and pharmaecy, but when vou draw the line very
closely it is difficult to adhere to it strictly as the two offices merge the one in
the other.

2722, The Committee are on the horns of this dilemma ; it has been proved
by numerous witnesses, that a very large proportion of persons acting as
chemists and druggists have little or no education, but are, nevertheless, em-
ployed in dispensing preseriptions and selling a great variety of strong medi-
cines. It is urged, on the other hand, that if that description of ignorance be
overcome, the fact of their being instructed in chemistry and pharmacy will
give them a higher status, and induce them to practise medicine F —I do not at
all agree with that view.

2725. Supposing, for the sake of argnment, that that were the case, toa g‘rm
extent, in some instances, which of the two evils do you think the lesser >—I
would take the Bill in preference, becanse if they do practise medicine, I think
it gives you a more ready means of obtaining legal proof of their illegal
practice.

2724. Do von think the existing state of things isa very great evil :—I do;
and I think it most desirable to remedy it. [ am most anxious to see chemists
and druggists well educated, but this Bill does not go quite far enough, mmy
11[ Ww. f
© 2725 Some people say it goes too far; but is not a measure which
of the way better, in your opinion, than » points on which
some object to it and think it goes too far, are not the points on which I thlnkl.lﬁ
should go further.

2726. On what point wonld you go further ;—I think a chemist and
if perfeetly educated, ought to be educated in four distinet departments, |

2727. You are alluding now to the subjects on which he should be examined ?

—And edueated too 5 for if he is to be examined in those departments, he s]muhif
of course be educated in them.

2728, You would substitute the four departments to which you allude fnr
materia medica 7—No ; the subjects 1 would propose are natural philosophy or
physics, natural history, chemistry, and pharmacy.

2729. Do you think that would include ev erything that would be necessary>—
1 think it would include as much materia medica and toxicology as a chemist and
druggist would require ; for example, his course of natural history would include
ayneral natural history (including botany, mineralogy, and zoology ), and
ceutical natural history ; and the course of chemistry would include ge:wﬂ.!
chemistry, pharmaceutical chemistry, and toxicological chemistry ; and
wontld be as much toxicology as he would reguire.

a=a0, Those sub-heads need not be introduced into the Bill ?—No; T
presume that no medical man would object to those heads: but they objeet
to toxicology and materin medica, which they think mlg;ht include  some-
thing more than is intended ; and they are afraid that chemists and druggists
might make an improper use of them ; but I think that that which 1 have suggest
would, in a great degree, obviate the objections that are made to giving a lﬂlgﬂ‘
education to the chemists and druggists, and such an education as is proper to
liu-:u' own peculiar sphere. '

2731. Do you think it is an evil, the improving the education, and thus im-
1:|mt ing the condition of the l'.‘,'l:'ll?‘l‘l'llat.ﬁ with reference to the respect which the
public might have for them, and the confidence which they would repose in
thmn ?—1 think it is not an evil, but, on the contrary, a great advantage. i
2732, Increasing their status : —Increasing their status, and giving then e
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means of carrying on their business more efficiently in relation to the public
and the medical profession.

2533. Objections have been urged against raising the status of a chemist by
giving bim a better education, although, at the same time, we have been told
that some education is requisite; could you suggest any means by which a
chemist could have the requisite amount of edueation, without acting injuriously
to the profession or the publie by raising his status %—No, | cannot conceive
such an objection to have been made; [ should funcy the objection that is
made is to raising his status towards that of a medical man, not as a chemist
and druggist ; the fear that has been felt has been that by raising his status in
one particular direction you may lead him to practise medicine; but I would
suggest that you might inerease his status still more without any objection on
the part of the profession, provided it is put out of bis power to practise as a
m 1 man.

2734, If the Bill be so worded as to exclude everything that could by pos-
sibility bear a medieal construetion, would not that limit the status of the
chemist !—Certainly ; some parties I think have raised an objection to the
words which are used, and my object has been to show how their objections
might be obviated, without interfering with the real efficiency of the Pharma-
ceutical Bill.

2735. Then your objeet is simply to remove objections which you think are
unfounded, merely for the purpose of getting rid of opposition*—I do not
think there is any real objection to a course called materia medica or toxicology;
1 have no fear about it myself, but others have ; and therefore I have suggested
a mode by which I think their fears might be allayved.

Mere wrii, 12° die Maii, 1852,
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Greorge Stilwell, Esq., called in; and Examined.

2736. Chairman.] YOU reside at Epsom ?—Yes.
2737 And are in general practice ?—Yes,
-u]i-ﬁli‘;. Haf-re I}'w'my DES&;‘\'H‘HDIW to make to the Committee rl:'lel:nting the
cation of chemists and droggists #—1 have thought ; d d
subject, and T have informed n‘rygE'-inr] a little upon it.” g gy o PR e
:’EQI r,ll‘j:] {EFI t_hmllc it dﬁirnl;lle that they should be educated and examined?
- unk it iz desirable that they should be ed ertai i
e thiok iy iey should be educated, but certainly not in
. 2740. In what manner would you bave them educated and examined?—I
Jllli:mk it would be quite futﬁ-::im?t, it their education extended so far as t::: enable
#:?::m?:ﬁ ﬁzymmans preseriptions, and to know the naturé of the drugs which
2741. To what part of the education stated in the Bill do v ject? j
: vh : you object ?—1 object
1;'; Iﬂﬁ}:::n;;:ll:ﬁl?g character of the Bill, and to the great power which is given by
2742. Do you object to the chemists and druggists bei i 4
— L think there is no necessity for it whntwe:. o i

4043, B B4 2743. Do
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2743. Do you object to other branches of the profession, physicians, surgeons,
and general practitioners, being severally consiituted into one body *—I have not
thougeht sufficiently of that to be able to give a decided opinion.

2744. Are we to understand that you approve of chemists and druggists passing
an examination 7—Yes; but not such an examinatien as that which is provided
for by this Bill.

2745. But you do not object to their undergoing a suitable cxamination?
—No.

2740, In what manner would you regulate that examination, if the chemists
and druggists are not to be constituted as a body 2—1 think that the most satis-
factory mode would be for the magistrates of the county at quarter sessions to
appoint two examiners, one of whom should be a medical zentleman, and the
other a druggist, and that they should recommend licences 10 be granted ; that
would save a great deal of expense and time ; that would obviate he objection of
centralising, and 1 think that uwnder some sueh regulation, a droggist would
undergo quite as much examination as is required.

2747. Do you think that the magistrates at their quarter sessions would be
suitable persons to appoint examiners for such a purpose*—I should think that
they would be perfectly’ competent to appeint a proper medical gentleman to
pertorm such a duty.

2748, Is it your object to keep down the qualification of pharmaceutical
chemists as much as possible i —IF they are to be medical men, I should like
them to possess the same qualilication, and to underzo the same examination as
medical men ; otherwise, I think they are sufficiently educated.

2740. Mr. Ewart.] Are you aware that some of the first medical men in the
country are of opinion, that they are not sufficiently educated at prezent 7—The
first medical men of the country are not in my judgment the most competent
jersons to form an opinion upon the point. I think they would probably take
an erroneous view, from not knowing what would be the effect of this Bill with
reference to country practitioners,

2750. You are speaking with reference to country practice >—Yes, I am =
a country practitioner myself, and I am speaking as to the effect which this Bill,
if passed, would have on me as a medical man, and on others in the same
profession as mysclf.

2751, Mr. Hindley.] Arve you alraid that the passing of this Bill would induee
chemisis and drugaists to trench more than they do at present upon the business
of gencral practitioners *—Certainly, I think the effect of it would be to wear out
the general practitioners, and I could refer to one or two cases in which the
practice of chemists and druggists as medieal men has already worn out regular
medical practitioners,

2=52. You have probably seen a clause which has been laid before the Com-
mittee by a medical practitioner ; supposing that clause to be inserted in this Bill,
would your objection to the Bill be removed ?—I have seen that clause, but it
certainly does not remove my objection. I object in fofo to the Bill ; I object tor
concentration of such large powers, and to the vesting of them in the hands of
a certain number of persons who have not yet proved their efficiency, or what
their intentions are, but who will have more power than either the College of
Physicians, the Collegze of Burgeons, or the Apothecaries’ Company; for the
aperation of the Bill extends over the whole of England, Scotland, and Wales,

2254, Chairman.] To what powers are you now referring?—To the po
among other things, of demanding an examination of all persons acting
chemists and droggists. 1 iyl

2754. Arc vou aware that there is nothing in the Bill to that effect ?—1 think
there is a clause applieable to all persons who sell or prescribe drugs.

2755. Probably you have not paid attention to that clavse of the Bill, which
simply relates to the assumption of certain names, implying that the parties
qualiied, and to fhe fact, that it does not prohibit the sale of drugs by oth
persons !—1 think there is something very stringent in the 22d, or interpretat
clause, which says, * The term * Pharmaceutical Chemist,” used in this Act, sh
be construed to include chemist and druggist, dispensing chemist, and every ot
term denoting a dispenser of medical preseriptions and vendor of medicines, mot
heing a member of the medical profession.” r.

2756. What restriction is there in that ; will you turn to the restrictive clause
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—1 think that any person putting a blue or green bottle in his window, would
come within the definition, becanse that would be indicating that he sold drugs.

2757. Is there anything in the Bill which prevents a person from selling drugs
witheut pessessing the qualification required by this Act*—1I think the last clause
would almost prohibit the sale of drugs, except by persons possessing that quali-
fication, and I think that that would have an injurious eficet; for in country
villages many small shopkeepers sell the common description of drugs, such as
cuti?l‘] oil or rhubarb, and in cases of emergency 1 have found that to be extremely
useful. '

2'{53, Would this Bill prevent their doing it in future ?—I should think it
would.

2750. Would it prevent it, if they did not assume the name of chemist and
druggist ?—If they held themselves out as sellers of medicine, 1 should think it
would.

2760. Counld they not sell medicines without being chemists and druggists ?—
They do now.

2701. And could they not, after this Bill has passed, go on doing that which
they are doing now ?—1I think not. I think that, if they put a coloured bottle
in I{IE window, that would indicate that they sell medicines.

2562, Mr. Jackson.] Yours is a country practice 7—Yes,

2763. Do you find that the class of trademen to which you have referred do
usually put up * Medicine sold here,” or some indication that they sell medicine ?
—Yes, they have bottles in the window, or something of that kind.

2704. Chairman.] Is there anything in this Bill to prevent their putting up
¢ Medicine sold here 2”"—1I should think so.

2765. The 15th is the restrictive clause, and that clause merely says that no
person not duly registered as a pharmaceutical chemist according to the provisions
of the Act, except in certain cases which are mentioned, shall assume the title
of pharmaceutical chemist, or any other name or emblem implying that he is
registered under the Act, or qualified to carry on or exercise the business or calling
of a pharmaceutical chemist F—Yes, the clause to which I was referring was the
interpretation clause.

2766. Would the fact of a man stating that he sells medicine imply that he
sells it in the capacity of a qualified chemist ?—The clause to which I am referring
says that the term ** Pharmaceutical Chemist” shall be construed to include
chemist and druggist, dispensing chemist, and every other term denoting a dis-
penser of medical prescriptions and vendor of medicine, not being a member of
the medical profession, or practising under a diploma or licence of a medical or
surgical corporate body. I should be inclined to think that a man would be
included in that description if he put up a bottle in his window.

2767. Does your objection to the Bill apply to the probable injury the chemists
and druggists would inflict on general practitioners ?—Certainly ; the illegal
practising of chemists has already been felt to a very great extent by regular
practitioners. I know of one instance, in which a very clever gentleman, who
established himself in a neighbouring town, and obtained at the University of
London very high houours, has left the profession entirely in consequence of not
being able to make, as an apothecary, half as much as chemists and druggists
make by acting as apothecaries.

2768. You admit that the evil exists to a great extent now f—Yes, to a very

t extent.

276¢. Can you point out to the Committee in what way a Bill, the object of
which is to create a separate class who shall have no medical functions whatever
assigned to them, could tend to increase that evil?—I am afraid you have no
provision in the Bill restraining the illegal practice which is now carried on by
chemists and druggists ; if they are to be allowed to practise as medical men, let
them go through the same course of education as we do, and let them pass an
examination at Apothecaries’ Hall. There are men now getting an income far
superior lo mine by practising as apothecaries, although they have never gone
through an edueation entitling them so to practice.

2770. Do you think that, by confining the practice of pharmacy to the hands
of medical men, pharmacy would be sufficiently attended to, or that it would be
as much attended to as if' there were a class of men exclusively devoting their
attention to that subject ¥—I cannot say; 1 do not quite understand the bearing
of the question.

10,42, Ce av71. The

. Stilwell, Esq.

12 May 1852,



G. Stilwell, Esq.

12 May 1852,

202 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

2771. The question is, whether it is not desirable, in order that a knowledge of
pharmacy may be properly cultivated, to have a class of prrsons who devote their
exclusive attention to that department without practising medicine —I think
that now they are sufficiently well educated, generally speaking, for the duties
they are required to perform, and probably they think themselves better qualified
than they-are.

2772. Are you not aware that there are many who have had no education at
all #—1 am aware that there are such.

2773. Are you aware that every day such persons are going into business,
never having been apprenticed, or having had any kind of education except that
which they ﬁave picked up in the shop ?—I should think that probable.

2774. Do you think that that is safe for the public 7¥—1 l;hin]l‘J that if the power
of appointing examiners were vested in the magistrates, in the mode I have sug-
gested, that would meet the case very well, because the parties would have to
undergo certain examinations as to their ability to read preseriptions and the
pharmacopeeia.  Such an arrangement would save very great expense, and it
would be the means. of keeping up a distinction between chemists and druggists
and medical practitioners. 1 do not think, considering the extent of knowl
requisite for chemists and druggists, that it is at all necessary they should
dragged up to London at a great expense, to go through a course of education,
and afterwards to pass an examination such as that which is contemplated
by this Bill. At present they put large flaming papers in their windows, and
those papers have a very considerable effect with the public. It is not kuown in
London Euw much medical men, particularly in the country, suffer from the illegal
practice which is carried on by chemists and druggists. We cannot very well
prevent it, but we find that we are doing all the drudgery, and they are getting
all the money.

2775. Do not medical men employ assistants *—There is not one in the town
in which I live ; we cannot afford to keep them.

2776, But is it not the custom in the country #—Not so much as formerly ; it
was formerly.

2777. Is it not the custom to a certain extent /—To a cerlain extent it is.

2778, Are these assistants always properly qualified men ?—-No, they are not.
They are usually young men who have passed through an apprenticeship, but
nothing beyond that.

2779. And do those persons attend patients #—I should suppose they do somea=
times, in ordinary cases, but not in severe cases.

2780. Have you any other statement which you would wish to make to the
Committee ? —We have already a great many departments in medicine; T think
there are 18 or 20 different bodies, and I think that even if my suggestion, as to
vesting the power of appointing examiners in themagistrates, is not adopted,
the Apothecaries’ Company, or some other existing body, might have the appoint-
ment.

2781, Mr. Wakiey.] Are you serious in recommending that the examiners
should be appointed by the county magistrates 7—I am indeed ; I think that the
magistrates would be perfectly competent to select proper medical men for the
purpose ;. their duties are more onerous and much more responsible than that at
present.

2782, Chairman.] Do you consider it would be satisfactory to the public, that
the magistrates should have the power of appointing examiners, to inquire into
the qualifications of persons seeking to become medical practitioners !—I do not
call a chemist a medical practitioner,

2783. But | am putting the question with reference to medical practitioners,
and 1 ask whether you think it would be satisfuctory to the public for persons out
of the profession altogether, to select examiners to inquire into the qualifications
of persons seeking to become medical practitioners 7—No, but here are a number
of tradesmen asking for certain powers ; and if those powers are delegar,e.cl to them,
they will in my opinion very soon interfere much more largely than they do- at
present with regular medical practitioners.

2784. Do you not admit that the business of a ehemist and druggist requires a
good deal of scientific knowledge T—Certainly not ; not in the country.

2785. Mr. Ewart.] Do you think that people in the country should be left to
the mercy of unskilled persons?—No; I would have them skilled 10 a great
cxtent, but I would not require that they should be scientific men.

2786. Chairman.]
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a=86. Chairman.] Ought they not, in your opinion, to know enough of . Siilwel, Esq.
cher?e;ist:}r andl botuug-;l-, m“fﬁahle them to distinguish the plants used in mm:lﬁ:ine? =
—1I think that, if they are careful men, and if they learn to put medicine up 12 May 1852,
properly, that is all that is required ; they get their drugs, which are prepared
with great care, usually from the wholesale druggists.
2787. Do you not think that a chemist ought to have sufficient knowledge, to
be able to detect adulterations in drugs *—Yes, I think itis as well that he should
be able to do so.
2=88. Do you think that he would be competent to do that unless he were
educated in scientific chemistry *—1 think that, if he was an attentive careful man,
* he w ould soon be competent to do that. Perhaps the Committee will allow me to
state> that there is now a chemist and druggist practising as a medical man in
my own neighbourhood, whose name I will net mention, but who has been
nominated to be on the council of the Pharmaceutical Society for the ensuing
year ; and I could state to the Committee some instances, which would show that
although he is a very respectable man, he has been acting, not only illegally, but
dangerously to the public. [have here ten cases which would shew that.
2789, What is the nature of thosc cases '—They are all decidedly cases in
which he has practised as a medical man.
2700. Is the object with which you desire to introduce these cases to prove
that chemists and druggists are in the habit of giving advice *—To show that
they are practising as medical men.
2791. That has already been proved by many witnesses before this Committee?
—The first instance which I would mention is the case of a man named Stone,
who applied to the gentleman I speak of, saying he was suffering from scarlet
fever ; the chemist gave him a bottle of medicine, desiring him to come to see
him again in two days, which, if’ he had been suffering under scarlet fever, would
have killed him. Stone then went to another chemist, who told him it was
itch, but it turned out to be a case of nettle rash. Then there was a man
of the name of West, who went to the same person with a cough; he was
treated for a fortnight by him until he was almost :dFa.st assistance ; this was
edeema, from internal disease ; the epiglottis being affected, occasioned cough.
The third cuse was that of a stable-boy, who was treated for several days; he
had inflammation of the lungs, which advanced to the second stage, and thereby
the test danger was incurred. Proceedings were threatened against the
chemist unless the money Eil:ll‘gbd was returned, and the money was returned.
In the next case a man had inflammation of the lungs, and was treated during
four days. Mr. Shelly, my partner, could not interfere or prescribe, as the man
was dying, and hence a life was lost. When this occurred I said, * The next man
who dies in this way 1 will have a coroner's inquest upon him,” though that, of
course, is an invidious thing to do. The fifth was the case of a young person, the
daughter of a coachman, who, after much treatment, was taken to a physician
by t%ne chemist’s apprentice. The sixth case was the case of a baker's wife, who was
kept under treatment for three weeks, and became so much exhausted, that when
she came to be placed under my treatment 1 found that she required brandy and
opium, and great attention to restore her,
2702. Mr. Wakley.] What was the nature of the treatment to which she had
been subjected before ?—She had been physicked violently with salts, and she
could not bear it. I did not know that she had been under treatment, and
I said, ** Why did you take =alts ?*' As I went away the nurse came and said,
“ As you seem serious about it, I had better tell vou at ence that she has been
under the treatment of Mr. So-and-so for three weeks.”
2703. Mr. Ewart.] The person named being a chemist and druggist *—VYes ;
and | may state that they visit the patients at their own houses very fre-
quently. The next case to which I would refer is the case of Nesbit, who was a
railway guard, who sent for a blue pill and a black dose; the chemist said, * I
will send him something better, which will de him more good.” Afterwards I was
called up in the night to this person, who was apparently suffering from the effects
of opium. The next case is that of a servant girl, who called for an ounce of
salts ; the chemist persuaded the girl to allow him to preseribe, and he charged
her six shillings, and afterwards wrote (o the mistress to allow him to see the girl
again. The next case is the case of a servant of Mr. (Mr.
being a patient of mine, residing in the town); she was treated for several days ;
the apprentice called twice ; time was lost, and the woman becoming extremely ill,
0.42. cc32 had
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had to leave her place, and remained ill for a very ]nng time ; she had inflam-
mation of the liver. Then the tenth case is a case of dental surgery, where the
chemist attempted to remove a permanent tooth, which broke.

2704. Mr. Hindley.] You are aware that the practice to which you refer is
illegal at present :—It is illegal, but it has increased wvery much since the
establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society. The man to whom I refer is a
person of very considerable intelligence,

2795. How do you propose to prevent the practice?—I am not aware of
any means by which it can be effectually prevented, but 1 am anxious to
prmi:,int its increase, and I am sure that if this Bill be passed it will be more than
doubled.

2706. Would you go the length of imposing a penalty on a chemist and
druggist who prescribes?—I am not much in favour of imposing penalties. I do
not quite know how such practice conld be prevented, but [ do not think that you
ought to pass a Bill, the effect of which will be at least to double it.

2797. Chairman.] In what way would the passing of this Bill, in vour opinion,
double the practice ?—If this Bill passes, the effect of it will be to give to
chemists and druggists a status; they will be understood to belong to a Royal
college, and they will put their flaming papers up in their windows, and those
papers will no doubt have a very great effect with the public. They do it now in
the most open manner, and they will certainly do it to a much greater extent if
this Bill passes.

2708, Mr. Jackson.) Is it your opinion, that if this Bill becomes law it will
increase the practice of prescribing by chemists and druggists ?—I am quite
convineed that it will de 0, and to an enormous extent.

2700. You have no doubt about it?—No doubt whatever; I feel that if the
Bill passes it will be perfectly ruinous to medical practitioners generally.

2800. Mr. Ewart.] On what ground ?—I have referred the Committee to
several cases which have oceurred in my own neighbourhood.

2801. Those cases show the existence of the practice already; but how can
they show that that practice will be increased by the passing of this Bill 7—
Beeause if this Bill passes, the effect of it will be to place chemists and druggists
in a higher position; a man will say, “ I am a member of the Pharmaceutical
Seciety,” he will exhibit his diploma in his window, and the public will,
no doubt, have much more confidence in him than they have at present.

2802, Will not the effect of the Bill rather be to divide the profession inte
distinet parts, giving to one man a particular department, to which department he
will be obliged to confine himself *—1I think that if this Bill were to pass it would
have a very injurious effect upon medical practitioners, unless you introduce some
very stringent clause to prohibit chemists and druggists from practising; if
were to introduee some such elause as that, then you would do something for us.

2803. Chairman.] Do you believe that chemists, now occupying the highest
position as chemists, are guilty of this kind of practice ?—I have stated that the
gentleman to whom 1 have referred does so practise, and he has been proposed as
a fit person to be on the council of the Pharmacentical Society for the ensuing
year.

2804. I believe you are aware that any member of the society may be proposed
as a member of the council, whatever he his standing ?—I am not aware of that.
I may say that the person to whom I have alluded 15 a clever, pushing man ; he
is a dissenting minister, and his apprentice, or one of his young men, was a
reader ; they have amazing power, and exercise great influence in the neighbour-
hood ; they are teetotallers; they have persons down there to preach, who say,
“ Your medical men are a parcel of fools.” All these things act very beneficially
for them and very injuriously to the regular medical practitioners.

2805. Mr. Fwart.] Are you aware that chemists on the Continent interfere
much less with medical men, and prescribe much less, than they do in this
country *—1 am aware of it.

2806. And are you aware also that those chemists have a central system, and
undergo a regular examination *—1I have heard so; but then they are restricted
by law from doing that which chemists do to a great extent in this country.
1 may state that the chemist to whom I have referred is probably in a better
position with regard to the number of his patients than I am in myself.

2807. Mr. Wakley.] Has your attention been called to the 11th clanse of ﬂ:alr

Bill,
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Bill, which provides for the education and examination of the candidates for
registration as chemists and druggists ?—Yes.

2808. What do you think would be the eiiect of adding a proviso to that clause,
that in such examination the candidates should not be examined as to their know-
ledge of the theory and practice of medicine, or as to their knowledge of surgery
or midwifery ?—1 do not think that the public would be much benefited by that.

2809. Do you think that the practice of the chemists and druggists would
increase, although it were by law provided that the examiners, when a man applies
to them for his diploma, should be restricted altogether from examining him as to
his knowledge of the theory and practice of medicine, or as to his knowledge of
surgery or midwifery 7—1I gr:liewe that the effect of the Bill, even if such a provi-
sion were introduced into it, would be to more than double the illegal practice of
dispensing chemists,

2810. Do you believe that the mass of the public are so ridiculously stupid
that they would apply for medical advice to a chemist, il they knew that the
persons who examiued him were interdicted by law from subjecting him to an
examination which should prove his knowledge of medicine 2—Wae all know how
very easily the public are ﬁ:{] away by newfangled notions ; they are not at all
cautious in these matters. If they were suffering from serious illness, they
probably would then apply to a regularly educated man, but in trifling matters
they would believe the registered pharmaceutical chemist to be more competent to
give them advice than they believe chemists now to be.

2811. I would draw your attention to Clause 9, with respect to registration.
You are aware that by the provisions of that clause a medical practitioner cannot
register as a chemist and druggist 2—Yes, 1 have heard that mentioned.

2812. If a party be prosecuted for practising medicine, and it be proved before
a judge, to the satisfaction of the jury, that the individual has been practising
medicine, and he is not entitled as a chemist and druggist to register as a medical
man, would not that greatly facilitate the court in determining whether a man had
been guilty of illegal practice or not ; and is it not a line ot demarcation drawn
between qualified and unqualified men that does not now exist in any statute
whatever ?—1 do not know ; his being registered would make him known as a
chemist and druggist, but how far it would have the effect of enabling a judge to
determine the question with reference to the extent of his rights I eould not say ;
because the Apothecaries’ Act provides that chemists and druggists shall not be
interfered with, or be prevented from doing that which they have done in times
past.

2813. That is, that they shall carry on their business as chemists and druggists
in dispensing medicines, but not in practising as apethecaries or medical men '—
That is the only mark of distinction, and the only good effect I could possibly
imagine thig Bill would have with regard to medical practitioners.

2814. But is not the line of distinction so striking and so marked, that it would
aid the court in a way in which it has never before been aided ?—Yes ; but it is
difficult to find a person who wiil bring cases into court where a chemist has been
zuiity of illegal practice ; it is a very invidious thing to do. I have been injured
i the eases to which [ have called the attention of the Committee to the amount
perhaps of 30 L or 40 £, but I should not like to incur the odium of bringing
torward a complaint ; if I did so, it would probably injure me to the extent of
several hundred pounds.

2815. You suggest that there should be restrictive remedies 7—No, I have
not suggested that,

2810, If parties have a law to aid them, and will not seek to put it in force,
of whom can they complain ¢ —I have stated that it is a very invidious thing to
complain in such cases.

2817. Do you believe that if in the examinations the examiners are restricted
from testing the knowledge of candidates with reference to the practice of medicine,
surgery, and midwifery, and if the chemist and druggist is absolutely prohibited
from registering as a medical man, and a medical man is absolutely prohibited
from registering ns a chemist and druggist, the operation of the law will be
disadvantageous to the medical practitioner *—I have seen the evil effect of it as
the law now stands; I know it in my own person, and I suffer from it in my
pocket, 1 know that illegal practice exists to a very great extent ; and I am sure
that the effect of this Bill will be largely to increase the confidence which the
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public feel at present in chemists and druggists, and more than to double their
present practice.

2818. Mr. Ewart.] Giving full latitude to your apprehension, that the number
of persons who practise across the counter would be increased if this Bill were to
pass, do you mnot think it better for the public that the persons so practising
ghould be better educated than chemists and druggists have been described to
be r—I quite agree that they should be educated to the extent that is necessary,
and that they should be examined.

2810. You admit that examination would be a good thing f — Yes, I admit that
examination would be a good thing.

2820. But you would recommend that the appointment of the examiners should
rest with the county magistrates ?—1 think that that would answer every purpose.
If the person | have mentioned had been a regularly educated apothecary, of course
I could not have objected to his practising, but he comes there without having passed
through a regular course of medical education, and takes away practice from those
who, at a great expense, both in time and money, have gone through that course of
education. [ know one instance of a highly educated man, who has reeeived 50 i,
a year from the University of London, in consequence of the high degree which he
has taken, but he finds that he has no chance against the chemist.

2821. Wonid you have the examiners in London also appointed in the mode
you have suggested i—In London I think the appointment might rest either with
the University of London or with the Secretary of State.

2822. Do you think that one of the examiners should be a medical man —Yes ;
I think that t:iI-E magistrates of the county should appeint a medical man, either a
physician, a surgeon, or an apothecary, and that they should also appoint a chemist,
50 as to insure fair play between the two classes, [ think that the persons who
would be so appointed would be fully mmFetcnt to make any examination that
would be necessary ; because really, after all, the amount of knowledge necessary
for carrying on the business of a chemist is not great.

2823, Mr. Jackson.] Do you understand that if this Bill passes, no person will
be allowed to carry on the business of a chemist and druggist except he be a
registered pharmaceutieal chemist —Yes,

2824. Do you understand it is intended to give an exclusive monopoly of the
trade of a chemist and druggist in Great Britain to chemists, styled pharma-
ceutical chemists 7—7Yes, T think it will have that effect. .

2825. And do you apprehend that in remote villages, and distant parts of the
country, that would occasion difficulty ?—Yes, I think it would be very awkward
indeed. 1 may state that, should this Bill become law, I shall seriously consider,
as | am bringing up two of my sons to the medical profession, whether it will not
be preferable that they should pass this new society (under the name pharma-
ceutical chemist), whose duties and position are left undefined, and whose title
certainly sounds like something more than apotheeary, and in this manner allow
them to practise as medical men. I would also state that there is a circumstance
which has been overlooked by the framers of this Bill, namely, the great expense
attending the bringing from the very extremities of England and Scotland every
person attempting to obtain a living by selling drugs; and I suppose that that
would apply also to the sale of patent medicines.

2826, Chairman.] No; patent medicines are exempted from the operation of
the Bill; but is not the same rule applicable with reference to the Society of
Apothecaries, the College of Surgeons, and other institutions of that description ?
—It has been much modified at Birmingham and other places; they have lxrﬁ
hospitals, in which they are taught, and they enly come up to London to
examinegd,

2827, Are vou not avare that the object of this Bill is to give to chemists
some proper professional education ?—1 think it is a great objection to the Bill
that you are making chemists professional men.

2828 They are not to be professors of medicine, but professors of chemistry only?
—1Tt is very much like splitting straws. 1 think you will bring us back to the
position we were in in the year 1815, and that we shall have to Eive way at last;
it is not likely that medical men will do all the drudgery out of doors, when
find that chemisis e n ride about on their horses, and take a great part of their
means of living from them,.which I can assure the Committee is the case at
present,

2820. Yon state that as a fact existing at the present time ?—Yes, it e!imﬂ*::
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the present time ; but the practice is %'re\‘it]y increasing. [ did say that T would
take some Pmcmdings the next time that a case of the kind oceurred, but, as [
have said before, it 15 a very onerous and invidious thing to do, for these men
have great power and influence.

2830. Mr. Wyld.] Is it not the province of the Apothecaries’ Company to
prosecute any individual who infringes their Act?—Yes.

2%31. And therefore a licentiate of the Apothecaries’ Company who is injured
by such practice as that to which you bave referred is not bound to institute the
proceedings himself ?— No, but it is necessary for him to bring forward the case
and the evidence in support of it, and it would soon be known who was the
moving party.

2832. Have you sufficient confidence in the magistracy to induce you to think
it would be satisfactory to the public if they were allowed to appoint the
examiners ?—Yes, and I believe it would have a very beneficial effect, and that
the public would be very grateful for it; it wonld save a w:ri,' great expense in
every way. Suppose a young man moderately educated to have a few pounds,
and to be desirous of establishing himself as a chemist, it would be very hard
upon him to require that he should incur all the expense which would be necessary
to enable him to undergo the examination provided for by this Bill.

2833. Have you any precedent for a body like magistrates throughout the
country appointing a scientific officer for the purpose of conducting a scientific
examipation —You cannot call him a scientific officer. All that would be
necessary in the education of a chemist would be to enable him to dispense pre-
scriptions and to understand the pharmacopeeia, and I think there might be
appended, to that the sale of poisons. 1 may state that I have been for thirty

s unlfaged in country practice ; it is bad enough now; and if this Bill passes,

am fully persuvaded that it will become much worse. The work which we have
to do for the small amount of money which we receive is known to ourselves only.

2834. You wish to leave the appointment of the examiners with the magistrates
more as a matter of police than in any other way :—Yes; I think they are quite
compelent to perform the duty of selecting one physician, or properly educated
man, and one chemist. The medical man might be brought from London, and
might be appointed by the Secretary of State. Then I would observe that a most
glaring injustice will be committed by this Bill, by making a new and almost
unknown society to supersede the Society of Apothecaries, which has existed
some hundred years, and has gradunlici' advanced the education of its licentiates

to a ve high standard, and has thus doene its duty to the country and promotea

the public health. The bad position of the Apothecaries’ Society is in its name,
and continuing to carry on trade ; its examination is the most scientific of any in
Europe giving licence to practise medicine. Young men have now to fag for
years nigi‘t and day, and after all their anxiety, and all their labour, when they

have done, they get nothing but hard work and very little pay.

2835. Chairman.] Has not the society become a medical body, and are not all
its licentiates medical men !—They are.

2836, This is a Bill, the object of which is to qualify men in pharmacy and
cliemistry, to prolibit them trom being medical men, and to exclude medieal
men from being pharmaceutical chemists  —Yes; you take all and give nothing ;
an apothecary is bound to put up physicians’ preseriptions, if required, aund
therefore the dispeasing of physicians’ E:res-:riptiunﬁ are already provided for.

2837. Are the majority of physicians' prescriptions dispensed by apothecaries ;
—No, not a tithe ol them.

2835. How then can you say they are provided for, when nine-tenths of them
are dispenscd by persons who are not obliged to have any education !—Thev are
already provided for by law.

2839. Was it not intended, by making that provision, that physicians’ pre-
seriptions should be compounded by qualified persons?—1 do not know; the
Act simply says, that apothecaries shall be bound to dispense the prescriptions of

| physicians,

2840. Are they not also bound to pass an examination *—Yes,
2841. Then is not the inference, that the persons who dispense physicians®
prescriptions ought to be qualified #—They uugl]:ﬁ
2842, Then, as you admit that about nine-tenths of the prescriptions of physi=
clans are dispensed by persons who undergo no examination, is it not as necessary
i 2, cc4 in
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in the year 1852 that such persons shall pass an examination, as it was in the
year 1815, when the Apothecaries’ Act was passed F—1 think they shouid undergo
an examination to some exteat, and I think that that examination might be pro-
vided for in the mauner 1 have suggested, without in any degree infringing upun
the rights of medical men.

Theophilus Caractacus Lewis, M.p., called in; and Examined.

2843, Mr. Hindley.] WILL you have the goodness to state to the Committee,
as shortly as you can, your views with regard to this BillZ—A dispensing chemist,
I think, should not belong to any medical licensing body, nor should any on
who had a degree of bachelor or doctor of medicine of any British or f];:isgn
university be registered as a chemist and druggist. This is necessary, for a univer-
sity is not a medical body, but a general institution ; and if this Bill were to
pass in its present form, there would be nothing to prevent a chemist and druggist
registered under the Bill from taking a medical degree, and by a late law,
graduates in medicine are permitted to examine and sign for the committal of
lunaties. Persons on the register should not be permitted, under a penalty, to
call themselves physicians, obstetricians, men-midwives, surgeons, accoucheurs or
medical men ; that, I take it, is a very important point.

2844. Chairman.] Would your objection be removed if, after the words, * Or
practising under a diploma or licence of a medical or surgical corporate body,”
there were added the words, “or a graduate in medicine of any Dritish or foreign
university " r—Yes.

2845. Have you any other suggestion to make 7—Yes; the subjects of
examination should be, in my opinion, specifically mentioned, and they shocld
be, first, the London and Edinburgh Pharmacopeeias, in the Ianbun%e in which
they are published, and in the preseriptions of medieal men; the Bill does not
provide fur that ; the examination should not be confined to the preseriptions of
physicians, but to the prescriptions of medieal men. 1 think another subject
of examination should be the physical, chemical, and botanical properties of
drugs and chemicals; thirdly, the science and art of preparing the substances
used by medical men ; fourthly, the science and art of dispensing medical pre-
scriptions. These would be on the whole sufficient, and at the same time the
minimum which should be required by the Dill. 1 prefer knowing well to
knowing much ; to know that which before us lies in daily life is the prime
wisdom ; in fact, they should be examined in the very matters which they would
have daily to pursue, the buying and selling of pure, sound drugs and chemicals,
and the dispensing of prescriptions correctly. Besides, if you make the examina-
tions 1o exlensive (make it as strict as you like), you might have, comparatively
speaking, a very limited number of chemists’ shops, and difficulty might some-
times arise in sending a long way to a licensed chemist under the Bill ; for I take
it, although any man may sell drugs, &c., under the Bill, any man, if this Bill
']I::nssts, will not be permitted to dispense the prescriptions of medical men.

he present race of medical men confine themselves to merely getting their agents
to dispense the preseriptions which they themselves write. 1t is said that apothe-
caries are obliged according to law to dispense the prescriptions of physicians,
but 1 doubt it; and [ have known the apotheeary refuse to do it ; consequently,
if you had but a limited number of chemists, the charge made for dispensing
prescriptions might be made higher, and the public might not be very well
pleased, or able 1o bear it. There is a limit to all acquirements, and all you should
do would be to protect the publie, by seeing that he is master of the business
which he secks to follow ; nothing more; it might be as well to see if his
sight were good, and that he had the right use of his hands. Then I think 1
court of examiners should consist of persons belonging to the medical profession,
and of persons on the register, 1o be called into operation under this Bill.
Surely you would not make chemists the sole judges of whether the presl:rifl.iml;l
of medical men were properly dispensed, when there are men to be found, of hi
education, who also make up prescriptions, as well as write them, and
therefore, must, or should be, members of any court of appeal or examining
board. I think the examinations should be practical, so as to test the skill of the
parties, and I think they should be public too. Then I think that their drogs and
chemicals, weights, and measures, and so on, should he pretty rigidly inspected,
by persons appointed by the examiners; they must take the onus cum dignitale 5
everything
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everything depenils on the purity of medicines prescribed; and the drugs and
chemicals of the prescribing medical man can be inspected, and are inspected
by persons appointed by the Society of Apotheearies. This, in my opinion, is most
proper; and if they are to dispense medical prescriptions this guarantee should be
given both to the public and the legal writers of prescriptions.  They can afiord 10

v the necessary expense of carrying ont these suggestions, because they will get

igher premiums with their apprentices it' this Bill passes, and practicaily they
will have a monopoly as regards the dispensing of preseriptions of medical men.
Moreover, they carry on a good trade in supplying medical men with drugs and
chemicals, lint and leeches. 1 think that the bye-laws and necessary regulations
of the Chemists’ Society should not be valid until they received the sanction of
the Home Secretary, as is the case at the College of Surgeons for example.  But
the question arises, Why should the present Pharmaceutica! Society have power to
make bye-laws, &c., binding upon any other persons than their own voluntary
members?  If this Bill passes, must a registered chemist and druggist, after exa-
mination, be obliged, nofens volens, to be a member of that chartered institution ?
The Apothecaries’ Society has no such power over the practitioners of medicine
at the present day.

a840. Mr. Hyld.] You have stated that there is an inspection at present of the
drugs and chewicals of an apothecary, but that there is no such inspection of the
drugs of chemists and druggisis ?—That is so. About three years ago a deputation
from the Society of Apothecaries knocked at my door, and demanded to look
at my drugs. 1 do very little in the way of dispensing, as I am surgeon to a public
dispensary. I think that dispensing chemists should not be permitted to practise
medicine or surgery in any way whatever, either at their own shops or elsewhere,
I think their doing so is a great evil, as far as the public are concerned, as well as
being injurious to the regular medical practitioners. 1 have no son, but if 1 had, I
certainly should not bring him up 1o tie profession. T would state that [ ebject 1o
the term * pharmaceutical,” hecause it includes more than mere pharmacy. Mr.
Smart, in lis excellent dictionary of the English lunguage, so defines the term
“ pharmaceutical.” When you instruet & man in a knowledze of the effects of
medicines when prepared, without giving him a thorough medical education and
training, he is more likely to suceeed in deceiving the Ipu’c:li:: that he is competent
to prescribe as well as 1o dispense medicines ; and I hold that no man sheuld be
permitted to prescribe for another person who is not a legally qualified medical
man- 1 would substitute, then, the term * dispensing ™ for *¢ pharmaceutical ™'
chemist. The word *“ dispensing ™ is perfectly intelligible to every one, and it
would define the limit to which they should Le permitted to go, namely, to use
the words of the Chairman of this Committee in the House of Commons, on the
17th of March 1852, “ the duty of dispensing medical preseriptions.”

2847. Chairman.] What do you understand by the term ** pharmacien,” as
used 1n France ? —The name 15 taken from a Greek word, which signifies medi-
cine or poison.

- 2848. Is not pharmacien identical in meaning with pharmaceutical chemist ?
es.

2849. What is the meaning of pharmacien ; is a pharmacien a medical prae-
titioner 7—No ; he is a person who merely dispenses drugs ; they have no class
answering to our apothecaries in France.

a850. 1f the word * pharmacien” is identical in meaning with pharmaceutical
chemist, and if the former word means a dispersing chemist, does not the latter
word necessarily mean the same thing ?—Yes, but if the French do wrong, that is
no reason why we should do wrong; if they use a number of improper terms,
that ig no reason why we should follow their example.  There is a long article in a
late number of the ** Edinburgh Review,” on the suliject of language, and 1 quite
agree in & great deal of what is there said, for it is within everybedy's experience
that you canoot go into a drawing-room without hearing words used which nine-
tenths of the people present do not comprehend.

2851. Mr. Jackson.] Would you have prescriptions written in Latin or
in English 7—1 think that might be left to the option of the prescriber.

2852. [s it pot at present commean to write them in Latin¥—Yes it is, and I
believe there is a bye-law of the College of Physicians which makes their licen-
tiates punishable if they write prescriptions in English,

2853. Do you think it would be advantazeous if it were made compulsory that
prescriptions should be written in English *—Yes, 1 think I would even go that
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length, for it would be a protection to the parties who pay their money, who
would then be able to know what medicine was prescribed, and that it would tend
to make students learn their profession thoroughly. [ think that if chemists are
to dispense prescriptions, and if those prescriptions are to be written in Latin, they
certainly should be examined in the ** London and Edinburgh Pharmacopeias,” as
the Bill is to apply to Scotland as well as England and Wales.

2854. Chairman.] Have you anything further to state to the Committee 7—I
think that a clause might with advantage be inserted nto this Bill, decluring it
not to be conpulsory upon apothecaries, as it is said to be at present, to dispense
the prescriptions of medieal men.

2855. Mr. Jackson.] How would you provide for a case in a rural district where
the apothecary was the only dispenser of medicine, and where the physician came
from a neigbouring town? -1 own there would be a difficulty there. 1 would say
that every registered chemist and druggist should be obliged to keep a copy of
the last edition of the * London and Edinburgh Pharmacopeias” and a
Latin dictionary or lexicon in his shop. There should be apena‘lj, too, if he refus
to dispense the preseription or prescriptiens of legally qualified medical men.
This duty he should be obliged to do night or day it on the premises, provided
the preseription was written in a elear bandwriting, and in good Latin or English,
He ought to have the power of refusing to give dispensed medicines to any child
under 10 years of age.

The Chairman stated that he had received from Dr. Maclagan, a witness
examined on a former day, a letter, dated 66, Frederick-street, Edinburgh,
May the 7th, 1852, which contained the foliowing extract, which extract was
ordered by the Committee to be inserted in the Minutes :—* I thought of
looking into the Minutes of the Roval College, to see what was doné in
reference to the resolutions of 1834, which I laid in manuscript before the
Committee. [ find that on the 25th of February 1834, a report was given
in from the ¢ Conference Committee® of the College on medieal reform, of
which committee I find that my father was convener. This report is exactly
the docament which [ put in evidence before you. The consideration of
it by the Royal College was taken up at a special meeting, on March the
Ist, 1834, and whilst there was much discussion about the other clauses (with
which your Bill has nothing to do), the whole clauses anent chemists and
druggists were adopted by the College of Surgeons nem. eon.”

['The resolutions rcferred to are contained in Answer 1817, April 27.]
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[N. B—In this Index the Figures following the Names of the Witnesses refor to the Questions
of the Evidence.]

A.

ABERDEEN. Existence of an Association of Pharmaceutical Chemists at Aberdeen;
increased attention paid to education, Mackay 1766, 1767,
See also Board of Eraminers, 11. 4.

Aucell, Henry, M. B. ¢. 5. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Concurs in the evidence given by
Dr. Cormack, 2430——1s a friend to the general education of chemists and drugeists,
Lut i ouglht not Lo include materia medicn, as the term is undersiood conventionally,

2431-2439——Chemisis and druggists do practise medicine, and preseribe to a great
extent, 8440, 2441 — More evil, in wituess's opinion, would be done by partially edu-
cating in medicine a large body of men, than is now done by the zrosser ignorance of the
few, 2442,

Opinion that the Bill will have a tendency 1o create a closer competition even than
that that now exists between the pharmaceutical chemists, as they will be termed, and
the humbler classes of the medical profession, 2443~-2452——Ditliculty in the way of
deeiding where the office of the chemist and droggist ends, and that of the general
practitioner begins, 2453-2465. 2467-2473 Witness's great objection 1o the Bill is,
that in the present condition of the wedieal profession, it givc& power o the cliemists amd
droggists to become a new class of medical practitioners, 2466-2470.

[Second Examination.]—Necessity of prohibiting chemists and druggists from practis-
ing as medical men, 2511-2542 Clause prepared by witness for insertion in the Bill
upon this subjeet ; how far this claose mighl‘. T lllﬂd:ﬁ.r_'d, 2511. 2510-2542.

[Third Examinn[iun.}—ﬂl:jecliuns to the Pharmaceutical Soniet}r being an Educnliug
and licensing body ; it has always been held with reference o our wedieal institutions,
that the examining body and the licenzing body ought not 1o be the educating body,
2547-2551— Doubls as to whether improving the edueation of chemisis and druggists
would not tend to increase their acting as medical men, 2552-2561.

[Fourth Examination.] —The whole of the clanse suggested by witness, in his former
examination, 15 essential, in order to render the Bill safe, with reference to the existing
state of the practice of physic in thiz couniry, 2650,

Apothecaries. The office of chemist was formerly performed by the apothecaries, Wilson 14
——Ai several periods before 1815, an Act was endeavoured to be obtained to enforce
the examination of apothecaries dispensing medicine ; in June 1815, it was proposed to
the College of Physicians 1o undenake it, but the Cuollege declined it, ib. 16, 17 Upon
this the power was conferred upon the Society of Apothecaries; this society has since
become a Society of Medical Practivioners, . 18-20——The apothecaries of London
are frequently also chemists and druggisis; it is not the intention of the Society of
Apothecaries to interfere with this practice, Uplon 422-427 Evidence showing that
there is no analogy between the chemists und druguists of the prerent day and the old
apothecaries, as appeats to be the prevailing opinion, Crisp 22g0-2208.

See also Chemists and Druggists,.  Sweden,

Apothecaries’ Company. Although the Apothecaries” Society still continues as a trading
company in drugs, this is considered as secondary to medical atiendance and practice,
and consequently, to a certain extent, they neglect pharmacy, Wifson 21-25——"The
charier which separated the apothecaries from the grocers was granted in the thirteenth
of James the First, 1615, Upton 201——They had, for the first time, the authority given
them Lo examine by the Act of 1815, ib. 2g2-294——During a few years prior to 1815,
strong efforts were made by the Society of Apothecaries to introduce a Bill for the
purpuse of giving them power to examine ; the primary object of the Bill was to educate
the aputhecaries ss medical practitioners, ib, 293-302.——The qualification of persons
in pharmaceutical chemistry as dispensers of medicine was a secondary objeet, i

042, Er The
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qurl, 1852 —confinned,

Apothecariesd C'i*mpuuy—-—{:antiﬂuf:{].

The apothecaries, by the Act of 1815, contemplated the improvement of their hody as
general practitioners, and at the same time the restriction of pharmacy to themselves,
Upmn q03-112 A strong apposition arose on the part of the chemists and droggisis
nemnst this plupﬂ:i-'lll, iy, 313 This resulted in & clause in the Aet EIEIleiIIg the
chemistz and llruggif-t:; n!mgeri'hur from iis operation, @b, g-316 —Evidence on the
subject of the funds of the Apothecaries” Society, and the appropriation thereof, ih. 435-
451-

The present Bill will not in any way interfere with the Apathecaries’ ﬂﬂm‘p:m ; o
persons will be enaliled If'gnﬂ'j' to not ns chemisiz and medical men: the two branches of
the profession will remnain entircly separate, Smith 1360-1508. 14u3—5||ggﬁtim that
the Apothecaries” Society should be divested of what may be called their medieal
functions, and amalgamated with the Pharmacemical Society, Webster 2097-2124——
Way in which this arrangement might be camied out, ib.

See also Board of Examiners, 11. 3. Ezaminations, 2. Tnspection of Drugs.
Monopoly.

Apprentices.  Until the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society there was no definite
course of instruction, even supposing an apprentice were desirous of informing himself
regpecting his business, Savory 472, 473——Importance of all apprentices undergoing a
classieal examination, ib. 573——DManner in which apprentices to chemists and droggiais
lformerly kickml up o knowledge of their business; no theoretical instruclion was ever
afforded, Sguire 784-700——1f a compulsory examination were introduced, the appren-
tices would be induced 10 learn, and exert themselves 1o a greater extent, Giles 1303,
1304 ; Mackay 1722, 1723, ——See also Assistants.  Eraminations, 1.  Franee.

Assistants.  The absence of any examination in this ecountry leads to neglect of siudies
during apprenticeship, and consequently to their knowing little or nothing of their
business when they become assistants, Savory 470, 471——Great difficulty found in
obtaining compelent assistants, Savory 474-477 ; Mackay 1707 ——Ilmprovement in the
weneral edueation and qualification of assistants since the establishment of the Pharma-
cewical Bociety, Sapory G11=617—-—=It i& not neceseary for azgistants to be edocared or
examined as Fimtmacauf.iuilq at the Mauritios ; the pmprielur of the uhnp 1% mpﬂﬂlilﬂ!.
Baschet 1212, 1215 The state of education among assistants abroad is far in advanee
of the same parties in this country, Mackay 1708, 1700—.~The Bill would greatly tend
to temove the difficulty of obtaiming qualified assistants, ib. 1733,

See also frrance.

Auziliary Associntions. Branch or auxiliary associations have been established in different
parts of the country sinee the establishment of the Pharmaccatical Suciety, Swith 1191~
11 03——Witness nesisted in forming an Avxiliary Pharmaceutical Institution at Bristol
and Clifion ; object and progress of the insttution, Gifes 1206-1307 ——Remarks
relative to the Branch Pharmaceutical Establishment of Liverpool; means adopted for
the instruction of young men on a very liberal scale, Smith 1335~1330.

See also Seotfand.
B.

Barber Surzeons (Bweden).  Existence of barber surgeons in Sweden; nature of their
praciice ; they have to pass an examination, Mamberg 1244-12485.

Bazchet, C. {Ana}yﬁia of his Evidence.)—Iesides at the Mauritins, 1194——Has come
to this country for the purpose of obtaining a diplomn to qualify him to carry on busi-
ness there, 1195——1Is a student at the esiablishment of the Pharmacestical Society,
11 i=—"The ?:w in the Mauritins is very strict with respect to the pructice of phar-
macy; no person is allowed to act without a diploma, 1197 Diplomas from England
are considered equivalent to diplomas from France, 1108-1200——=The practice of
medicice iz guite separate from the practice of pharmacy in the Mauritius; medical men
are prohibited from selling drugs or dispensing their own medicines, and pharmacentical
chemists are prohibited from prescribing, 1201=1211. 1217=1221——1t is not necessary
for assistants 1o be educated or examined as pharmacentists ; the proprietor of the shap
is responsible, 1218, 1219——=8eeret medicines are allowed to be sold in the Mauritins,
1214 The law regulming the sale of pﬂis.nm: 15 very strier 1 the Hauﬂtim, 1215,
121 fi——1luspection of drugs in the Mauritius, 1222-1225.

Benevolent Fund. Observations relative to the Benevolent Fund of the Pharmaceuatical
Sceiety ; this fund is entively distinct from the Educational Fund, Smith gg2-gg8—
It was always understood 1hat the fees paid on examination and the Benevolent Fund
were to be Kept entirely distinet and separate, il 1352, 1353,

Boirp
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Report, 18 52— eoniinued.

BoArp oF EXAMINERS :
I. Attempts made by the Pharmacentical Society to form a Board, and
Jailure thereof.
I1. Suggestions relative to the Constitution of the Board :
. Opinion that the formation of the Board should be left to the Society.
. Recommendation that Medical Men should be included.
. Recommendation that Magistrates should have the Appointment
af the Examiners,
4. Importance of the Medical Profession of Scoiland being represented
in the Board,

1. Constitution of the French Boord i],l" Examiners.

-

I. Attempts made by the Pharmacentical Society to form a Board, and failure
thereof:

Conferences have taken place between the Pharmaceutical Society and the College of
Eurgﬂmi, for ﬁ:rming juir.tl. Boards of Examiners, but have led 1o no result, Wilon 63,
By ; Savery 403-51%; Smith 973 In consequence of this the Pharmaceutical Society
appointed a Boand, and have been condugting examinations ever sinee, Wilson G5 ;
.&my 507-525——Wilness sees no objection to giving them this power by Act of
Parliament, Wilson 66-72——The College of Surgeons has no disposition 10 make a
joint Board with the chemists for such an examination ; they do not consider it within
their province to do so0, Seuth 197-200.

II. Suggestions relative to the Constitution of the Board ;

1. ﬂpi:njl]ll that the formation of the Board shoold be left to the Society :

It is desirable, fair, and proper that the chemists should have the management and
examination of their body, without the interference or contrel of any other branch of the
medical profession ; nor need they trench on the privileges of nn!,'* other branch Speth
218——There is no objection to entrusting the Pharmaceutical Society with the exami-
nation of the future chemists and druggists, Sir B. Brodic 528-738. 765-781——
Objections to the propusition for placing the chemists and druggists under a Board of
Examiners appointed by the medical colleges, Mackay 1680-1700 Witness has no
objection to members of the medical bodies being upon the Board of Examincrs, but
there is no reason why the body of pharmaceutical chemists should not have the selection
of their own Board of Examiners, Maclagen 1860-136i2 ——The different Boards of
Examiners should be as nearly as possible assimilated in practice and in the qualifi-
cation required ; the education and tone of examination should be as uniforn as possible
throughout the country, if. 1883-1893——The same privilege which is granted 1o the
physicians and surgeons of managing their affairs, is undoubtedly due also to the
chemists and druggists, Hall 2218——There wousld be no objection to the Board of
Examiners being composed entirely of pharmaceutical chemists, ib. 2272-228)
Objections 10 the College of Physicians and Surgeons being the examiners of pharma-
ceutical chemists, (F Connor 2657-2661.

2. Recommendation that Medical Mer should be included

The Board of Examiners should not be composed emtirely of the members of the
Pharmaceutical Society ; the conjunction of mem]lm::s of the Colleges of Surzeons and
and Physicians would be desirable, Savory Gno-6og——If a stringent examination is to
be conducted, there is no good reason why the Pharmacestical Society should object to
one of the members of the College of Physicians being present either B &N SXOMITOer ar
as an assessor, Renton 1983, 1084, 1995——The Board of Examiners should be a joint
Board composed of a certain number of medical men, professors of chemistry and pro-
fessors of physic, .T-"‘mp.r:_r.! 2487, 2488 ; Lewiz 2845——0Dbjections to the Pharmaceutical
Society being an educating and licensing body ; it has always been held with reference
to our medical institutions, that the examining body and the licensing body ouzht not to
be the educanng body, Ancell 2547-2551. N '_"

3. Recommendation that Magistrates should have the Appointment of the
Examiners :

Olijection to the centralizing character of the Bill, and the great power which is siven
by it to the Board, Stifwell 2741. 2752-2756——The most sabtisfac!ur\: mode of exami-
nation would be for the magistrates of the county, at quarter sessions, 10 appoint twe
examiners, one of whom should be a medical gentleman and (he other a druggist, and
they should recommend licenses 10 be granted, ib. 2744-2747. 2770~-2783. a8 182822,
2832, 2833——There are already eighteen or twenty medical bodies, snd witness is of
opinion ihat, even if his suggestion as to the vesting the power of appointing examiners
m the magistrates is ot adopted, the Apothecaries’ Company, or some other existing
body, might have the appointment, ib. 2780-2783. =

0.42. Fr 4. Importance
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Report, 1852 —continued.

Boarp oF EXAMINERS—continued.
1. Suggestions relative to the Constitution of a Board—ermtinued.

4. Importance of the Medical Profession of Seotland heing rep‘resenl,ad in
ihe Board

Opinion that the Scoteir medical bodies should be represented in the Board of Exa-
miners, (rairdner 1442-1446. 1520, 1527 ; Coombe 1597-1602; Waison 1656-16583——
Suggestion that Glassow should have a Board for examining the pharmaceutisls, 1o sit
either constantly or occasionally ; there are several well-qualified pEn,rma-:uLiual chemists
in G’Eua;a:r’w, fully nble to examine on the practical part of their profession, Mackay 1686,
1687 ; Watsor 1922-1927——The same accommodation should be given to Aberdeen
and other large towns at a distance from Edinburgh, Mackay 1686, 16873 Waison 1923
Objections to the formation of a Board of Examiners in Londen, who sha!l have the
nomination of examiners in Sdinburgh, Renton 1977-1932. 1993——Considering the
strong interest the College of Surgeons has always taken, and the rights they have in
regard 1o pharmacy, they ought to be directly represented in any y that may have
charge of pharmaey in Scotland, Waed 2o40-2055.

Y. Comrstitution ﬂ_f.".u'w French Eﬁq‘ﬂfnf FEraminers :

In France the Boards of Examiners are composed of four professors of the school of
plmrum:.'_v and two plufﬂs&m ol the school of medicine, Knpp 1404,

See also Eraminations, Pharmaceutical Chemists,

Bristof. Bee Auzxiliory Associalions.

Brodie, Siv B«Eﬂjﬂmin, Bart. f.ﬂ.l‘lﬂljl’ﬁis of hizs Evidence.}—Has devoted considerable atten-
tion to the laws relating to education in the medical profession, 715, 716——0Opinion
that persons practising as chemists and drugﬁiats shonld devote their attention exclo-
sively to chemistry and the manufaciure of medical substances, 717-720——Where
=ons are engaged in the medical profession, there is a tendency to neglect pharmaey
their not having time to attend to it, 719——1I¢ is very desirable that all chemists should
pass an examination under the jurisdiction of a body well amnimed with pharmaceuatical
chemistry, 721 -523——Witness considers the object of Pharmaceutical Eocietja
cood one, 724=-726——In the establishment of a new system by Act of Parliament, it
is nsual 10 grant some indulgence to those already in business; the Act eannot be made
retrospective, 725 There 15 no objection to entrusting the Pharmaceutical Society
with the examination of the future chemists and druggzisis, 728-538. 765-781.

Great public advantage would be derived from giving a statutory exisienee to the
Pharmaceutical Society, 7353-742. 747-751——lmpossibility of elevatimg the character
of the Lody of chemists withuut introducing a superior system of education, 738=542
——The education of chemists and druggists in chemistry and pharmaecy would not tend
to their encroaching upon the medieal professicn, 743-746——Impossilulity of confining
the sale of drugs to persons having passed an examnation, and received a license from
the society, 748-753——Present inspection of drugs ; frequency of riptions suffer-
ing from the bad quality of the drugs, 754-758——As a body, the chemists of this
country are not sufficiently educated ; necessity for some legislation, with a view io
remedy this defect, 750, ;Gz;b——witm-ss would put the ehemisis upon the same footing
as that of the surgeons, as to examination aud obtaining his diploma, 761-763——There
are more scientific men among the French pharmaciens than among the English chemi
=fig—— ecommendativn, that in the event of the Pharmaceutical Soeiety being enirus
with a legislative power, they should be placed under the supervision of the Secretary
of State, n the same manner as the College of Surgeons, 775-781.

Bye-Laws. Objection to the enoimous power which iz given by thiz Bill, of frami =
5;:-%, Cormack 2980-2302.—— See lhgn Home Secretary. g%

C.

Certifieates.  The penalty against fraudulently obtaining a certificate is not sufficiently
severe, Henton 1007,

Charters.  See Apathecaries’ Company.  Corporate Bodies.

Chemists and Druggists.  Opinion that phammacy cannot be so well or so thoroughly
carned out by apothecaries, or by medical practitioners of any denomination, as
by a class of men whose atwention 18 specially and wholly given to the subject, Wilon
ap-of Approval of the Bill at present before the Housze by the general -'I:odjr of
chemists, Savory 556-558. G18-621. G32-G88 o person should he allowed to sell
any description of drugs who had not pessed an examination as a chemist and dmgﬂ_t,
il Ga30-G8g9. 705 Persons practising as chemists and druggists should devote their
attention exelusively to chemisty and the manufacture of medical substamees, Sir' B.
Brodie 717=-720. It
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Report, 1852—continued.

Chemists and Druggists—continued.

If a Bill of the deseription now before The House were passed, it would tend very
much to the improvement of the trade and the advantage of the public, Herring 861 —
Evidence showing that the same amount of scienee and the same knowledge of chemmhl:,-
which is essential in one plaee is not necessary in another, Gairduer 1449. 1455 t
might perhaps be well to mark two classes, the seientific chemist and the dispensing or
vending chemist, and their education might be different, Webster 2176-218g——There

~ are some very scienlific chemists who are fully qualified to prosecute their profession, but
many others are not so qualified, Hall 2210,

See nlso Apothecaries. Assistants,  Board of Examiners, I1. 1. Competition.
Corporate Bodies.  Counter Practice.  Dispensing Chemists.  Distinetion of
Professions.  Drugs.  Education.  Ezaminations.  Foreign Pharmaceutists.
Lllegal Practice. Inspection of Drugs. Treland. Medical FPractice.
Monapaly. Palent Medicines. Pharmacentical Chemists. Prescriptions.
Qualification of Chemists,  Retail Shops. Sule of Drugs.  Scotland.  Sweden.
Toxicology. Wiilows of Chemists.

Classification vf Professions. See Distinction of Professions.

Colksvef Chemistry. Opinion that there are not so many pharmaceutical siudents in the
College of Chemstry as there would he if they were obliged to study their profession ;
number of pupils in the German universitivs, Hofmann 1144=1146.

College of Plysicians (Edinburgh).  Copy of the sugzestions of the College of Physicians
on the subject of the Bill, contaning their objections thereto, Rentor 1930

See also uspection of Drugs.

College of Surgeons. There is an examination in the College of Surgeons for persons who

. practice surgery, but it is a voluntary examination, Seuth 184-188——=1It is a defect in
this institution that they lave not that power which other institutions have, as he eon-
siders it desimble to enforee an examination in every case in which the health and the
life of the public require i1, fb. 18y, 190, See also Board of Examiners, 1.

{.'wuefa of Surgeons (Edinburgh). Witness has no instructions, as representaiive of the

College of Surgecns, to oppose this Bill én toto, if ecrtain objections which the College
have urged against it are satisfactorily met ; natwre of these various objections, Gairduer
14306 —— 1f these objections be not met, the Colleoe will feel it its duly to oppose it in all
its luture stages, ib.——Evidence, in detail, on the effect of the Bill on medical licen-
tiates, more especially upon the licentiates of the Royal College of Surgeons of Edin-
Iml_g]l, and of the Faculty of Phesicians and Suorgeons of Glasgow, ih.——Way in
which various elauses of t?;u Bill would injuriously affect these partes by preventing

- their nniting pharmacy with their ordinary medical practice ; amendments of these

. cluuses suggested, ib. 1436-1442——Aszertion of the Colieze of Burgeons, that the Bill
would operate injuricusly as rds schools and certain Scotch instilutions, more espe-
cially the Royal College of Physicians and Surgeons of Edmburgh, and the Faculty
of Physicians and Surgeons of Glasgow, ib. 1442——0bservations on the objections
of the College of Surgeons of Edinburgh as regards the interests of the droggists them- .
selves, ib. 1446 et seq.

The present Bill would in no way interfere with the licentiates of the Colleze of Sur-
geons canying on business as chenusts and druggists, Moclagan 1832-1834. 1848-1858.
lfoglm—ﬂm-ussion which took place in the College of Surgeons on the suliject of

~ the Bill; majority of members present opposed to the Bill, ib. 1835-1836——There is no
objection to licentiates acting in that capacity, ib. 1850 ——It would be exeeedingly satis-
factory to the fellows of the College of Surgeons if some means were taken to secure them

againsi this new class of pharmacentical chemists ever rising into medical practitioners,
Wood 2040. 2056-2062.—— See also Eraminations, 2,

ition. Opinion that the remedy for this ignorance on the part of chemists and
druggists, of which so much 1alk is made, is in « progressive state, from the facy of the
competition which exists, Gairidner 1449 ——Witness considers the public are quite safe if
they will trust to this system of competition, and to the penalty which the loss of capital
embarked in an unsuceessful trade necessarily imposes upon those who fail, #h. 1440.
" 1454- 140G=1471 Opinion that this Bill, without certam safeguards being provided,
woull tend 1o merease the competition at present existing hetween the chemists and drug-
gisis and the humble class of general practitioners, Cormach agrh-2985. 2412 & seq. ;

. Anerll 2449-0482,

Compounding Drugs. 'The office of chemist and drugaist should be entirely eonfined to the

compuounding and selling of drugs, and in no case whatever should be prescribe, Half
nw&w,—;l.——-&e also Di.fpmcﬁg Chemists. ;

Compulsory Clauses. The effect of the compulsory clause of the Bill would be to deprive
many of the remote districts of the services of the men who at present conduct the trade

048, FF2 sulisfactorily ;
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Compulsory Clauses—continued.

satisfactorily ; the trade of a druggist is nothing but a trade, Coombe 1557. 1560——The
Callege of Surgeons do not objeet to, but rather approve of the Bill, provided it is not
made compulsory and vestrictive, Wood 2030-2032.—— See also Penal Clauses.

Coombe, Jamez, M. p.  (Analysiz of hiz Evidence.)—President of the College of Surgeons,
1554—=—Has heard Dr. Gairdner’s evidence, and concurs with him in the general pur-
part of that evidence, 1555 1550=—=—=Witness tokes the same objections o this Bill ag
thoze which Dr. Gairdner has stated to the Commitiee, 1557 {'Fimm ohjec.ts Lo the
monopolizing character of the Bill, in so far ss it leads to advance chemistry and phae-
macy, 1557 The exertions which the Pharmaceutical Society are making 10 improve

the eharncter of chemists are not of much importance, 1557-1550——IF this Bill were

passed as it now stands it would be attended with inconvemence to the public at large,

particularly as regards remote country districts, 1557. 15060.

The effect of the compulsory clavse would be to deprive many of the remote districts
of the services of the men who at present conduct the irade satisfactorily ; the trade of a
drugaist is nothing but a trade, 1557. 1560——Althouzh the objeer of the Bill 13 not to
qualir}’ men to give medical adviee, it will not be casy to prevent this being the effect of
it, 1560-1 5065 It is important that the medical leentiates of Scotland shiould be secured
in the possession of whatever rights they at present possess, 1568, 1560——As the pre-
sent Bill if passed inte an Act may possibly interfere with these rights, witness would
desire that they should possess every right whieh this Bill conlfers, 1570-1506——And
should be allowed to merge into the pharmacemical body withoot examination and
without expense, 1570-1546.

As regards the Board of Examiners, the Colleges of Physicians and Surgeons of Scot-
land should be represenied in such Board, 1507-1002 Witness objects strongly to
the penalties ; the penalty might be attached to those fraudulently assuming the name of
pharmaceutical chemist, but should not extend to all who sell medicine, 1602-1605——
Examination might be useful, but witness sees no necessity for extending it to the whole
comwunity of chemists and druggists throughout the kingdom, 16o7-1616——With
regaid to the responsilulity attaching to the compounding of medicines and the selling of
poisons, witiess considers that more than hall’ the aceidents that vecur, oceur more from
carclessniess than from ignomnee, 1613.

Cormack, Jokn Rose, m. p. (Analvsis of his Evidence.)—Graduate of the University of
Edinburgh and a Fellow of the Colleze of Physicians of Edinburgh, 2369, 2370 ——The
examination and better education of chemists and druggisis is desirable, 2571 Witness
does not object to the prineiple of the Bill befors the Committee, but is of opinion that
this is not exacily the time to legislute upon the svbject, and that in some of its details
the Bill might be amended. 2371, 2372. 2305 ¢ seq. 2415-2417——A good and well
digested PPharmaceutical Bill wounld Le very beneficial 1o the medical pmt[;ginu,_ 2373
aq85 But witness fears that this Bill in its present state, and in the present predica-
ment of the profession o3 regards medical reform, would be injurious, 2373-2375. 2385—
2l O pinion that this Bill, without certain safegnards bemg provided, would tend to
increage the competition at present existing between the ehemists and drugeists and the
humbler ciass of gencral practitioners, 2370-2385. 2412 ef seq.

There is o great wish on the part of the l:ﬂllll'l:'l.l.llli-t}' gﬂh{'nﬂ}j‘ that some sbeprs shouwid be

taken in favour of a great measure of medical relomm, 2388, 2303, 2304——0Ohjection to 1
the enormous power which is given by this Bill, of framing bye-laws, 238g-2302 —In
any measure of this kind some explicit rules shonld be Inid down with regaid w counter
practice and the sale of patent medicines, 2398-2403. 2406-2410——A clause prevent-
g the ehemisis and drugoists from gelling patent medicines, and prescribing over the
the counter, would sirip the Ball of all its tlﬁjﬂ::timm, 2407 —=—A distinet Line should be
drawn between genernl practitioners and the chemists and deogoists, 2408-2410, 2412-
2414. 2420-2422. 2428,

Corporate Bodies. In framing the laws of the Pharmaceatical Society, great care was taken
to avoid those abuses whicl frequently exist in corporate bodies, Smith 957-050 —
Ohjection to the incorporation of a sew society, which mizht be advantageonsly joined
with a society already in existence, the Apothecaries’ Society, Webster 2064——"Witness
secs no objection to the management of the chemists’ affairs by the chemists themselves,
but would certainly have preferred seeing the Apothecanes’ Society taking the superin-
tendence of pharmacy and chemistry to the creation of a new corporation, wh. 20g7.

Winess s!recinll}r nhjr:cls 1o muking the Pharmaceutical Suciel;y a club or ﬂorpurnﬁun,
which it will be, similar to the rwenty-two corporations which now exist in this country,
this making the tweuty-third, Crisp 2289. 2300-2305. 2350-2353- 2361-2368——Not
only are there twenty-two corporations, but there are twenty-seven various diplomas
cramted, ih, 228g——0bjection to medical corporations in general, ib, 2301-2305——
There is no necessity whatever for the chemists and druggists being constiiuted one body,
Stitwell 2742, :

See also [enopoly. Phlarmaceutical Chemists.

Counter
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Counter Practice. Counter practice now prevails to u great extent among chemists and
druggists, and is a great evil, and there is great difficuliy in restiaining it, particularly in
small couniry towns, Webster 2076-2085. 2125-2131. 2145 & so. The enly way of
keeping a pe'rfe[:t distinction between medical and chomical practitioners would be to do
away entirely with the abuse of counter practice, fuil 2220 ef seq.—— Witness regards
counter practice, as it is termed, as great an evil as any form of quackery, i6, 2282-2287
——The evils of counter practice would be greatly increased by this Bill, Crisp 2316-
2g20——In any measure of this kind some explicit rules should be laid down with regard
to counter practice and the sale of patent medicines, Cormack 23g8-2403. 2406-2410.

See also Distinction q_f Prqﬁ’.ufnﬂs.

'[:'uunfr_y Dhisiriets. It wauld pﬁrhnpﬁ not e Frl]lbl.'u_'ﬂhli‘: to prevent some persons in small
country villages from selling simple drugs, such as castor ail, rhubarb, Epsom salts, &c.,
Sguth 264-26q. 281—— It 15 very desirable that in conntry wwns there should be well-
educated chemists; this object would be attained by some such system of examination
as is proposed, Savory G28-0g1 I this Bill were passed as it now stands, it would be
aualgtd with ineonvenience to the public at large, particularly a8 resards remote country
districts, Coombe 1557. 1560 The prm'i»siullr. of the Bill wouki not act 1jurigusly to
the state of pharmacy in the villages and small towns in Scotland, Mackay 1734-1739.
1750=-1750.—— See also Compulsory Clouses. Cuuiter Praclice.

Co Students.  Observations relative to the expense of conntry students coming up to
London for the purpose of passing their examination as chemists, Sarory Gy43-652. 674=
681, 7i2—"114 Some country chemists have come up for examination nl:cldmss!-d very
creditably, bat there have been others woelully deficient, Syuire 329——0pinion that
there would be no hardship in compelling parties to come up o Loendon for examination ;
it is the usual custom of persous who practise as chemists and druggists to come up to
London for educational purposes, Smith 1077-1082.

Crisp, Edwards, m.v. {Analysis of his Evidence.)—Approves of the general principle of the
1l, that every chemist and drugzist should be examined, and that no person :'-Il:m.thl sell
drugs without having passed an examination, 2285——But witness specially objects to
making the Pharmaceuntical Society a club or corporation, which it will be, similar to the
twenty-two corporaiions which now exist in this eountry, this muking the twenty-third,
2289. 2300-2305. 2350-2353- 2361-23068 —— Not only are there iwenty-two corporutions,
but there are twenty-seven various diplomas granied, 228g——This question has a most
important bearing on the medical vrofession, 229o——Evidence showing that there is no
analogy between the chemizts and druggists of the present day and the old apothecaries,
a8 appears to bie the prevailing opinion, 2290-22g8.
ay in which witness considers this Tl would injure the miedlieal profesgion, there
being mo restriction with vegard to illegal practice, 22g9. 2315-2320. 2351-2360. 23066,
2367—— The very practice which medical practitioners ought to obtain 15 obtained by
chemists and drugmists, and this Bill will greatly increase this evil, 22qg, 2500, 2505
——Sirong objection to the Secretary of State having the power of regulating the bye-
luws of the Pharmaceutical Society, 2300, 2306-231 1——0jection o medical corpora-
tions in general, 2301 -2305—We ought to have a faculty of wedicine, a general
senate 1o regulate medical affairs, 2305-2311 Buch senate should have the power of
appoining a body to examine chemistzs and druggists, 2305-2311 There would Le
u0 objection to the passing of this Bill if the powers which are conferred by it were more
restricted, 2311——To compel chemists and druggists to undergo an examination is
most necessary, but there should be no exceptions, 2311-2313, 2335-2344-

Bome Iefiu[a.l'mn with respect to the sale of quack medicines is more mnportant, 2313~
231 5——The evils of counter practice wounld be greatly increased by this Bill, 2316-2329
—— Witness's great objection to this Bill is that it wili hinder a general mrasure of
medical reform ; still, with considerable alterations, it might perbaps be engrafied alter-
wards on a gencral measure, 2330-2332——With regard to its having the effvet, in the
meantime, of inducing parties to exert themselves to pass an examination, and thereby
raise the qualifications of chemists and druugists, witness would say this might be done
without the Bill, 2:333-2335 Result of an analysis of the names of the London Medi-
cal Directory, and of the Reporis of the Universities of Seotland, including the statistics
of the qualifications of all 1he proctiioners in this country whose names are in that
dircetory, 2968, *

Dn-

--Dipfﬂmﬂh Examination to which students are subject by the Pharmaceutical Eol:il,':f:,l' jpre-
vious 1o granting thew diplomas, Swvery 5;0-5;2—{?“““ would put the chemists
upon the same footing as that of the surgeons, as to examination and obtaining his
diploma, Sir B. Brodie, 361- 763——Several instances have oceurred of persons coming
from abroad for the express purpose of obtaining the diploma of the Pharmaceuti
Society, Smith 1187-1190——"The law in the Mauritius is very striet with respect to the
]ijr_wr:tme of pharmacy ; wo person is allowed to act withouwt a diploma, Baschef 1197

iplumas fiom England are considered equivalent to diplomas from France, ib. 1198~
0.42. FF3 1200——




230 DIP DISs [Pharmacy
Report, 1852—continued.

Diplomas—continued,
1200 Giving a diploma 1o those only who have heen examined and are properly edu-
eated would tend to elevata the whole llﬁlijl' of those possessing such diplnma, it zage,
POLE! But such diplomas should be of the simplest kind, and should be conferred
under a distinet pledge, in honour, on the part of the receiver, not 1o inwerfere with the
medical office, b, 2223-2225, 2282-2287,

Dispensing Chemists. 1t is as necessary for the person who compounds the preseription to
be educated in pharmaey, as it is for the p-h:,r!:iniun to be educated in the practice of
medicineg, and the surgeon in surgery, Wilson 6, 7——The Society of Apothecaries eon-
sider the cifice of dispensing prescriptions a very responsible one, and one which requires
education, Upton 317-528——Witness is of opinion that every person who dispenses
shoulid be educated and testeil by examination, the examination being condueted E;r the
body to which he belongs, ib. 361-365. 368 ——There is no doubt the duty of dis in
prescriptions 1s one that requires educanon, Watson 1633—-—Bul witness fears that this
new body to be constituted will grow up, like the Apothecaries’ Gﬂmpanj’, imo a body
of medical men, ib. 1635, 1655-10661 Impossibility of a person keeping a druggist’s
shop without dispensing to a certain extent, fone 1G68-1g970.

See also Chemists and Druggisis. Componnding Lrugs. Eraminations, 2,

DisTiNcTION OF PROFESSIONS :

1. lmportance of drawing the line between the Practice of Medical Men and
and the Dusiness t.l,E Chemists and Druggists ; Di ies in the way of
this.

2. Olgections to Chemists practising as Medical Men ; kow far the present Bill
awill increase this Evil.

$. Necessity for some Profibitory Clavse being inserted in the Bill.

L. Importance of drawing the line between the Practice of Medical Men and the
Business of Chemists and Drugaists ; Difficnities in the way of this :

There is no difficelty in driwing the line between that which a chemist may properl
do i his eapacity of chemist aud that which Lie may do which trenches on the medica
profession, the difficelty is i keeping him within it, Upton 343-350 —It is desirable to
deaw as distinet a line 23 possible bewween the bosiness of a chemist and droggist and
the profession of medicsl practitioners, Hall 2217, 2261 ; Cormack 2408 -2410. 2412-
2414. 2420-2422. 2428 Hew far the Bill draws any further distinciion between the
functions of the general practitioners and those of 1the chemist and druggest than alread
exists, Stificelf e8i1-2817 ; Webster 2172-2175——Difficulty of drawing the line between
the practice of medical wen and the business of chemists and drugzists, Webster 2171 ;
Ancefll 2453-2461 ——=Grear dilliculty in defining where 1he line should be drawn as
ta what is the regular practice of clemists ; a8 a zenersl rule, witness considers their
duty to be to vend drogs, to prepare chemical and pharmacentical esmpounds, and
dinl;cu:@:: ph!':ricmnn’ prescrptions, Pereira 2715-2731.

2. Objections to Chemists proctising as Medical Men ; how far the present Bilf
aetll increase this em't’:r

A divigion of labowr ix desirable in the profession, and advantage would no doubt arise
from a budy being r-.-l.'ngmmi by law, as representing the deparnment of pharmacy,
South 2nz=205 The College of Surgeons of Edinburgh are no at all afraid of the
allegation that has been wade, that this Bill will make the druggists a sort of quasi
practitionzrs of medicine, Gairdmer 1453——Although the object of the Bill is not to
qualify men to give medical advice, it will not be easy to prevent this Iuing the effect of
it, Cowmde 1560-1 507 It is very desirable that there should be o separation between
the practice of the medical profession and the Frm:.tit:e of pharmacy, but witness doubis
whether legislation will be able to accomplish it, Renton 1961-1967—-—Opinion that
this Bill would tend much more to increase this practice than to put it down, Webster
g145-2170; Crisp 20gq, 2qo0. 2305; Stilwell 27g95-2810. 28106, 2817, 2827-2831.
algs-alge——N1 is wrone for chemists and droggisis to practise medicine, Hall
aahfe; Lewds 28406, .

There is no doonbt that at the present time chemists anid erIEE:Isf_‘i dis prar_'t.!'se medicine
and preseribe to o great extent, Ancell 2440, 2441; Stifwell 2788-2794—S5till there
are very considerable exceptions; it rests wholly with the chemists and druggists,
Ancell 2440, 2441——Witness's great objection to the Bill is, that in the present conli=
tion of the medieal profession it gives power to the chemists and druggisis to become
a new class of medical practibioners, Aneell 2466-2470; Lewis 28)6——Doubis as to
whether improving the education of chemists and druggists would not tend to increase
their acunge os medical men, Aneedl -::555&--3551; Stitwell o 40-2751. #15?—&?59—-
This practice has much increased since the establishment of Pharmaceutical Society,
Stifwell 2788-2704.

3. Necessily
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DisgTivcrioN oF PROFESsSIONS—eontinued.
3. Necessity for some Prohibitory Clause being inserted in the Bill :

Necessity for some clause being introduced in the Bill prohibiting chemists nod
druggi rom practising as medical men, Wood 2o56-2062; Ancell 2511-2542;
o or 2578, 2585. 26og5-2627. 2646-2640; Stilwell 2Bo2——Opinion that were the
Bill passed without 2 clause being introduced prolubitng chemists and druggists fiom
Prm:l,ii'mg as medical men, it will be the rum of a tenth part ol the present prm:liliﬂ'r]trs
n medicine, Propert 2500-2500——Clause prepared by witness for insertion in the Bill

this subject ; how far this clause might le modified, Ancell 2511, 2519-2592-——

iiness disa ez of the latler part of the clause prepared by Mr. Ancell, prohibiting

chemists and drugeists from practising as wedieal men, Propert 2543-2545 They
should be allowed 10 preﬁt;ril:ua i petiy cases, il 2p44-2546.

Suggestion that a clavse should be inserted in the Bill prohibiting wedical men from
k::ping retal shu[m, O Conmor 2580-2504. efiey-cbgg. abyb-20409—- If some clause
were introduced into the Ball pmentinglr‘m'miﬁts and tl.ruggiﬁ.ts frcome hfill;; ullgngﬂ] in
the praciice of medicine in any way, it would do away with the uecessity for sny further
medieal legislation, ib. 2505. 2509. 2605~ —Opinion 1that the whole of the clause
suggested by witness, in lus former examination, is essential, in order to render the Bill
safe with reference to the l:xilil'lng state of the pnu:’rjl.:e of ]III_‘!.'Sit'.‘ i this country,
Ancell sﬁyu—-Dhjeclinns 1o inlmlhlning the elawse ]w:-[mrm:'l h}r Mr. Avcell intn the
Bill, probibiting chemists and druggists lvom prescribing ; there would be nsurmountable
difficulties in cerrying it out, Pereira 2687, 26h5-2704.

Seealso Compelition, Counter Practice. Country Districts. Education, I.

Medical Prectice, Pharmaceatical Chemvists. Scobland.

Diruggists.  See Chemists and Drugaists.

Drugs. Means proposed for securing the good quality of the drugs sold Ly chemists,
Savory 589, 590. 500——The exammation by the Pharmaceuical Society would lead to
the practitioners becoming better judges of the quality of drugs, ik Goo-Go2——Vast
quantities of medicine of mferior quality sold for the want of knowledge of persons
practising os drugaists, Herring 820-855—— lmprovement in the character of the drugs
used by chemists, of late vears, Herring 839-860. 019-034 ; Mackay 1785 Opinion
that the public are better supplied Wilﬁ druogs in this country than abroad, Hamberg
1265-1270——"The great injury which is done to the public in the sale of drugs of ferior
quality iz more by fraud than by ignoranee, Wood 2oofi-zo1g.

See also Apothecaries” Company., Compounding Drugs. - Education, 111, In-
spection of Drugs. Sale of Drugs.

EI

Edinburgh. Establishment of a branch of the Pharmacestical Society at Edinburgh ; only
a few of the ieatliﬂg chemists have juined the society, Mackay 1677-1680, lfﬁs-l;r;_;
—=—In the event of the Bill passing, arrangements might be made for the students in
Edinburgh to have the opportunity of obtaming an education without establishing a
separate school, ib. 1724-1733.

See also Board of Examiners, 11. 4. College of Physicians. College of Surgeons
(Edinburgh).

Epuvcariox:
I. Great Jdnﬂlh%s whick would result from Twproving the Education of

Chenrists and Druggists.
Il Jpﬁrm.‘ of the Efforts of the Pharmaceutical Society towards attaining
this Object.

1H1. Doults as te whether this Object would be attained by the present Bill,
1V, Great want of Education among the Chemists and Druggists in Scotland.
V. System of Edwcation purswed in Foreign Countries : :
1. France.

2, Germany.
3. Sweden.

I. Great Advantages which would result from Improving the Education of Chemists
and Diruerists :

It is most decidedly desirable that some further steps should be taken to secure the
educational competence of the chemizsts and druggists generally throughout the kingdom,
Wilson 4, 5. 925 Cormack 2371 Witness has lor a long time felt that some improve-
ment wis requisite in the education of chemists and druggists, Savory 478——0pinion
that it is very dﬂ!lﬁ!blﬁ for the public benefit, and for the promotion of the education of
«chemists and druggists, that some such Rill as the present should be passed, il 550. 570

0.42. Y —-=Impossibilny
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EpvearioN—econtinued.
I. Great Advantages which would result from Improving, e.—continued.
— lmpossibility of elevating the eharacter of the body of chemists without introducing
a superior system of education, Sir B, Brodie 738-742—=Importance of all chemists
and diuggists passing an examination ; all persons not so qualified should be prohibited
from selling drugs or dispensing medicmes, Smith 1006-1055.

In the absence of compulsory examination it will be impossible 10 obtain an entire
reform of those abuses arising from incompetence, Hofmann 1142, 1143. 1152——Au
impl'm'm[ education in pharmacy and cllumistrjr would tend to elieck the encronchments
of chemists on medical men, Mackay 1747-1750——Improved education would afford
greater security to the public than any legislative enaciment, Renfon 1949. lg.s’;-‘-?a
——1It is very desirable there should be a regular system of edueation introduced, Hall
2211, 2212, 2258-2260 Witness does not object to the eurmniculum of education and
examination, as proposed by the Hill, ib. 2252-0257——0Creat E\_'ilﬂ existing from the
gross ignorance of many persons practising as chemisie and droggists, O Connor 2600
2fiog ; Pereira 2684=2086, 2722-2795——"50 fur from the present Bill going too far with
the education of chemists and druggists, witness does not conzider that it goes far enough,
Pereira 27E4-2735.

I1. Approval of the Efforts of the Pharmaceutical Society towards attaining this
rect :

On the introduction of Mr. Hawes’s Bill in 1840, and on the establishment of the
Pharmaceutical Society, interviews took place between them and the College of Physi-
cians, and it was acknowledged by the College that an examination of chemists and
druggists was essential, ilsan 31-35——How Tar the College of Physicians has taken
any steps to carry oul these views, ib. 36——~Ceneral and increasing desire manifesied to
take advamage of the means which the Pharmaceutical Society offers for education,
Savory 575=578——The standard of education among chemists and droggists has been
much improved since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, Smith 1092, 1093
——The course of education introduced by the Pharmaceutical Society would improve
the character of the chemists to a grear extent, Wood 2003, 2004 —— Wiiness highly
approves of the efforts of the Pharmaceutieal Suveiety for improving the education of
tr:muims and drogzists, Propert 2481-2484. 2510,

[II. Doubis as do whether this Object wonld be atlained by the present Bill - .

There can be no objection to an improvement in the education of chemists and drog-
gists, which iz the professed ohjeet of the Bill, Gairdueer 1436 —An improvement in the
education of chemists and Ilrugghets i= u most desiralde end to be attained ; witness's
ohjections :ne not to the end, but 10 the means by which that end is sought to be attained,
and which he thinks would not be attained by this Bill, #b. 1472-1477 —Chemists and
drugeisis at present are not sufficiently educated, Wood 2o02——TDoubts as 1w whether
ihe Bill n.-.-unlld effect the objects intended by &t, as it would increase the expense of the
education necessary, ifi. 2005.

Witness does not deny that the education of chemists and denggists is desirable, but
he considers that the course of education propesed by thiz Bill would tend to raize them
too much lo the rnk of medical practitioners, Webster 2065-2085. 2125-2131. 2145 el
g8, 2105 Witness does not know that he would objeet even to the course of educa-
tion which is paointed out by the Bill, if it were fairly guarded by clavses preventing
chemists from practising the medical profession, b, 2080-2087. 21064 f seq. 2195 —The
safeguards which witness would recommend would be penalties to prevent illegal practice,
ih. 2088, 216y ef seg.——Opinion that no very great amount of education 18 necessary,
ib. 20q1 Witness iz a fnend to the general education of chemists and druggists, but it
ought not to include materin medica, as the term is undersiood conventionaily, Aneell
a4q1=2450—DMore evil, in wimess's opinion, would be done by partially educating in
medicine u lurge body of men than is now done by the grosser ignosance of the few, ib.
2442

In the curriculus of cducstion proposed there i too much in it of & medical character,
Propert 2480 It would be prudent to limit the education of chewists and druggists,
O Comnir 2586-2580—1t is desirnbie that the chemists and druggists should be edu-
cated, but not in the mauner this Bill provides, Stilwell 2738, 2730. 2744, 2745—I1L
would be quite sulficient, il their education extended so f?alr as to enable them to read
Pli_j.'yicinhn' preseriptions, snd te know the nature of the drugs wiich they compound,
th. 2740—~If chemists and drogzists are to be medical men they should possess the
same qualifications, and undergo the same examination, as medical men, otherwise witness
considers they are sufficiently educated, ib, 2748, 2770-2774. 2784-2788.

IV. Great want of Education among the Chemists and Druggists in Scotland :

There is great need of increased education among the chemists and druggists in Scot-"
land as a body; importance of their being qualified to distinguish genwine from bad
drugs, Mackay 1760-1764——Great deficiency of education among the body of persons

in
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EpvcarioNn—econtinoed,
IV. Gireat wani qf Education oy the Chemists and _Druggi.l-‘.s, &e~—conlinued.

in Seotland assuming the name of chemists amd drugpeists, Maclagan 1799-1808, 1824~
1830— Evidence relative to the subject of improving the education of chemists and
draggists having been under consideration by the Medical Corporations of Edinburgh
and Glasgow in 1834 ; resolutions agreed to, ib. 180g-1821 The principle of those
resolutions is almost identical with the principle of the present Bill, ib. 1818-1823
Hitherto there has been no law or apecific I:im:[[, of education 1H:cuguiu--:i which chemists
and druggists ought to pass through, ib. 1827, 1823 The institutionz of Edinborgh

. would afford facilities for the proper edecucation of phavmaceutical chemists, if. 1894=
1903.

V. System of Education pursued in Foreign Couniries :
1. France:

General nature of the education of pharmaceutical chemists in France, Savory 4065, 466
——Number of schools of pharmacy in Frauee, Kopp 1405, 1400 Course of instruc-
tion at the school of pharmacy ; number of years it 15 necessary for the pupil to study his

fessiun, ib. 1407, 1408 Annual expense of each of the three principal schools, niz.

arig, Montpelier, and Strasburg, ib. 1417-1410.

2, Germany:

Detail of the course of studies pursued 'l:u‘:,' students of pharmacy in Germany ; exami-
nation to which they are subjected, Hofmann 1114-1120——Average expense of a
student’s education, #6. 1121=1123 Parties by whom the examination of the siudents
is undertaken in Germany, ib. 1127-1129 Lt is serietly prohibited to practies pharmae
in Germany without having gone through all the forms of education and examination, ib.
1130—The superiority of the pharmaceutists of Germany is decidedly aitributable to
the systemr of education pursued ; some of the first chemists have been pharmaceuiists, ib.

1137-11390.
3. Sweden :

The pharmaceuticul chemists in Stockholm are obliged to pass through an education
and examination ; sketch of the education and examination through which they have to
pass, Hamberg 1228-1235.

See also Apothecaries’ Company.  Apprentices.  Assisiants. Country Students.
Mﬂﬂm of Professions, 2. Fpmpt:n Pharmaceutists. {5 ernany. Medical
Fractice. Pharmaceuwiical Chemists, Pharmacentical Society.  Qualification
of Chemists,  Scotland.  Sweden.

EXAMINATIONS *

1 tance of a compulsory Examination of all Persons practising as
hemists and Druggists. :
2, Nature of the Examination recommended and suggested ; way in which it
might be earvied out.

1. Tmportance of a compulsory Examination of all Persons practising as Chemisis
: and Drugpists:

Pharmacentical chemists ought to be examined by gome Board before they undertake
to compound prescriptions, Wilson 8; Hamberz 1271; Propert 2456 The same ne-
cessity «xists lor an examimation in the ease of chemists as in other branches connecied
with the medical profession, Sonth 185, 191-106——1t is very desirable that all chemists
should pass an examination under the jurisdiction of a body well acquainted with phar-
maccutical chemistry, Sir B, Brodie 721-723 Estimated number of persons who
would annuvally require to be exawined, Smith 1075, 1056 Apprentices ought to be
ohliged 1o pass an examination to obtain the rank of pharmaceutical chemizts, Maclagan
1600,

Witness npproves of the general principle of the Bill, that every chemist and druggist
should be examined, and that no person should sell drugs without having passed an
examination, Crisp 228g——To compel chemists and druggisis to undergo an examina-
tion iz most necessary, but there should be no exceprions, ib. 2311-2313——"There is no
reagon why one man whe sells drugs should be compelled 10 pass an examination, and
another not, ih. 2335-2344——"The zysiem of examination proposed in the Bill is not in
any way objectionable, O Connor 2588, 258q The exnmination of & chemist 12 not so
stringent as it ought to be, especially with regard to the chavacter and quality of drugs,
ib. 2650, 2651 —— Impossibility of any voluntary sociely, nut supported by Act of Par-
liamen:, making the examination so stringent as 1t ought to be; on this giound, withess
approves of (he general prineiple of the Bill, ib, efige-cisi The examination of siu-
dents at the College of Bugeons is of a most frivelous nature, ib. 2659-2661.

0.2, Ga 2, Nalure
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ExXAMINATIONS—continued,

2. Nature of the Examination recommended and suggested ; way in which it might
be carried out ;

Merely examining parties before they had the right of assuming the title of pharma-
ceutien] chemist wﬂule be of very little use, without the exelusive privileze of vending drogs
and dispensing medicines were given tu these parties, Sowth 223-244. 255-263. 270-
280, a82-085—- It is under tlis view of the case that witness gives his approbation to
te Bill, ib. 245-250——There is no objection on the part of the Society of Apothecaries
to the chemisis and drogzists having an Act 10 enable them to regulaie the practice of
their own body, provided the subjects of examination are restiicted to those which relate
to the proper lunctions of the chemist and drugzist, Upton 320-337. 305, 306. 27—
Petition drawn up by witness n 1830, with a view of establishing a system of examina-
tion for all persons calling themselves chemists and drogeists, Savory 479-483 Great
opposition shown by the body of chemists to any such improvement; witness found it
guile impossible to bring about any woien or organization for that purpese, ih, 484
487

Itis the intention of the Fill that belore auy party can carry on the trade of a chemist
in Grear Britain, it will be nece geary that he shall be examined by the officers of the
Pharmaceutical Society, Smith 1300-1403 Examination might be useflol, but witness
sees no necessity for extending it to the whole community of chemists and druggists
througlout the kingdom, Coombe 1607-1616 The College of Physicians has no
objection 1o the incorpoiation of chemists and droggists for examimation and regisiration,
but they consuder the present time is inopportune for introducing the improvement,
Renton 1931-1041 —— Evidence relative 1o the nature of the examinaiion to which
students are subjected at the College of Surgeons in Edinburgh, Woeed 2015-2035——
Suggestion that the examination of chemists and druggists should be extended ; it should
include the London and Edinburgh Pharmacopaias, i the lasguage in which they are
written, and in the prescriptions of medical men, Lewis 2Bg5——The examinations should
be practical, so as to test the skill of the parties ; they should also be public, ib.

See ulso Apothecaries.  Appremtices.  Assistants.  DBoard of Ervaminers. Chemisls
and Druggists,  Country Students.  Diplomas.  Education, . Faculty of
Medicine. Freaee. Pharmaceutival Chenists. Plarmaceutical Sociely.
Qualification of Chemists.  Sale of Drugs.  School of Pharmacy.  Scotland,

Exemption Clause, Provided the clause exempting the medieal bodies was more clear
worded, that the licentiates of the College of Surgeons and Faculty of Physicians of
Glusgow were to be in no vay affected by the Bill, it wouldl remove one of the ebjections
of the College uf Physicians, Renfon tg42-1946.

F.

Facully of Medicine. We ouzhi to have a fucully of medicine; or general senate, to
regulate medical affairs, Crisp 2305-2311——Such senate should have the power of
appointing 1 body 1o examine chemists and druggists, and the bye-laws might be referred
to them for confirmation or approval, ib.

Fees of Students. Evidence as to the proposed amount of fees to be taken hy the Phar-
maceutical Society for the education amd examination of students, Smith 1346-1351.
1355=1304 In Frauee, the government takes the fees, and pays the expenses of the
schools, Kepp 1415, 1416.——See also Sweden.

Foreign Pharmacentists, Comparing the zeneral education of English and foreign students,
the foreigners are decidedly beser qualified than the English people, Wilson 122=125;
Sarory Gog-G10=——The chemists of this conntry are far behind those of other countries
in point of education ; some regulations for ir:mntlllg education are NECesIAry,
~o=705; Maclagan 1021-—— Opinion (hat chewistry 12 on the advance in this country ;
the chemists in England, as 2 body, have made very few discoverses in chemistry ; all the
great discoveries have been made by foreigners, Semith 1004=1000 ; Ma;c:‘ugnn 19189, 1920

The pharmaceutical chemists of France and Germany are far in advance of the
chemists of this country, SavoryGea-627 3 Sir B. Brodie 764 ; Hofmann 11403 Machay
157861 7HE.

France. In France no person ean practise even as an assistant without undergoing a strict
examination, Savory 467-400. 560-566——"This bas the cffect of making apprentices
attend closely to their studies, to enable them to pass, ib. 4lig——The School of Phar-
macy in Paris is a public institution, supported by the government, and all Freach
l_-.lmr:na.:iens. are reguired to pass sn ﬁ:(!tmil:!ﬂﬁﬂl'l in this achiyul before lllltjl'_ are allowed to
practise, ib. f0=566——The French pharmaciens are superior to the English, consequent
upon their strict examination, Savory fi22-G27; Sir B. Brodie 704.

See also Board of Examiners, 111.  Education, V. 1. Fees of Students.  Foreign
Pharmacentists. Tuspection of Drugs, Pharmaciens (France), Paisons.
Seeret Medicines,




Bill.] GAIRDNER. 225

Report, 1852—continued.

G,

Guairduer, Jokn, s.n. (Avalysis of hie Evidence.)—Fellow of the College of Burgeons in
Edinburgh, 1432 Haz conzidered the Pharmaceatieal Bill ; was chairman of a eom-
mittee of the College in relation to it, 1433——The College carefully considered its pro-
visions, and submitted it o a committee, which committee has reported 1o 1he College ;

neral tenor of this report, 1434 & seq.—— Individually, witness does not consider any
such Bill as being strongly called for by any circumstances whatever, 1436——There
can be no objection to an improvement in the education of chemists and druggises,
which ig the professed object of the Bill, 1436 ——DBut there iz a stringency about the
Bill, the effect of which will be 1o crezte a new monopolizing corporation, 1436,

Witness has no instructions, as representative of the College of Surgeons, to oppose this
Bill in toto, if certain objections which the College have urged against it are satisfuetorily
met; nature of these objections, 1436 Evidence in detaal on the effect of the Bill on
medical licentiates, more especially upon the licentiates of the Royal College of Surgeons
of Edinburgh and of the Faculty of Physicians and Surgzeons of Glasgow, 1436 Vay
in which various clavses of the Bill would injuriously affect those partivs, by preventing
their uniting pharmacy with their ordinary medical practice; amendments of these
clauses suggested, 1436-1442.

With respect to the second head of objections urged against the Bill by the College of
Burgeons of Edinburgh, what is asserted by them is, that it woull operate injuriously as

ardz schools and certain Scotch institulions, more especially the Rova I:-ullﬂgu of
ﬁjnﬁitns and Surgeons of Edinburgh and the Faculty of Plhysicians and Surgeons of
Glasgow, 1442——Way in whicl clause 12, relative to the appointment of examiners
wuutﬁo?nteﬁ:re with the privileges of these bodies, 1442 "itness claims on the
parts of these three bodies that if & Board for the exanvination of persons in relation to
pharmacy shall Le thought necessary to be held in Edinburgh with reference to the
ges of this Bill, they shull no be superseded in the appointment of examiners by o
corporation in London, 1442-1446.

Observations on the third class of objections of the College of Burgeons of Edinlurgh
as regards the interests of the diuggists themselves, 1446 ef seg——Reference to the 15th
clause, which relates to penulties ; objectionable nature of this clavse; evidence showing
that it makes the new incorporation a complete mu:mpul}', 1440-1448——The amesnd-
ment witness wonld propoze in this elause would be that 1t should be applicable only 10
thioae persons who fmﬂr]ulcntly assume the tile of * licensed phmma-nrmlicul. chemist,””
ot “ member of the Pharmaceatical Society of Great Britain,” 1449-1452——0pinion
that the remedy for this ignorance on the part of chemists and druggists, of which so
much talk 15 made, i ina progressive state, from the fact of the competsion which exisis,
1440. Evidence showing that the same amount of science, and the same koowledge of
chemistry, which is essentinl in one place is not necessary in another, 1449. 1455 ——
Wiitness considersz the 'pnb]iu are quh.e safe 1l lh:::,r will trust to this syslemn nt'{:mu'h_'til,imi,
and to the peaslty which the loss of capital embarked in an unsuccessful trade necessarily
imposes upon those who fail, 1440. 1454, 1466=-1471.

With respeet 10 the allegation upen the face of the Bill, that pharmacy 15 m a dis-
praceful siate, witness can only say that he has not found this to be the case in Edin-
burch, 1453——Though witness does not mean to say that there is not a great variety of
information amoeng chemists as well as among medical RlEII,Iil-:}jE-l-l.i&_*ThL' College
nf'Surg{-cms of Edinbureh are not at all afraid of the allegation that has been made, that
this Bill will make the Elruggisl.s a sort of guasi practitioners of medicine, 1453 To a
certain extent they are so at present, and this can never be prevented, 1453——0pinion
that no qualification to act as a chemist and druggist rendered compulsory would be
desirable, 14506-1400. 1476 Il‘an:.r ]Iﬂ]‘.’iﬁ-i.ﬂ'l!t, i addition to what now exizis zlgai:la:
the ignorance of the druggist, is necessary, witness would suggest a stningent inspection
of druggists’ shops b_},r members of the medical profession, 1461 -14065.

An improvement in the education of chemists and droggisis is a most desirable end to
be attained ; wimess's objections are not to the end, but to the means by which that end
1= mnghl 10 he ullniuel.l,, and which he thinks woulid not be attainel l:_\r this Ball, 1472=
14??—-_]fthi5 Biil shoanbd puss, witnigess 15 a-tmngl:,r al -:r];i'miml that the licentwmtes of
the Scoteh colleges should be entitled to the privileges of acting as chemists und drugeists
in any part of the United Kingdom, without paying the feez or going through  second
examination, 1480-1510 The separation of the praclice of medicine from pharmacy
15 ne clonbit dnﬁimhlc, s far as it can be pl‘imliuallj caried out, and it is :ﬂrmd].r H‘J'uughl
out iurgu[:,r in Seotland, 1511,

There should be a distinct ciass of pharmaceutical chemists not at all convected with
the medieal profession, 1512——RBut there is no necessity for the establishiment of that
class in gnch & manner a8 to keep them isolated and distinet, so that there shall be no
misiake sbout the fact that they are not members of the pharmaceutical body, 1513-1515
——lo witnese's opinion the medical practitioners have a most distinet interest in any
system intended for the improvement of the gualifications of the dreggists, and witness
considers the defect of this Bill is, that it does not recognise this principle, 1516-1526——

042, ° G G2 13
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Guirduer, John, s.p.  {Analysiz of his Evidenee)—continwed.

If there is to be a Board of examination, the medical man onght to be consulted with
regard to the choice of examiners, 1526, 1527——Witness looks upon the Bill as a gross
monopoly, 1527-1535 1537-1552

General Practitfoners.  Binee the Act of 1815 the eharacter of the general practitioners has
very much improved throughout the country, Upton jo2-404——As the Bill s100d last
year, there was o very grave objection Lo it, on the ground that an incorporated body like
the pharmaceutical chemists would very much interfere both with the profits and the
business of the general practitioners, ib. g05——IL was proposed to exclude both apothe-
cartes and medieal |n;1L't.!"[i0:I11!'m from actillg as chemists an (|Juggisls without the lieense
of that l:m;l:.r_ b q05. 431433 Tn tIJi.i.‘l&:l}" po lated dhstriects it would be an nd\rﬂnt,ngﬂ,
after a certain term of years, 1o interdict IEgaI j-qunliﬁwl practitioners from car'_-_qing an
business as chemists and druggists, Webster 21g0-2194——The Bill in its prezent form
will be injurions 1o the grntm!:pracliuiuncm of medicine, who compose the great bulk of
the profession, Crisp og51-2360. 2966, 2967 ; Stillwelf 2740 et seq A college for
gen«emi prm:litiqners i5 an mstitulion that has no pumllel In any country, O Connor
aligs.

See also Apothecaries” Company.  Distinction of Professions.

Germany. In Germany a regular education iz necessary fur pharmacentical chemists, Squire
01 3 Hofmarn 11 14=1 120——"Witnese is well l]l.’l.'Ll.Iﬂil]tE[l with the laws relnl.in.g o Phl‘l‘-
muu:,rin FETIRANY § plm::uacuur.iual chemistis are there ealled nput’fm::gﬁtrs_, qumum 1112,
1113——Nominal fees im‘_l,rnl:]e i the German univerﬁiﬁes; these institutions are not self-
sulg:rnrtinj:; the sovernment assist in pﬂyingi:'!!m expense of them, ib. 1124-11206 The
medical and pharmaceutical branches of the prolession are very strietly separated in

Germany, ib. 1131=1136 =—The science of pharmacy in Germany is far superior to what

it is in England, éb. 1151, 1152——Nature of the duties of the Government medical men

in Germany ; they perform the duties that in this country are performed by the coroner,

ib. 1153-1157.

&EI;ESFHMENH’ V., 2, rnrﬂ&n Phlarmaceutists. Impe.l;tm nf j}rﬂg;_

Giles, Rickard William. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Was a siudent at the school of the
Pharmaceutical Sociely 3 passed the major examination, and has joined his father in
business at Clifton, 1293-1205——Assisted in forming an auxiliary pharmaceutical
institution at Brisiol and Clifton ; object and progress of the instilution, 1206-1306——
Opinion that if a compulsery examination were introduced, the apprentices would be
induced 1o learn and exert themselves to a greater extent, 1503, 1304 The medical
profession aml chemists in the neighbourhood of Bristol and Clifton are very warm in their
approval of the Pharmacy Bill, 1308-1314——"The chemists in witness’s neighbourh:ood
do, to a certmn extent, ]}ru_f.r:rii.re; the best mode uf'c,hm:kiug this wonld be to impmre the
intelligence and edueanon of chemists in their own department, 1315-1323. 1331-1334
——Great disappointment whioh has arnisen from the Pharmaceutieal Society not having
long ere this obtained an Act of Parliament, 1324-1330.

Glasgow. The Facully of Physicians of Glasgow, of which witness is president, is different
from those in Edinburzh in this respect, that lllejr have the power, and have exercised
tliat power, of examinine |ﬂ:|urm|:u:iﬂun by tlwmsulvu, Wiatson 10620, 1621 This power
to examine cliemists and drogoisis has fallen into disuse, #h. 1638-1645.

See also Board of Examiners, 11. 4.

H1

Hall, Marskall, s.p. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Has been in practice as a physician
for forty years, 2208 ——Has, during that period, hasl an nppn‘rtunitjr of chserving the
condition of the chemists in reference to their proficiency in the practice of pharmacy,
2200——"There are sume very seientifie chemisis who are fully qualified to prosecute their
proleszion, but many ethers are not so qualified, 2210——1t iz very desirable that there
shonld be a regular system of educarion introduced, 2211, 2212 Has seen the Phar-
macy Bill, and is of opinion that its general object iz excellent, 2213-2215—1It i3
certainly desirable that there should be a distinetion between the several clasces in the
profession, viz. physicinns, surgeons, and pharmaceutists, 2217,

The same privilege which is granted to the physicians and surgeons of managing their
aflairs, is undoubtedly due also to the chemizts and druggists, 2218——The only way of
kecping a perfect disunction between medical and chemical practitioners would be 1o do
away entircly with the abuse of counter practice, 22820 ef seq.——Giving a diploma io
thosze only who have been examined and are propeily educated would tend to elevate
the whole body of those possessing such diploma, 2222, 2223——DBut such diplomas
should be of the simplest Eind, and should be conferred under a distinet pledze, in
h“g“m'. En the part of the receiver, not to interfere with the medical office, 2223-2225-
22f2-2087,

The
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Hall, Marshall, m. . (Analysis of his Evidence)—confinued.

The office of chemist and druggist should be entirely confined to the componanding
and selling of drugs, and in no case whatever should he prescribe, a22h=2251—Wit=
ness docs not abject to the curriculum of education and examination, as prupu;ml by the
Bill, 2252-2257——I1t would certainly be advantagesus to the public 1o provide for the
better education of chemists and druggists in that branch of business to which they
belong, 2258-2260—=—1t is desirable to draw as distinet a |!1'|.& s quﬁf-ﬂ_ll}tﬂ between the
business of a chemist and druggist and the profession of medical practitioners, 2261
It is wrong for chemists and druggists to practise medicine, 2262 It 15 also wrong
for medical practitioners to act as chemists anidl drusgists, Lot l.l!,rre are some localities in
the country where this cannot well be avoided, 2263-22067. 220g, 2270

There i not
the least objection 1o nsing the term ‘I’ |:h|'mn‘.‘|.tlle;ntlt'=|l.’f aafif—There wu‘ulfl be ne ob-
jection to the Board of Examiners being composcod entirely of phanmaccutical chemasts,
ae7a-2281——Witness remard counter practice, as it is termed, as great an evil as any

form of quackery, 2282-2287,

Hambers, Dr. (Analysis of his Evidence)—Assistant Professor of Pharmacy to the
Roval Caroline Institution and to the Pharmaceutical Institution in Stockliolm, 1226-1227
——The pharmacentical chemists in that country are obliged to pass through an educa-
tion and examination; skerch of the education and examination throngh which they
have to pass, 1228-1235——The institutions in Steckhalm are under the government,
which a portion of the expenses; the fees |I:md by students are very small, 1236-
1238——Iu Stockholm physicians are not allowed ta sell medicines, nor aputhecaries to
preseribe, 1230-1244. 1278-1282—— Existence of ]._mrhEI' SUrZEnns in bu-:u:l::u; nature of
their practices; they have to pass an exaaunation, 1244-1248——The number of
chemists’ and druggists’ shops in Sweden are limited ; no person can open a shop without
the permissien of the government, whicl is very difficult to obtam, 1240-12064.

Witness approves of the namber of pharmaceutists being limited, 1259-1264——
Diference between the plmrmacnpmi:r_ used at t:‘;l,nrﬁ:_holln_und the ]:.u_g]rE'I_le:trmﬂcﬂpmm,
1265——Opinion that the public are better supplied with drugs n this country than
abroad, 1265-1270——Importance of a compulsory exammanon of all persons practising
as chemisis and ruggim;, m;:—ELril:r. regulation in ﬁ:w{:dtll lfur protecting Lhe public

inst aceidents from poison, 1272 Nature of the inspection of drugs i Sweden,

1252=-1276——B8ecret medicines sre not allowed in Sweden, 1*.a;I;r—-——_l"lmrmm.'ﬂluicnl

chemisis in Sweden are called apothecaries, 1279-1280. 1202——There is only one class

of medical men in Sweden, p|:| BICIANS ; Burgeons must he I:Iitfﬁltl:illnﬂ, and take their

an the universities betore they are allowed to practise, 1283=1285 In Sweden,

as in Germany, the widow of a chemist may sueeced to the establishment of a chemist,
but she must employ a person regularly educated and examined, 1286-1288,

Herrine, Thomas. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Wholesale dmggial. in ﬂ|dumg:::te-atruet;
has Been in business above forty-three years, 824, 825——Witness is in constant com-
munication with chemists and droggists thronghout the whole kingdom, 826-828
Opinion that the body of chemists and drugzists are not properly qualified for their
buginess, B2g——Vast quantity of medicines of inferior quality sold, from the want of
koowledge of persons practizing as druggists, 829-855——DLarge number of persons
who azsume the name of pharmaceutical chemisis who have never been educated or

ualified, and who do not know their business, 830-832 The great demand for in-

rior drugs arizes from the fact of the want of education among persons c:ailil:_? themsaelves
chemists and druggists, B3g-855——If chemists and druggists were properly edueated,
the demand for wiferior drugs would cease; this has proved to be the case since the
establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, 856-8Go. 919-934.

If a Bill of the deseription now before The House were passed, it would tend very
mueh to the improvement of the trade and the advantace of the public, 861 ——Opinion
that it is desirable to prohibit the sale of drugs by persons not druggists ; this applies
only to chemists and druggists, not to wholesale druggists, 862, 875-018—— Great ad-
vantage would result from the inspection of all drugs by an officer attached 1o 1he
Custom-house, and the seizure of all bad drugs, 8G2-872, g16-g24——7This i the system
pursued in America ; improvement which lias taken place in the quality of the drugs
unporied, 862-865. g23——The power of inspection of drugs by 1he Apothecaries” Com-
pany is inoperative, but might be improved, g2g-gg1.

Ho i, Dr. l:ﬁ.nn'l}isia of his Evidence.)—Profeszor of Ullem]strjr in the Roval Cnllug-: of
hemistry, 1110——Srudied in the laboratory of Liebig, 111 1——Course of studics
pursued by stadents of pharmacy in Germany ; examinstion to which they are subjected,
1114-1120——Avernge expense of a student’s eduecation in Germany, 1121-1123——
Nowminal fees payable in the German universilies; these institutions are not self-support-
inl|]:; the government azsists in paying the expense of them, 1124-1120 Parties by
whom the examination of the students is undertaken in Germany, 1127-1129 It 13
strictly prohibited to practise pharmacy without having gone tivough all the forms of
education and exawination, 1130—~—The medical and pharmaceutical branches of the
profession are very strictly separated in Germany, 1131-1136——The superiority of the
g2, G G35 |:|h:|r:||::|;eufj.-a.l;s
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Hofmann, Dr.  (Analysis of his Evidence )—continned.

phormaceutists of Germany is decidedly attributable 1o the system of education pursued ;
some of the first chemists have been pharmacewii:ts, 1137-1139.

France and Germany furnish a namber of scientific men to other countries for purposes
where science is necessary, 1140——"The laws existing in this country respecting phar-
macy are not in a proper state with reference to the safety of the public, 1141 ——1In the
absenee of compulsory examination it will be impossible to obtain an entive reform of
those abuses, ansing from ineompetence, 1142, 1143. 1152 ——0pinion that there are not
s0 many pharmaceutical sindents in the College of Chemistry as there would be il they
were obliged to study ther profession; number of pupils in the German universities,
1144=1146——The science of pharmacy in Gemmany is far superior to what it iz in
England, 1051, 1152

L

Natore of the duties of the Government medical men in Germany; they perform the
duties that in this couniry are performed by the eoroner, 1153-1157—-—=The laws
of Germany with respect to the sale of poisons are very striet ; no one can sell puisons
except an apothecary, 1158, 1150, 1169, 1170——ILnspection of the apotliecaries” sho
in Germany, with a view of ascertaining the quality of the drugs used, 1160——The
gale of seerct medizines is not permitied in Germany, 1161, 1162——The sale of dru
pnd medicines in Germany iz entirely eonfined 10 pharmaciens ; medieal men never sell
their own medicines, 1163-1168. 11571-1186.

Home Secretary.  Objeclions 1o the Secretary of State having the power of regulating the
bye-laws of the Pharmaceutical Sociewy, Wilson 7e-74; Crisp 2300, 2306-2311——Re-
commendation, that in the event of the Pharmaceutical Sociery being entrusted with a
legislative power, they should be placed under the supervision of the Secretary of State,
in the sane manner as the College of Surgecns, Sir B. Brodie 775-781.

ﬂ."fgui Practice. “"njr in which witness considers the Bill would injure the medical
sion, there being no restriction with regard to illezal practice, Crisp 22909, 2315-2320.
See also Distinction of Professions. Edm.aﬁ:u, I

Inipeﬂim of frugs. Even should the powers sought for be given 10 the Pharmaceutical

Soviety, a frequent inspection of the drugs would still be necessary ; evidence relative
to the vature of the inzpection to which the drugs are at present subjected, Wilson 56—
Gz. 58 ef sof. 120-147 The power of inspecting drugs by the Apothecaries’ Com-
pany is inoperative, but might be improved, Upton 370-388 ; Herring 929-031——Diffi-
culty in introducing regulations for e inspection of drugs in the Bill at present before
The House, Savory ?uﬁ-}nﬂ—i’susmt 'Ill-p(r-cllml 1delt|.g::i; I'mq“eucy of P‘mc.ri[ﬂ.im
suffering from the bad quality of the drugs, Sir B. Brodie 754-758——Great ad i
would result from the inspection of all drugs by an officer attached to the Custom House,
and the seizure al all bad drogs, Herring Bliz-B72. g16-g24.

Il any provision in addition 10 what now exists against the ignorance of the druggist
is necessany, witness would suggest a stringent inspeetion of ru%tists' shops by mem-
bers of the medieal profession, Gairdser 1461-1465 At present 1‘.,(;}:0“1- of examining
drugs in the shops of chemists and droggists is in the hands of the College of Physicians;
it is scarcely exercisod at all, O'Connor 2662, 2663-———1Lis very desirable that there
should be & strict and periodical inspection of all shops selling drugs, O"Connor 2664
2hifigy, Lewis 2lgn, 28306——Ths inﬁpuuti{m Iuig'ht be eutrusted to a hﬂdj’ of censors
appointed by the College of Pharmaey, O Counnor 2665,

Inspeciion of the apothecaries” shops in Germany with a view of ascertaining the quality
of the diugs used, Hofmann 1160—=—Rule applying to the inspection of the shops n
France, and the establishments of persons who sell drogs, Kopp 1400, 1410——T
periods at which the shops are visited are venable, but it is usvally onee a year, ib. 1411,
1412, i

Irelund. Steps which have been taken in Ireland with a view to the improvement of the
laws rezulating chemists and druzgists, 0'Comnor 2579. 2588,

K.

Kopp, Professor.  (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Has been Professor in the School of Phar-
mucy at Strasburg, 1404——Number of schools of pharmacy in France, 1405, 14
Course of imstruction at the sehool of pharmacy ; number of years it is necessary for t
pupil 1o aiud:,r his profession, 1407, 1408 ——The Doards of Examiners are -cn-mpnsud
four professors of the school of pharmacy, and two professors of the school of medici
1400——The same rule applies to the inspection of the shops and the establishments
the persons who sell drugs, 1409, 1410——The periods at which the shops are visi
are variable, but it is wsually once year, 1411, 1412,

There.
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Kopp, Professor.  {Analysis of lis Evidence)—continued.

There are two clagses of pharmaciens, but the difference is not great, 1413—— Diffe-
renee in the eXpenses of the two classes, l.-||..1——T|i(: govermnent ‘t.:lkl.tﬂ the fees and
pays the expenses of the cchools, 1415, 1416——Annual expense of each of ihe three

neipal schools, viz., Paris, Montpelier, and Strasburg, 1417-1410———Secret remedies
must not be sold by the pharmaciens vuless they are remedies authorized by the |nsti-
tute or the Academy of Medicine, 1420——Regulations in France respecting the sale
of poisons, 1421-1423——A physician can acl as a pharmacien, if he resides in a
district where there is no pharmacevtical establishment, but not otherwise, 1523-1426.
1428, 1420——There is no limit to the number of pharmaciens in a town, 1430

]-ﬂ

Leetures. Establishment of a modern school of pharmacy by the Pharmaceutical Sociely ;
also leetures and o laboratory ; course of studies adopied, Swmith, g74-g706 State-
ment of the number of pupils. who have attended the laboratoy ; also receipts and
expenditure for seven sessions, 1844-45 to 1850-51, ih. 77, g78——Siatement of the
numtber of pnpi]s who attended 1the lectares from 1z to 1851 inclusive, b, Gy —
Manner in which the apparent diminution is to be accounted for, ib. gBo-g83.

Lfﬁfﬂii’u Interference. It iz the duty of the Legislature in cases affecting life and

ealth, to have a supervision over matters of this description, Sowih, 207——Witness
does not olect to the education of chemists and :Imggistﬁ, but lus opmion is, that if
it iz desirable thar the Lﬂgia!uture should interfere at all, 1t should interfere tlliuiunlly, and
the education should be compulsory, Upton, 431-438. 452-456——In the establish-
ment of & new system by Act of Paliament, it is usval to grant some indulgence to
those already in business; the Act cannot be made retrospective, Sir B. Brodie 527
—_— A bucij' the chemists of this l:-uuntr:p are not sufficiently edueated ; m:-ﬂl_'ssil.}' for
some legislation with a view to remedy this defect, rb. 750, 760 There is no neces-
sity for a legislative enactment for preventing unlicenzed persons from selling drugs,
lIHIB]:f preventing than styling themselves pharmaceutical chemist or druggist would be
sufficient, Renton 1048-1057.

Lewis, Theophilus Caractocus, m.p. (Analysis of his Evidence)—Objection to the regis-
tering clause of the Bill ; if the Bill were to pass in its present form, there would be
nothing to prevent a chemist and druggist registered under the Bill from taking a medical
degree, 2843, 2844——DBy a slight nf.lﬂti:un to this clavse witness’s objection would be
FEIOY 4——The examination of chemists and droggists should be extended ;
it should include the London and Edinburgh Pharmacopaias in the language in which
they are written, and in the prescriptions of medical men, 2845 The Court of
Examiners should consist of persons belonging to the medical profession, 2845——The
examinat'ons should be practical, so as to 1est the skill of the parties ; they should also
be public, 2845.

The drugs and chemicals sold should be rigidly inspected by persons appointed by the
examiners, 2845, 2846 Dispensing chemists should wot be permitted to pructise
medicine or surgery in any way, 28406 ——Objection 1o the term phaimaceutical,
as it includes more than mere pharmacy, 2846=2850——It would be advantageous of it
were made compulsory that prescriptions should be written in Eunglich, mstead of
Latin, 2851-2853——Chemists and droggists should be compelled to dispense the pre-
seriptions of lezally qualified medical men, at all imes, excepiing to clildren under ten
years of ave, 2554, oH5s,

Licentiates (Scorch Colieges). IT this Bill should pass, witness is strongly of opinion that
the licentimes of the Scotch colleges should be entitled to the paivileges of acting as
chemists and druggists in any part of 1he United Kingdom, without paying the fees, or
going ithrough a second examination, Gairdner, 1480-1510; Coombe, 1568, 1560——As
the present Bill if pazsed imo an Act may possibly interfere with these rights, wilness
wonld desire that they should possess every night which this Bill confers, Coombe, 1570-
1506——And should be allowed to me:ge into the pharmacentical body without exami-
nation, wnd without expense, ih,——As witness reads the Bill before the Commiitee,
it certainly takes away the privileges «f the licentintes of the Scotch bodies ; but a great
deal of witness’s objection to the Bill would be done away with il their privileges were
not intE!'ﬂ!l‘Ed with, Watson, 1622-1032——What witness would desive would be that
their existing privileges should be decidedly and distinetly iccognised, and that there
shouldl be no new exclusive privileges granted from which the Scotch licentiates should
be excluded, ib. 1622~1632. 1634. 1667.

Seealso College of Surgeons (Edinburgh).
Liverpool. See Auziliary Associations.

0.42. GG 4
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Mackay, Jokn. (Analysis of his Evidence).—Chemist and druggist at Edinburgh ; has been
a member of 1he Phaormacemeal Society from its commenoement, 1075, IGFE—EBMH--
lishment of a branch of the society at Edinburgh, 1657-1680. 1768-1775——The chemists
of Seotland have no objection to the Bill av present before the House ; their olijection to
the former Bill was the exclusion of Scotland from itsoperation, 1681-1685. 1776, 1777 ——
There would be no objection to the examining Board sitting occasionally at Glasgow and
Alierdeen, g0 as to prevent the inconvenience of parlies coming from those various towns
o Edmburgh for examination, 1686, 1687 ——Necessity for improving the education of
chemists and drogeists in Scotland, 1638, 1751, 1560-1764.

Objections 1o the propozition for placing the chemists and droggists under a Board of
Exuminers appointed by the medical colleges, 1681 700—The Colleges of Su
and Physicians bave systems of self-government ; the chemists should enjoy the same
privilege, 1501-1707—-—Great difficulty in obiainin competent assistants in Scotland,
1707 The state of edueation among assislants nﬁmnd 1 far in advance of the same
parties in this country, 1708, 1700——There are some men acting as chemists and
druggists in Scotland who hold diplomas from the Colleges of Physicians and Sur H
it is not the intention of the Bill to inteifere with this privilege, 1710-171 ——-(gitcum-
atances attending the ﬂ!?Fﬂhiliﬂ“ of the chemists of Scotland to the Pharmaceutical
Sociery at the time of its formation, 1714=1718——DMeetingz held, and steps taken for
the formation of a Seoleh branch of the Pharmacentical Society in consequence of the
draft Bill exeluding Seotland from iis operation, 1719=-1721.

The prospeet of thiz Bill passing has eavsed apprentices to be more aitentive to the
study of their profession than they otherwise would have beew, 1722, 1723——In the
event of the Bill passing, arrangements migllt be made tor the students in Edinbureh to
have the opportunity of obtaimng an education without establishing a separate school,
1724-17533——The Bill would greatly tend to remove the difficulty of obtaining quali-
fied assistants, 1 535—— The provisions of the Bill would not act injuricusly to the state
of pharmacy in the villages and small townz of Seotland, 1734-1730. 1750-15750——
There 1z eve disposition in Scotland to separate plinrmaqr rom the pmcﬁcaqf medi=
cine; it is only in cases of necessity that respectable chemists ribe, 1740-1746.
1765. An improved education in pharmacy and chemistry wounld tend 10 check the
encronchiments of chemists on medieal men, 1547-1750.

Witness does not eonsider that this Bill creates a monopoly which wouold he at all in-
jurious to the profession or 1o the publie, 1754=1750——Existence of an association of
phaimaceutical chemists at Aberdeen ; inerensed anention paid to education, 15766, 1767
—— Advaniages likely to arvise from e union of the chemists, &e. of Eng{nn;l am;
Scotland, by the pussing of this Bill, 1776-1783——Improvement in the character of
the drugs used by chemists of late years, 1785 ——The pharmaceutical chemists of
France and Germany are far in advance of the chemists of this country, 1786-1788—
This is entirely owing to the defeetve vducation, and want of compulsory examination,
1788 Difierence between foreign pharmucopeeias and that of this country, 178g-

1791

Maclagan, Donglus, m.p., F.u.5.8  (Analysis of his Evidence,)—Lecturer on Materia
Medica m the Extra Academical School of Edinburgh ; medical pactitioner in Edinburgh,
1592-15g7-—UGreat deficieney of education among the chemists and drugeists in Scotland,
1550108, 1824-18q90—- Evidence relative to the subjeet of improving the education
ol chemists and drugeises having Leen under consideration by the medieal corporations
of Edinburgh and Glasgow in 1834 ; resolutions agreed to, 180g-1821—Tue principle
of those resolutions is almost identical with the principle of the present Bill, 1818=-1823.
~—— Hitherto there has been no law or specific kind of education recognised which
chemists and druggists onght to pass through, 1827, 1828——Great public advantage
Likely to resolt from the passing of the present Biil, 1831 ——Witness cannot see that it
would establish a monopoly, or be at all injurives to the privileges of the College of
Surgeons, 1832-1854.

Discussicn which took place in the College of Surgeons on the subject of the Bill;
majority of members present oppuosed 1o the Bill, 1835-1830—— Opinion that how-
ever the Board of Examiners are appointed, there should be nothing to mix up the
pharmacentical ehemists as o corponiion with the medieal corporanons, 1540-1843
1861——To a certwin extent some confusion and inconvenience arises from the mixture
of the 1wo funetions of doctor and chemist now in practice, 1844=1847——The present
Bill would m no way interfere with the licentiates of the College of Surgeons carrying
on husiness as chemists and dmgginls, 1EgH=18; 8. Ig.l:rq.-lgng-——-'['lll}r{‘ 15 no oljection
to licentintes swting in that c:qmi:ﬂ v, 1850 ——Witness lin- no objection Lo mem ra of
the medical bodies being upon the Board of Examiners ; but there is no reason why the
body of pharmacentical chemists should not have the selection of their own Buard of Exa=

aminers, 186o=1562.
The
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Hﬂfﬂgan, Dm:g'la:, M.DIv., F. R.5. B {Annlysis of lis Evillellce}-—conﬁnﬂﬂf.

The effect of the Bill would be to prohibit persons calling themselves pharmaceutieal
chemists who had not undergmie an examination, bat it would not prevent their sel[ing
drugs, 1863-1878 —Witness would object to persons being prohibited from selling
drugs unless they had passed an examination, or were licentiates of the College of Sur-

as it wonld create a monopoly, 1878.——The nature of the prohibition of the
thecaries’ Act of 1815 was to create a monopoly, and led o endless heartburnings,
:{,:ig-lﬂﬂl-—-—‘.-'miuuu obstructions have been thrown in the way of Seoteh practitioners
by the Apothecaries’ Society, 1882 ——The different Boards of Examiners should be
“B‘-g;“'lr ag possible assimilated in practice and in the qualification required, 1883~
1 -

Witness approves of some of the members of the Board of Examiners of the Pharma-
ceutical Society being also members of the Apothecaries’ Board, fur the purpose of insur-
ing uniformity, 1884, 1885——The institutions of Edinburgh would afford facilities for
the proper Eﬂm&ﬁun of P'harmaceutical chemisig, 1804-1004——Apprentices ought to
be obliged to pass an examination to obiain the rank of pharmaceutical chemists, 1900
——All chemists ought to be fully competent to examine and test the drugs they sell,
1910-1918——Great lack of progress of pharmacy in this country ; all great discoveries
have been made Ly continental pharmaceutists, 1919, 1920.

Magistrates. See Board of Examiners, 11, 3.

Materia Medica. Distinction beitween the leciures on materin medica delivered ar the
Pharmaceutical Bociety and those delivered at the London Hospital, Pereira 2675-

2683.

Medical Directory. Result of an analysis of the names of the London Medical Directorys
and of the Report of the Universities of Seotland, including the statistics of the qualifi-
cations of all the practitioners in this country whose names are in that directory, Crisp
23658,

Medical Proctice. A ET-EE.I jE:llcrus-j" is felt |}j|' the npﬂth{!l:ﬂl;iu:s ﬂgﬂillﬁf the chemists an:d
ﬂru_nginlu nol confining themselves to their projper duties, but llttl:-nding the sick, which
by law they are not authonsed to do, nor are they by education competent, Upton 338,
967, 303——Witness is of opinion that the edueation of pharmaceutical chemists in
chemistry, materia medica, and pharmacy is calculated to inerease their propensity for
acting as medienl practitioners, ib. 339-342. 380-304. 307-405. 428-430——Wiiness
does not believe that it 15 the custom or the wiﬁﬁ of chemists and dmggists to practise as
medical men, Savery Goo-704 The education of chemists and druggists in chemistry
and pharmacy would not tend to their encroaching upon the medical profession, Sir B,

e 743-746.

The practice of medicine is quite separate from the practice of pharmacy in the Mau-
ritius ; medical men are prohibated from selling drugs or dispensing their own medicines,
and pharmaceutical chemists are prohibited from prescribing, Baschet 1201=1211, 1217=
1221——"The chemists in the neighbowhood of Bristol and%i':llun do, Lo a certain extent,
pﬂﬂ:'l'ih&j the best mode of chee e this woull be to impraove the 'ml,f_-l]igﬂmq and edu-
cation of chemists in their own depariment, Giles 1315-1323. 1331-1334.——1It is wrong
for medical practinnoners to act as chemists and druzpists ; but there nre some localities
in the conntry where this cannot well be avoided, Watson 1636, 1637. 1662, 166 ; Hall
2263-22065. 226g, 2270——"There i3 every disposition in Scotland to separate |1har||mr_-:'r
from the practice of medicine ; it is only in cases of necessity that respectable chemists
prescribe, Mackay 1740-1746. 1765— To a certain extent some conlusion and incon-
venience arige from the mixture of the two fimctions of docior and chiemist now in prac-
tice, Maclagan 1844-1847.

See also Board of Examiners, 11. 2. Chemists and Draggists. Distinction of

Professivns, Pharmacentical Chewnists. Retatl Shops, Seotland, '

Medical Profession. The medical profission and chemists in the neighbourhood of Bristol
and Clifton are very wanm in thar approval of the Pimrmu.c}' Bill, (Files 1308-1314

MEeEDICAL REFORM ;
1. remerally.
2. How far the Pharmacy Bill will be likely to vetard any general measure of
Medical Iteform.

1. Generally :

It would be better 1o have a general measure of medical reform than to take up isolated
matiers such as this Bill proposes, Upton 406-g09.——There is o grear wish on the part
of the community generally that seme steps should be taken in favour of a great mea-
sure of medical reform, Cormack 2388, 2303, 2304 Witness would prefer this Bill
bei ut aside umil a gi'nl}rll mueasgre of reflorm was hmughr. forward, Pmp;_—rt 2563
—=—>From the present state ol parties in the medical profession, there is no immediate
prospect of a general measure of medical reform being carried, O'Connor 2596-2508 ;

g2, Hu Pereira




732 MED 0cCco [harmacp

Report, 1852 —continued.

Mepredl RErFor—continued,
1. Gremerally—comtinaed.

Pereira 2705—— Opinion that a majority of the medical profession would be ve glad to
see the College of Surgeons reformed, O Connor 2fig5-2044——A general Bill for medi-
cal reform ought not, with regard to corporate institutions, 1w have anything more thana
College of Phyzicians, College of Surgeons, and a Cullege of Pharmaey, ib, 2645 ——
Those three badies should, at stated times, publish a pharmacopeia, which should be
corporated under their authority throughout the kingdom, i,

2. How fur the Pharmacy Bill will be likely to retard any general measure of
Medical Reform
Witness's greal objection to the Till 15, that he considers it will be an obstruction to
the General lfedinal Teform Bill, Watson 1667——Witness's great objection to this Bill
is, that it will hinder a general measure of medieal reform ; still, with considerable altera-
tions, it might perhaps be engrafted afierwards in a general measare, Crisp 2330-2532
——Witness fears thar this Biﬁ-: in its present state, and in the preent predicamen: of
the profession as rezards medieal reform, would be injurious, Cormack 2373-2375, 2385~
23 Nothing is 50 essentially necessary at present as the better edueation
mists and droggisis, O Connor 2578, '.-505——1[1':& Bill will in & great measure effece
that alyjeet, but the passing of the Bill may retard the pro o% a better system of
medieal legislation, ik 2578——S0 fur from the present %il'l being likely to impede
or obstruet any measure of reform, it will tend greatly 1o facilitate it, Pereire 2706=
z708.

Mongpoly. 1t is very desirable that those parties passing an examination should have the
exclusive privilege of dispensing and compounding medicines, Suvory 570-588 ——There
is a stringency abont the Bill, the effect of which will be 10 create a new i
corporation, Gairdrer 1436——Witness looks upon the Bill a8 a gross monopoly,
b, 1527-1535. 1537-1552 Witness objects to the monopaolizing character of the Bill,
in so far as 1 tends to advance chemistry and pharmacy, Coombe 1557 Witness does
not consider that this Bill creates a monopoly which would be at all injurious to the pro-
fession or Lo the public, Mackay 1754=1750- :

A monopoly would be crested were parties prevented from ming shops and dis-
pensing drugs who are not licensed druggists under the Bill, Maclagan 1878 ; Renton
1047 ; Stilwell 2823-2826——The nature of the prohibition of the Apothecaries’ Act of
:gff, was to create a monopoly, and led to endless heartburnings, Maclagan 1879-1881
——The principal ohjection of the College of Physicians 1o the Bill is, that it goes to
suppress a usclul class of druggisis in the small villages of Scotland, and creates a
monopoly, Renton 1983——1f the Bill is not to nterfere with this elass of dealers further
than to prevent their wssuming the title of pharmaceutical chemist, this objection is
removed, ib. 1983=1902.——See also Peral Clanses.

0.

O' Connor, William. {Analysis of his Evidence)—Licentiate of Apothecaries’ Hall ; is in
practice as a general practitioner, 2575, 2576——Nothing is 20 essentially necessary at
present as the better education of chemists and druggists, 2578, 2605—— his Bill will
n a great mezsure effect that object, but the passing of the Bill may retard the pro
of u better system of medical legslation, 2578 Necessity for some clause beinz mtro-
duced in the Bill prohibiting chemists and droggists from practising as medical men,
2578-2585. 2605-2tizy. 2646-2640——>5teps which have been taken in Ireland with a
view to the improvement of the laws regulating chemists and druggists, 2579, 2588——
It would be prudent to limit the education of chemists and droggisis, iﬁbﬂ-iﬁﬂ!}——
The system of examination proposed in the Bill is not in any way objectionuble, 2588,
258q.

A clause should be inserted in the Bill prohibiting medieal men from keeping retail
shops, 2580=-2504. 26a7=2figq. abjb-2064g9—1IF some clanse was introduced imto the
Bill, preventing chemists and druggists from being engaged in the practice of medicine
in any way, it wonld doaway with the necessily for any further II'III}'ﬂZiH:JII hgiil#m;iﬁﬁ;
2500. 2605——From the state of parties in the profession, witness does not see the
shightest prospect of ther agrecing o any measure of medieal refm'fn, nﬁgﬁ-ﬂ.ﬁgﬂ—-—
Great avils Pxir-tinp; from the ET0ss IENOrAnee ﬂflnml}' !permns Pm.ctiuug as chemists Blll_!
druggisis, 2600-26i04——The majority of the medical profession would be very glad to
see the College of Surgcons reformed, 2635-2644——A general Bill for medical reform
ought not, with regard to corporate instinutions, to have anything more than a College of
Physicians, College of Surgeons, und a College of Pharmaey, 2645——Those three bodies
should at stated times publish a pharmacopeeia, which shunld be corporated under ther
authority throughout the kingdom, 2635—A college for gencral practitioners 18 an
institution that has no parallel in any country, 2645

The examivation of 2 chemist is not so stringent as it onght to be, afigo, 2651

Lmpossibility of any voluntary society, not suppurted by Act of Parliament, muking the
eXaunuation
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O Connor, William. (Analysis of his Evidence)—continued,

examination so siringent as it ought to be, 2652-2656——Objections to the College of
Physiciaus and Surgeons being the examiners of ghnrllimeuu:ral chemists, 2657-2661
——The examination of students at the College of Surgeons is of 2 most frivolous natre,
2650-2661——At prescat the power of examining drugs in the shops of chemists and
druggigts is in the hands of the College of Physicians; it is scarcely exercized at all,
oz, afifig——It is very desirnble that there shouold be a strict and pcri::-d'lnal inspection
of all shops selling drugs, 2 4-2067——"This inspection might be entrusied to a body of
censors appointed by the College of Pharmacy, 2665——Manner in which the expense of
such an inspection might be defrayed, 2668, 2066g.

P.

Patent Medicines. Witness would like to see patent medicines done away with altogerher,

B7. 7o5——An improvement in the eduention of plarmaceutical chemists

will tend to decrease the sale of patent medicines, 6. yo00——A elavse preventing the

chemists and dugemsts from sul]hlg patent medicines and ]]ms-l:l‘”ii:ll!; over the counter
would strip the Bill of all its objections, Cormaek, 2407.

See also Counter Praoefice. Secret Medicines.

Penal Clanses. Refercace to the 15th clause, which relates to peniltiua; objeetionable nature
of this ¢lause ; evidence showing that it makes the new incorporation a complete monopoly,
Gairdner, 1446-1448——The amendment witness would proposs in this clause would
be that it should be applicable only to those persons who fraudulently assume the title of
% ligeneed  pharmacevtical chemist,” or *“ member of the Pharmaceotical Society  of
Great Britan,™ i, 1449-1452 Toa certain extent they are g0 at present, and this can
never be prevented, ib. 1455——0bjection to the compulsory clauses of the Bill, particu-
larly as regards the penaluies, Coombe 1602-1G07 ; Watson 1646, 1654, 1655——5Speak-
ing generally, witness is in favour of a better education and qualification of chemists and
druggists, but he considers this Bill too stringent as regards fines and penalties ; and the
Hllsi‘:ljut- too likely to create a monopoly, Watson 1603-1673—The College of Physi-
eiang in Edinburzh have no objection 1o the Bill proceeding, provided certain objeetivnable
clauzes are taken oot of it, namely the penal clavses, Renfor 1040. 1948,

Percira; Jonathan, m.p.  (Auvalysis of his Evidence.)—One of the physicians of the London
M]i was for several years the pmﬁ:mm of materia medica at 1liat IIII-SIJH'HL -2611,
2fiyo——Has for nine years leetured on materia wedica for the Pharmaceutival Society,
2673, 24— Distinetion between the lectures on materia medica delivered at the Phar-
maceutical Society and thosze deliverad at the London Hespital, 2067 5-2683 lmpossi-
l‘l.ilit{ of any school fur chemists and druggists becoming self-supporting in the ah:ence of
any law abi{ging them to updergo an examination, 2684-2686—Increasing the educa-

tion of chemists as proposed by the Bill, would tend to prevent their practising az medieal

men, 2685-26g4. 2704——Objections to introducing the clavse prepared by Mr Aneell
into the Bill, prohibiting chemists and druggists from preseribing ; there would be insur-
mountable difficulties in carying it out, 26g5-2703.

Sa far from the present Biil being likely to impede or obstruct any measure of reform,
it will tend Ehﬂﬂf Lo facilitateit, 2706=2708——0bjection to medical men being allowed
to register themselves as pharmaceutical chemists, 2708-2714——Great difficulty in de-
ﬂnil‘lg_ where the line should be drawn as to what s the n:gulnr practice of cliemists,
2715-2721——The existing state of things is a great evil ; wnproving the edueation of

emists and druggmists will be a great advantage, 2722-2735—— So far from the present

Bill going too far with the education of chemists and druggists, witness does not consider

that 1t goes far enough, 2724-2735.

Pharmacentical Chemists. The state of the law in reference to pharmncentical chemists
is not at the present vime satisfactory, seeing that any person can assuine the title, South
206——Witness conceives that this Bill will only afiect those persons who aspire to the
title of pharmaceuticul chemist, Upton g16i-421 Large number of peisons who assume
the name of pharmaceutival chemistz who have never been edueated or qualified, and
who do not know their business, Savory 5o3-508; Herring 830-832 ——This Bill would
remedy that defect, Savory 508-508—— Witness approves of the number of pharma-
ceutists being limited, Hamberg 1250-1264——There should be a distinet elags of phar-
maceutical chemists, not at all comected with the medical profession, Gairdier 1512-
1515:

Giving those who come lorward to be examined the privilege of sl_ﬂing themselves
phurmmuli::ﬂl ehemists would induee them to come forward 1o be cxapnned, afson
1665, 1666— —0pinion that however the Boad of Examiners are appointed, there should
be nothing to mix up the pharmacentical chemists ns a corporation with the medicsl
corporations ; they should be kept as distinel as possible, under svparaie jurisdictions,
Muclogan 1840-1843. 1861, 1863-1878——"There 15 not the least ohjection 1o using the
t'E!'m. * pharmaceniical chemist,” Hﬂ;f 22(G8—— [t would be a great nmprovement shie
Bill if it wers stated what are the sirict duties of a plarmaceutical chemist ; atiempts

0i4a. HHZ have




234 PHA PHA [Pharmarp

Report, 1852 —continued.

Pharmaceuticel Chemisis——continoed.
have been made to do this, but they have always failed, Ancell 2462-2465. 2467—2
——0Objection to the term pharmaceuatical, as i{r&hmluli;a. more than ﬁni ;bnim:n?ya,
Propert 24q90-2409; Lewis 2846-2850.
See also Apothecaries’ Company. Board of Eraminers, I1. 1. Examinations.

General Practitioners. Medical Practice. Monapoly.  Patent Medicines.
Qﬂ'u-lfgﬁruﬁmt uf Chemists. Stalus nf Chemisis,

PHARMACEUTICAL SoCIETY ;

1. Formation and Olject of the Sociefy ; Advantages which have resulted from
its_formation.

2. Number of Members ;: Receipts, Expenditure, &e.

3. dpproval by the Society of the Bill before Parliament.

4. Great Advantage that would arise from giving the Seciety « Statutory
Eristence, aid the Power qf Eramination.

1. Formation and Olject of the Society ; Advantages which kave resulfed from ils
farm:!iwr :

On the introduction of Mr. Hawes’s Bill it was considered a favourable opportunity
for making another aitempt to establish a system of examination, Savory 488—391——
Meetings which took place at that vime, the result of which was the establishment of
the Pharmaceutical Society, b 491, 492——The object of thut society is the improve-
ment of the education of pharmaceatical chemists, r‘ﬁ. 4o3——Advantapes which have
resulted from the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, if. 532-53 Frequency
of deputations attending ot the Home Office with drafis of Bills prepared by the society
since 1841, all of which endeavours to obtain the introduction of a Bill have proved
abortive, . 537-555

Nature of the provision made by the Pharmaceutical Society for the education of
chemists in this country, Savery 567-560——Witness considers the object of the Phar-
waceutical Society a good one, Sir B, Brodie 724-726——Number of examiners of the
sueiety, and natore of the examinations to which students are subjeet, Siluira Bol-823
——Dietail of the eircumstances which led to the formation of the Pharmaceutical
Society ; the primary objeet was education, Smith 937, 938. 053-056. 088-gg1 The
introduction of the prinesple of representation was one of the objects of the society ; way
in which it was w0 be caried out, ib, gho-gli;——The certificate of membershi given
by the society was never intended as a pharmacentical qualification ; it was meref;- iden-
tifying the member with the sociely, ib. gbt-g72.

3. Number uerm-bﬂ'.! b R-Eetfp.ls, Ex_pendﬂurg, Ko, »

Statement of the number of members of the society ; number of seceders and number
of admissions, from 1841 10 1852 inclusive, Smith g39-952 Statement of the receipts
and expenditure of the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain, from 1 June 1841 to
31 December 1851, ib. g8y Amount of the annual subscription of the members ;
persons in arrear we still members until they resign their certificate of membership, ib.
gB5-n87 The whole of the income of the society is expended in educational purposes
and in keeping up the genersl establishment, if. ggog.

Manner in which the falling off in the number of members and receipts of the society in
1843 may be aceounted for ; reduction of the subscription in that year, Smith 1056-1059
—— Amount of 1he examination fees proposed to be taken by the Pharmaceutical Society ;
also fees of membership, . 10fi0-1074——Statement showing the nnmber of persons
whao have passzed their examination at the Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain since
the esablishment in 1841, @b, 1354,

8. Approval by the Society of the Bill before Parliament :

The Bill at present before The House haz passed under the review of the Council of
the Pharmaeeutical Society, and approved of by them, Smith 1028-1034.

4. fareat Advantage that would arise from giving the Society a Statutory Existence
and the Power of Examination :

Witness considers the Pharmaceutical Sociely 1o be more fit than any society, or any
body of men now existing, to have the additional powers sought by this Bill conferred
upon them, Wilson 55-51 ——0Opinion that great public good would be attained, sup-
posing the sociely was csiablished by Act of Pariament, and supposing it had an
excluzive privilege of examination, &e., Sﬂwry 501 e saqu—ﬂrl!ﬂ.t. Puhliu adv:mtnge
would bLe erjvnf from giving a statutory existenee Lo the Pharmaceutical Sociely, as it
would give the public some means of I'E\:Egu'lsin those chemists who have passed an
examination from those who had not, Sir B. Brodie 7?3-?4*1. m47-751 Great disap-
pointment which has arisen from the Pharmaceatical Society not having long EI:‘-EHI;

obtain
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PHARMACEUTICAL SocIETV—continucd.
4. Great Advantage that would arise from giving the Society, &c.—continued,

obtained an Act of Parliament, Giles 1524-1330——Proposal of the council for an alter-
ation to be made in the clause of the Bill relating to the election, Smith 1343-1345-

See also Assistants.  Awziliary Associations. Benevolent Fund. Hoard of
Eeamirers, 1. 11. 1. Corporate Bodies. Diplomas. Distinction af Pro-
Jfessions.  Edinbwgh.  Edweation, 11, Evaminations. Fees of Students.
Home Secretary. Lectures. Qualification of Chemists, School of
Pharmacy.

Pharmaciens (France.) There are 1wo classes of pharmaciens, but the diffcrence is not
great, Kopp 1413 Those of the firs: class having the advantage of being able to
establish themselves in any part of France, ib. Those of the second class only in the
depariment in which they were examined, ib.——Difference in the expenses of the two
clagzes, i, 1414——Theve is no limit to the number of pharmaciens in a town, @b, 1450,

See also Foreign Pharmacentists.

Pharmacopeias. Difference between the pharmacopaia used at Stockholm and the English
pharmacupoeia, Mamberg 1265,

Pharmaey. Where persons are engaged in the medical profession there is a tendency to
neglect pharmacy, from their not having time to attend to it, Sir B. Brodie, 719——
With respect to the allegation upon the face of the Bill, that pharmaey is in a disgraceful
state, witness can only say that he has not found this to be the case in Edinburgh,
Gairdner, 1453.

Pharmacy Bill. Witoess has some objections to the Pharmacy Bill; ground of these
1] _Eoec‘tlunﬂ-, Webster 200y et seq. Wituess does not object o the pimeiple of the Bill
before the Committee, but is of opinion that this is not exactly the time to legislate upon
the subject, and that v some of itz details the Bill might be amended, Cormack 2371,
2372, 2305 :tng. 2415241 7—=—A pood and well.digested Phamaceutical Bill would
be very beneficial 1o the medical profession, ib. 2373-2385.

Physicians. See Sweden.

Poisons. The laws of Germany with respect to the sale of poisons are very strict, no one
can sell poisons except an apothecary, Hofmann 1158, 1159. 1169, 1176——The law
regulating the sale of poisons is very strict in the Mauritins, Baschet 1215, 1216——
Strict regulation in Sweden for protecting the public against accidents from poison,
Hemberg 1272——Regulations in France respecting the sale of poisons, Kopp 1421-
1423——With regard to the responsibility attaching to the compounding of medicines
and the selling of poisons, witness considers that more than half the neeidents that oceur,
occor more from carelessness or mistake than from ignorance, Coombe 1613 ; Webster
2091, —See also Tozicology.

Lrescriptions. It would be advamageous if it were made compulsory that prescriptions
should be written in English instead of Latin, Lewis ﬂﬂ,ﬁl-qﬂ,ﬁ.:g——ﬂl;lemists and
druggists should be compelled 10 dispense the preseriptions of legally qualificd medical
men at all times, excepting to children under ten years of age, ib. 2854, 2855

Professional Classification. See Distinction of Professions.

.Frﬂpert. Jokn, {ﬁlmlfﬁ?t of his Evideucq.}-—-?mclin.ing as a general practitioner; is 2
member of the College of Surgeons, 2478-2480——Witness higuly approves of the efforts
of the Pharmaceutical Society for improving the education of chemists and druggists,
2481-2484. 2510——No perzon should be allowed to assume the name of chemist without
having passed an examination, 2486——The Board of Examiners should be a joint
Board, 2487, 2488——1In the curriculum of education proposed, there is too much in it
of a medical character, 248g——Witness does not approve of the term pharmaceuntical
chemist ; it invades the ground of the apothecaries, 2490-240g——Were the Bill passed
without a clause being introduced prohibiting chemists and druggists from practising as
medical men, it would be the ruin of a tenth part of the present practitioners in medicine,
25002500 Wimezs heg koown the worst consequences result from chemiste and
druggists practising as medical men; passing the Bill without a probibitory clause will
greatly increase the abuse, 2507, 2508,

[Second Examination J—Witness disapproves of the latter part of the clause prepared
by Mr. Ancell, probibiting chemists and druggists from practising as medical men, 2543
2545.

[Third Examination.] — Witness would prefer this Bill being put aside until a general
messure of reform was brought forward, 2563 —— Chemists and druggists should enjoy
all 1:"'5' PIII*“'L'EH hﬂlunging io lIIEI'I'II but medical men should Lo pm'ﬂzlned from lilzepllng
retail shops, 2563-2574.

0.42, HH3
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Q.

Quack Medicines, The sale of patent and quack medicines by chemists should be
vented, Welbster 2203-2207——=Some legislation with respect to the sale of quack medi-
cines is most important, Crisp 2313-2305.

Qualification of Chemists.  Wimess would not say that the incompetence on the part of
these who prepare the prescriptions of medical men is general, but there are stll man
sad exceptions; evidence in support of this assertion, Wilson 76-91——Way in whic
witness would propose that the provisions of the Bill might be carned out, and have the
effect of v improving the qualification of chemisis and d iats, without the
objection of erenting an entire monopoly, i g3-120. lsﬁnmg—ailm proves
sincerely of the proceedings which have been taken by the chemists dmiug?ia last
cleven years, with the view of their raising their qualifications, South 208, 209——An
Act for regulating the qualifications of pharmaceutical chemists is degirable fur the benefit
of the public, and the security of the profession against ignorant persons who otherwize
might prepare Lhetr pn—s-u:ripl_ium, i, 211.

Importance of simplifying the Bill ag much as possible at first, in order to establish a
recognised sysiem of qualified persons ; the objection to former Bills has been that they
Wele 104y ]}mllihitnr}', Sauory ?nﬂ—qll Gireat im.pruvtmenl‘.. m e tlunljﬁl:mim of
chemists since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, Squire 796-803——m
Opinion that something should be done to improve the qualifications of chemists and
druggists lor the safety of the publie, il. 822——Opinion that the body of chemists and
drogzists are notl pmp--rlr qualified for their business, Herring 82——0pinion that no
qualification to act as a chemist and druggist, rendered compulsory, would be desirable,
Crairdrer 1456-1400. 1476 In witness's opinion, the medieal practitioners have n most
distinet intercst in any system intended for the improvement of the quﬂ]iﬁmﬁmﬂ- af the
druggists, and witness considers the defect of this Bill is that it does not recognise this
principle, #b. 1516-1526.

Witness does not consider that the exertions which the Pharmaceutical Society are
making to improve the character of chemists are of much importance, Gairdner 1557
1550—— There can be no objection to an improvement in the qualification of  pharma-
centical ehemisis as 1o & knowledze of dregs, but the improved qualification should also
apply 1o the wholesale druggist, Remton 1971-1976——0bjections of the College of
Physicians in Edinburgh to the Bill for regulating the qualifications of pharmaceutical
chemists, ib. 1928, 192g——With regard to its having the effect in the meantime of in-
ducing parties 10 exert themselves to pass an examination, and thereby raise the qualifica-
tions of chemists and druggists, witness would say this might be done without the Bill,
Crisp 2333-2335.

See alsodssistants.  Chemists and Druggists.  Dispensing Chemists.  Distinelion

of Professions, 2. Liducation, 1. Eraminations.

R.

Hegistration Clause.  Objection to medical men being allowed to register themselves as
pharmacentical clomists, Pereira 2708=2714.; Lewis 2843, 2834——Ii the Bill were to
pass in it present form, there would be nothing to prevent a chemist and druggist regis-
tered under the Bill from taking a medical degree, Lewis 2843, 2Bjq——By a slight ad-
dition to this clanse witness's lij&ﬂiﬂll would be removed, ib. 2844.

Renton, Robert, v.x.v. 5. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Objections of the College of Phy-
sicians in Edinburgh to the Bill, 1928, 1920——Copy ol the suggestions of the GMIEE:
of Physicians on the subjeet of the Bill, containing their objections thereto, 1930
College of Physicians has no objection to the incorporation of chemists and druggists for
examinaution and regrstontion, but they consider the present time is inopportune lor intro-
ducing the improvement, 1G31-1041 The College have no objection to the Bill pro-
ceeding, provided certain objeetionable clauses are taken out of it, namely, the penal
clavses, 1940 1048 Provided the clause exempting the medical bodies was more
cleariy worded, that the lieentiates of the College of Surgeons and Faculty of Physicians
ﬂ.f G]aigﬂw were to be In no way aftected h:,r the Bill, it would remove one of the nbjeu-
tions of the College of Physicians, 1942-1946.

A monopoly would be ereated were parties prevented from opening shops and dispensing
drugs who are not licensed  druggists under the Bill, 1947——There is no necessity for a
leguslative enactment for preventing unlicensed persons from selling drogs, merely pre-
venting them styling themselves pharmacestical chemist or drogzist would be sullicient,
1058=-1057 Improved education would afford greater security to the public than any
legislative enaciment, 1g4g. 1957-196o0——It iz very desitable that theve shiould be a
gvparation between the praciice of the medical profession and the practive of pharmaey,
but witness doubis whether legislation will be able to accowplish it, 1g61-1g67——Im-

possibility
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Renton, Robert, v.k.p. 5. (Analysis of his Evidencey—continued,
possibility of a person keeping a druggist’s shop without dispensing to a certain extent,
1q968-1970. _
There can be no objection to an improvement in the qualification of' pharmacentical
chemizts as to a knnw]eﬂge nfdrugu. but the improved gualification should also apply to
the wholezale druggist, 'lgjl-lu';ﬁ—ﬂhjﬂcliuns to the formation of a Board of Ex-
aminers in London wha shall have the nomination of examiners in Edinburgh, 1977-1982.
1993——The principal objection of the College of Physicians to the Bill 15, that it goes
to suppress a useful class of druggisis in the small villages of Beotland, and creates a
meonopoly, 1983——1IF the Bill is not 1o interfere with this class of dealers further than to
prevent their assuming the fitle of pharmacentical chemist, this objection 8 removed,
1 1gg2——I1fa sinnzent examinalion is to be conducted, there is no good reason why
the Pharmaceutical Society should object to one of the members of the College of Phy-
sicians being present either as an examiner or as an assessor, 1083, 1984, 1993—"The
proposed alteration of the third clause, relating to voting by proxy, is a decided improve-
ment, and gllif.ﬁ satisfactory, 10094-1096——The penalty agamst franduolently obtainmg a
cerlificale is not sufficiently severe, 1907.

Restrictive Clanses. With regard 10 the restriction in this Bill az to no person being per-
~mitted 1o eall himself o pharmaceutical chemist unless he had possed an examination, it
would merely operate as regards those persons coming into business herealter, and shere-
fore the improvements wouli only come into operation by degrees, Sowth 200-220——
‘Grounds for forming the opinion that, from the manner in which the Bill proposes to
resirict the practice of chemists and druggists, the Bill is useless, Upton 36g-374—
Stringent provisions should beintroduced into the Bill to prevent chemists amil druggists
from assuming andd;:fnrming the functions of medical men, Welster 2088, 2006, 2164
et seqg——"3Se¢ also Compulsory Clauses.

M:ﬁp ‘Chemists and druggists should enjoy all the privileges belonging to them,
but medical men should be prevented from keeping retail shops, Propert 2563=-2574.

8.

Sale of Drugs, Tmpossibility of confining the sale of drugs to perzons having passed an
examination and received a license fiom the Society, Sir B. Brodie 748-753——0pinion
that it is desirable f-ﬂdpt'uhibit the sale of drugs by persons not druggists ; this applies
only to chemists and druggists, not to wholesale druggists, Herring 862, B73-018
——The sale of drugs and medicines in Germany is entirely confined to pharma-
ciens ; medical men never sell their own medicines, Hafmann 1163-1168. 1171=1186
—==As a general rule, it would be desiable that some restriction should be placed upon

* the sale of drugs by persons not duiy certified, but there would be diffienlty in carrying
this ont in remote country distwricts, Waison 1647-1653——Witness wounld recommend
-wnlltim, to prevent ignorant persons [rom selling medicines and dispensing preseriptions,

ebster 208g-2006,—— See aleo Chemists and Dr uggists.  Drugs.

, John. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Chemist, in Bond-sireet, 457——Studied at
‘the School of Pharmacy in Parns, 460, 461 There was no sehool in this country for
the edocation of phu.lmaceul.i:ml chewmisla, cons nently a person wishiug to ba
thoroughly acquainied with his profession, was obliged to go abroad for his education,
4i2-464——General nature of the education of pharmaceuiical chemists in France,
4fi5, 466——In France no person ean practise even as an assistant without undergoing
@ strict examination 467-4069. slo-566——This has the effect of making apprentices
aitend elps-r]_:- to their studies to enable them o .pass, 460 —The absence of any such
examination in this country leads to neglect of studies dnring apprenticeship, 450, 471.

'Unl.il_ the gsiablishment of the Pharmaceuticnl Society there was no cefinite course of
instruction, even supposing an apprentice were desivons of informing himself eEpreting
his business, 472, 473—— Diflicully found in vltaining competent assistants, 4?4__'71;
—Witness has for a lomg time felt that some improvement was requizite in the educa-
tion of chemists and druggi-ts, 478— Putition drawn up by witness in 1830, with a
view of establishing a system of examination ler all persons calling themselves chemists
‘and druggists, 470-483 —Opposition shown by the body of chemists to any such im-

rovement ; witngss lound it quit.g il]]!‘h‘ﬂﬂ'—lbuﬂ to hTing about @iy union or u.|gm|i;.;miun
or that purpose, 484-487.

Oun the ywiroduction of Mr. Hawes’s Bill it was considered a Fwvourable UPpOTI NNy
for making avother attempt to establi-h a gysiem of examinion, 488=y401 Meetings
which touk pluce at that iime, the result of which was the establisiment of the Pliarma-
ceutical Sociery, 491, 492 The alject of that society 15 the improvement of the edu-
cation of pharmaciutical chemists, gag——=Steps taken by the society with the view of
obtuining the assistunce of the London Unive rsity, the College of Puysicians, &c., in the
formation of & joint Board of Examiners, 403-5102 — All communcation s baving proved
ineffectual, the squietjr establizhed & Board of their own ; natore of the examination o wisich
sludemis are suljected, 507-525. H70=572 NL'CE!HHI'IJ’ fur chenists having some Know-
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Savory, Joke. (Analysis of his Evidence)—confinued.
ledge of ioxicolugy, that in cases of poisoning they may Le able to furnish the antidote,
524=520)

The society has carefully endeavoured to avoid everything in their education which
should at all tiench wpon the medical profession, 530, 531 ——Advantages which have
resulted from the establishment of the Pharmacentical Society, 532-536——Frequency
of deputations attending at the Home Office with drafis of Bills prepared by the society
since 1841, all of w’hitﬁl endeavours to obtain the wtroduction of a Bill have proved
abortive, 537-555——Approval of the Bill at present before the House by the general
body of chemists, 5506-558. 618-621. Gge-638 It is very desirable for the public
benefit, and for the promotion of the education of chemists and druggists, that such a
Bill should be passed, 550-570——The School of Pharmacy in Pans is a public ins-
tution, Suppmteg by the government, 5lo-566.

Nature of the provision made by the Pharmaceatical Society for the education of
chemistz in this country, 567-560——Importance of all apprentices undergoing a
classical examination, 573———>~General and ncreasing desire manifested to take advan-
tage of the means which the Pharmacentieal Society offers for education, 575-578 It
is very desirable that those parties passing an examination shounld have the exclusive
privilege of dispensing and compounding medicines, 570-588 —Ilmportance of some
wreans being used to secure the good quality of the drugs sold by chemists and drug-
gists, 580-500 Great public good would be al‘!ninzﬁ, uurypmmg the society was
established by Act of Parliament, and supposing it had an exclusive privileze of exami-
nation, &c-., 501, ef soq.

Frequency of persons assuming the title of pharmaceutical chemists who have no claim
to the title ; this Bill would remedy that defecs, 503. 598——Means propused for securing
the go-nd uniiij' of the l!rugﬂ- snllyl b!,r chemists, 500 The examination hjl' the Phar-
maceutical Bociety would lead to the praciitioners becoming better judges of the quality
of diugs, Goo-Goz——Comparing the general edueation of English and foreign stu-
dents, the foreigners ave decidedly better qualified than the English people, 6o3-6io
Improvement in the general educanon und qualification of assistants since the estab-
lishiment of the Pharmaceutical Sociely, G11-617 Objection of the chemists of Scut-
Jand 10 be omitted from the Bill drafted in 1837: they approve of the present Bill, Ga&-
a1,

The French pharmaciens are superior to the English, consequent upon their striet
examination, B2e-Gz7 It ig very desirable that in country towns their should be well
educated chemists @ this u-hjm':t would be attained by some such system of examination as
as is proposed, 628-631——No person should be allowed to sell any deseription of drugs
who had not passed an examinaiion as a chemist and druggist, G39-68g. 705——0bser-
vatinns relative to the expenze of country students coming up to London for the purpose of
pagsing their examination as chemists, G39-652. 674-681. 712-714 Witness would like
to see patent medicines done away with altogether ; he would prohibit them, 683-637.

n5——"The Board of Examiners should not be composed entirely of the members of the
harmacentical Society ; the conjunction of members of the Colleges of Surgeons and
Physicians would be desirabile, Ggo-6y4.

Witness does not believe that it is the custom or the wish of chemists and droggists
to practise as medical men, 6gg-704 —— Difficulty in imrolucing regulations for the
inspection of drogs in the Bill at present before the House, jo6-708 lmportance of
simplifying the Bill as much as much as possible at first, ia order 10 establish a recog-
nised system ol l|nnliﬁ-r.-|l prrsons ; the u!:rjrl:liun 1o tormer Bills has been that thcjr Were
wo prohibitory, 708-711——An improvement in the education of pharmaceuntical
chiemists will tend 1o decrease the ssle of patent medicines, 7og.

Seohool u__l" P.ﬁ:urmr:ry, The school of |:|1mr::|.ll|:}' has been a vary hmﬂ.'g.' expense 1o the
51:;:'1(;:3; i the |}ru5-uq.'uu'u|| of the ohjeet of improved edueation, expense has been
regarded quite as a secondary consideration, Switk g88-gg1——Difliculties which have
been expenienced i inducing persons 1o come up Lo the sehool and to Piss an examing=
tion previous to qualification, the society not having the power io compel such qualifica-
tion examination, i 10o0-1003——"The society have long felt that unless some Bill be
passed making education requisite, it would be impossible for the society fully to carry
out its object, ib. 1004, 1005, ——See also Lectures.

Scotch Practitioners. Vaious obstructions have been thrown in the way of Scoich prac-
utioners by the Apothecaric s’ Society, Maclagan 1882,

Seotland. Objection of the chemists of Scoiland 1o their being omitted from the Bill
drafied in 1847 ; approval of ihe present Bill, Sovory G18-G21; Smith 1097-1106;
Mackay 16811685 1776, 1777 Medical schools and nstitutions in Seotland where
parties could oblain education in case an Act were procured making it requisite for
themw to pass an examination, Smith 1107-110g——"The separation of the practice of
medicine from pharmacy is no doubt desirable so far as it can be practically carried ::E;
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and it is already wrought eut largely in Scotland, Gatrdrer 1511 Necessity for
improving the education of chemists and droggists in Scotland, Mackay 1688, 1710~
1713.

Circumstances attending the oppogilicn of the chemists of Scotland to the Fharma-
centical Society at the time of its formation, Mackay 1714-1718——DMeetings held, and
steps taken for the formation of a Scotch branch of the Pharmaceuticai Society, in con-
ﬁmﬁhm} of the Draft Bill excluding Scotland from its operation, ib. 1719-1721

vantages likely to arise from the union of the chiemists, &e., of England and Scotland
by the passing of this Bill, ib, 1776-1784——1It is a question whether the Bill should
extend to Scotland ; opinion that the authorities in Scotland are perfectly competent to
manage these matiers, Webster 3137, 31358,

See also Board of Examiners, |1,4.  Cowntry Districts.  Education IV.  Licentiates.
Medical Practice.

Secret Medicines. The sale of secret medicines is not permitied in Geimany, Hofinann
1161, 1 162——Secret medicines are allowed to be sold in the Mauritius, Baschet 1214
——decret medicines are not allowed in Sweden, Hamberg 1277——Secret remedies

" must not be sold by the pharmaciens in France unless they are remedies authorised by
the Institate, or the Academy of Medicine, Kapp 1420,

Smith, George Walter. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Has been upwards of 30 vears in the
drug business ; has been connected with the Pharmacentical Society from its formation,
035 4 Detuil of the circumsiances which led to the formation of the Pharma-
centical Society ; the primary object was education, §37-048%—=Siatement of the number
of members of the society, number of seceders, and number of admissions in each year,
from 1841 to 1852 inclusive, g4o-052 One of the orizinal objectz of the society was
that of obtaming a Bill for the purpeses of education; the number of secessions arises
entively from no Bill baving been yet obiined, 953-050. 985-991——In framing the
laws of the society great care was taken to aveid these abuses which frequently exist in
¢l.‘l|3¢ml£ buslies, 957-950——The introduction of the principle of representation was one
of the objects of the sociery ; way in which it was 10 be corned out, g6o-g635.

The certificate of membership given by 1he society was never intended as a pharma-
centical qualification, it was merely identifying the member with the society, glif-gy2
——Various communications which 100k place between the suciety and various medieal

+ bodies, with reference 1o the constitmion of & Board of Examiners, g73—-—Establishmen
of a moadel schonl of pharmacy by the Em;iel}', alsn lectures and o Iuhlhmlnr'_l,’; course of
studies adupted, g74-g76——=8tatement of the pumber of pupils who have attended the
laborutory, also receipts and expenditure for seven scssions, 1844-45 to 1850-51 ; 977,
q78 tatement of the number of pupils who aitended the lectures from 1842 10 1850
inclusive, g7g——DManner in which the apparent diminution is to be accounted for, g8o-

Bg——~atutement of the mtzip!s alul t'ipu:mlilurn of the Pharmaeeutical Sﬁninl}' ol Gireat

ritain, from 1 June 1851 10 91 December 1851 ; g84——Amount of the annwal sub-
scription of the members; persons in arvear are sill members until they vesign their
cerlificate of membership, 085-087.

The =chonl of pha'rma:'y hus been a very heavy expense to the E-thil,tt"!.f,‘ in the prosecu-
tion of the object of improved education, expense has been regorded quite as a secondary
consideration, §88-gg1 Ohbservations relative to the benevolent funid of the =ociety ;
this fund is entirely distiziet from the edueativnal fund, g62-98——The whole of the
meome of the sur:'rel}r is expended in educational purposes, and m keeping up the general
establishment, ggg9—— IJii{iuullms which huve been experienced in inducing WTSONE L
come up to ilie school and 1o pass an examination previous to qualification, the society
not having the power to compel such qualification examination, 1000-1003——The
sociely have long felt, that uniess some Bill be passed making education requisite, it
would be impossible for the society fully te carry out itz oliject, 1004, 10045,

Importance of all chemisiz and druggisis passing on examination; ell persons not so
qualified should be prolbited from selling drags or dlispensing medicines, 100fi-1055
—The Bill at present before The House has passed under the review of the couneil of
the Pharmacentical Society, and is approved of Ly them, 1028« 1034——Amounnt of the
examinaticn lees proposed to be taken by the Pharmaceutical Society ; also fees of mem-
bership, 1060-1074. 1072——There would be no hard-hip in compelling partivs 1w come
up o Londen for examination, 1077-1082—— Amount f expenditure which would be
necessary for n voung man who wished to enter the business of a chemist aml druggst,
in the event of the examination being eotablished, 1085-1084.

The siandard of education amenz chemistz and droggists has been neh improved sinee
the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, 1042, 1003 —— Opinion that ehemistry
is on the advance in this country ; the chemists m Englanag, ws a body, have made very
few discoveries i chemistry ; all the great discoveries have been made by foreigners,
1004-10g9f—=—0bjcction of the chemisis and droggists of Scoiland to their being
omitted from the previous Bill; large number of the chemists and drugzists in Scotland

0.42. In belonging
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Smith, George Walter, (Analysis of his Evidence)—continued,

belonging to the ]’h:::rt_unclzuli::n] Society, 1097 -1106—Medical schoole and institutions
in Hm:_ﬂ:md where paries coulid uh_l:;iu edacation in eazé an Act woie procured mgki“g it
requisite for them to pass an examination, 1107-110g.

[SEL'mH] Examin htiml.]—ﬁ&vfml inslances have occurred of persons coming from
abroad for the express purpose of obtaimng the diploma of the Plarmaceutical m:iﬂ.r,
1187-1100—- Branch or mlxilim:,,' assceiations have been established in different parts
of the country since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society, 1191-1193.

[Third Examination.]—Remarks relative to the branch pharmacentical establishment
at Livﬂ]uml; means adopted lor the instiuction of FOUnZ men on a v liberal scale,
19335-1330 Dbjection which has been taken to the plan of voling by proxy with
regard 1o the elecuon of the council i the Pharmaceutical Society, 1340-1345——Pra-
posal of the couneil for an alteration to be made i the clavse of the Bill relating to the
election, 1343-1345 Evidence az 1o the proposed amount of fees to be taken by
the Pharmuceutical Society for the education and examination of students, 13¢46-1351.
1355-1364—-It was always undersiood that the fees paid on examination and t
benevolent fund were to be kept entirely distinet and separate, 1352, 1353

Statement showing the number of persons who have passed their examination at the
Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain since its esiablishment in 1841; 1354——The
present Bill will not in any way interfere with 1he Apothecaries’ Company ; uo persons
will b enabled legally to act as chemists and medical men ; the tuo branches of the

rofession will remain entirely separate, 1365-1308. 1403 It is the intention of the

ill, that before any pariy can carry on the irade of a chemist in Great Dritain, it will
be necessary that he shall be examined by the officers of the Pharmaceutical Society,
1399~ 1403.

South, Johu F. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—President of the Koyal College of Surgeons
and Profezzor of Surgery in 31, Thomas’s Hozpital, 180, 181——THas given some atten-
tion to the education requisite in the several branches of the medieal profession, 182——
The proper method of securing efficient education is 1o enforce an examinution, 183——
There is an exammation in the College of SBurgeons for persons who practise SUrgery,
but it iz a voluntary examination, 154-185 Witness considers it a defict in this insti-
tution that they have not that power which other institutions have, 18q, 190——The same
necessity exists for an examination in the caze of chemists as in other branches connected
with the medieal profession, 191-1g6——"The College of Surgeons has no disposition to
make a jnim Board with the chemists for such an Exlminal:iun; tlla'jr do not consider
it within their provisce to do so, 1g7-200——A division of labour is desirable in the
profession, and advantage would no doubt anse from a body being recognised by law as
representing the department of pharmacy, 202-205.

The state of 1he law in reference to plarmacennical chemists is not at the present time
satisfactory, seeing that any person can assume the tile, 206——1It is the duty of the
Legislature, in enses affecting life and health, to have a supervision over matiers of this
deseription, 207 ——Witness approves sincercly of the pru:nﬂf]ings which have besn
taken by the chemists during the st eleven years, with the view ol raising their quali-
ficutions, 208, 20g——1t is desirablc, fair, and proper that the chemists should have the
manazement and examinution of their body without the inteiference or control of any
other branch of the medical profession, nor need they trench on the prvilezes of any
ather branch, 218——An Act for regulaiing the qualiieation of pharmaceutical chemists
is desimabile, 210,

With regard to the restriction in this Bill as to no person beng permitted to call him=
sell’ @ ||I|;|.|m;|.ueul.u.'n1 clhemist unless lie had passed an exumpation, it waould mm!y!
operate 18 n:g;tnla those persans (_:mning into business herealter, and lhﬂtfuml. Lht
i provements would only come inwo operation by degrees, 220-222——Merely examinin

rtics before they had the right of assuming the title of pharmaceutical ehemist woul
E: of very little use without the exclusive privileze of vending drugs and dispensing medi-
cines were given to these pariics, 223, 244. 255-2063. 270=280——1It is under this view of
the caze that wituess gives his approbation to the Bill, 245-250 —It would perhnga it
be practicable to prevent some persons in small country villages from Hﬂlin? simple drugs,
auulh us custor oil, rhobarh, Epsum salis, &e., -::ﬁ.qa-'n[ig. a#1——If this Bill should recog=
wige those who have Im;uu-d an examination as Leing the EII]|:|" persons who are entitled to
cull themzelves I:lithl,‘tl.lt‘.!'IJl.lcﬁ.l chiemist-, 1t waould 'Imaw_'u}' constderable pmtecﬁnn tothe
public, although they did uot have a monopoly in the sale of every kind of drugs, 28a—
ale,

Squire, Peter. { Analysis of his Evidence).—Chemist in Oxford-sireet ever zince 182
has been a member of the Pharmaceutical Society from the commencement, 782, 7
——Manner in which apprentices 10 chemists and druggists formeriy picked up &
knowledge of their business ; no theoreticsl instruetion was ever afforded, 784-700—
In Germany a rexular education is nece-sary fo: pharmaceutical chemists, 791, 792—
The chemists of this country are far belind those of other countries in point of education
some regulativns for promoting education are requisite, 703-7 reat inpro
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Squire, Peter. (Analysis of his Evidence)—continued.

in the qualification of chemist=s since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Bocietys
?gﬁ-sug——W'ttneuu is one of the examiners of the society, 707. Bo4——Number o
examiners of the society, and nature of the examinativng to which siudents are subjects
8oli-823— Opinion that something should be done to improve the qualifications o
chemists and druggiets for the safety of the public, 822——Some country chemists have
come up for examination and pmselr very ereditably, but there have been others wofully
deficient, 523,

Status of Chemists. Opinion that the advaniages which would eventually be derived from
the passing of this Bill, would be by giving a higher status to the pharmaceutical chemist,
mrd prevent those from usullling the liﬁe who had not pass the examination, snd
would induce chemists to become ina less degree practitioners, Wilson, 148-1738,

Stilcell, George. (Analyzis of his Evidence).—Resides at Epsom; is in general practice,
2736, 2737——1t is desirable that the chemists and druggists should be educated, but not
in the manner thiz Bill provides, 2738, 2730. 2744, 2745——1It would be quite sufficient
if their edueation extended so far as to enable them to read physicians’ preseriptions, and
to know the naware of ths drugs which they l:vurn]mmul, 2540 ——0ljection to the centra-
lizing character of the Bill, and the great power which is given by it to the Board, 2741
——There is no necessity whatever for the chemists and druggists being constituted
one bedy, 3742——The most satisfactory mode of examination would be for the magis-
trates nl{he counly at quarter ses510ns to a|1p-n'lnt. twao examiners, one of whom should be
a medieal gentleman, and the other a druggist, and they should recommend licenses to
be granted, 2744-2747. 2770-2783. 2818-2822. 2832, 2835—— If they are to be medical
men, they should possess the same qualification, and ndergo the same examination
as medical men, otherwise witness considers they are sufficiently educated, 2748, 2770-
24974, 27842788,

Opinions as to the injurious cffeet which this Bili would have on country practitioners,
2749 ef seq.——Witness iz afraid that the passing of this Bill wonld induce chemisis
mﬁ droggists to trench more than tI"lf'y do at present on the business of general prac-
titioners, 2740-2751. 2767-2760——Witness objects in fofo 10 the Bill; he objects to
the concentration of such large powers in the hands of a certain number of persons who
have not yet proved their efficiency ; witness refers to the powers of examination ;: mono-
poly witness fears will be created thereby, 2752-2766——There are already eighteen or
twenty medical bodies, and witness is of ﬂpll!'l::ll'l that even il his sugrestion as to the
'uh'nF the power of appointing examiners in the magistrates is not adopted, the Apothe-
caries’ Company, or some other existing body, might have the appointment, 27802783
~—Evidence showing that chemists do act as medical men, and sometimes injuriously ;
this practice has much increased since the establishment of the Pharmaceutical Society,
27 704=——Difficulty of preventing this practice, but witness is anXious to prevent
its increase, and fears if this Bill be passed it will be more than doubled, 2705-2810,
2816, 2817——1If the Bill is to be passed some very stringent clause shuuldgi:vu intro-
duced to prevent chemists and druggisis from practising, 2802,

How far the Bill draws any further distinction between the functions of the general
practitioner and those of the chemist and druzgist han already exists, 2811-281 7——

inion that this Bill will have the effect of giving an exelusive monopoly of the trade of
a chemist and drugg‘m in Great Dritain 10 chemists styled pharmaceutical chemists,
aBeg—afaf——The great objection to the Bill is thatit 1s making chemists prolessional
men, 2827-2831. 2835-08412.

Stockholm, See Sweden.
Students. Sec Country Students.  Diplomas,  Fees of Students.

Bweden. The institutions in Stockholm are under the govéinment, which pays a pnrl'mn of
the expenses ; the fees paid by students are very small, Hamberg 1236—-1238 ——Physi-
cians are not allowed to sell medicines, nor apothecaries to preseribe, ib. 1250-1244.
1278-1282——The number of chemists’ and druggists’ shops are limited ; no person can
open a shop without the permizsion of the Government, which is very difficult to obtain,
ib. 1249~1264——Phaimaceutical chemists are called apothecaries, 1259, 128y-12g2
—There is only one class of medical men in Sweden, physicians ; swigeons must be

hysicians, and take their degree at the universilies, before they are allowed to practise,
ih. 128g-1285.
See also Barber Surgeons.  Education, V. 3.  Poisons. Secret Medicines.

T

Joxicology. Necessity for chemisis having some knowledge of toxicology, that in cases of
poisomng they may be able to furnish the antidute, Savory 524 -520.

0.42, I12
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Upton, Robert Brotherton. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Clerk and solicitor to the Apothe-
caries’ Society, 286——Is sequainted with the early history of the apothecaries, 2g0——
The charter which sepavated them from the grocers was granted in the 13th of James the
First, 1615; 201 ——They had for the first time the awthorty given them to examine
by the Act of 1815 ; 2g2-2g4——During o few years prior to 1515 strone efforts were
made h}r the Huciet}' a!'ﬂp:rdm:ariﬁ 1o introduce a Bill for the purpnse giving them
power 1o examme ; the primary chbject of the Bill wae to educate the apothecaries as
medical practitioners, 203-312——The qualification of persans in pharmaceuticul clie=
mistry as dispensers of medicine was a secondary objeet, 203-302.

The apothecaries contemplated the restriction of pharmacy to themselves, J03-312
——A strong oppo-ition arose on the part of the chemists and druggists aganst this
]_Il]'l.!l:lﬂﬂﬂl_, 213——This resulted in a elause in the Act exempting the chemmstzs and drug—
wigts altogether Irom its operation, 3 14=31i——This elause has in a great measure inter-
cred withy the intention which the Eucjtl}' of :'l.pat'll.enan'm had in inl!m-dul_*ing their Aet,
as regards their interfering to prevent incompetent persons from dispensing medicines,
317-302 The Sovicty of Apothecaries consider the office of dispensing prescriptions
o VETy I-E!'-i]ﬂllEi.h.lll one, and one which requives education, 323-328 — —Tliere is no nhjaun-
tion on the part of the Society of Apothecaries to the chemists and drugzists having an
Act to enable them to rcgulah: the prnul'l::e of ther own hud}', pl"ﬂTiIILTI.IIE subjel:ts of
exwmination are restricted to those which relate to the proper functions of the chemist
and druggist, 320-337. 395-3906. 427.

A great jealousy is felt by the apothecaries against the chemisis and druggzists not
confining themselves to thewr proper duties, but attending the sick, which by inw thiey
are not autherised o do, nor are they by educanon cowmpetent, 338, 367, 305——Witness
15 of opinion that the education of pharmuecentieal chemists in chemsiry, materia medica,
and pharmacy, 15 caleulated to inerease their prupem.itr for acting as medical prac-
titioners, 339-342. 380-304. 307-405. +28-430 No diiﬁcu]t{le:ﬁ" drawing the line
between that which a chenmst may properly do in his capacity of chemist, and %hnt which
he may do which trenches on the medical profession; the difficulty is in keeping him
within it, 343-350-=—Wiiness is of opinion that every person who dispenses should be
educated wml tested by examivation, the examination [:;ing conducted by the body o
which he belongs, 361-365. 368—— Grounds for forming the opinion that, from the
manner in which the Bill projoses o resirict the practice of chemisis and druggists, the
Bill is nuseless, 360-374.

Witness conducts the legal business of the Apothecaries’ Company, 375-378——The
third clause of the Apothecaries’ Aet, which gives the power to enter the shops of the
apothecaries and examine the drugs, has been seted upon up to within the last three
or lour years, but not since, 370——Practically it was found that the puwer of inspection
did not act satisfactorily, 380-388——=Sance the Act of 1815 the character of the geaeral

¢ practitioner hag very much improved thronghout the country, 402-404 ——As the Bill
stood last year there woas a very arave objection to it on the ground that an incorparated
budy like the pharmaceutical chemists would very much interiere both with the profits
and ihe businegs of the geaeral practitioners, 405.

It was proposed to exclude both apothecaries and medical practitioners from ucting as
chemists and druggists without the lieense of that body, 405. 431-433——1It tt-alﬂlg be
better to have a general measure of wedical reform than to 1ake up isolated watters,
such as this Bill proposes, go6-qo0——Witness conceives that this Bill will only affeet
tiigge persons who aspire w the title of phurmaceutical chemist, 416-421——Tne apothe-
caries of London are frequently alzo cl:l‘mmiﬁts and druggists ; it 1z not the inteniion of
the Society of Apothecaries o interfere with this practice, g22-427——Witness does not.
object to the education of chemists aud druggists, but his opinion is that if it iz desirable
that the Legislature should interfere at all, st should interfere efficiently, and the edu-
cation should be compulsory, 431-438. 452-456 FEwidenes on the subject of the
funds of the Apothecaries’ Society, and the appropriation thereof, 439-451.

W.

Weatson, James, . 0. (Analysis of his Evidence.)— President of the Faculty of Physicians
and Surgeons of Glasgow, 1017 Has heard the previous examinations of Dr. Gairdoer
and Dr. Coombe, anid agrees generally in the opinions they have expressed, 1618, 1619
——The body of which witness is president is different from those in Edinburgh in this
respect, that they have the power, snd have exercised that power, of examining phar-
maciens by themselves, 1620, 1621——As witness reads the Bill before the Committee;
it cermainly takes away the privilages of the licentiates of the Scotch bodies; buta great
deal of witness’s objection to :E:&B'tﬂ would be done away with if their privileges
were not interfered with, 1622=1632——There i3 no doubt the duty of dispensing pre-

scripions
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Watson, James, m. 0.  (Analysis of his Evidence)—confinued.
mi&jnm is ene that requires education, 1633——DBut witness fears that this new body
to be constituted will grow up, like the Apothecaries” Company, into a body of medical
men, 1335, 1650-1661.

The separation between pharmaceutists and medical men, if confined to large towns,
would be exeeedingly just, but it would not apply to the poorer districis of the eountry,
1636, 1637. 1662, 1663 The power of the gaﬂull.!r of Physicians and Surgeons of
Glasgow to examine chemists and druggists has fallen inw disuse, 1638-1645——0bjec-
tion to the compulsory clauses of the Bill, particularly as regards the penalties, 1046,
1654, 1655—A5 a peneral rule, it would be desirable that some restriction should be
placed upon the sale ol drags by persons not duly cenified, bat there wonld be difficalty
10 CATE ing this out in remote cﬂnntr}' distr'mls, 1671053 Uprniml that the Scotch
medical bodies should be represented 1n the Board of Examiners, 1656-1658.

Speaking generally, wiiness is in favour of a better education and gualification of che-
mists and ‘EI',H, but e consders this Bill oo stringent as mgm'ds fimes and p-clm]lir:g :
and the Billis but too likely to create a monopoly, 1663-1673——Witness cannot devise
any mode by which the education of chemists could be elevared more than by giving
them at least some privileges, 1664—— Giving those who came forward to be examined
the [:ﬂ'i'.'i]l!ge of st_',llillg themzelves pharmaceutical chemists would indoce them to come
forward to be examined, 1665, 1666——Witness’s great objection to the Bill iz, that he
considers it will be ap obstruction to the General Medical Reform Bill, 1667.

[Second Examination.]—Suggestion that Glasgow should have a Board for examining
the pharmaciens, to sit either constantly or occasionally ; there are several well-qualified
pharmaceutical chemists in Glasgow fully able 10 examine on the practical part of their
profession, 1922-1p27——The same accommodation should be given to Averdeen amd
other large towns at a distance from Edinburgh, 1923. i

Welster, George, m. . (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Witness hus some objections to the
Phnrmr.ﬁillg ground of these objections, 20033 ¢t seg.——Witness's first objection is,
to the incor ton of a new society, which might be advantageously joined with a
society already in existence, the Apothecaries’ Society, 2064——Witness does not deny
that the education of chemists and c}:‘:lggi:ts is desirable, but he considers that the course
of education proposed by thiz Bill would tend to raise them too much to the rank of
medu:-n] practitioners, 2065=-2085. 2125-2131. 2145 el seq. 21y5——Coumter practice now

vails to a great extent among chemists and draggists, and is a great evil, and there

18 great difficulty in restraining it, particularly in small country towns, 2076-2085.
2125-2131. 2145 ef seg.——Witness Eﬂﬁ- not know that he would object even 1o the
course of edocation which is pointed out by the Bl if it were furly guarded by
clauses preventing chemists from practising the medica! profession, zoSo-zo%7. 216y
et seq. 2195——The safeguards which witness wonld recommend would be penaities 1o
prevent ilhg,nl practice, 2088. 2164 ef seq.——Witness would slso recommend penalties

* to prevent ignorant persons from selling medicines and dispensing preseriptions, 2089-
20gf——Opimiun that no very great amount of education is necessary, 2001.

The cases of poisoning that oceur arise more from accident and from mistake than
from ignorance, 2091 itness sees no objection to the management of the chemists’
affairs by the chemists themselves; but would certainly have pieferred secing the Apo-
thecaries’ Society taking ithe superintendence of pharmacy and ehemistry to the creation
of a new corporation, 2047 ——Suggestion that the Apothecaries’ Society shonld be
divested of what may be called their medical functions, and amalgamated with the Phar-
maceutical Society, 2097-2124.

Way in which this arrangement might be carried out, 2097-2124——It is a question
whether the Bill should extend to Scotland ; opinion that the authorities in Scotland are
perfectly competent to manage these matters, 2137, 2138 ——0Objection to widows of

harmacentieal chemists, or their executors or administrators, being recognised by the

ill, as they are in clause 15; 2138-2144 Witness would very much like tu see
medical men prevented from acting as chemists and drogzists, 2145-2157 But at the
same time chemists and druggists should be prevented from assuming the functions of
medical men, 2145-2157.

! Eflp:miun of the apinion that this Bill would tend much more to inerease this prac-
tice than to put it down, 2145-2170——Difficulty of deawing the line between the prac-
tice of medical men and the business of chemists and deugeists, 2171——How far this
Bill makes the line more distinet, 21722 175——It might perhaps be well to mark two
classes, I.I'IE1 scientific chemist and the dispensing or ve.iding chemi-t, and their education
might be differemt, 2176-218g——1In thickly populated distriets it wousld be an advan-
tage, after a certain term of years, to interdict legally-qualified practitivners from casry-
ing on business as chemists and druggists, 21g0-2104 The sale of patent and quack
medicines by ehemists should be prevented, 2203-2207.

Widows of Chemists. In Sweden as in Germany the widow of » chemist muy succeed to
the establisliment of a chemist, but she must employ a person regularly educated and

0.43. I13 : examined,
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Widows of Chemists—continued. .

examined, Hamberg 1286-1283——0bjection to widows of pharmaceuntical chemists or
their executors or adminisirators being recognised by the Bill, as they are in clavse 15,
Webster 2138-2144.

Wilson, Jases Arthur, si.p.  (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Senior physician to St. 8
Heospital; has lectored on ﬂiinici* medicine and on the prm‘lrm of physi :m
given considerable attention to the subject of the edueation which is req:ﬁniia in medical
practitioners, and with respeet to all branches connected with the medical profession,
4=5 It is as necessary for the person who compounds the prescription to be educated
in pharmacy, as it is for the physician to be educated in the practice of medicine, and
the surgeon in surgery, 6, 7——Pharmacentical chemists onght to be examined by some
Board Lefore they underiake to compound prescriptions, 8———By certain Acts of Par-
liament the censor of the College of Physicins is required to examine the * wares and
stufi™ of the apothecaries within the precinets of the eity of London, 10-12.

Witness is not aware that there is any law which oblizes a chemist to study at all, 1
——The office of chemist waz formerly performed by the apothecaries, 14——At e
periods hefore 1815 an Act was endeavoured to be obtained to enforee the exnmination
of apotheearies dispensing medicine, 15——In 1815 it was proposed to the College of
Physicians to undertake it, but the College declined it, 16, 17——Upon this the power
was conferred wpon the Society of Apothecaries ; this society has since become a society
of medical practitioners, 18-20,

Although the society still contirues as a trading company in drugs, this is considered

as &euum?ary to medical attendance and practice, and consequently to a certain extent
they negleet pharmacy, 21-25-—=—Opinion that pharmacy cannot be so well or so
thoroughly carried out by apothecaries or by medical practitioners of any denomination, as
by a class of men whose attention is specially and wholly given to the subject,
On the introduction of Mr. Hawes's Bill in 1840, and on the esiablishment of the Phar-
maceutical Society, interviews took place between them and the College of E"I"lijmi.\‘:ilnlJI and
it was acknowledged by the College that an examination of chemists and droggists was
essential, 31-35——MHow far the College of Physicians has taken any steps to carry out
out these views, 30,

Witness approves most strongly of the formation of the Pharmaceutical Society, and of
their operations, and does not see that giving them the power of undertaking the examina-
tion of future members of their own body could pessibly trench on any of the privileges of
medieal men, individually orin corporation, 37-47——Witness's impression is that the
Pharmaceutical Society is large enough 1o form an adequate representation of the chemists
of the United Kinzdom, and that it was established for a public objeet, 48-50—— Wi-
ness considers it to be more fit than any seciety or any body of men now existing to
have the additional powers suught by this Bill conferred wpon them, 51-55—With
respect to the guality of the drugs which would be dispensed under the operation of the
society, it would give an additional guarantee of their quality in the first instance, but
a frequent inspection would no doubt be alterwards necessary, 56-62. 78 et seq.

Conferences have aken place between the Pharmaceutical Society and the College of
Surgeons, for forming joint Boards of Examiners, but have led to no result, 63, 63—
In consequence of this the Phurmacewical Society appointed a Board, and have been
conducting examinations ever since, G3——Witness sees no objection to giving them
this power by Act of Parliament, G6-72—Witness is hardly in favour of giving the Home
Secretury any great power over the society, 72-74——Witness would not say that the
incompetence on the part of those who prepare the prescriptions of medical men 1s general,
but there are still many sad exceplions ; evidence in support of this assertion, 76-g91——
It is most decidedly desirable that some further steps should be take to secure the educa-
tional competence of the chemists and druggists generally throughout the kingdom, g2
——Way in which witness would propose that the provisions of the Bill might be car-
ried out, and have the effect of greatly improving the qualification of chemists and
druggists, without the vhjection of creating an entire monopoly, gg=120. 126=129.

Witness attributes the estimation in which chemists are held in foreign countries to
the preliminary superior education they undergo, 122-125——Further expression of the
opinion, that even should the powers sought for be given to the Pharmaceutical Society,
a frequent ingpection of the drags would still be necessary ; evidence relative to the nature
of the inspeciion to which the drugs are at present subjected, 129-147——Opinion that the
advantages which would eventually be derived from the passing of this Bill, would be by
giving 0 hig:lh-'r status Lo the |:|'t'.1l'nmneuﬁcal ehemist, would prevent H!-ﬂﬂﬁ from nﬂuming 3
the uitle who had not passed the examination, and would induce chemists to become in a
less degiee practitioners, 148-178——The Bill might not perhaps secure the publie
aganinst incompetence on the part of the chemists, but it would render incompetence
much more unlikely in process of time, 179,

Wood,
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Report, 1852—econtined,

Wood, Alexander, M. n. (Analysis of his Evidence.)—Secretary to the College of Physicians
in dinburgh; leciures on the practice of medicine, 1508-2001——Opinion that chemists
and droggists at present are not sufficiently educated, 2002——The course of education
introduced by the Pharmaceutical Society would improve the chareter of the chemists
to a great extent, 2003, 2004—— Doubis as to whether the Bill would effect the objects
intended by it, as it would incrense the expense of the education necessary, 2005——The

t injury which is done to the public in the sale of dimgs of inferior quality is more by

raud than by ignorance, 2006-2019——Evidence relative to the nature of the examina-
tion to which students are subjected at the College of Surgeons in Edinburgh, 201g9-2039

——The College of Surgeons do not olject to, but rather approve of the Bill, provided

it is not made compulsory and restrictive, 20g0-2032 It would be exceedingly satis-

factory to the Fellows of the College of Surgeons if some means were taken to secure
them against this new class of pharmacentical chemists ever rising into medical practi-
tioners, 2040. 2056-2062——Considering the strong interest the College of Surgeons has
always taken, and the rights they have in regard 1o pharmacy, they ought to be direcily

ted in any body that may have charge of pharmacy in Scotland, 2040-2054
Necessity for some direct clause prohibiting any one licensed under the Act as a pharma-
eeutical ehemist from prescribing for patients, 2055-2062.













