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52 DISCUSSI0ON.

not competent to do anything. It will fai lamentably. Itisno advance on what has been
existing in Africa for the last ten years. They propose to send to Africa twelve entoma-
logists—if they can get them, and it is admitted that they are not available at the present
time—to send them to six different places, thousands of miles apart, and to leave them
there, with the sole stipulation they should report to London, to the Glossina Sub-
Committee. These twelve isolated entomologists will be expected to answer questions
which can only be solved by a gigantic organisation, involving a great outlay, and a
concentration of energies.

Those, in brief, are my criticisms of the report of this Glossina Sub-Committee, and
I think those who read the replies to those criticisms will realise, as I realised, that the
replies evade the point, and put into my mouth, as was done seven years ago, statements
to which 1 never gave utterance, and against which, of course, I protest. i

Sir Joun Rose Braprorp, F.R.S.: As a member of the Departmental Committee
which has been alluded to, I would like to make a few remarks.

I think the Society is to be congratulated on this paper by Professor YORKE.
Unfortunately, I was not here last time, but, though I had not the opportunity of hearing
it, I have read it, and there is no doubt it is an interesting paper. It is also interesting
to the Society, because, whatever its other merits may be, it certainly, as I gather from
what has passed to-night and from what I have read, led to a very lively discussion.

I do not propose to deal with any of the special technical or scientific questions,
because my first-hand knowledge of trypanosomiasis is limited, as it is some years since
I worked at this subject and 1 am not thoroughly familiar with the subject now. So in
the few remarks 1 make 1 would like to deal with the matter from a general point of view.

One of the things which struck me in Professor YorkE's paper was his criticism that
the Government had not approached this Society in the matter, and he made somewhat
unfavourable comparisons between the methods of the British Government and the
methods of the French Government. 1 think that that eriticism, in this particular
instance, was a little beside the mark, if I might say so, because although, doubtless, the
Government might derive great advantage from consulting this or other societies in
matters of scientific moment, the comparison with the method of the French Government
was not quite apt, because the Government did not consult, so far as I understand, the
Glossina Sub-Committee on this proposal. It is not a question of the Glossina Sub-
Committee versies this Society, but the real comparison with the French is the comparison
between consulting a Society, and appointing a Departmental Committee. The
Departmental Committee appointed some years ago was the step taken by the British

Government, which is comparable to the action of the French Government in consulting

their Tropical Society. That Departmental Committee, whatever its faults may have
been, was a very remarkable Committee, because it was a Committee with such wide
mterests. 1 have served on many committees in my time, but I doubt whether 1 have
served on one of such striking character as that one, owing to the very varied interests
which were represented on it. I do not think any society could have included amongst
its members representatives of such wvaried interests as that Committee contained :
sportsmen, naturalists, entomologists, pathologists, physicians, officers with admimstrative
experience, Government officials ; it was a very large and representative Committee. It
sat for a very long time, and took a great deal of evidence on a very difficult problem.
So far as my memory serves me, that Departmental Committee was originally constituted
owing to the great conflict in opinion amongst scientific men and amongst naturalists and
sportsmen, with reference to the question at issue, 7.e., the relation of game to sleeping
sickness, and allied diseases, and especially with reference to the destruction of game.
Anybody who served on that Committee, or anybody who read the evidence which was
brought before it, must realise the extreme difficulty and complexity of the subject. That
15 seen in the report issued. 1 think if any comparison between the action of the British
Government and the action of the French Government is made, the real question is
whether it is better to appoint a Departmental Committee or to consult a Society. That
comparison m the present instance, however, does not arise, since the real question is
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