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ANNOTATION

Publicity

The manner in which certain matters of medical interest receive
publicity in the columns of the lay press has for some time savoured
of revelation, a distinction much sought after by those papers
which may be designated 'sensational.' The offence, annoyance
and sometimes amusement that these effusions of fiction and sen-
timent cause us are but secondary to the menace that they have
become in playing upon the simple belief of a large number of the
public. In many instances the hopes of sufferers from the parti-
cular disease in question are falsely raised only to be tragically
lost on learning the true facts. It is evident that a large majority
of such cases have been prompted to seek fresh advice entirely by
the extravagant and ill-balanced accounts of some therapeutic
measure recorded in the popular press. The articles that appear
in the press generally concern therapeutic agents or methods that
have been revived after a varving period of oblivion or are about
some form of treatment that is new and has not yet survived a
term of critical trial.
The avenues through which the reporter obtains his news prob-

ably account in some small part for the inaccuracy of the published
articles but in a large degree he himself is to blame for allowing
invention, fantasy and soft sentiment to substitute for those
scientific facts which he has failed to comprehend or has considered
dull 'copy.'

rhe channels through which news is obtained are in some cases
from the lay administrative staff of a voluntary hospital whose
publicity they feel, with the best intentions, may have some value
as an appeal for funds. Other sources are through the patient or
his relatives, who in a moment of misguided gratitude give a
garbled story which is further elaborated by the press reporter.
Articles in current medical journals, papers and speeches read
by medical men appear in the press as mutilated abstracts
shorn of their context and of the background of the scientific
contribution in question and thereby are so distorted as
to convey in many instances a wrong meaning. In recent
times the distastefulness of these press publications has been
increased by the mention of the names of medical practitioners in
connection with the current topic described. Publicity of this kind
is as offensive to the individuals concerned as to the profession as
a whole. We should therefore be ever watchful that we are not
beguiled into conveying information on professional matters in
conversation or on the telephone to lay persons who may use it
for press purposes.
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When the names of medical practitioners are thus dragged in or
a press interview is falscly suggested it seems desirable that stern
action should be taken against the offenders, but otherwise a policy
of dignified silence would be more proper and we hope eventually
effective.

It is hoped that in course of time public disgust for that section
of the press which violates the laws of scientific truth and accuracy
will solve the problem and with the cessation of the supposed
demand for this type of news such pseudo-scientific effusions will
disappear for ever.
The problem of enlightening the public on matters of medical

and scientific progress through the medium of the press presents
manv difficulties. If such is considered desirable, and there is a
good case for public education in matters of preventive medicine,
hygiene and public health, it would appear that in the interests of
professional conduct these articles should be contributed by some
recognized body of the profession rather than by individuals. It
is very questionable whether it is wise to attempt the instruction
of the layman on medical matters other than the elementary facts
about the maintainance of good health and some knowledge of
first aid. The home medicine chests and books containing direc-
tions for domestic treatment have probably been a great source of
public danger to many who have been victimized by their contents.
The incidence of general peritonitis, often with fatal consequences,
caused by the liberal admninistratioin of castor oil in cases of
appendicitis, and seriously impaired vision caused by the attempts
at removal of foreign bodies by well meaning but unsuitable
persons are cases in point.
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Revised Report on Standard Illumination of Snellen's
Types used in Testing the Vision of Candidates

for Public Services, 1935

THE Council appointed the following: -Sir John Parsons
(Chairman), Mr. J. S. Dow (Secretary of the Illuminating
Engineering Society), Mr. N. Bishop Harman, Dr. R. Lythgoe
(Physiological I)epartment of University College), Mr. W. H.
McMullen, O.B.E., Mr. Leslie Paton, and Mr. Malcolm Hepburn,
to be a Committee to revise the former report of the Council on
Standards of Illumination of Snellen's Test Types.
The effect on visual acuity of variations in the illumination of test

objects has been the subject of a series of careful investigations
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