
ANNOTATIONS

efficiency of a Police Force cannot be maintained without such
assistance.
The Council feels that a medical report on which presumably

official action may be taken should, in justice to all concerned, be
given only by those officially appointed by the Police Authorities
for that purpose.

After due consideration the Council desired me to forward you
the following resolution :-" The Police Miedical service cannot
be adequate unless it incltudes the services of ophthalmic surgeons
to whom recruits and officers can be referred for expert opinion,
treatment, and report."

Yours faithfully,
(Signed)-MW. S. MLAYOU,

Hon. Secretary.
The following reply has been received

The Hon. Secretary, Council of British Ophthalmologists.
23rd NovLoember, 1921.

SIR,-I have laid before the Secretary of State your letter of 3rd
November and the Resolution passed by the Council of British
Ophthalmologists stuggesting the appointment of ophthalmic
surgeons in all Police Forces, and I am directed by him to say
in reply that he is fully alive to the importance of secuLring proper
advice in ophthalmic cases. He thinks, however, that in the
Metropolitan Police the requirements are met by the present
arrangements. In the Countv and Borough Police the matter
rests primarily with the local Police Authorities and the Secretary
of State cannot insist on the appointment of medical specialists by
all local Police Authorities.

I am, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,

(Signed)-EDWARD TROUP.

ANNOTATIONS

A Report on some Public Authorities who are in the habit of
referring Ophthalmic Cases to Hospitals for Examination,

Treatment and (or) Report.
The relation of public authorities, administering public money,

and having large numbers of employees in their service, to
hospitals, is one which has always aroused some difference of
opinion and has rarely given anything but dissatisfaction to the
medical profession.

Primarily to secure the efficiency of the services for which they
are responsible, and incidentally for the good of the servants in
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their employ, the authorities referred to have found it desirable
and necessary to appoint paid medical officers, but have relied for
special opinions and special treatment upon the services of the
visiting staff of voluntary hospitals. No doubt this course has
been the~more readily adopted by reason of the fact that the
servants of such authorities belong for the most part to the class
which is entitled to hospital benefits. The authorities themselves,
probably ignorant of the fact that the officers of voluntary hospitals
are not salaried, have seen no injustice to the medical profession in
making arrangements with the lay hospital managers by which to
secure benefits for their servants. The British MIedical Association
has for some time been opposing all such arrangements and
demanding that when public money is received for work done in
the public interest in voluntary hospitals, some proportion of the
payment should be allocated to the medical staff to be disposed of
as they think fit.

Quite lately we understand that the Central Hospital Council
hlas been moving in the same direction with regard to payments
made by A&pproved Societies tinder the Insurance Act for benefits
conferred on their members by hospitals. In regard to such
services at the Post Office, and the many Police Forces of the
Kingdom it appears obvious that the help of ophthalmic surgeons
is essential to efficiency. Adequate investigation of the eyes of
such public servants is necessary-the refraction as well as the
visual acuity of recruits for the Police Force or of postal servants
needs to be determined if a force is to be efficient for the purpose
for which it is maintained, and if injustice to its members is to be
avoided. Cases of visual incapacity for duty arise frequently, and
the cause of the incapacity cannot be ascertained by the medical
officers who are responsible.
Ophthalmic surgeons attached to hospitals should, in our view,

decline to give opinions upon which disciplinary or other action
may be taken, involving, as it may, the loss of the means of liveli-
hood or the sacrifice of a pension by the unsuspecting patient
visiting the hospital with an introductory- note from the medical
officer of the body of which he is a member, nor can we see any
r-eason why members of the medical profession should pay their
contributions to public funds, and, in addition, give their time
and services for such public work.
We are glad to know that the Council of British Ophthalmolo-

gists has lately been taking this matter into its consideration, and
are sorry to learn that the representations they have made in the
proper quarters have received nothing better than the usual bureau-
cratic response. We trust that they will carry this matter ftirther,
in the interests of all concerned.

 on M
ay 16, 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://bjo.bm

j.com
/

B
r J O

phthalm
ol: first published as 10.1136/bjo.6.2.75 on 1 F

ebruary 1922. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://bjo.bmj.com/

