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nevertheless suppressed from the published report of it, an
error in supposing them not to have been appended surely
cannot be chargeable on those who had no other sources of
information but such as the public report supplied, for I do
not suppose that it would enter into the mind of any man to
conceive that the two names which alone could give the
petition validity under the title assumed for it would be the
only two names which the Committee would be careful not
to publish. But for that unique act of modesty on the part
of a public body my former letter would, of course, have been
somewhat differently worded.
Much as I regret controversy, I am, however, glad that

this circumstance has occurred, as it has afforded me the
opportunity of expressing my very strong dissent-and I
know that a great number of the members of the Branch
agree with me-from the terms of a petition which desired
the General Medical Council to stigmatise as guilty of
infamous conduct gentlemen of the highest personal and
professional character and qualifications, simply because,
at great sacrifice of time and labour, they have for years
done what they could to mitigate some of those IIhorrors"
which the distinguished President of the Council spoke of as
being perpetrated by "ignorant and uneducated women"
who act as midwives.-I am, etc.,
Liverpool, June 22nd. WILLIAM CARTBER.

MIDWIVES REGISTRATION AND THE MIDWIVES
BILL.

Sm,-Dr. Havell accuses me of misrepresenting and mis-
uoting his letter, and therein he misrepresents me. I thinkaentistry was, is, and always will be, a " special branch of

surgical practice," and I feel sure that it would have been
much better if, instead of forming a Register to which great
humbers of utterly uneducated persons were admitted, the
practice of dentistry had been restricted to qualified surgeons,
with a special training in dentistry. This would have re-
lieved the overcrowding of the medical profession, and made
the dental profession far above what it is. There would have
been no lack of dentists, and they would have been worthy of
the title of " dental surgeons."
Dr. Holden's letter touches what I am certain would be an

incalculably disastrous result of the Midwives Bill if it be-
came law. I mean the employment of midwives by medical
men as their assistants or subordinates. Of late the spas-
modic severity of a weak-kneed General Medical Council has
done something to diminish the employment of unqualified
assistants; but no objection could be made to the employ-
ment of registered midwives, and there would be no possi-
bility of preventing their dispensing and assisting in medical
and surgical work. Again; there can be no doubt that,
should the Midwives Bill become law, large charitable insti-
tutions would be established in various districts of large
towns, which would send out registered midwives free of
charge, or for a few shillings, to anyone who wished it. These
institutions would be provided with a staff of obstetric con-
sultants, who could be called in to cases of great emergency.
The medical staff would, of course, give their services gra-
tuitously, and would be recouped by the practice which their
position would bring them among the rich people in the dis-
trict. There are thus two classes in the medical profession
who may benefit by the proposed law, obstetric consultants
and cheap dispensary doctors. The respectable general prac-
titioners will, as usual, go to the wall. That the above is a
fair statement of what would certainly result is only too
manifest, and, as far as the public are concerned, this change
will mean, as usual, a paltry saving of money to the loss of
the medical profession, and at the cost of health and lives to
the public.-I am, etc.,
Highgate, June 23rd. HUGH WOODS.

Sn,-As your readers must be suffering from a surfeit of
midwifery literature, I would respectfully beg my friend Dr.
Lovell Drage to apply to Dr. Helme or to study his evidence
before the General Medical Council,' in order to be convinced
"that the evils of the present system are terrible, and the
need for reform urgent," which words of mine he has done
me thp honour to quote in his letter of last week.

1 BR1TISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, June lst, p. 1245.

As to his comparison of the bills of mortality of different
countries, in connection with the puerperium, having had to
study death returns as part of my business, and knowing a
good deal privately of the value of medical certificates in this
connection, I can only express my astonishment that he
should put any value whatsoever upon such slippery data.
If I were compelled to give an opinion I would have very
reluctantly to confess that the German tables were most
probably a great deal more reliable than our own, and conse-
quently the puerperal deaths, as such, more numerous. l
hope you will allow me to say again, Sir, that I look with
suspicion on the present Midwifry Registration Bill, and
that it will not satisfy me without large and important
amendments.-I am, etc.,
Dingwall, June 25th. WILLIAM BRUCE.

ERRATUM.-In Dr. Atthill's letter on Midwives Registration and the
Midwives Bill in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOU1RNAL of June 22nd, page 1418,
column 1, line 18, for " competent" read " incompetent."

PROPOSED REGISTRATION OF STILLBIRTHS.
Sra,-ln the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of April 6th. 1895,

in the course of a paper on the proposed registration of still-
births, Dr. R. R. Rentoul states tbat "in New South Wales
infants of six months' intrauterine life and upwards, when
stillborn, must be inspected and registered." Dr. Rentoul is
mistaken in this, as stillbirths are not registered in New
South Wales at all. Nurses and others, no matter how in
competent or illiterate, are permitted to give certificates of
stillbirth, but such certificates are only necessary when the
body is to be interred in a cemetery, and are then demanded
by the cemetery authorities only. A stillborn child may be
buried in a back yard or other convenient spot, just as a dead
cat or vermin may be interred, for a stillborn child is, in law,
not a human being.
Not long ago a Bill was introduced in the Legislative

Assembly in bydney which provided for the registration of
stillborn children but it was promptly thrown out. On this
occasion a Minister of the Crown made use of the following
words: "I for one would consider very seriously before I
gave my consent to a proposal which apparently is intended
to blast the life of any young girl who, perhaps under the
promise of marriage or great temptation, happens to be placed
in a position which would render her liable to such a pro-
vision as that. The hon. member proposes that although no
harm is done to anybody, and there is no insinuation that
the child has been got rid of, yet, if a miscarriage takesplace, the unfortunate single woman shall perhaps be blasted
for the rest of her life by having that episode in her life regis-
tered in the public records of the colony." I fear there is
very little hope of such a measure becoming law in New
South Wales.-I am, etc.

GEIORGE LANE MULLINS, M.A., M.D.Dubl., etc.
Waverley, N. S. Wales, May 15th.

CLUBS AND THE PROVIDENT PRINCIPLE.
SIB,-Had the subject of discussion between Dr. Forsyth

and myself been one of less professional importance-namely,
the right of our profession to manage its own affairs without
the interference of commercial sweaters and speculators,
whether well-intentioned or otherwise, I should certainly
have treated his communication in the BRITISH MBDICAL.
JOuRNAL of May 25th with that silence which is Sometimes
more eloquent than words.
The admitted loss, and a very heavy one I am sure, in-

flicted by the Manchester and Salford Provident Dispensary
system upon the practitioners of the district cannot be made
a matter of accurate computation. In stating it, directly or
indirectly, at £11,000 per annum, I merely exercised the
right of private judgment, and it certainly was not an ill,
informed judgment.
My perfectly polite, and, so far as Dr. Forsyth is now con-

cerned, completely justified criticism of our local provident
dispensary system, Dr. Forsyth has construed into a personal
attack upon himself. Having, however, no personal interest
fn the matter, and never having had any quarrel with Dr.
Forsyth, I may be permitted to protest against so gratuitous
an assumption. As for the role which I am supposed to have
played, I am glad to be able to state that, at the Pedidletoo
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