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EFFICIENT VACCINATION.
SIR,-Statistical antivaccinators are very largely helped in

their crusade by the fact that children inefficiently vaccinated
by one or two marks are classified as " vaccinated." As has
been pointed out, a public vaccinator is bound to vaccinate
so as to obtain a certain minimum number of marks with a
specified total area. This work is liable to inspection by the
officials of the Local Government Board, and pecuniary loss
follows if he is found not to have carried out the instructions
he receives. The certificate signed by a public vaccinator
may therefore be taken as showing that the child to whom it
refers is as efficiently protected against small-pox as can be.
But there are no regulations, no inspections affecting the

vaccination done by a private practitioner. There are in
every town scores of children who only show one mark and
who, when an epidemic of small-pox breaks out, are in
peril.

I suggest that if we have any new legislation on the subject
of vaccination it should be made compulsory on every vac-
cinator to state in his certificate the number of marks shown
by the child. The vaccination officer should also have a
column in his register in which he should enter that informa-
tion for future reference.
In this town there are probably 5,ooo unvaccinated children

and in addition a large number inefficiently vaccinated.-I
am, etc.,
March 12th. R. TAYLOR MANSON,

Public Vaccinator Darlington District, Darlington Union.

MIDWIVES REGISTRATION BILL.
SIR,-Mr. F. R. Humphreys's explanations for the inade-

quacy of this Bill which he addresses to you are really
astounding. He states: " The Midwives Bill will not prevent
unregistered women from practising for the same reasons as
were given in respect of the Plumbers Registration Bill, i897,"
and he quotes the words of Sir Walter Foster, M.P., who said,
" they were bound to recognise the members of the trade or
profession it was proposed to register who were practisng at
the time the Bill was passed," and the members of the House
are reported to have replied, "hear, hear." To such a state-
ment applied to the Midwives Bill no one, so far as is reported,
has raised the slightest objection: indeed, it is provided for
in the Bill under discussion by Section iv, " Provisions for
Existing Midwives," that a midwife who has already been in
practice for two years may be registered without an examina-
tion, etc., but this is entirely a different point to the one
under discussion, and he is evading the issue.

-Mr. Humphreys, who is evidently suffering from that
"dreadful malady, long-suffering self-effacement of the pro-
fession" from which, happily, the profession as a body are fast
recovering themselves, would apparently be no party to a
Bill that would absolutely weed out the future practice of
incompetent women, because he seemingly vaguely imagines
that by simply saying to the public that certain registered
medical women are provided, just as there have been regis-
tered men provided even by the State free of cost, that this
great sacrifice of life would cease.
Again, Mr. Humphreys says, in discussing the question of

the title of "Licentiate in Midwifery" being a recognised
medical title the " Bill in no way interferes with " it," and, on
the other hand, the regulations made under it subject to the
approval of the General Medical Council will be directed to
prevent any registered midwife from either practising as a
medical practitioner or a8suming medical titles." Mr. Hum-
phreys will perhaps understand now that what an Act of
Parliament gives cannot be abrogated by rules and regula-
tions without raising the dangerous doctrine of ultra vires;
but apart from this doctrine, while it will be observed that
Sec. v of the Bill provides that the Midwives Board shall
have power (inter alia) "f. To frame for approval of the
General Medical Council rules for regulating, supervising,
and restricting within due limits the practice of midwives,"
where in the Bill is the power reserved to the Midwives
Board " to prevent any registered midwife from assuming medical
titles " of which he speaks ?
Has Mr. Humphreys ever, I wonder, heard of the ex-

pression of driving a coach and four through an Act of
Parliament? If not, I would refer him to the words of
that profound thinker, Herbert Spencer, who, in denounc-

ing immature, ill-considered, and ill-devised legislation,
says in effect, if not in actual words, that no prophecy is
more safe than that the results anticipated by such legis-
lation will be vastly exceeded in amount by the results never
anticipated.

If Mr. Humphreys will provide a list of results he anti-
cipates from such an invertebrate measure I will venture to
provide him with a list of results which he possibly never
anticipates.-I am, etc.,

Leeds, MarchL 4th. J. H. WIGHAM.
ERRATuM.-In Mr. J. H. Wigham's letter on the Registration of Mid-

wives published last week, p. 724, in line I5 from the bottom on p. 725 of
the first column, the word "should" should be "does," the sentence
reading, " for which, by the way, the Bill does provide."

SIR,-In answer to Mr. Humphreys I may say, like many
other practitioners, I am sincerely desirous of seeing a settle-
ment of the midwives question; at the same time I cannot
congratulate the promoters of the Bill on the provisions it
contains. Unless we have an Act which will really prevent
ignorant women from practising as midwives we shall be no,
nearer a settlement of the question. If Mr. Humphreys had
had as much experience of the working of the Medieal Acts
as I have had, he would at once see the absolute necessity of
preventing unregistered women from acting in the capacity
of midwives.

I make bold to assert that our legislators will give their
assent to a Bill if it can be proved to their satisfaction: First,
that it is necessary; secondly, that it will prove a boon to the
poor women of this country; and, thirdly, that it will not act
in a harsh or illegitimate way with any particular class ofHer
Majesty's subjects. If, as Mr. Humphreys asserts, the
assumption of the title of licentiate of midwifery by a mid-
wife registered under this Act would render her liable to have
her name removed from the Register, why did he not recom-
mend his Committee to have a clause inserted in the Bill to
this effect ?

I object to the constitution of the Midwives Board because
I feel that this is a question affecting the general practitioners
of the country, and therefore to place the constitution of the
Board mainly in the hands of consulting physicians and
surgeons, who have really no practical experience of the
question at issue, is, to my mind, unreasonable. I have no
hesitation whatever in asserting that it would not be difficult
to find general practitioners who would be prepared to deal
justly and fairly with the whole question.-I am, etc.,
Cardiff, March x4th. T. GARRETT HORDER.

SIR,-A Subcommittee of the Plymouth Medical Society
has been formed to consider the Midwives Bill, with the
object of bringing the objections to the Bill now before the
House of Commons under the notice of the M.P.'s for this
neighbourhood. I would suggest that other medical societies,
Branches of the Association, might do likewise.-I am, etc.,

GEO. JACKSON, F.R.C.S.Eng.,
Plymouth, March I5th. Chairman of the Committee.

SIR,-I am given to understand that a clear statement of
the views of the promoters of the Midwives Bill, in respect
to the assumption of medical titles by registered midwives,
would be acceptable.

I have not had the opportunity of laying the matter before
my Committee, but I am certain that I should be acting in
accordance with its views in stating that, when the matter is
before the House, no objection would be raised to the inser-
tion of a specific clause to the effect that a midwife, registered
under the Bill, must not assume any medical title such as, for
example, L.M.
One other point has been raised, namely, with reference to

the right of entry into, and supervision over, houses belong-
ing to midwives and utilised for the reception of pregnant
women. I am strongly of opinion that the insertion of a
clause to this effect would be considered to involve grave in-
terference with the rights of the subject, and, as such, would
be in danger of wrecking the Bill. It is surely a question for
the Police, not for a clause in a Midwives Bill.-I am, etc.,

ROWLAND HumPHREYS.
Xonorary Secretary, Midwives Bill Committee.

Buckingham Street, W.C., March 15th.
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