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siats of bedroom. liglhts, and service, plain breakfast, table d'hOte luncheon,
an(l dinner at table dl'hte. While travelling it will be necessary to modify.
t.hiu arrangestent, refreshments being provided en route. Berth in sleer-
in ,.car from Paris to Madrid (outward journey only). Fees to hotel and
.ailway servanits. Carriage drive on one day in Madrid. F'ree convey-
ance of 56 lb. of baggage. Omnibuses to and from the hotels while
with the conductor. Service3 of a competent conductor, who will under-
take the general supervision of the arrangements throughout.
D3posits.-In order that the necessary arrangements for sleeping car

berth, hotel accommodation, conducting, etc., may be completed in good
timiie, it is requested that intending passengers uill register their narnes
by paying a deposit of Iro each as early as possible. When paying
deposits passengers are requested to state the full name of each member,
and to say whether married couples, single ladies, or single gentlemen,
in order thatt the nenessarv roortis may be arranged. The balance of fare
nm st be paid one week before the date of dbparture. 0 sving to the large
demand for hotel aceoninodation in Madrid, it has been necessary to
ieserve same in advance, therefore the amount of deposit cannot be
returned if for any reason the tour is not taken.
Arrangements have also been made for an additional tour from Madrid

to the Southi ot Spaiu. Tihis tour will ocCUpy nine days, and will visit
Seville, Cordova, Granada, and the Albambra. The inclusive fare is I8
guineas for members and their wives, and 2a guineas for frienda. The party
will leave Madrid by thle night exeoress for Seville on Thursday, April 3oth,
and will arrive at Madrid again at 10.35 a.m. on Saturday, May 8th.
Intending visitors to Spain are strongly advised to insure their luggage
before leaving England, and they must provide themselves with pass-
ports.

POST-ALOR TATAl EXAMINATIONS FOR CORONERS
IN LONDON.

A SPECIAL meeting of the South-West London Medical Society
was held in the Drill Hall, Clapham Junction, on January 2nd,
to discuss the position raised by the action of Mr. Coroner
Troutbeck towards the medical practitioners of that district.
Medical men not belonging to the Society were invited to
attend the meeting. Dr. MARK ROBINSON was in the chair,
and about eighty medical men, many coming from various
districts round London, were present.
The CHAIRMAN said that the- meeting had been called to

consider the novel proceedings of the new coroner, Mr. Trout-
beck, in that district in relation to post-mortem examinations.'
Couansel's opinion h)ad been taken'in regard to the meaning of
Section xxr of the Coroness Act. The London CountyCouncil
lhad nominated a medical gentleman to assist coroners as a
pathologist in urgent cacei of a special nature wherever the
circumstances indicated that special pathological skill and
knowledge were desirable. Mr. Troutbeck was the only
coroner who had largely availed himself of this assistance,
and, instead of doing so only in exceptional cases, had made
it tlhe rule. The Coroners Act seemed to direct that the
coroner, if he wished to have, medical evidence, should call
the medical attendant, and, if he was not available, should
call on a medical practitioner in the neighbourhood. If this
'were. not done, it seemld that a certain amount of discredit~was thr6wn on medical men in the neighbourhood, and they
were depriVed of fees they had a right to earn.. Dr. Frey-
berger, the pathologist nominated by the London County
Council to assist, did not seem to have been appointed after
aivertisement or competition. No practitioner at that
meeting would object in certain cases to have the aid of a
specialist; but if a specialist were employed, the medical
man in attendance on the case should also be present at the
post-mortem examination.

Dr. M. MACKINTOSH, one of the Honorary Secretaries of the
Society, said that it had been deemed necessary-to obtain
counsel's opinion on Section xxi of the Coroners Act and its
subsections. Mr. Hemp3on had obtained an opinion frond
Mr. Muir Mackenzie, which' contained the following pas-
sagR:

I. The words of Subsection (i) of Section xxi are " may summon," while
the words in Subsection (,) are "shall comply:" blit although the word
" may " in a statute primn facie gives a discretioo, if the statute in which
it occurs is one wlilch relates to puolic justice and is of general interest
and concern, the word '"may" is imperative and imposes a duty. My
opinion is, therefore, that the practice adopted by Mr. Troutbeek as de-
Iailed in the case is not in conformity with the statutory duties imposed
on hiI.,

2. The enactment does not in my opinion give to any medical prac-
titioner whom the coroner oneht to have summoned a right either to
briag an action for damages or for an iDjunction against the coroner to
restrain him irotni sumioning Dr. Freyberger in future. If the medical
practitioners, who in my opinion justly ard, reasonably complain of the
course which the coroner has adopted, desire to proceed in Ihe matter.
my alvice to them is in the filrst instance to represent the facts to the
Lord Chancellor by an influentially signed memorial addressed to him..
Continuing, Dr. Mackintosh said that under the circumstances
it .was deemed advisable to call a epecial meeting of the
Society to wh'ch al I practitioners, whether resident in the
district or not, should be invited 'with a view to combining in
a course of action which might be considered proper.
The CHAIRMAN said that there were three courses oper:

(i) To approach the Lord Chancellor; (2) to go to the Loiidou

County Council; or (3) to ask one of the medical defence
societies to take the matter up. His view was that they
should approach the London County Council, and he saw no
reason for believing that they would be received otherwise
than sympathetically.

Dr. T. A. 1. HOWELL moved the following resolution:
That this meeting! of medical men summoned by the South-West

London Medical Society on January 2nd, 19D3, while appreciating the
great step that the. London County Council have taken in the interests of
public health, view with great regret the action taken by the coroner of
t1hiS district in practically giving all the post-mortem cases to a-pathologist
selected by the London Council in direct opposition to the resolution of
the Council, which declares " it is desirable thatpost-mortem examinations
in inquest cases of a special nature should be entrusted to a specially-
skilled pathologist." This meeting further declares that it welcomes the
assistanhce provided by the Council in suitable cases, but protests strongly
against; the way in which this resolution has been interpreted in this
district, as it has practically superseded the medical attendant in
ordinaty'cases, and this meeting' respectfully calls on the London County
Council to give this matter their serious consideration.
The best course would be to approach the TLondon County
Council in the first instance, and to ask it to see that its reso-
lution was carried out in the way intended, and not as
the coroner thought fit to interpret it. The reasonab!e reso-
lution of the London County Council had been carried out in
a manner which, amounted to direct opposition to the wishes
of that Council. Within the last few months, out' of 23 in-
quests in Battersea Mr. Troutbeck had called in the path-
ologist appointed by the London County Council in I6.
Battersea must be an extraordinary place to produce I6 ex-
ceptional inquests out of 23. He was certain that the resolu-
tion of the Council had been unduly stretched, and. Sir
William Collins, the Chairman of the -Public Control Com-
mittee of the Council, had said that it was not contemplated
that the medical men_in the locality should' be superseded in
ordinary cases.
Dr. MCMANUS seconded the resolution, and complained that

Mr. Coroner Troutbeck treated medical men in a most - dis-
courteous manner. He produced a letter ifrom the London
County Council, stating that -Dr. Freyberger had not been
appointed. pathologist to the Council, and it was incorrect to
describe him in that manner.
Dr. W. H. P. HILL moved the following as an amendment:
That the registered medical practitioners assembled at this meeting

heartily welcome the suggestion of the London County Council to
appoint a special patlhologist to assist at po8t mortemns'in special cases.
That the appointmiient of patlhologist be advertised and the candidates
selected as in other appointments made by the Council. That
no person be elected unless he be Fellow of the Royal College of
Physicians or Surgeons of London, Edinburglh, or Dublin, or a Doctor of
Medicine of an' English, Scotch, or Irisll' University, and, has for some
years held the office of teacher of pathology at a hospital with a medical
schooi attached.
Dr. MYLES said that a pathologist from the London County

Council should come to them with qualifications implying the
approved sanction of the heads of the medical profession, and
he should win such an appointment in open competition.
Dr. LENNANE said that the coroner of the districtought not

to set himself up as an arbitrary judge of what medical men
could or could not do. Mr. Troutbeck should have consulted
his brother coroners.
Dr. HUGEi WOODS said tbat-medical men hiid a right to be

present at any inquest on one of their cases, and if not called
they should claim their right to be present and should proffer
evidence.
Dr. RYAN, in seconding the amendment of Dr. Hill, said

that the phrase in Dr. Howell's resolution declaring that the
meeting welcomed the assistance provided by the Council in
suitable cases was practically an acceptance on their part of
Dr. Freyberger's appointment. He contended that theories
of the causes of death framed by a pathologist who had not
the opportunities of the practitioner in attendance on the case
would sooner or later lead to a miscarriage of justice.
Dr. HOWELL said.that he would alter the wording of the

phraEe to which objection had been raised.
Dr. JAM,Es B. IHOWIELL proposed that a letter should be

written to the Lord Chancellor stating the facts of the case.
Dr. FINUCANE said that they should approach the Lord

Chancellor througi the Home Office, and in that wAy deal
with the coroner's masters. They bad nothing to do with
the pious opinions of the London County Council, who were
not yet legielators.
Dr. JOHN GAY said that the proper course to pursue was to

approach the London County Council, who had given the
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coroner the instructions that were objected to by the meeting.
Dr. Howell's resolution expressed the feelings of those
present, and a deputation of medical men could put their
views before the LondonCo untyCouncil. The opinion even
of a counsel like Mr. Muir Mackenzie might not be the
opinion of the judge.

Dr. BEDFORD FENWICK proposed the formation of a

small Committeeto take the matter to the London County
Council, and afterwards, if necessary, to the Lord Chancellor.

Dr. DiCKINSON said that the meeting should indicate some

definite course to be carried out by the body to whom the
conduct of this matter was entrusted.
Dr. BIGGS said he believed the London County Council were

in sympathy with the views of the meeting, and that prac-

tically the old arrangement could be restored if application
were made to the County Council.
Dr. MACLEOD YEAR.SLEY having addressed the meeting,
Dr. HOWELL, after some further discussion, submitted his

resolution to the meeting altered in the following manner:
That this meeting of medical men summoned by the South-West London

Medical Society on January 2nd,I 903, while appreciating the great steps
that the London County Council have taken in the interests of public

health, view with great regret the action taken by the coroner of this

district in practically giving all the post-mortem cases to a pathologist
selected by the London County Council in direct opposition to the resolu-

tion of the Council, which declares "it is desirable that post-mortem exa-

mination in inquest cases of a special nature should be entrusted to a

specially-skilled; pathologist." This meeting further declares that it
would welcome the assistance of a skilled pathologist in suitable cases,
but protests strongly against the way inwlicih this resolution has been

interpreted in this district, as it has practically superseded the medical

attendant in ordinary cases, and this meeting respectfully asks the

Lolidon County Council to give the matter their serious consideration.
This was put to the meeting after Dr. Hill had withdrawn

his amendment, and carried almost unanimously, only one

vote being recorded against it.
Dr. GAY proposed that the matter should be put in the

hands of the Council of the South-West London Medical

Society to ask the London County Council to receive a depu-
tation.
This was seconded by Dr. BEDFORD FENWICK, and carried.
A resolution by Dr. HUGH WOODS that the Council should

have power to choose members of the deputation outside
their own number was duly seconded and carried.
The CHAIRMAN explained the financial circumstances in

connexion with the matter, and Dr. James Howell was elected

Honorary Treasurer for a special fund to be raised for the
purpose of defraying necessary expenditure.
Dr. HUGH WOODS suggested that an appeal should be made

to all members of the medical profession through the medical
press.
The meeting, which was of the most enthusiastic nature,

terminated with loud cheers for the Chairman.

THE TERMS OF APPOINTMENT OF CORONERS IN LONDON.
SIR,-The recent action of Mr. Troutbeck, Coroner for

South-West London, in employing Dr. Freyberger to perform

necropsies, from time immemorial given to the practitioner
first called to the case, has excited great dissatisfaction among

the medical men of that district. It would appear that Dr.

Freyberger holds some appointment-it is not quite clear
what-under the London County Council, and it may be that
the coroner's action is due to promises made by him when ap-

pointed to succeed the late Mr. Braxton Hicks. So it is just
possible that the coroner is not to blame in the matter, and
that the grievance lies at the door of the County Council.

I think, therefore, that the recent practice of the London
County Council of extorting-for it amounts to this-promises
as to their future official conduct from candidates for a

coronership open to very serious objections.
I am of opinion that it is illegal. The Local Government

Act of 1888, which transferred the right of electing the

coroner from the freeholders to the county councils, gave the
latter no more than the rights up to that time possessed by
the former. It could hardly be contended that the freeholders
ever enjoyed the right of demanding from candidates signed

promises. By what right then can their successors do so?
At the recent election of coroner for South-East London a

series of questions was put in writing to the candidates, and
it was stated that those selected would be required to signify
their assent to or dissent from the conditions it was sought to

impose on the new coroner, in addition to those laid down in

the Coroners Acts.
I enclose a copy of theEe questions, all of which I submit

with the exception of the first, which is unnecessary, being

.directly regulated by the above Acts, are improper and
illegal.

I would also commend this matter to the consideration of
the Coroners' Society.-I am, etc.,

BARRISTER-AT-LAW.
LONDONCOUINTY COUNCIL.
Appnintment of Coroner.

Propositions to which applicants for appointment as Coroner for the
South-Eastern District shonld be asked to agree, as approved by Subcom-
mittee of the Public Control Committee on December 2nd, 1902:

i. Shall you be prepared to furnish proof that you possess sufficient
land in fee in the County of London to satisfy the requirements of Section
xii of the Coroners Act, 1887 ?

2. Do you agree to give your whole time to the duties of the office, that
is, not to practise any other profession or hold any other public appoint-
ment ?

3. Are you prepared to resign the office of coroner on reachiing the age
of 70 years ?

4. The Council has resolved "That the salaries of ncwly-appointed
coroners continue to be calculated on a basis of not exceeding 3os. per
inquest until the salary reaches i1,35o,bu t that no salary be fixed or
revised above that amount unless the average number of inqiiests held
would, on a basis Of 218. per inquest, produce a higher salary." D) you
agree to accept the officer of Coroner of the South-Eastern District on this
ba is ?

5. The costs of coroners'inquests largely depend upon the discretion
exercised by the coroner.Wiil you be pr epared to exercise that discretion
in all cases, with a view to limiting the expenditure to such as is reason-
ably necessary?

6. Complaint has justly been made of the manner in which the jury are
summoned, and it is the Council's desire that as far as possible the juries
should be chosen strictly in rotation from persons in the parish eligible
for service, and where so sumimoned the Council has approved the pay-
ment of a fee Of 28. per juryman on application being made by the jury-
man for the fee. Are you prepared to see that these stipulations are pro-
perly carried out in the district ?

7. The Council desires that coroners' officers should be men serving in
the Metropolitan Police Force, and nearly the whole of the coroners
officers in London are in the police force. Are you prepared to only
appoint police officers and to exercise reasonable supervision over the
manner in which they perform their duties ?
8. It is believed that many inquests are held unnecessarily. Are you
prepared to hold inquests only in those cases in which preliminary in-

quiry has indicated an inquest to be desirable?
9. Are you prepared to entrust the post mortem examinations to a skilled

pathologist, as desired by the Council, in all cases except where you are
satisfied that the medical man connected with the case is competent to
make a trustworthy post-mortem examination?
Io. Do you agree to keep the records of inquests in your district in one
of the courts in your district provided for holding inquests, and to regard
such records as county records, and not as the properly of the coroner?
II. Do you agree to pay your deputy an agreed sum for each inquest he

may hold in the district, and if so what sum do you consider a reasonable
one?
I2. Should you be one of the candidates selected by the Committee for
recommendation to the Council, it will be necessary for you to state in
writing your agreement with these propositions. Are you prepared to do
this?

*** The wording of paragraph 9 of the above" propositions,'
to which the selected candidates for the office of coroner for the
South-Eastern Metropolitan District wvere required to sub-
scribe, differs from that of the resolution adopted by thel.on-
don County Council, as given by the Chairman of the Public
Control Committee in the statement which he made to the'
Council on December i6th, i902.1 That resolution ran as
follows:
That alleoroners be informed that in the opinion of the Council it is

desirable that post-mortem examiiinations in inquest cases of a special
nature should be entrustefI to a specially-skilled pathologist.
The" proposition," as will be seen, might be interpreted as

going a good deal further than this, although we must confess
that we do not fully grasp the significance of the word" trust-
worthy." We shouild like tohave some explanation of the
ambiguity from the Chairman of the Public Control Com-
mittee.
That Mr. Troutbeck is prepared to-go very far in the direc-

tion which he considers the Council to wish is apparent from
the report of an inquest published in a recent issue of the
Pimlico News. It was held by Mr. Troutbeck at the West-
minster Coroner's Court, and had reference to the death of a
widow whose room had caught fire. Dr. Freyberger was
called as a witness, and said that he had seen the body, which
bore the marks of very severe burns and a bruise on the fore-
head, as if she had fallen onher face; death was due to shock
from burns. The witness did not state that he had made a

post mortem examination, and from the wording of the report
it would appear that he had not done so, but had merely
inspected the body. We are informed that a lccal practitioner
was called by the police to the case, and carried out artificial
respiration for some considerable time; he was not, however,
called as a witness. We trust that the representations to be
made to the County Council as the result of the meeting
reported above may lead to a satisfactory adjustment of
this difficulty.

'IBRITISHI MEDICAL JOURNAL,. December 20th, 1902, P. '937.
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