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SIR,-I have followed with interest the correspondence

under the head of "Lady Health Visitors or Women
Sanitary Inspectors," and I think, perhaps, my experience
may be of interest, as I am one of the few women doctors
who has herself worked as an official health visitor.
I may say that my medical. qualifications are M.B.,
B.S.Lond., and D.P.H.Camb.

After receiving the latter diploma I wished to obtain
some first hand experience in public health work among
infants and children, and worked under Dr. Meredith
Richards, M.O.0. for Croydon. Here some portion of my
time was spent in visiting the homes of newly born
infants and endeavouring to give help and advice to their
mothers. In this work it was not my knowledge of
sanitary law that helped me most, but the knowledge
I had gained in my 'midwifery training and the post-
graduate work I had done in children's hospitals. Of
course, where there were obvious defects in the drains,
etc., these were reported to the sanitary inspector's office,
but no regular inspection was attempted by me as health
visitor.
The value of a woman in the capacity of a health visitor

lies in her.knowledge of the laws of health which must be
observed in order that an infant may thrive, and in her
possessing the tact and human sympathy by which she
-is able to induce the mother to obey these laws. To
understand an infant's needs requires a long training, and
the ideal qualification for a health visitor is a thorough
midwifery course, including work in the homes of the
poor, and added to this further training in a children's
hospital.- This being obtained, a very small knowledge of
drains and sanitary law will suffice, just enough to enable
-the health visitor to report anything which is obviously
wrong. For a woman to spend any portion of her time
as an ordinary sanitary inspector is a waste of good
material; a man can do that. A woman's province is
_person8, and above all children, and not thing8, and her
place is as a helper and adviser and not as an inspector
of nuisances, and if she acts ever so little in the latter
capacity it weakens her power in the former.
The difficulby is to get the class of health visitor which

I have indicated. The training is one extending over
three or four years, and the pay as a health visitor is
small and the work so arduous that few can do their
duty and continue at it for any length of time.-I am, etc.,
Kensington, W., March 23rd. WINIFRED WARNER.

SIR,-On perusing Dr. Lawrence's letter in the JOURNAL
of March 25th I cannot but feel that the difference between
us is to some extent one of terms and methods. We both
appear to want the same work done by our women officers,
but do not agree as to the way this can best be achieved
Dr. Lawrence thinks it can best be done by a woman
educated and holding oace as a sanitary inspector, while
I, and I think a good many more, believe that the training
of the sanitary inspector is- not well suited to produce the
best type of female official. Apparently this is the view
of the Local Government Board and its advisers, for in
your same issue it is noted that a bill has been introduced
by the President of the Board to enable local authorities
to appoint health visitors for the purpose of giving advice
as to the proper nurture and care of children under 5 years
of age, and as to the promotion of cleanliness. If it were
thought that a woman sanitary inspector was suited for
this work there would have been no necessity to introduce
such a bill, but as a matter of fact this ig simply a means
of giving force to a want long felt by those who believe
that in the future public health must develop on somewhat
different lines than it has done in the past.

Dr. Lawrence says:
Dr. Bostock Hill is wrong in thinking that I wish a woman to

supersede a man inspector in my department. I want to get
one properly trained to do the work that either her male col-
league cannot do at all because of their sex, or that for cognate
reasons they cannot do half so well.

I am pleased to have his assurance on this point,
because much of his criticism of the Sanitary Institutes
examination falls to the ground. This examination was
established to give woman an opportunity to sihow that
they had a general knowledge of what is called inspectors'
'work, and had at the same time acquired some insight into
matters which for a woman's work in hygiene some of us
think are more important, namely, elementary nursing,

the care of infants, etc. The syllabus of the examination
shows this, and I can assure Dr. Lawrence that not only
is just as much required at the examination from the
health visitor as from the inspector, but that the average
candidate- is, as far as I can judge, a better educated person
altogether. *
One other point raised by Dr. Lawrence deserves com-

ment-namely, the insufficient training required by the
institute. Let me at once say that 1 should like to see
an extended training, but in matters of this sort we must
hurry slowly." When qualifications in medicine were

first instituted, the training required was very different
from that now necessary. I hope that in tile near future
it will be possible to increase the demands on candidates
in this direction. I cannot, however, agree with Dr.
Lawrence that three months with a medical officer of
health would be a sufficient training for the work even
now demanded. Neither do [ attach much importance to
the opinion of the coach who has favoured Dr. Lawrence
with his view on the standard of the examination. The
last time I examined candidates for the institute two-
thirds of those who presented themselves at my table
failed to reach the necessary standard, so that apparently
many of them find it difficult to reach the alleged low
standard of the present time.

In conclusion, I would say that I think Dr. Lawrence
does not treat quite fairly my colleague, Dr. Louis Parkes,
when he purports to quote his final statement "that
women who have passed the institute's examination for
health visitor are no good as sanitary inspectors of a
public health department." I have referred to Dr. Louis
Parkes's letter, and find that what he says is as follows:
The title of " Lady Health Visitor " is not used by the Royal

Sanitary Institute, nor has the institute ever suggested that the
training or examination for women health visitors would be
appropriate for the post of inspector of nuisances.

The interpretation put on this by Dr. Lawrence is
hardly justified. The training of the two officers is quite
different, the scope of the examination is different, and, as
I believe, the work to be done by the officers h^s but little
in common.-I am, etc.,
Birmingham, March 27th. A. BOSTOCK HILL.

TEHE "NURSE" OR THE DOCTOR-WHICH?
SIR,-The question whether the doctor is to submit to

accept a position ancillary to the unqualified woman
practitioner has to be faced; it is one which affects nearly
every village in the kingdom.

Illuastrative of this the following. Being called in
urgently to a primipara, the wife of a well-to-do working
man in a comfortable cottage, I found she had frittered
away her energies in various ways, and that progress was
feeble and troublesome. The os was dilated and the
waters had mostly escaped "with a rush" some hours,
before I was called. With a good deal of trouble and by
aid of rather large doses of chloral hydrate I got the
patient to rest and to sleep, and some thirty hours later
the birth occurred. But whereas when I went the first
time the occiput was. in the usual position, when the birth
occurred the face was anterior and the perineum suffered.
This was no fault of the nurse, of course, at all; she did
her part very well, and seeing this I was content merely
to superintend, more especially as.1 came in only when
the head was partly through. So that I was up a great
part of two nights, I had to pilot the woman through the
period of inertia with aid of drugs, and I had to stitch up
a bad tear. In these circumstances I think it was not
discreditable to feel somewhat sore when I took my part
some six days later in the following conversation: "I think
nurse deserves very great credit." "Most certainly,"
I said, tentatively. Then she added: "Yes, the greatest
credit-for everything," with impressment. The perineum
repair is quite successful.
Which will the women of England choose-for I think

they must make their choice-the unqualified woman
practitioner or
February 13th. THE DOCTOR ?

PROPOSED AMENDMENT OF THE DENTISTS
ACT.

SIR,-Your editorial article with the above title, which
appears in the last issue of the BRITISH MBDICAL JOURNAL,

 on 24 M
ay 2023 by guest. P

rotected by copyright.
http://w

w
w

.bm
j.com

/
B

r M
ed J: first published as 10.1136/bm

j.1.2622.787 on 1 A
pril 1911. D

ow
nloaded from

 

http://www.bmj.com/

