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am satisfied that in this ae there are not these cir-
cumstances of aggmvation which are sometisaes met
with, yet there are many others in which the provi-
sions of this Act of Parliament, if infringed, might
lead to very serious consequences. I believe that it
does become necessary for the Commissioners to take
notice of every case in which the provisions of the
Act are infringed, and that it was their bounden
duty in this case to bring it prominently before the
court. You have endeavoured, as far as possible, to
atone to the law for havinig infringed it by obtaining
the necessary certificates. I feel it is necessary,
however, for the security of the public, and as a
waxning to others, to pass a sentence which, if the
offence be repeated, will not be by any means the
measure of the punishment of those who may here-
after infringe the law. I certainly feel, under the
circumstances, the provisions of the Act of Parlia-
ment being in my opinion so very important, that I
cannot do less than sentence you to a fine of twenty.
five pounds.

THE AMENDMENT OF THE VACCINATION
LAW.

A PAPER by Mr. Rumsey in the Social Science Review
of last month, contains some very able remarks
on this subject. It is universally admitted that the
present system is ineffectual in preventing small-pox,
and this partly from the neglect of vaccination, and
partly from the operation in many cases not being
well performed.

Mr.. Rumsey points out the mistake of separating
this part of preventive medicine from other sanitary
measures, instead of making it a part of a general
scheme for protecting the public health. The local
administration of vaccination should not be placed
in the hands of the Poor-law authorities, whilst the
appointment of medical officers of health and the
prevention of diseases are entrusted to local boards
of health and vestries. He points out that the Bill
proposed last session would have perpetuated the
most serious defects of the existing vaccination laws.
There was no provision in it for any systematic local
superintendence of vaccination. The duty of opera-
ting might with advantage be separated from that
of examining and certifying, and this latter be en-
trusted to a health officer, who should also superintend
the registration of births and deaths. One great
defect in the existing system is the omission of certi-
fication. It was proposed in the late Bill to transfer
from the private practitioner to the parent or
guardian the responsibility of forwarding the certifi-
cate for registration; public vaccinators were still
to be held responsible for the transmission of the
certificate to the registrar. Fines were to be en-
forced on parents and public vaccinators who did not
comply with these requirements. This plan would
never have worked well, the appointment of a pro-
secutor being left to the boards of guardians. With-
out apublic prosecutor all penal enactments in regard
to vaccination will remain practically a dead letter.
A compulsory vaccination act will not, in Mr.
Rumsey's opinion, ever succeed in this country. In-
direct compulsion mightwith advantage be exercised
by refusing admission into public schools or factories
or any kind of service, without giving proof of suc-
cessful vaccination.
Every ground of popular prejudice against vaccina-

tion should be avoided, and all reasonable facilities
and inducements given to the poor and their vacci-
nators.
The efficiency of the operation shoukl be con-

sidered as of far greater importance than the numeri-
cal relation of vacinations to births.

MEETING TO CONSIDER
THE

PROPOSITION OF THE COUNCIL
FOR THE REMOVAL OF

MR. I. B. BROWN.

THE monthly meeting of the Obstetrical Society of
London, held on the 3rd instant, was made special for
the purpose of considering the recommendation of the
Council of the Society in reference to the conduct of Mr.
I. Baker Brown, one of the Fellows of the Society.
The hour fixed for the meeting of the Society was

eight o'clock; but the members had begun to arrive
soon after seven; and long before eight all the seats in
the large room of the Society, which had been carefully
arranged for the convenience of the Fellows, and even
the standing places, were fully occupied. The Presi-
dent and Council entered the room at eight o'clock pre-
cisely, and found their way to the seats which had been
reserved for them. Among those present, in addition to
a large number of the Fellows resident in London and
the vicinity, were the following pracdtioners from every
part of the country; who, realising the great importance
of the occasion, and desirous to bear their part in this
solemn act of the Society, attended to hear, to judge,
and to vote upon the issue presented to them:-
John Archer, Esq., Birminigham; Dr. Armstrong,

Gravesend; Dr. Aveling, Sheffield; J. W. Baker, Esq.,
Derby; Dr. Blackett, Southwold; J. H. Bridgeman,
Esq., Enfield; Dr. Bright, Sydenham; G. D. Brown,
Esq., Ealing; J. M. Burton, Esq., Lee; Dr. Carless,
Woolwich; W. Chapman, Esq., Tooting; J. F. Clark,
Esq., Leamington; John Clarke, Esq., Lynton; W.
Collingwood, Esq., Maidstone; Dr. Coombs, Bedford;
Dr. J. Dickson, Jersev; Dr. Drage, Hatfield; J. Fowler,
Esq., Wakefield; W. J. Harris, Esq., Worthing; H. R.
Hayes, Esq., Basingstoke; Dr. Hayman, Eastbourne;
G. F. Hodgson, Esq., Brighton; Dr. C. Holman, Rei.
gate; Dr. H. M. Holman, Hurstpierpoint; T. S. Hut-
chinson, Esq., Newiugton, Sittingbourne; Henry James,
Esq., Weybridge; E. Leech, Esq., Pallant, Chichester;
Dr. Lovegrove, Sevenoaks; J. Macrae, Esq., Lewes; H.
F. Marley, Esq., Padstow; H. V. Martin, Esq., Staines;
Dr. Moorhead, Weymouth; A. Napper, Esq., Cranley;
A. P. Owen, Esq., Margate; D. Richards, Esq., Brigh.
ton; A. G. Roper, Esq., Croydon; W. Russell, Esq., St.
Albans; P. R. Sleeman, Esq., Clifton; Dr. W. J. Smith,
Weymouth; A. B. Steele, Esq., Liverpool; Dr. Suther-
land, Croydon; F. Symonds, Esq., Oxford; Dr. M. B.
Tanner, Brighton; D. Thorp, Esq., Maldon; R. Turner,
Esq., Lewes; Dr. T. J. Walker, Peterborough; J. Ward,
Esq., Epsom; G. H. Watts, Esq., Thatcham, Berks; H.
S. Webb, Esq., Welwyn; Dr. R. U. West, Alford; T.
Wilson, Esq., Alton; J. L. Worship, Esq., Riverhead,
Sevenoaks.
The Chair was taken by the President, Dr. 3. HALL

DAvIs, who, on opening the proceedings, said: We have
met here this evening specially, in pursuance of the no-
tice which I read at the last meeting ofthe Society,to con.
siderand vote upon a resolution which was notified at that
meeting. On that occasion, you will recollect that it was
the wish of the Sooiety that the grounds of the resolution
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should be circulated among the Fellows of the Society in
a connected form. That was promised to be done, and that
promise has been fulfilled; and it will tiow be for the
Society by their vote to express their opinion as to
whether the charges are well founded or not. Before
proceeding farther with the business, I shall mention
that the vote will be taken at nine o'clock this evening.
In the first place, the resolution will be proposed by MIr.
Seymour Haden, and will be seconde by Dr. Barnes;
then the reply of Mr.'Brown will be heard, and any other
remarks from other Fellows of the Society. Shortly before
the time of the ballot Dr. Barnes will reply upon the
case. The ballot will be taken in the next room, and it
must be distinctly understood that those gentlemen
who do not vote must be considered as voting for Mr.
Brown. The vote will be according to the rule to which I
have referred.
Dr. MUURRAY, Hon. Sec.: The rule is this:-" Whenever

there shall, in the opinion of the Council, appear cause
for the removal of a Fellow, the same shall be notified
by the President of the Society at the next ordinary
meeting, and a notice forthwith sent to every Fellow of
the Society, making the next meeting special, for the
purpose of considering suchl removal. If, on a ballot
taking place" (this is the part now which bearsupon the
present vote), " two-thirds of the Fellows present shall
vote for the removal, the President shall declare the
Fellow in question removed accordingly." Therefore,
those gentlemen who are present will be considered as
voting.

Dr. ROUTH: Allow me to ask you one question before
you proceed. [Cries of" No, no," " Order," and " Chair."]
The PRESIDENT: I now call upon Mr. Seymour Haden

to propose the resolution.
Dr. ROUTH: Mr. President, I wish to put one ques-

tion. [Cries of " Order," " Chair," " Sit down," and
great confusiQn.]

Mr. SEYMOUR HADEN: Mr. Chairman, as you have not
read the resolution, perhaps I had better do that before
I proceed with what I have to say. It is this:-" That,
in pursuance of the resolution of the Council notified to
the Society's General Meeting, March 6tb, Mr. Isaac
Baker Brown be and is removed from the Fellowship of
the Obstetrical Society of London." Now, if it should
be asked, and it will be very naturally asked, why a Fellow
who has never taken a part in any of the discussions of
the Society should come forward to move this very im.
portant resolution, I think, perhaps, the best answer can
be found in that very fact that he never has taken anv
part in any of the discussions of the Society, and espe-
cially with regard to the question before us. I may add
to that, that I have positively no knowledge of Mr. Baker
Brown-none whatever-that I have, therefore, no pre.
judices to blind me, nor any animosities to gratifv. I
think also it will be as well to state that I have no better
means of forming a judgment upon this case than any
otber Fellow of this Society. I have simply read various
publications upon the subject, many of which have been
contributed by Mr. Baker Brown himself; and I think]
may say that, upon the indictment drawn up against
himself by Mr. Baker Brown, and upon that alone, ]
came down to the Society and moved a resolution for his
expulsion. I wish to take at once upon myself the whole
responsibility of moving that resolution, because I am
perfectly conscious of having done it upon broad profes-
sional grounds, and without the smallest reference to Mr
Baker Brown or to any member of the Council whatever
It has never been my habit to mix in these angry dis.
cussions in the Council, and I am down here perfectly
unbiassed to move this resolution. Indeed, so entirely
is this the case that I may say I came without concer

with-without speaking even upon the subject to-any
body. Now if, as I think after wbat I have said, it wil
be adinitted I am not an improper person to move th4
tesolution, I think also tbat this Society- is the fittes

plce inwhich it eAn be brought forward. We have to
remember, gntlemeniwhat we are as the Obstetrical
Society of London-we have to remember that in
choosing the particular branch of medicine which we

follow, we have constituted ourselves, as it were, a body
who practise among women (because I suppose that
nineteen-twentieths of us do so practise); we have consti-
tuted ourselves, as it were, the guardians of their in.
terests, and in many cases, in spite of ourselves, we be-
come the custodians of their honour (hear, hear). We
are, in fact, the stronger, and they the weaker. They are

obliged to believe all that we tell them. They are not in
a position to dispute anything we say to them, and we,
therefore, may be said to have them at our mercy. We,
being men, have our patients, who are women, at our

mercy; and I think under those circumstances that if
we should depart from the strictest principles of honour,
if we should cheat and victimise them in any shape or

way, we should be unworthy of the profession of which
we are members ["hear, hear," and applause]; and
certainly unworthy of being Fellows of this Society.
[Loud cheers.] Now feeling this, and feeling the
urgent necessity for some such movement as we

are engaged in to.night, I think, without any breach
of confidence as to what took place at the Council,
I cannot do better than state wrhat happened when 1
brought the Resolution under their notice. I came

down, as I have said, wholly on my own responsibility,
having mentioned it to no one. I found the Council
engagedin endeavouring in everypossible way,apparently,
to meet Mr. Baker Brown upon less serious grounds
than those which ultimately became necessary. I sat
for two hours at that Council, and became perfectly coIn-
vinced that there was no way of dealing with Mr. Baker
Brown except by the Resolution which I have just read.
It was under those circumstances that I proposed the
Resolution, and that the Council adopted it emine con.
tradicente. At the same time, it is only fair to the
Council to state that after a couple of days' interval,
they, feeling the extreme importance of the measure

that had been proposed to them, called another meet.
ing of the Council actually with a view, if possible, to
hear objections and to arrive at some other result. But
it was impossible. After sitting for two hours more,
and twenty members of the Council being present, they
came to the resolution that there was nothing to be done
but to expel Mr. Bakier Brown. [Applause]. Now, having
carefully stated the action of the Council in this matter,
I must contrast it with what took place at the last meet-
ing in this room. The room contained, besides the Fel-
lows, some twenty-five or thirty or more visitors, who
were engaged the whole time in making a disturbance
and browbeating the Council. I wish 1 could say that
that had been entirely confined to the visitors. I am

sorry to add that there were one or two Fellows who
upon most 'unwarrantable grounds almost attacked the
President by invective, by appeals to the rights of the
British subject fcheers,andcries of" Order"] byevery con-

ceivable argument that was not under discussion at the
time; and that was positively illegal. The Council were

absolutely tongue-tied in the midst of all this initerrup-
tion; they could not without breaking the law open their
mouths; and the meeting actually began and ended by a

display, certainly of illegality on the part of the meeting.
[Cries of " No, no," and " Order"] I repeat it-we
were tied by the law and we had not the power of speak.
ing, and it was explained at the beginning of the meet-
ing that the Resolution was only notified as a resolution
to be brought forward at the next meeting, and that
there was to be no discussion on the subject. Therefore
the Council sitting quietly themselves -forced to sit
quietly under the law before them-were browbeaten in
the way I have described. I can state that with perfect
safety, for I know what was done by three or four fel-
lows only. It cannot oocur again; for I am persuadeds - -
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that the sense of this meeting*il prevent any stioc
interruption of the proceedings to-night. The time of
the Society is not at the disposEl of orators of thatt
stamp. [Hear, hear, and applause.] We are here on

our own matters, and we do not want discussions on

matters which have nothing to do with the subject in
hand. Now, having said that I think the Society is the

right place in which to bring forward the Resolution, I
will state what are the broad motives under which I

have thought it my duty to move it. I have already
stated that they are not in the least personal. The mo-

tives which have induced me to bring it forward may be
included perhaps in what I might call the growing in-
sensibility on the part of the profession to the inroads
of quackery, and its consequent decline in public opinion
-these are the reasons which have brought me here to-

night. The quackery of former days was comparatively
innocent to the quackery of the present time. It was
executed, whatever it was, by mountebanks outside the
camp who blew their trumpet, extra muros as it were,
and made bad jokes and gathered up a fewhalfpence,
and there the thing was at an end. But now, quackery
of the present day is dangerous in this respect; that
the quack of the present day has found out that he can

base his operations upon an actual professional legiti-
mate footing. He can obtain a degree; and from that
moment, if he does become a quack, he becomes one

of the most dangerous character. [Cries of" Question."]
It is the question. It is one of my reasons for bringing
forward this Resolution. Now, to show that I am not

so entirely wide of tlhe mark when I speak of the preva-

lence of the quackeries of to-day, I may perhaps-and
every Fellow of the Society will recognise the picture-
be permitted to draw attention to at least two forms of
quackery which strongly affect the Society. One of
them consists in the diagnosis of disease which has no

existence [applause]; in the layitng ofwomen upon their
backs for weeks and months together, and in daily mi.
nistrations, cauterisations, aud leechings, to people who
have literally nothing the matter with them. [Hear,
hear, and applause]. I say that that is a form of
quackery certainly not rife in this Society, thank God!
but it is carried on with great success by at least one, if
not more, members of the Societv. [Hear, hear.] The

other form of quackery, and the only other form to

which I shall,think it worth while to allude, is the one

under our immediate consideration. That form consists
(if I understand it) in the pretended cure of real disease
by means which have no foundation in philosophy or in
fact, and which in addition have more or less of a secret,
unpublishable, compromising character. I think that is
a fair definition of the form of quackery which we are

called this evening to consider. Now, the way this is
brought about is really very simple, and if the Fellows
present recognise the other form, I am persuaded they

will with still greawter ease recognise this. The plan is
this: a small house is taken-this may be done by one

man-some name is given to it at once. It is a," Hos-
pital for Women," or it is a "Home," or something of
that kind; it does not matter what it is as long as it
contains an appeal to women. We will say in this in-
stance it is a Home." Then three sets of appeals are

sent out in the form of circulars, and they are of this kind.
One is addressed to the middle classes, principally to
women; that appeal is for money. Another is sent out to
the upper classes, to the titled people, that is for patron-
age; that is for the long list of great names-headed in
this instance by the Princess of Wales-so little do these
patronesses know what they are about. That is the way
in which this long list of patrons is obtained. The third
appeal is to the clergy, and it is always couched in these
words, " for their co-operation in the good work." [Loud
laughter and cheers.] The next thing, all being prepared,
is to call a General Meeting, which consists of course

of the prtboter of the sehetnet and a few-a vet7 fewr-

other eo8bple bind B6me weak clergyman is sure to be
put in the chair, that is certAti. [Loud laughter.] After
certain speeches have been made, which have -very little
point in them, and really refer very litItle to the
matter in hand, the promoter of this grand scheme has
to speak himself; and unless he can announce to that
meeting something that nobody else can announce,
he has taken all his pains: in vain. Tberefore, he be-
gins in this tone:-" Two or three years ago I men-
tioned here that I thought we had discovered a !fact so

startling, that it almost made one afraid to think of it.
I stated that we thought we had discovered a cure for a
class of suffering hitherto regarded as perfectly hopeless.
I did not allude to the particular' class of disease then;
but I may mention it now. It comes under the head of
epileptic fits and hysterical mania. We have had many
cases brought here, which have been almost without
exception cured. The fit has vanished under surgical
treatment, having been proved to depend upon physical
causes. And so with regard to mania. We have had
cases of epilepsy and catalepsy where the patients have
been cut off from all social pleasures and habits, ex-
cluded from their own friends,put awayto distant places,
and yet, by God's mercy, we have proved them in this
institution to be curable. If we had done nothing more,
I should bless the day this institution was formed.
[Laughter.] We are never free from these forms of
epileptic fits, in which the patient falls down two or
three times a-day, often literally falling into the fire. A
surgical operation is performed, and the fit never re-
turns." [Laughter-.] Of course this is a speech not made
to medical men: it is made to the clergyman in the
chair, and to two or tbree other clergymen who are
listening. " Let us in this instance recognise the hand
of God's great goodness, proving that there is nothing
incurable if we seek the proper remedy." [Much lauqh-
ter.] Now, gentlemen, if I really ceased to speak at this
point after such impious balderdash as this. [Hear, hear,"
and Cheers.] I think I might sit down satisfied with
what I have said. But it is my duty to go a little
further. Having made these specious promises, what
wonder that some poor weak woman, or even that so-me
weaker man should take a wife or a daughter to the
Home and place her under the promoter of this scheme!
It is sure to happen; and what occurs there is simply
this. The patient is put under chloroform; the induce-
ment of course has been enlarged upon; the operation
is so verv trifling: it is a mere nothing perhaps, except
the cutting of a pile or the excision of a nerve. The
husband remains downstairs. The patient is taken up
and put under chloroform, and her clitoris cut out be-
fore she has recovered from the antesthetic. Down
comes the promoter of the scheme to the expectant
victim below; invites him to write a cheque for 100 or
200) guineas, or whatever it may be, before he leaves
the house. Now, if he object to this, which he is very
likely to do, I do not say that he is informed, but at all
events he is made to feel this:-" Your dauahter" or
"your wife", as the case may be, "has undergone a
disgraceful mutilation, because she has been given to
disgraceful practices: if you can afford to tell yotur
friends this, and to tell the man who is to marry her
that she has had her clitoris cut out, and that for dis-
graceful practices, well and good; but if you cannot af-
ford to tell them this, I think you had better pay the
money and say no more about it" [cries of "No, no",
." Oh, oh", and great uproar]. Yes. ["No, no."] What!
[Cries of"1 No, no,"" Chair," and great uproar.] I have
not that said this is done; I have said that the nature
and the end and the aim of this particular form of
quackery, is an operation which is in itself a mutilation.

lI will not call it an operation: it is a mutilation, and it
is in itself questionable, cotapromising, utnpublishable,

)-and therefore secret. Now, if I went so far as to say
that there was n differenee- between that and the prac.
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tico of the Messrs. Goss, or some such name,F.R.C.S.,
who stand between their patients and the door and tell
their patient they will expose him unless he pay a cer-
tain fee, I should be going a little further than tho facts
warrant me. I do not go so far as that; but I say that
by implication this is the nature of this mutilation, that
there are many women-ladies in this city-who are
dying to speak upon the subject, and dare not for
their honour. [Hear, hear, and sensation.] That
is what I mean. I do not mean to be unfair, or to
go one step beyond what the circumstances warrant.
But of that fact I am positively certain, that there are
many women who dare not speak of this: and that Mr.
Brown knows it well when he cuts out their clitorides
[Cheers]. Well, but after all, the question still remain-
ing is this-is this quackery? I shall prove before I sit
down, which will be very shlortly, that Mr. Brown him-
self confesses it to be quackery, and in this way; he
states all that I have read to you; but he goes muclh
further, and states a good deal more that I need not
read. But the end and aim of all that he states is, that
he cures insanity by a surgical operation. There can
be no doubt of that, and that the Home is, of all places,
the best-indeed it is the only place-at which this
beneficent treatment can be obtained. Mr. Brown un-
doubtedly says that which nobody can gainsay, that he
makes also a return of cases which are actually treated
in the Home. There is a table somewhere or other where
you have that return given, and it is perhaps just as
well that I should read those few entries. It is headed,
" Idiotcy and insanity, with cases." (Those are cases
treated in the home.) " Incipient insanity-suicidal
mania-many years' gradual illness-operation-cure.
R. P., mt. 39, siDgle; admitted into the London Surgical
Home October 22nd, 1861-several years' illness-two
months' insanity-operation-cure. I I was authorised
to admit her."' "Acute hysterical mania-operation-
cure; admitted into the London Surgical Home. Epi-
lepsy with dementia-operation-cure; admitted into
the London Surgical Home." "Epileptic fits with de-
mentia-operation-cure; admitted into the London
Surgical Home." Very well, then, Mr. Brown has dis-
tinctly asserted that he cures insanity in many of its
forms, at all events, by means of this operation. But
that does not prevent his writing a letter to Mr. Phil-
lips, the Secretary of the Lunacy Commissioners, to de-
clare that in no papers or advertisement issued or pub-
lished, has it ever been stated that females of unsound
mind had been operated upon, or admitted even into the
Home. [Hear, hear.] Now does not Mr. Brown him.
self admit that what lhe said previously is untrue?
Either he has cured these people, or the whole thing is
a sham. If he has not cured them, and if it is true thai
they have not even been admitted into the Home, as
one must believe him in something, I choose to believe
that when he wrote to the Lunacy Commissioners to say
that no case of insanity had ever been operated upon, oi
even admitted into the Home-I choose to believe tha
in that single letter Mr. Brown states the truth, and
therefore I think we have convicted him of quackery, and
that clitoridectomy is quackery. I have very little mor
to say. I think I have proved that I am not an unfi
person to have moved this resolution. I think that I
have proved that this Society is a fit place in which t(
have brought it forward. I think I have shown tha
there existed strong motives for any one interested ir
tbe honour of his profession to bring it forward. I thinl
that, if any of us have sons to bring up to this profes
sion, we shall ask ourselves, before we do so, whether i
is capable of maintaining its own honour, and what th
position in after days of those sons will be. As thing
stand now, if the vote of the Society this evening is ad
verse to the Council, I may say, for my own part, that
would not dream of bringing up sons to the profession
(Hear, hear.) On the part of the Council I tbink I an

warranted in saying that, after all the pains they have
been at, after the scrupulous pains they have taken,
after the labour they have been engaged in-all for the
honour and the welfare of the Society-if the vote to-

night is adverse to them, they will be obliged to regard
it as a vote of want of confidence. (Hear, hear.) They
will not do less-it is impossible they can do less.
Now the point is simply this; if this meeting should sup-
port Mr. Brown, it endorses his principles, and accepts
his acts. (Hear, hear.) That is the point. I entreat
you to let no casuistry of Mr. Brown's, or indeed of any
other speaker, interfere with your healthy understanding
of that point. That is the point. You endorse his
principles, and you accept his acts if you do not support
the Council to-night [hear, hear], and in future profes-
sional honour anid truth will be measured by the stand-
ard that you thus deliberately set up. [Loud and long-
continued applautse.]

Dr. BARNES. Mr. President, I think I never in my
life rose on a more painful occasion to myself, and never

have I listened to any argument more convincing to shew
the necessity of the steps that have been taken, than the
speech we have heard from Mr. Haden to-night-a man
who cannot for a moment be supposed to be actuated by
any other than disinterested motives, and motives con.
cerning simply the honour of the profession. Of course
it may be said, and we have had rumours about it, that
this movement has been started by professional rivals of

iMr. Brown. Now, if it were possible for me to express
in words the utter scorn which I should imagine any

iman of honour would feel in rivalling Mr. Brown
[laughter], I would try to do it if possible. There is no
motive of the kind: and I may state this, that one or two

Imembers of the Council, who may have been in personal
conflict with Mr. Brown, took no part whatever in the

Iproceedings-they were not present, or if present, they
.took no part in the matter. It was the spontaneous ex-

.pression of opinion forced upon the Council, which they
had no means whatever of evadinig if they did their duty.
As for this imputation of personal motives, I say once

lfor all that we repudiate it in toto; and not only that,
.if there be any imputation at all, it must lie with the
3friends and svmpathisers of Mr. Brown. Our opposition
tis directed entirely against a gross infringement of pro-

fessional honour-a most shameless and abandoned
*course of profligacy and falsehood; and if these things
*are associated with any individual, our opposition is
Iagainst them, and our hostility goes no further than that.
BNow is there anything personal in this matter? I say

that Mr. Brown's friends are the persons actuated by
personal motives, because they prefer the screening of

san individual to the honour of the profession. [Hear,
t hear.] Now I would say a word or two, for the time
swill not permit me to go fully into this matter. I will
ecall the attention of the meeting carefully to the charges
Ymade by the Council against Mr. Brown, and to his
r attempted replies. I may say, in the first place, that
Lt the reason why it was not thought necessary to publish
d these matters was, that they had already been pub-
d lished, and those published matters contain Mr. Brown's
e own replies. The charges were made distinctly by Dr.
it West, in language which no man could mistake, and by
Ia man of the most unimpeachable honour and integrity.
lo No man in this country is more honourably distinguished
t for his moral courage, for his truthfalness and accuracy,
n than Dr. West; and to place a statement of Dr. West's
k against a statement of Mr. Brown's is the most astonish-
- ing thing that ever occurred in my professional experi-
it ence. [Laughter.] Dr. West distinctly made a charge,
Le and that charge was deliberately and carefully answered
as by Mr. Brown in the quietness of his own study, and of
1- course with all the appliances of leisure and thought to
Ieo the best case he could make. There it was; it was
a. part of the published matter upon which we went, and
m that published matter wzas Mr. Brown's own defence, and
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that own defence I consider to be his condemnation or a s
part of it. Then there was the correspondence with the a
Lunacy Commissioners. There was an accusation, and t
there was a defence-anything more complete than that t
could not be. INow, this thing must occur to everyone.

There was the defence. Was that defence true or false?v
If it were true, it did not require another explanation;
but if another explanation were made, one or the other a
must be false. Now, Mr. Brown, on his own shewing to
the Lunacy Commissioners and the others, was already .
on the horns of a dilemma. He had already stated, as

Mr. Haden showed, that he had published cases of cure

which had never been admitted into the Home at all,
according to his statement to the Lunacy Commissioners;
or else he has told a falsehood to screen himself from
legal proceedings; one or the other must be false. Then
there is a third statement. He is tossed upon the two

horns of a dilemma of his own creation; and now how

will he be better off by falling upon the horns of a tri-
lemma of his own creation? The thing is this. The
truth is the only thing that has the property of oneness;
any deviation from that must be subject to differences.
We were told in our younger days that two things re-

sembling a third thing, if they were equal to one another,
must be equal to the third thing. Now, here we have
had these explanations, and they do not agree ; therefore,
there is falsehood somewhere, and it does not concern

us, the Council, to determine exactly where that false-
hood lies. The bare fact cannot be denied. Mr. Brown
says in case No. 1, " I beg distinctly to state," (but I
must say I never saw a distinct statement from Mr.
Brown on any occasion whatever, it is always couched in
something dark, or something mysterious, or something
admitting of some doubtful explanation) " that no such
attempts have ever been made by me." These "at-
tempts" relate to the accusation by Dr. West that he had
used means to excite the attention of non-medical per.

sons, and especially of women, to the subject of Self-
Abuse in the Female Sex. Mr. Brown denies that.
Then he goes on to say in the next line, "MMy writings
bave always been addressed to the profession," as if he
made a distinction between his writings and his other
publications. Are not his speeches to those weak-minded
clergyman that we have heard of, and to others that
Mr. Haden has referred to, publications? Have we

not had the most distinct appeals made to them?
Have we not had pamphlets sent round to the pro-

fession, and speeches made containing the most dis.
gusting particulars, circulars sent roun'd from his own

house-a thing that no professional man that I know
has ever yet ventured to do [htear, hear]-begging for
subscriptions, and enclosing this paragraph of the Times,
with an alteration of a few words? Then he has the as-

surance to say," I begf distinctly to state that no such
attempts have ever been made by me." That is the first
point; and I might go through them all and show that
there is not a single point brought forward by the Coun-
cil in their charge that has been honestly and straight-
forwardly denied. The next point is too important to

pass over. He says: "I entirely deny operating upon

this patient without her cognisance." That refers to the
case in whichhe was accused of doing this by Dr. West.
Upon that point Dr. West reiterates, from his own per.

sonal knowledge, that it was the case; and I think Mr.
Brown willhardly get out of the matter by saying that
he had a private compact with his patient, without the
cognisance of her medical attendant or her husband,
and that she" sold" him [sen8ation]. I think that would
hardly meet the difficulty of the case. More than that,
Dr.West does not base his accusation upon that point.
He says: "' I state this deliberately, because I know that
this is by no means a solitary instance of the removal
of the clitoris by Mr. Browp without the consent, with-
out the knowledge, of the patient and her friends." How
does Mr. Baker Brown think to escape from that? He

simply states that that most direct, most positive affirm-
ation of Dr. West is a vague statement, not worthy to
to be gone into. I ask Mr. Brown here if he will deny
that fact in this room ? if he will say here that he never
operated upon a patient without the knowledge of the
patient herself, or of her friends, or of her husband?
I think he dare not say it; and if he did, I think twenty
men in this room would confute him on the spot. And
yet he ventures to say that this cannot be answered,
because itis too vague a statement, and because Dr. West
has an aniinus, or malice, against him. Here again
there is the same want of veracity in this matter, when
he accuses Dr. West of having recommended clitoridec-
tomy; of having cauterised the clitoris of a woman; of
having, in fact, by carrying on analogous practices, sanc-

tioned the principle of Mr. Baker Brown's own operation.
Is that true? Dr. West emphatically denies it-dis.
tinctly, and without the slightest equivocation. Dr. West,
we know, is a master of language; he knows exactly
the force of what he says, and there is no mistake about
what he means when you have his words before you.
And I may say here, that accuracy of language is often
simply the exponent of accurate ideas of truthfulness
and accuracy, and in that respect there is a remarkable
contrast between Dr. West and Mr. Baker Brown. He
says here that he distinctly denies that statement; axd
when Mr. Brown is driven into a corner to explain this
point, he says, " if I am correctly informed"; and his
correct informant is a nurse [laughter.] Now, I do not
say that a nurse may not tell the truth; but it does not
rest upon the statement of a nurse; it rests upon Mr.
Baker Brown's evidence when he comes to the point.
It is this. He has a prescription of Dr. West's-" 5 grains
of nitrate of silver in an ounce of water" [loud lauqhliter]-
and that is the cauterisation which he accuses Dr. West
of applying. There is no mistake upon that point; it
is not the statement of the nurse. Then there is the
case of Mrs. Peaty. We need not dwell very much on

that point, because it is really not very important. The
great reason why the Council placed it in the published
matter was this, that it had gone before a public court
of law; it had gone into ali the daily papers that this
form of clitoridectomy-mutilation-without the know.
ledge of the patient or the husband, had become a

matter of public scandal, and that was one reason why
the Council could not pass it over-why we were com.
pelled, in vindication of the honour of the Society, to
bring it forward. But Mr. Brown cannot even

make a reply without some indirect statement. He says
here that the operation was performed in the usual way
at the Home, in the presence of her own medical man,
Dr. Taylor, with whom she had resided before her mar-

riage. Now, we have a letter from Dr. Taylor, which I
will ask the secretary to read.
The SECRETARYt. This letter is dated 139, Queen's

Road, Bayswater, April 3rd, 1867. "To the President
of the Obstetrical Society. Sir, May I take the liberty
of calling your attentioni to a mistake of Mr. Baker
Brown's in Nos. 12 and 13 of his reply to the remarks
of the Council of the Obstetrical Society? Mr. Brown
there states that I was present at the operation per.
formed on Mrs. Peaty as ' her own medical man'-thus
implying that the operation was with my consent. Now,
I never attended Mrs. Peaty, either before or on that
occasion, and my presence at the Home as a student in
ovariotomy was no unusual occurrence. Indeed, I was
surprised at seeing Mrs. Peaty there, not having seen

her since the time of her marriage nearly twelve
months before. May I ask the favour of your making
this known to the Fellows of your Society? and believe
me to be, witb much respect, your obedient servant,

IJ. Taylor, M.D."
Dr. BARNES: Now, there was another point on which

we insisted very much, because it goes to the root of all
honourable professional intercourse. When one medical
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man meets another, no matter whether consulting pro-
fessionally or in any other way, we expect to find perfect
confidence and candour between those two men as tc
what is going On. [Applatusc.] No man should venture
to perform an operation in the absence or without the
knowledge of the other person who is there; and yet
Mr. Baker Brown attempts to justify that charge by
saying, " I operated entirely on my own responsibility;'
for that is what he says: "and in my opinion a consult.
ing surgeon is bound to do so, having regard both to the
welfare of the patient and the position of the practi.
tioner." That might be so under certain circumstarnces,
but the cases are very different in some respects. If a
medical man is in a room with another who is the ordi-
nary medical attendant of the patient, and who perhaps
enjoys the patient's entire confidence, and is her per.
sonal friend as well as medical attendant, if an operation
of this serious nature-mutilation, for it can be called
nothing else, is to be performed without the consent of
that medical man; when it is all over, and by and by
disappointment arises, then the patient and friends
begin to find fault, and consider who was in fault. She
says, "There was my friend, my ordinary medical attend.
ant: why did not he protect me from this mutilation ?"
The medical attendant says, "It was done by Mr.
Brown on his own responsibility. I had nothing to do
with it." Is that an answer? I ask if any woman or
person in the world would accept that as an answer or
a vindication of a medical man who had been deceived
or compromised against his own will? [Applause.] The
proper course is, it appears to me, Mr. Brown, and it
must appear so to every honourable man, that if a sur.
geon feels that he iB moraily bound by his own convic.
tions to carry out his own practice and his own opera-
tion, he should say so plainly to the medical attendant,
and give him an opportunity of retiring, or protesting,
or placing the case fairly before the friends of the pa-
tient, and leaving them to decide whose advice they
will follow. But it is not the case. Here we have it,
on Mr. Brown's own statement, that he compromises the
medical man by his own presence-operates in secret, on
his own responsibility, in fact, and entirely ignores the
presence of the medical attendant who was there.
That, I think, goes pretty nearly through the main
points. The explanation with regard to the Lunacy
Commissioners is one which I can hardly venture to
characterise among a society of gentlemen. [Hear,
hear.] I hardly know how to refer to it in terms which
are sufficiently within the bounds of conventional
speech, and yet to do justice to the matter. Mr. Baker
Brown is written to by the Commissioners of Lunacy to
ask for an explanation of a paragraph that appeared in
the Times; and he writes to them saying that this para-
graph appeared without his knowledge and consent, was
furnished by a person indifferent to him, and that he
took means, which he hoped would be successful, to cor-
rect the mistake. Now, was there any correction in the
Times? Wm-.±be Editor of the Times ever written to
calling upon him to explain that the Surgical Home was
not open for the reception of females of unsound miind?
No. The Editor of the Times was written to. But the
anonymous author of this paragraph, whom we do not
know, was plainly connected with the press, but he is
evidently not a responsible Editor of the Times; but
whether that be so or not, the answer is given that Mr.
Brown has taken steps which he hoped to be successful to
correct the serious error; but upon that the Commis-
sioners, knowing their man, probablysay: This willnot do
for us. We want a distinct denial that those patients
are admitted to the Home, and that we must have, be-
cause we bave it from your own resident-surgeon that
theae cases have been admitted into the Home. There
is the fact. The resident-surgeon says they hlave been
admitted; his own book says they have been admitted;
and yet he answers ooolly, No cas6 of the kind hu. been

admitted except one, which was sent off immediately to
Hanwell. Then an attempt is made to say that this
statement refers to a particular period, and that what
was meant was that no such patient was admitted withini
a year. Is that the case? The BRITISH MEDICAL
JOURNAL, quoting that very paragraph, says: "The pro-
fession will now understand that no case of insanity has
been admitted to the Home or cured by this operation
of Clitoridectomy." That was in the published prints.
Did Mr. Baker Brown deny that? Did he say, " Yes,
there have been cases there"? He did not venture to
say that because that might not suit even the Commis-
sioners; therefore, he was silent upon that point, and
he took credit with the public of having cured cases of
insanity, yet to screen himself from legal proceedings
he denies it before the Commissioners; he thinks be is
safe by a sort of protesting of the plea of not guilty. A
man is accused of a heinous crime, no matter wbat it is,
and before the jury or judge he pleads not guilty; and
Mr. Baker Brown thinks that a fiction of that kind will
serve him here, because he has applied to his attorney,
who advises him to write and say, You have had no cases
of that sort in the asylum. [" No, no."] I will read
the letters. We will have that very clear.
The PRESIDENT: I wish to remind you that the ballot

will commence at nine o'clock for the convenience of
those gentlemen living at a distance who may wish to
leave the meeting at that hour.

Dr. BARNEs: I will not detain the meeting one
minute.
The PRESIDENT: I am reminded by the Secretary that

I must give the names of the scrutineers. They will
be Dr. Parsons and Dr. Tanner, if they will kindly con-
sent.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: But you cannot pretend not to

allow me to make a single observation to that; you can-
not pretend to go to the vote, having heard the charges,
without hearing my reply to them.
The PRESIDENT: Your reply will be heard directly.
Dr. BARNES: Mr. Baker Brown will allow me to say

he bas already made two replies; they do not agree one
with the other, and he may make a third if he pleages,
but I doubt if he does whether it will agree with the
others. [Laughter.] Now I was saying that the soli.
citor advises him to tell a falsehood, and he told
that falsehood to screen himself from the heavy
charge; for his answer was taken in that sense by
the whole of the profession and the world, and he
ought then to have answered these points if he could
fairly have answered them. I will say orne word
more before I sit down on the quotations from the
medical journals, on which he insists very much. We
have inserted here the leading articles from several
journals-the Lancet, BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, and
lMledical Times. These were parts of the published
matters which undoubtedly guided us in framing this
charge; theywere published matters long before the
meeting of this year. They contain distinct charges, and
they were expressions of professional and public opinion,
which showed us that there was no alternative but to
bring this matter before the Society. It threw the
matter upon our honour, therefore we could not re-
sist it.
The PRESIDENT: The scrutineers will retire in order

to examine the ballotting papers.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: But, Mr. President, may I not be

allowed to say a word in reply after the speeches from
the mover and seconder, which have lasted an hour?
A FErLLow: I think it would be a monstrous unfair-

ness of you to allow the advocates of the proposition to
have the entire say. [Cries of" order" and cheers.]
The PRESIDENT: It is not so. I said at the com-

mencement that Mr. Brows would have a reply, and
that Dr. Barnes would have the final reply on the whole
se. --. ..
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The SEoETARY: I may mention, that the ballot-box
will not plose until every speiker has spoken. It is
only for the convenienee of those gentlemen who wish
to go into the country, and who have made up their
minds one way or the other. [Hear, hear.]

Dr. BARNES: One word more. That article in the
Medical Press insisted upon so muoh, was published
after our proceedings; therefore it was not part of the
published matters, and we could not possibly have any-
thing to do with it. I have only one word more. If
we have any regard for the honour of the profession
and for the expression of public opinion; if we desire
to have the Society held in the slightest respect, we
must act in this matter. It is impossible not to see
that. It is impossible that those who have devoted
most time and most attention to the affairs of the
Society can possibly go on, if this imputation of appear-
ing to sanction proceedings of this kind rests upon
them. There is no doubt of this fact, that the Society
is used by Mr. Brown in encouraging the public to
think that this is a professional and legitimate matter.
[Hear, hear.] The profession will judge by the voice of
the Society in this matter. They cannot do otherwise.
We have put ourselves forward as the exponents of pro-
fessional opinion in this matter, and as we pronounce,
so will be the judgment of the public; and, I say, that
we cannot, unless we are prepared to bow our heads in
shame and degradation, go on as we have been doing,
without speaking on the subject. [Loud applause.]
Mr. BAKER BROWN: Mr. President and gentlemen, I

am glad at last that I have an opportunity of speaking,
for I think that you will agree with me-all those who
have not made up their minds already what to do before
they have heard my reply-that never in the whole his.
tory of medicine was such an unfair proceeding taken as
has been taken by the Council in this matter. I have
been charged with all sorts of offences. They have met
in secret Council again and again. They have never inti-
mated to me in the slightest degree what their eharges
were. [Cries of " Oh, oh."] They have never, if you
observe, called me before them to ask what explana-
tion I could give to-night. [Loud cries of "Oh, oh,"
" Chair," and confusion.] I appeal to the sense of the
meeting for common fairness. [Hear, hear.] I say
they have left out to-night one of the gravest charges,
and why ? because my answer completely upsets their
accusation against me for want of truth. The whole of
this hinges upon the neglect of the Council in investi-
gating the subject of clitoridectomy as scientific men.
Instead of examining the subject, which I challenged,
them to do again and again, they have neglected it, and
tried to get rid of it by expelling me. Now, gentlemen,
it is not a question that concerns me. It is of no mo-
ment to me whether I am in the Society or not. I re.
puidiate the insinuation, which is as unfounded in fact as
it is ungenerous, of Dr. Barnes. I made nothing from the
Obstetrical Society; and I should apprehend, after what
has passed to-night, that it will not tend to the honour of
anybody to belong to the Obstetrical Society. ["Oh, oh".]
I say so distinctly. You have heard the mover to-night
say, that there are other men, Fellows in our Society,
having a secret practice. Why do not you fix upon
them? [A voice, " One at a time," " Hear, hear," antd a
laugh.] Why not cleanse your own Council of secret
operations, and make them pure, before you attack me?
I have not received fair play. If you had called me
before your Council and said, "'We do not think this is
right, we will pass laws which we think better," while I
remained a Fellow of the Society, I would hi,ve obeyed
those laws, or have left the Society. But if it had not
been for the last meeting of the Society, what would
have been the consequence? I should never have heard
the charges until to-night. You would never have
known what they were. They were some mysterious
charges made against me affecting my honour, and I

never should have known them if my friends had not
come down at the last meeting and insisted on their be-
ing published, and you have all heard them; and are
there any charges which can justify expelling a Fellow
from the Society? I maintain there are not: and if I
may judge from the sympathy which has been mani-
fested for me, and from the number of letters that I
have received from men whom I do not know and whom
I have never met, I believe that if you were to poll the
Society by proxy papers they would be with me, feeling
that I have not had common fair play as an English.
man. Youl never yet heard of any man being con-
demned without being heard. You never heard of any
man being called a thief, a liar, or a murderer, without
his being called up to state whether it was true or not.
But you heard to-night from Mr. Haden, whom I have
not the honour of knowing, that he made up his mind to
move this motion of expulsion without ever having
heard one word of my reply.

Mr. SEYMOUR HADEN: Not at all; I have read your
reply.

Mr. BAKER BRowN: It was known in London a fort.
night ago that you were the mover of this resolution,
and you never heard my reply.

Dr. BARNES: This is your reply (holding up the
pri-nted replies).
Mr. BAKER BROWN: I hope you will maintain order,

Sir, when I am speaking [hear hear]. My friends have
kept order during the speeches of the mover and se-
conder of this motion. I maintain that I am standing
in a position no man ever occupied in this Society be-
fore [ironical cheers]. I say there is not a single man,
not even Dr. Barnes himself, who has been as open in
his practice as I have been. There is not one man in
the profession who has stood up, as I have done, and
shown his practice openly. Mr. Haden has scandalised
and slandered the Home in the most shameful way pos-
sible. I say that the way in which he has described the
proceedings there is untrue from beginning to end [Mr.
Haden, No, no!] [Great confusion.] I maintain that
my late colleagues in the room have all performed this
operation. I maintain they will all assert that I never
did the thing that I have been accused of doing; that I
never went down and demanded a fee from a husband
or father. There were no fees demanded at the Home.
It is a gross scandal upon the Home, and upon all those
gentlemen associated with me. In that Home there
have been, according to the entry-book, 3,417 entries of
medical men who have visited it in the last seven years
since its formation; I do not consider that they are the
signatures of 3,417 individual men, for many gentlemen
have been there again and again, much oftener than
they state; but if I did the thing in secret, if I had
practised quackery, why should I invite all the profes.
sion to come and see me? Why should they come
witbout an invitation? Why have they come from the
north, from the south, the east, and the west; from the
Antipodes, from Australia, from Sydney, from Mel-
bourne, and from every state in America, why have they
come? They would not come unless they saw every-
thing really professional. Has not my work been open ?
Has it been secret? I deny the charge. I have done
nothing in secret. I deny the charge of untruthfulness.
My writings have been as open as Dr. Barnes's have
been, and as practical as his have been; and it is not
true to state that I have been secret. I have been open.
I have come to the conclusion that the operation of
clitoridectomy was a justifiable operation,-not my oper-
ation, recollect, gentlemen, but an operation, as Dr.
Haden showed, that has been practised from the time
of Hippocrates, and has been mentioned by all writers
since that period again and again. Why, at your
own Society's meeting there were instruments in the
room, I think, of Dionis, invented on purpose for clito,
iideotoawy [cries of Oh.! oh .j3.

I
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Dr. BARNEs: For circumcision.
Mr. BAKER BROWNN: Clitoridectomy is nothing more

nor less than circumcision [cries of Oh! oh!]. You
may say, " oh I oh !" but I maintain that clitoridectomy
is neither more nor less than circumcision [loud laughter,
hisses and groans]. I have heard the same noises before
in this room. I have heard the same noises before
within ten years, when a man dared to get up and say
that the speculum ought to be used. Why, look how
my friend, Dr. Henry Bennet, was met in this room,
because he dared to use a speculum in examining a
woman's uterus. How did they treat him? Did not
these very men try to ruin him ? Did not they condemn
him, and write him down [cries of No, no !]. They did;
and yet my friend Dr. Bennet's practice has proved to
be a standing practice in the profession [A Voice: He
is not your frienad.] [Order, order!] At all events, he
is a distinguished mnember of the profession.

Dr. BARNES: I admit that he is my friend, and can.
not, therefore, be yours.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: There is no personality at all

manifested in the seconder of this motion. Then, again,
take the case of ovariotomy. Who has forgotten the
attacks that were made in this room upon ovariotomy,
and the manner in which the men were scouted from
the profession who dared to perform that operation?
And was not I browbeaten in my own hospital?
The PRESIDENT: This is not the question.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: Not the question ?
The PRESIDENT: We shall be all night if we are to

go into these matters.
Mr. HADEN: It is no answer to the charges.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: It appears to me to be the

question.
A FELLOW: No, it has nothiug to do with the question.
Mr. BAxER BROWN: I say I have stood the brunt,

that I am now standing, before; I have been accused
of doing unprofessional acts in ovariotomy, and my own
immediate colleague in St. Mary's Hospital threatened,
so I was told, that the bodies should be exhumed; and
yet, gentlemen, has he not become an ovariotomist?
Dr. TYLER SMITH: It is untrue. I say there is no

foundation for that whatever.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: Is it true, or not, that you did

not sanction ovariotomy in the hospital while I was
there? [Question, question!]
The PRESIDENT: That has nothing to do with the

question.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: I am at a loss to understand why

it has not. It appears to me that it has a great deal to
do with the question. I say if you discuss the question
whether clitoridectomy is an operation formed upon
pure physiological facts, investigate it like men. Dr.
Tanner brought a paper forward in a scientific proper
way, and he declared it was a question which must be
considered, and which could not be passed by in the
profession. [Cries of "IVo, no."] Did not he say so,
and did not everybody then present give hiim credit for
honesty of work? That has been all lost sight of now.
If clitoridectomy is so bad, lhave a meeting of the So.
ciety, like men; call a meeting especially to consider it,
or have a special council. Have a committee. I asked
for a committee. [" That is not the question."] I asked
for a committee again and again. I asked for a com-
mittee, and it was not granted. Is that the way to meet
the subject? If the operation is so bad, and so un.
founded in practice, then ignore it and come to a proper
determination upon it. If you, as a Society, say it is a
subject which cannot be treated, it is not an operation
which can be performed; then come down and say so,
and if I perform it afterwards expel me.
The PIESIDENT: It is the manner in which you per-

form it. It is the manner in which the operation is per-
formed, not the operation itself.
Mr. BAxEDt BROWN: Who is to decide it? ["We are

to decide it."] Will you tell us what your ethical laws
are? Will you tell me that my practice has been dif.
ferent from that of any man in this room now
who performs clitoridectomy? Have I differed from
them? I have not done so. Talk about examples! Look
at craniotomy! Look at the man who destroys a child!
He does not send down to ask the father if he may do
it, but he does it if he thinks it right.' [Mr. HADEN:
Question, question.] It is the question, Mr. Haden. I
say, if you condemn the operation of clitoridectomy and
call it quackery, be honest men, and have it investigated
scientifically. I am no more a quack than you are, or
any one in this room. I am as highly educated anid
have done as honest work as any of you have done in
this room. I am not the founder of a small " Home".
I founded St. Marv's Hospital, or at all events I took
the largest share in it; and this little house that you
speak of has fifty beds in it, and is open to the whole
profession. You, sir, came in-the seconder came in.

Dr. BARNES: I beg to say I went there once and did
not go again.

Mr. BARER BtROWN: It is not a secret place; every.
body can come in who is a qualified man, and who writes
his name down, and many come in who do not put their
names down; but that is not my fault. If I do wrong
condemn me; but not without hearing me. If I am not
fit to be in this Society, give me your reasons. Why,
you have given me no reasons. [" Oh, oh.'" That is a
matter of opinion. I say you have given me no reasons.
You have given me twenty pages of matter of other
menSs accusations; but have you put one single word in
my favour in these charges? have you put one single
reply of mine to the charges made against me? Why
am I to be condemned about what Mr. Haden says?
Surely I know as much about the pliysiology of the fe-
male genitals as Mr. Haden does. Have not I done it
openly? Look at St. Mary's Hospital. Who was the
first that performed ovariotomy and all other operations
on the female genitals publicly? I contend I was. Am I
a quack and secret? I scout the charge. Iam an open and
honest worker. I have fought the battle for the profes-
sion in a great many things-not only in ovariotomy,
but other things too; and have had to bear the brunt
and the burden of the day. There are men in this
room who will continue the practice in spite of what you
are doing. I know one man in the hospital says he will
do it in defiance of you, and he is a member of your So-
ciety, and one of your own Council is constantly physi-
cian to it. He is doing the very things for which you
condemn me. [" AName ! name !"] I hope the gentle-
man is here. H-Ie is not ashamed of it, and is able to
give his name himself, I tell you as a fact. [Loud
cries of" Name! name !"] There is no confidence at all.
I will give you the name if you think it necessary.
['; Give the name."]J
Dr. SAVAGE: Speaking on behalf of some gentlemen

who are sitting round me, I may state that we desire
that Mr. Brown should have an uninterrupted hearing.
With regard to names, it is a matter of opinion whether
they should be mentioned. There were no interruptioiis
made to the previous speakers, and I think we ought
to hear what Mr. Brown has to say.

Dr. WYNN NVILLIAES; Mr. Brown should not make
assertions that lhe has no means of proving.

Dr. OLDrASI: I think it will be a wise thing on the
part of the Society to allow Mr. Brown to speak with.
out interruption [hear, hear]; and we shall finish what
we have to do to-night far better. It will be better both
for Mr. Brown and ourselves if we listen to his state-
ments.
Mr. BAKER BRaWN: I am glad ,at last, I have an op-

portunity of being heard quietly. I need not tell you I
stand here in a very painful position, and it is not kind
to interrupt me; it is not manly to interrupt me; for no
man c4u talk when he is interrupted so repeatedly as I

1,

rApDS 6, 1867.-402
 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.1.327.395 on 6 A

pril 1867. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://www.bmj.com/


Api -16.

have been to-night. I thank Dr. Oldham for his ge4e.
rous interposition, and will detain you as shortly as I
can. I have performed the operation because I believed
it to be a justifiable operation. I have done it to the
best of my judgment, and in a way which I considered
professional. I may err; we all may err; but if I have
erred, call me before you and show me where I have
erred. You have not shown me yet. Show me laws
which shall govern your Society, ethical laws, and I will
promise while I remain a fellow of this Society to obey
them; but do not condemn me upon somethingf which
does not exist. The opinions of the Council are not
the opinions of the profession. I am asked to believe
that there has been no injustice and no personality.
Why, gentlemen, I have in my pocket a letter from a

gentleman who was written to by a member of the
CounCil to ask him to come up and vote; and his re-
mark was, the case must be a very bad one if it wants
whippers-in. It is well known, that every effort has
been made by the Council to bring voters up; and they
have now put forth a threat, which we have heard twice
repeated to-night, that, if the motion is not carried, the
Council will resign. Surely, their case must be a very
weak one, and they must have a sense of injustice in
their hearts towards me, if they can throw out those
threats. If the case is so plain, there surely can be no
need for using those extraordinary measures against a
fellow of the Society. The proceedings have been most
unjust against me from the beginning to the end; and
I have not had a fair opportunity of defending myself.
I should not to-night have had an opportunity if it had
not been for my friends; and I have not even to-night
had a fair opportunity, for I have been interrupted again
and again while speaking. I did not interrupt Mr.
Haden once when he spoke, and used language which
I think he will regret. I made no other observation
upon what Dr. Barnes said; and really, if I am not to
be allowed to speak, I will sit down and leave myself in
the hands of the Society. I am quite content to say no
more. If you will persecute me, I will be persecuted;
but do not condemn me unheard. No malefactor was
ever treated as I have been treated, I maintain. But I
go back to the subject, and say that I have ever been
an honest and open worker; that no man in
London has been more open than I have
been. I have always brought forward my cases
as truthfully as other men have done, and if they had
not been truthful there have been opportunities of judg-
ing them. I published the truth ; and as for matters
of opinlion they have quoted, and as for the Commission-
ers of Lunacy, I had answered the letter, and had said,
" Excepting those cases already published in my book."
My solicitor, advised me-for recollect I had in-
ternal evidence that those Commissioners were put upon
me by the very parties that are mixed up with this
motion. [Cries of" Oh, oh," and" Chaii-, chair."] Then
you are told there was a writer. Is a man a forger?
Are we all liars, according,to Dr. Barnes' statement? I
never knew the gentleman until he came to ask per-
mission to go over the Home. He is an attache of the
Times. I have shown the letter to a friend of mine, and
thev will bear me out that lie is a bon&-fide man, who
writes to the Times regularly. I do not know anything
about what was going to be in the article until I saw it
in the paper, and I wrote to him the next day. In my

reply you will see the letter written by himself, and I
will show the original to the President. One of the
great points of the accusation was, that while Mr. Brown
was endeavouring to say that he was trying to court in-
vestigation, he was doing all that he could to avoid it,
seeing that I did not mean honestly to bave a com-
mittee of inquiry. You have not heard a word from the
mover and seconder to-night on that point; and I think
my reply must satisfy you that I did all that an honest
man could do to have that committee appointed. That

accusation has gone out against me, and I had hoped
that it would have been retracted to-night. You accuse
me of a deliberate lie, but mny reply must convince you,
and every one who reads it, that I have not told that lie.
Neither the mover or seconder have had the good faith
to withdraw that accusation. It would have been better
if you had, and so with the whole thing. I know that
there are gentlemen who would like to speak on my
side, and I hope they may be allowed to speak. I would
have said much more, but I tell you frankly the initer-
ruptions have prevented my saying what I would have
said. [" Oh, oh! Go on, go on !"] I say then, Sir, as an
Englishman 1 stand upon the rights of an Englishman,
and I say that I have been prejudged without a hearing;.
and I ask you to-night in this room-I put it to your
consciences-whether I have done that which deserves
the punishment only accorded to a malefactor, for your
law never intended that a man should be expelled from
the Society because of his opinions-because those
opinions differed from the Council. If that is to be law,
I ask you where you will stop. If you pass a vote to-night
expelling me, you must go on to other members of the So-
ciety; you must go on to members of yourown Councilwho
have been convicted of want of truth, and who have been
convicted of unprofessional acts; and Mr. Haden himself,
by his own showing, must go on with it. For he would
not dare to say I was the man who laid the women on
their backs and used the speculum, and applied the
caustics, and so on. He must go on with it. Who are
to be the judges? Are the Council to be the judges?
They must clear themselves first. Where are you to
stop ? It is a grave professional question; and I main-
tain again, it is a question that will not bear the trace of
the open day; and I know of my own knowledge, from
the amount of letters I have received from men all over
the country, that I have the kind sympathy of a great
many men in the profession not in this Society. You
may pass a vote condemning me to-night. I do not
think you will; I do not think there are so many
against me in this Society. But if you do, I tell you.
frankly I shall not consider it a stigma. And, as it will
apply to myself, I am surely the best judge of what I
consider a stigma, because I feel that I have not been
treated honestly and fairly. [Hear, hear.]

Dr. WYNN WILLAMS: May I be allowed to ask Mr.
Brown, as he has introduced the name of Dr. Brown-
Sequard. whether Dr. Brown-Sequard did not write to
Mr. Brown after seeing a copy of the work dedicated to
him requesting that his name should be removed from
the advertisement.
Mr. BAKEit BROWN: I beg to say that he did, and

that moment I gave orders that his name should be re-
moved, and Mr. Hardwicke will testify that the order was
given within twenty-four hours from the receipt of the
letter. I was promised by the Chairman, I think I may
be allowed to say, that some of my friends should speak
this evening.
Mr. ROBINS: I have never spoken to Mr. Brown in my

life, but I do feel, having listened to and watched all the
proceedings in this matter, that they are extraor-
ordinary. [Laughter.] But I cannot believe that Mr.
Brown has acted mal& fide. I will ask the whole ob-
stetrical profession, has not Mr. Baker Brown given as
many hostages as any other person to the profession?
[Interrttption.] Has he not performed more public
cures than any other member of the Society. [" Ques-
tion" and laughter.] I do not mean clitoridectomy, I
mean of ovariotomy. I must admit Mr. Brown, no
doubt, is " owdacious." [Roars of laughter.] I admit
Mr. Brown is very strong in his opinions, and there can-
not be a doubt, and in fact I have no doubt, the success
of his operations has led him that way. [A Voice:
-" What way?" laughter.] In the directions of the
opinions he has carried further in ovariotomy. His
success in that class of operations I believe to be un-
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equalled. I say these few words in " corroboration" of to *I^ them into consideration. Now that is all
the unadvised conduct of the Committee [a laugh] in I ever said, and if you will consequently refer
attacking a man who by his very powers, skilfulness and to the report of what I said, you will see that I asked,
activity, has, perhaps, brought this upon himself. I do not for an abstract, but for a full report. Now I heard
not consider that we have a proof of any malafides on a little cry come from Dr. Barnes when I asked it: a
the part of Mr. Brown. I have never spoken to Mr. very small voice, but very significant. It said " par-
Brown; but this is the spontaneous effect of the action tisan". [Loud uproar.]
of the Council, and I think it ought to be corroborated Dr. BARNES: You must not say that. [Great uproar,
by many here. [Loud laughter.] and cries of " Chair, chair."] (Continued confusion,
Mr. SQu= : As no other member of the Council has during which Dr. Barnes vainly endeavoured to make

risen upon a question of fact, I-whose only merit may himself heard.)
be that I attended every meeting of the Society-deny Dr. SAVAGE: For being a partisan of Mr. Brown.
that Mr. Brown asked for a committee. It seems to me Dr. BARNES: I did not use the word.
that the way in which the Council were forced into ac- Mr. SAVAGE: " Friend," you said, [cries of" Oh, oh,"
tion was that it was published in two medical journals. and uproar,] then I only have 'to say that at the last
I myself saw to my great astonishment a publication meeting the Fellows all held up their hands for the
that the Council had been already asked to inquire into amendment. It was carried without a dissentient, that
this matter when the Council had received no such re- we should have the facts in as full a form as you could
quest, and at the next meeting of the Council we found supply them laid before us. I therefore hope Mr. Sey-
in the meantime a letter had been sent but withdrawn, mour Haden will, as far as I am concerned, withdraw
and that it never came under their notice at all. And any sort of imputation if he meant it with regard to my
here Mr. Brown to.night, and Mr. Brown, jun. at the disorderly conduct, for I repeat that is all I wished;
last meeting, say this committee had been demanded. and I put it to the Society whether the course I adopted
I must say, havirng been present at every meeting, that I was not consistent, if not with your Rules, at all events
wish publicly to state that it was not asked for, and that with justice, that the facts should be circulated amongst
it is in consequence of publications in the public prints, us; not an abstract, but a complete statexr. nt of all the
saying that there was a committee inquiriDg into the grounds on which you proceed to ruin a Fellow of this
matter, that we felt bound to take up the question. I Society. [Hear, hear.] Mr. Brown may say what he
will also correct another matter of fact. Mr. Brown pleases. He may say he does not care. He may say it
says no opportunity was allowed for him to come before will make no difference, but I know it doesinake a differ.
the Council. I myself moved a resolution, which was ence. I should be asbamed to be connected with this
carried, and as soon as the Council came to a deter- Society if I did not feel that if I had misconducted my;
mination, I. believe more than a fortnight before the self in such a manner as to deserve to be sent out of it,
meeting took place, that determination was sent to Mr. I should forfeit my position in the profession. My ob-
Brown. It was sent forthwith, and Mr. Brown never ject in joining this Society was simply to contribute my
asked to come before the Council. mite of information to the advance of obstetrical science.
Mr. BAKER BROWN: Did you write to ask me to come I cannot follow Mr. Haden in his statement of our out

before the Council ? of door ethies at all. I know what we owe to each
Mr. SQUIRE: It was surely open to you to take what- other, and that is fairness and common honesty. There

ever course you thought proper then as well as a fort- has been much acrimony displayed against Mr. Brown.
night afterwards. I am very sorry, indeed, that Mr. Brown undertook his

Dr. SAVAGE: Mr. Seymour Haden, besides addressing own defence. I am sorry he ever uttered a word. I am
us in the most powerful manner in the way he did on very sorry indeed for Mr. Brown that he ever offered the
the part of the prosecution [Cries of" Order, order," and Society an opportunity of inquiring into his conduct
great utproar]-I repeat on the part of the prosecution, with regard to clitoridectomy. It had better have re.
because you must remember that in answer to our ex- mained just as it was, to be estimated by the profession
press wish on the last occasion for the grounds of yotur according to the results as they turned out from time
recommendation to be circulated, we wanted not only to time. There can be no doubt about it that Mr.
the grounds of your recommendation, but also, parallel Brown is very much mistaken with regard to the mo-
to those grounds, any answer which Mr. Baker Brown tives for performing clitoridectomy; and this assumption
might have to them. That wish was founded on a de- of the unnameable crime supposed to be conveyed is a
sire and anxiety to keep up the credit of the Society, great pity, and no one can regret it more than myself.
that every possible matter should be brought forward. Clitorotomy-I will not say clitoridectomy-is as old as
But in fact, what has been produced has been this,-an the hills. It is not impossible, as some of us perform
abstract with every thing that could possibly be turned clitorotomy, that you may think fit to ask us why we
in favour of Mr. Brown carefully abstracted from it. I did it. All I now say is the motives were never a sup-
do not consider that quite fair. However, Mr. Brown position that the person on whom the operation was per-
has had the opportunity of replying, and has sent-round formed had been guilty of a vice at all. There is no
a circular which may be considered parallel to the one such supposition of the kind. [Hear, hear.] There
sent round by the Council, so that I have little else to have been cases which seemed to require it. I am not
say. But there were a few- remarks of Mr. Seymour prepared to say that I can support Mr. Brown's view in
Haden's just now-and I am not at all disposed to that; but I am particularly anxious to set myself right
quarrel with him with regard to his speech and his anxi. with the Society, and it is that anxiety that has caused
ety to vindicate the position of this Society, but I am me to speak, so long as an imputation such as Mr.
very much disposed to quarrel with him for the intro- Haden seemed to let drop against us exists. I think we
duction of what was unnecessary for him to introduce. have a right to be heard, and I should hope Mr. Haden
He said, there were two or three individuals who at the will avow that what I did at the last meeting was not
last meeting interrnpted very much the business of the unusual and not unfair.
meeting, and in fact they were disorderly. Now I hap. Mr. SEYMOUR HADEN. I shall not have the least ob-
pen to be one of those gentlemen on whom such a re- jection to avow exactly what Dr. Savage did. What he
Iiection would fall rather strongly. My friend, Dr. did was this: in the first place all the speakers at the
Routh, I think, commenced being disorderly, but all I last meeting were out of order, speaking against the
requested-all that I looked for was that the grounds of law. No one at the last meeting had any right what-
your recommendation should be fairly laid before us, ever to speak, and therefore they interrupted the meet.
-and long enough previous to the present meeting for us ing from beginning to end. That is a sufficient answer.
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But if I add to that, that all we got from Dr. Savage
was, that this thing really might depend upon nothing
more than an east wind; and all that we got from Dr.
Routh was, that we were invading the rights of British
sabjects. I think the meeting was unnecessarily inter-
rupted.

Dr. WYNN WILLIAMS. I had not intended to speak
on the present occasion, but in the first place let me
say, I am not a friend of Mr. Brown's, or a partisan, and
I am not a friend of clitoridectomy; but if it is stated
that I interrupted the last meeting, I did hold up my
voice and my hand in favour of having the cause shewn
to us, and I am quite satisfied that you, Mr. President,
and all the Council ought to thank the men who did
stand forward and have the cause given; because, if you
had not had the cause given, it would have been a hole
and corner affair, and it would have done the Society
more damage than anything that could possibly have
happened. If it could have been said that it was done
in a hole and corner, it would have greatly damaged the
Society.

Mr. SEYMOUR HADEN. The Council had published
nothing but what was published before, therefore there
has been nothing done in a hole and corner.

Dr. WYNN WILJAMAS. Sit down till I have done. I
asked a couple of barristers what was the meaning of
the clause, and they said, "It is borrowed from our law,
and the meaning of it is, tnat when you apply for a
criminal information against a man, you must show
cause why you do it, and then it is for the man to give
an answer." If the matter had not been published as it
has been published, the profession at large would never
have had Mr. Brown's most damaging answer. I think
credit is due to the Council for having brought the
matter to this issue, and I also think that every man who
wishes well for the profession and for this- society should
support the Council in the action they have taken. I
say this, because I have got up now to vindicate what I
did, because I considered it would have been a hole and
corner job if it had not been so. I shall say no more.

Dr. ROUTH: I really do think, and am afraid, that Mr.
Brown has damaged his cause by having spoken in the
way he has done; and I am sure that there is much to
say in his excuse, inasmuch as when a man is put in
the very difficult, painful, and unenviable position, in
which Mr. Brown has been placed, if he be not listened
to with that attention with which he ought to be listened
to, and if he be constantly interrupted " No, no."],
then, sir, that gentleman is sure to become confused,
and his reply, instead of being one which will be in his
favour, may be construed to be one which is just the
reverse. This is a plain statement of fact. On the
last occasion, I took up the defence of MIr. Brown
upon the broad and English-position that I felt I ought
to take it up. I have been accused by Mr. Haden, a
gentleman whom I do not believe I ever saw before, of
having come to the Society and created a disorder in
the Society, when I believe I was merely doing that
which, Dr. Williams has said, has put you in a proper
position, and has enabled you to come forward and state
that your proceedings were not the proceedings of a
hole and corner. And, sir, I appeal to you; I wish the
Society to know that I was not bere as a person wishing
to create a disturbance; but you, sir, gave me the privi-
lege of getting up and speaking. Dr. Tyler Smith op-
Posed me to the utmost of his power. The Society was
With.me, and they heard what I had to say. Now, sir, I
hope that, in this state of facts, the Society will listen
to me, while I endeavour to make a few observations to
show why I think it would be wise in you, and in the
members of the Obstetrical Society generally, not to
carry out this harsh sentence against Mr. Brown. In
the first place, I must start with this proposition, I do
not care what the press generally may say. I am now
speaking in general terms as to the conduct of A, B, and

C. It is perfectly well known in these days, that a par-
ticular class of papers take up a particular. bias of doe-
trine, and tron that bias of doctrine they write. I will
take an instance. Supposing any one of ,us wanted to
form an opinion on John Bright. [" Question" and con-
fusion.] I appeal to the Society. I stand here really
with a wish to do justice towards a.fellow man who is in
great distress; and I stand up here as a man to say a
word in his favour. If you wanted to form an opinion
of John Bright, would you take that opinion from the
Standard? If you wanted to form an opinion of Lord
Stanley, would you take it out of the Evening Star?
Certainly not. Why? Because those papers have peaon
liar doctrines, and it is part and parcel of their doc-
trines to oppose Mr. A, B, and C, because he holds dif-
ferent opinions from theirs. In the same way, I say
you are not justified in taking as grounds of justifica-
tion the opinions in the medical articles of any journal.
Dr. Barnes has spoken in the strongest terms of Dr.
West. Now, I have had the pleasure of meet-
ing Dr. West on a great many occasions. I
know that he is a man whose name will be
handed down to posterity as a great name in
our profession. But would I pin my faith to Dr.
West as to any matter of doctrine? Have I not the right
given to me that I can always use my knowledge of
right and wrong to know whether Dr. West is right or
wrong? It appears to me that it does not follow that
because Dr. West says such and such things are so, and
Mr. Brown says such and such things are not so, there-
fore Dr. West is right and Mr. Brown is wrong. The
inference is perfectly illogical. But there is another
point. Dr. West stated that he does not know.a single
case of insanity that has been produced by the practice
which was believed to prevail amongst some people; and
yet, so far from that being the case, in this very docu-
ment itself Mr. Brown has brought forward an opinion
of Dr. Forbes Winslow himself, and the opinion of Dr.
Esquirol, and of Dr. Copland, which are dead against
Dr. West. You see to wbat point you come, when you
come to individual opinions; and if they are to formi
the groundwork of your opinions for condemning a man
[Confusion. A Voice: Facts, not opinions.] I am
quoting from the very words here. [" You are not: read
them."] You have all had these papers; really these
constant interruptions are not fair. Here is a case
brought to Mr. Brown, which created a great deal of
odium; and I wish to argue upon it. It is said that Mr.
Brown operated upon a lady-it is stated here on the
authority of Dr. West-against her consent. Now that
is a grave charge. What does Mr. Brown say? Mr.
Brown said,"Yes, I did; I now see I committed an
error;" but I will ask you this. I do not talk to those
gentlemen who have the experience of the world upon
them; but I-say to the young men of the profession,
those who are rising up, I say to those young men, if a
woman came to you and told you, "I am doing such and
such a thing, I do not want my husband to know it," I
think there are very few young men [loud cries of "No,
no"] who would.not do as Mr. Brown has done. As we
grow older we know better, and we should take a dif-
ferent view of the matter. I will take another case. I
will go even further, and I will say that, according to
the special laws that are generally observed in our,pro-
fession-according to those special laws, it is sometimes
justifiable. If I am wrong, you will tell me so. It is
sometimes justifiable to keep a husband in ignorance of
what you know about his wife. [No, no-" That is not
the question."] I want to press my point; and I think
these constant interruptions are very unfair. If you
will not bear me, I will sit down. Now I will give you
an instance. Such cases have occurred-I dare say there
are certain members present who will say the same-
supposing a lady came to you and told you that she was
in the family-way, but that unfortunately, she being a
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married lady, the child was not her husband's. [" Oh!
oh ! " and laughter.] I will ask you, is it any part of
your duty, having this information, to go to the husband
and say, " That wife of yours is not virtuous"? Cer-
tainly not. I put it to you which is the worst. [Inter-
ruption, and hisses.]
The PRESIDENT: }eep to the question.
Dr. ROUTH: This is precisely upon the question.

Wbich is the worst deed of the two-to palm upon
a man a child which is rnot his own-[great laughter,
uproar, hisses, and confusion]-I have told you that
there are some circumstances in which it is probably
justifiable to keep information from the husband. Now,
Sir, I will go to another point. It is said that Mr. Brown
has been in the habit of cutting off the clitoris of persons
without informing them of it. If that be so, I will
merely ask you if you had to operate upon a patient-I
do not care what the operation may be-is it customary
to enter into the minuti8e, and to describe every parti-
cular phase of the operation to the patient. [" Yes,
yes!"] Then, if it be the custom, there are very few
surgeons who keep to it. [" Oh, oh !" and "Question,
question !"] That is the question. It is because this
goes so home to the matter that you call out " question."
But I know this to be the fact; and you-and every one
of you-know it also to be a fact, that very often per.
sons are operated upon, the surgeon giving them a gene-
ral idea of what the operation may be, but not going
into all the minutia of the operation; therefore it is
perfectly possible, in some of those cases, that the in-
formation was not given in special terms, therefore it
was done without any information at all. The strongest
point against Mr. Brown is, I think, that of the Lunacy
Commissioners. It has been said-and the most un-
measured terms have been used-that Mr. Brown has
been guilty of falsebood. Now, Sir, let us look at the
case exactly as it is. Let us understand what took place
before the Commissioners of Lunacy. An article ap-
pears in the BiTISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, calling the at-
tention of the Commissioners to Mr. Brown's prac-
tice. As the result of that, we find a few days
afterwards that a letter is addressed to Mr. Brown,
and he is asked to give his opinion with reference to
certain people who have been taken into his Home and
operated upon for being of unsound mind. And what
is more, the house-surgeon is brought forward, and he
admits positively that sometimes people of unsound
mind were taken into the Home. What does Mr. Brown
say ? Does Mr. Brown say that he has not taken in any
cases? That is the main point; and the wisdom of the
lawyer proved it so. He merely says this, " That during
the past year"-those are the words-" during the past
year"-

Dr. WYNNWILiAMs: " Ever." [Cries of read, read.]
Dr. ROUTH: ';I have no hesitation in stating, as Senior

Surgeon and Founder of the London Surgical Home,
that the institution is not a Home for the reception of
females of unsound mind; and in no passage or adver-
tisements issued or published by authority has it eer
been stated so." Now, sir, what is an institution that is
open for the reception of insane persons? I really think
you must look to the meaning of words. After all, we
can only speak according to English. What is an in.
stitution open for the reception of insane persons ? As
I read it, it is a Lunatic Asylum, according to the plain
English construction of phraseology. Put it before any
person you like who is accustomed to write according to
orthographical rules. I maintain, as far as that is con-
cerned, Mr. Brown is perfectly right. The authority has
never stated that that Home was open as a Lunatic Asy-
lum. On the other hand, is it not the fact that there
are in other hospitals occasionally patients of unsound
mind? Is it, or is it not? Is it not a fact, that one
very common case of unsound mind is commonly
taken into our hospitals, which is just as contrary

to the act in every respect? I mean the case of ordinary
delirium tremens.
Dr. TANNER: Not if they can help it.
Dr. ROUTH: But whether they can help it or not it

is done. Such cases occur. ["Time, time," and cries of
'Leave him alone."] If the Society do not wish to
hear me, I will stop. [" Go on."] I have seen many
cases in the University College Hospital of insanity, ac-

cording to the Act-unsound mind. Then Mr. Brown
states that during the past year he did not admit such a

case. There was only one that came in. Mr. Brown
could not state that he had never had such cases; for if
he had stated such a thing, he must have been a very
foolish man indeed, when his book was there in black
and white to tell that he had taken some of those cases

in. How could he say he had not taken in these cases?
Mr. Brown did not say so. He said, that during the
past year, there had been but one case. Now, I do not
see any lie about that. When it happens that a man
makes a mistake, it is but natural that he should go and
ask his lawyer. Every one of us would do the same

thing. I do not say that altogether the thing admits of
a perfectly clear interpretation; but every man, I think,
would have done pretty nearly the same thing if he had
fallen into the same difficulty. I say I admit that; but
I do not think it is justifiable to turn round upon Mr.
Brown in this way. I thinik the Council are in error.

They ought to have rather passed a vote of censure after
full, free, and entire investigation of the question against
Mr. Brown. If they had done so, Mr. Brown no doubt
would have resigned, and we should have got rid of all
this annoyance which has taken place, and which has
been exceedingly injurious to the Society. I do not
mean to say to-night that Mr. Brown has not been in-
judicious, that he has not been enthusiastic, that he
has not laid himself open to several of the charges
that have been brought; yet, inasmuch as I believe
honestly, and certainly, you will admit I have as much
right to my belief as any other man-that he has acted
more from ignorance as to what he really meant to do
or say than from wilful malice, I feel as a man who would
wish to follow the attribute of mercy and consideration
towards a fellow-man, that I should not be justified in
voting against Mr. Brown, and in supporting the action
of the Council. Consider-and now I appeal to you all,
gentlemen-the extremely unhappy position in which
you are going to place Mr. Brown. Consider the injury
which you do personally to the man ! Is the punish-
ment not greater than the offence? If you will not con-
sider Mr. Brown at present, consider what he has done
for science; and there is nobody here present, not even
his enemies, who will deny that he has done good in the
profession. [Hear, hear.] Consider, lastly-and here
I appeal to you as men of feeling-the injury you do by
such a step to those who have not erred with himself,
and who are the members of his own family. Sir, I
confess for my part, believing that I have the heart of a

map, that I cannot bring myself to vote in favour of this
motion. I cannot bring myself, on this occasion, to put
my hand into that box against Mr. Brown. And bear
this point in mind, that, if we could be clean dissected
every one, there is no doubt whatever that many of us

have been guilty-if not wilfully, at least by accident-
of many an unprofessional act. [" Thank you, thank
you," and ironical cheers.] I say that, if not wilfully
perhaps, nevertheless we have done it; and, under those
circumstances, I should say, having in consideration the
injury that you do to the man whom you wish now to
ruin [" Oh, oh," "' no, no."], let the man that is per-
fectly pure and immaculate among you, throw in the
first ball.

Dr. TYLER SMITH: I do not think any one could re-

peat without grave consideration the words just uttered
by Dr. Routh. [Hear.] No doubt we are all of us
prone to err; but, sir, he has taken upon himself

I-~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~
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the r6le of the Good Samaritan. But he seems to have
no pity for those who are left wounded by the way.
[Applause.] He wastes his pity upon those who have
reduced the wounded to that condition. It appears to
me as though the great vocation of this meeting to-
night is to defend women who have been and are liable
to be injured by the practices in question. There are a
great number of females in London and scattered
throughout the country who are in this case; and I may
say, Sir, that for the last two or three years I have
never gone into the country to see a patient without
having complaints of cases made to me upon this
matter of clitoridectomy. There are numbers of families
where the husband is annoyed and the wife made
wretched for life by this operation having been per-
formed, with or withouit the will of the patient. Then
there a number of young women upon whom this oper.
ation has been performed without the, at all events,
perfect knowledge of themselves and their relatives;
and these young women are in as deplorable a condition
as can be imagined. They are in this position. If
they are honourable, should any proposal of marriage
come to them, the young women or their parents are
obliged to tell the parties proposing that they have been
mutilated, and thus they are obliged to expose them-
selves to the possibility of being treated as imperfect
persons. Now I think our sympathy should be with
women in this position and their friends, and not with
those who are instrumental in producing such un.
happy results. It appears to me that the two main
matters which we have to consider, are the performing
of the operation upon married woomen without the con-
sent of their husbands, and upon unmarried women
without the knowledge of their friends and of the pa-
tients themselves. Mr. Brown substantially has ad-
mitted that, in the documents printed by us; and in his
own reply he has substantially admitted it. He says
(and he is speaking now onice for all) that the operation
is of no consequence, and allows that he has done it,
and justifies his doing it, because he says a great num-
ber of other eminent surgeons in this metropolis do the
same. Now this I venture to disbelieve.
The PRESIDENT: Allow me to interrupt you a mo-

ment. I must put it to the meeting whether this dis-
cussion shall be continued for another half-hour?

Dr. OLDHAM: I propose that it be so continued.
Dr. PiarmSTLEY: I second that motion.
The motion having been adopted unanimously by the

Society,
Dr. Oldham continued: Now it is substantially ad-

mitted by Mr. Brown in the documents we have before
us, that this is his notion of practice, and that he does
not shirk from this responsibility. I say that we, the
Council, have not entered into the question of clitori.
dectomy in itself; we have avoided this matter. We
have confined ourselves to the consideration of the ques-
tion of ethics, arising out of the mode in which it has
been performed. [Hear, hear.] I have not heard from
any speaker in favour of Mr. Brown, or from Mr. Brown
himself, anything which could in the slightest degree
justify the performance of this operation upon young
women without their knowledge, or upon married wo-
men without the knowledge of their busbands. I pass
by Dr. Routh's observations upon that, as a matter as
idle as the wind, to compare the case of a pregnant wo-
man or a case of syphilis, or the use of the speculum,
with the operation of clitoridectomy, which leaves her a
different woman after the operation from anything she
has been before. I consider it an absurd comparison.
Dr. Routh had nothing to do with the woman's preg-
nancy; it is no crime. He does not participate in the
crime by not revealing it to the husband. But if he be
an operator, in the case of clitoridectomy, I maintain he
is the faulty person. On the last occasion I spoke with
great hesitation, and may say that, although I have

been aware of these matters, from a dislike to take the
thing up, I have not spoken of it or written of it, al.
though I have been entreated to do so; I have avoided
it as a disagreeable subject. But on the last occasion I
mentioned in this room, that I had known cases where
clitoridectomy had been performed under terrorism,
where patients had been threatened that if they
did not submit to this operation they would become
insane. I wish to hand you a letter from a distin-
guished practitioner in the country, bearing out what
I have said. It refers to an unmarried lady of rank.
The writer says: "Permit me to say that the result
of the operation was found unsuccessful. More than
this, it has produced a great aggravation of the pre-
vious evil. At the time when this operation was per-
formed, but little information could be obtained from
reliable sources of its alleged value. We had to trust
solely to the strong assertions of a person who, we had
every reason to believe, would not advise a proceeding
of this kind, unless certain of the good results that
would follow. Moreover, the patient was told, in my
presence, that unless she submitted to this mutilation
she would soon be in a madhouse." It seems to me that
is as bad a form of terrorism as can be exercised upon
a defenceless woman [hear, hear]. Now, it appears to
me that a main point in Mr. Baker Brown's speech, or

defence, is, "'If I have erred, I will never do it again.
Point out my fault, and it shall never be committed
afresh.' If we could believe Mr. Brown, I would not
stand here upon this occasion. If we could believe Mr.
Brown, I think it would be our duty to condone this
offence, however great it may be. But what do I find ?
On the 3 1st January, Mr. Brown wrote his letters to the
Council, withdrawing his offer of a committee of in-
vestigation. He withdrew it (note the date) on the
31st of January. On,the 4th of February, Mr. Pym, the
Secretary of the London Surgical Home, wrote this letter
to the public papers:-I am directed by the two senior

surgeons, Mr. Baker Brown and Mr. Philip Harper, to
state that, solely in deference to the opinion of the Me-
dical press on clitoridectomy, they have determined not
to perform the operation in this institution pending pro-
fessional inquiry into its validity as a scientific arid
justifiable operation. An early insertion of this note
in journal will oblige." This appeared in the BRITISE3
MEDICAL JOURNAL, the Lancet, and the Medical Times.
Now, on the 21st of February, Mr. Brown performed
essentially clitoridectomy in the London Surgical Home.
I maintain that is so; and that doing that was a breach
of faith with every individual member of the pro-
fession who had read that letter of Mr. Pym's [hear, hear].
We have here an account of the operation written by
Dr. Locking, who was present at the operation on

the 21st February, aud who resigned his appointment at
the Home in consequence of what he considered a

breach of faith towards the profession committed by
Mr. Baker Brown- at least we have his written word to
this effect. He says: "II gave you the history of the
case of the pes'son operated upon by Mr. Baker Brown,
of 21st February last, for removal of the clitoris, as

copied from the case-book kept by the house surgeon.
This extract from the case-book was published in the
other medical journals." The particulars of the opera-
tion were not fully given in the case-book. " I there.
fore furnish you with the following if it is likely to be of
any use. In the case, as entered in the case-book it
is stated that the caput clitoridis was removed.
I asked the house-surgeon whv he did not say the
clitoris, as the whole of the organ was removed, and
its very crura destroyed. He said he was di-
rected by Mr. Brown to write instead of "Clitoris,"
"caput Clitoridis." Now the whole of the organ was

removed, and in the following manner. Two instru.
ments were used; the pair of hooked forceps which Mr.
Brown always uses in clitoridectomy, and a cautery iron
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such as he uses in dividing the pedicle in ovariotomy.
This iron is made by Pratt; it is somewhat hatchet-
shaped. The clitoris was seized by the forceps in the
usual manner. The thin edge of the red-hot iron was
then passed round its base until the origin was severed
from its attachments, being partly cut or sawn, and
partly torn away. After the clitoris was removed, the
nymphbs on each side were severed in a similar way by
a sawing motion of the hot iron. After the clitoris and
nymphfe were got rid of, the operation was brought to a
close by taking the back of the iron and sawing the sur-
faces of the labia and the other parts of the vulva
[cries of" Enough"] which had escaped the cautery, and
the instrumentwas rubbed down backwards and forwards
till the parts were more effectually destroyed than
when Mr. Brown uses the scissors to effect the same

result. On interrogating the patient subsequently, she
told me she did not know what had been done to
her, that the nature of the operation had never been ex-
plained to her, nor had she been asked if she would
consent to the operation. [Sensation.] Now it seems
to me that we cannot give credence to promises that
may fall from Mr. Brown. It appears to me that we
must eliminate clitoridectomy performed under the con-
ditions under which Mr. Brown performs it, or we reallv
must fall down and become worshippers of Prispus.
[Applause.] It appears to me that the present occasion
is one of the most solemn which has ever occurred in
the history of the profession. I know of no other occa-
sion on which men have been thinking-I mean mem-
bers of our profession-continuously of a question of
right or wrong [Hear], of ethical behaviour for two or

three months, as we have beeD during the recent period.
And it appears to me that we must either sink lower
than the profession has ever sunk, now that the
matter has been widely and thoroughly discussed, or we

must really clear ourselves. If Mlr. Brown could perform
this operation; if he could go his own way; if he could
separate himself from us; if we had nothing to do
with it, we need not interrupthim. But we have to do
with it. lIe stands not inhis own strength-he stands
as one of us [applause]; and we are bound, as it seems
to me, to protest against the doctrines which hehas
urged as to this form of operation. [Hear, he ar, and
cheers.] I.will end as I began, by saying that while we

may have some sympathy-with Mr. Brown, and desire
to act with perfect fairness towards him we musthave
sympathy with the womeniwhose lives and persons are
eutrusted to our care. [Loud applause.]
Mr. BAKER BROWN: I am sure you will allow me

one word in reply to what has fallen from the last
speaker, in all common fairness. With regard to
the case which Dr. Smith has related, and the letter
he has read,a gentleman of Scarborough called me
as to that case. I gave him myopinion honestly;
and still believe that the patient was verging on in-
sanity produced by perpetual masturbation. He
took time to consider, and she also. Two or three
days elapsed; a nurse was sent for, and came down
from London; and then and there, with his assist-
ance and sanction, the operation was performed. I
gave my opinion as an honest man, that the patient
would become insane, unless the operation was per-

formed. I believe, and others beside me believe,
that masturbation does produce insanity. Am I to
be told that I exercised terrorism? I did not see

that patient alone. I saw this gentleman, who called
me in to see her. I gave my opinion, and performed
the operation which I thought to be right. But
there wasno terrorism, and no large fee taken; for I
think I only had ten gaineas-certainly not more
than twenty [a laugh]-for the operation. Then, as
to the other case-the last of all-I deny that I did
perform clitoridectomy. [" Oh! oh!" and interrup-
tion.] I have not the least objection to state

what it was. I had it in my paper to mention it;
and I hlad many other things which I wished to men-
tion, had I not been so very unfairly interrupted. [No,
no !] I state it again. [A voice: " Yonwere not."] I say
agai, I would not perform operations on women for
mastiwbation; but I have done so, simply because I
found. conditions and ills produced by masturbation:
I am accused of having impure and unchaste thoughts
respecting women. I would have the Society know
that I have been associated with women of the
chastest order. I have in my own family life had the
happiness to be associated with women as chaste as
those connected with any man in this room. I have
no unchaste thoughts with regard to women, such as
have been imputed to me; I treat them to the best
of my ability. With regard to the letter, as it has
been mentioned by Dr. Tyler Smith, you are asked
to believe there is no personality and no feeling in
in this matter. I have Dr. Locking's statement that
he showed that letter of resignation to Dr. Tyler
Smith, and he says, in his own language, Dr. Smith
seized it as a tiger would a piece offlesh.

Dr. TYLER SMITH: Have you that in his own hand-
writing? I disbelieve it. Will you produce it here?
Mr. BAKE BROWN: If I had known you were

going to mention it, I should have brought it with
me. I have it that hedid not give the letter to Dr.
Tyler Smith for publication; but that Dr. Tyler
Smith said, as soon as he saw it, "This is too goodc;
I must keep it." I have the written statement that
he did not give it to you for publication, but for the
use of the Society; and he was surprised to find it
printed and published. I say Idid not perfornm clito-
ridectomy. Several gentlemen have examined that
patient since, and can say that the clitoris is not
removed. I took off the caput clitoridis, but the cli-
toris is on the woman.still [Laughter.] Gentlemen may
laugh; but if they doubt my words, let them go and
examine that patient and see for themselves. [Roars
of laughter.] That case was waiting in the Home
for two or three months, while I was ill. If it did no
good, all I can say is I did what I thought was right.
It is an operation which Dr. Tyler Smith himself, if
I am not misinformed, has done-the use of a hot
iron for the removal of the clitoris.

Dr. TYLER SMIRH: Never! never!
Mr. BAKER BRowN: You are stated to have done

so. I knew a person who stated you did so. At all
events, it is an operation that has been sanctioned by
many. I have been asked, "Why not use a hot
iron ?" "Why not use a blister ?"" Why not some-
thing else?" But, I repeat, this was not a case of
clitoridectomy. The clitoris was not removed, nor
the crura. There it is now. If you doubt me, go
and examine it. [Ironical cheers.]

Dr. TYLER SMITH: If you will forgive me for a
few moments, I wish to say that Dr. Locking came
to me, saying that, in the interests of truth, he felt
it necessary to put that letter before the Council. I
said: "The Council deal only with published mat-
ters, and can have nothing to do with this. If any-
thing can be done with it, it must be published in
thejournals." He said he was perfectly willing that
it should be published, I accordingly forwarded it
to the BarIISH MEDICAL JOURNAL. It was not pub-
lished in the Lancet; but, so far from his being sur-
prised at seeing it in print, he subsequently wrote a
letter to Dr. Wakley, saying he was perfectlywilling
it should be published. I must say that, unless Mr.
Brown can produoe what he says, I do not believe it.

Mr. BAKER BROWN: I undertake to produce it to
every member of the Society within twenty-four
hours. The Lancet telegraphed to Dr. Locking, to
ask if it was for publication. His answer was, "No;
I gave it to Dr. Tyler Smith." I will undertake to
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give every member of the Society a copy of this, and
to prove it to every one by the attestation of my
solicitor.

Dr. TYLER SMITH: Do you deny that he wrote
Dr. Wakley that he was willing it should be pub-
lished? Do you deny it?
Mr. BAKER BRoWN: I say Dr. Wakley telegraphed

to him, " Is this for publication ?" The answer was,
" No! I gave it to Dr. Tyler Smith." That was the
answer. He showed the telegram to a gentleman,
whose testimony had been given.

Dr. TYLER SMITE: Mr. Brown, I am sorry to say,
cannot describe anything accurately. The letter
was given by me to the editor of the BRITIsH MEDI-
CAL JOURNAL. I said, "I cannot give it to you
solely. It is not private matter; it must be sent to
the other medical journals." And a slip was sent on
accordingly by the editor of the BRITISH MIEDICAL
JOURNAL. Dr. Wakley telegraphed to ask him if it
was sent by bim for publication. Dr. Locking re-
plied, " No." It was not sent by him, it is quite true;
but he said, "1I gave it to Dr. Tyler Smith to do as he
pleased with it." Now Mr. Brown has carefully left
out that part of the sentence. After that, Dr.
Wakley showed me a telegram, and informed me
the words; and, as far as I know, I have found him
a truthful person. He then wrote a letter to Dr.
Wakley, saying, " I am quite willing the letter
should be published."
Mr. BAKER. BROWN: I can show a letter from this

gentleman, stating that he did not send it for publi-
cation, and did not know of its publication till he
saw it in print himself.

Dr. CHAMBERS: I think I can explain this. The
letter referred to by Mr. Brown was a reply from Dr.
Locking to a threatening letter which he had re-
ceived from Mr. Brown's solicitor for allowing his
letter to be published in the BRITISH MEDICAL
JOURNAAL.

Dr. TANNER: It appears to me that we'do not
meet here for the purpose of discussing the mode of
performing operations ; neither do we meet as philan-
thropists, for the purpose of discussing Mr. Brown's
moral character, or what were the intentions he had
in performing those operations. [A voice: " We do."]
On the contrary, I assume we meet here as gentle-
men constituting a public body, who have emerged
from the difficulties and clouds under which we lay
during previous centuries, having achieved a position
satisfying the public that their health in our hands,
as men of honour and gentlemen, is safe; and that
we shall never presume to go beyond the bounds of
what is right, nor at once haphazard to say, "Because
I think so and so is right, therefore I will go and dco
what I think." Until we have got something better
than one's own poor judgment to go upon, I take
that which has been written and been proved; and
if I have a question of doubt in my mind, I put it be-
fore a number of men belonging to such a Society as
our own-to have their opinion upon it, before I im-
plicate the whole profession by such conduct as Mr
Brown's. I am a perfect stranger to the gentleman
in question. I came from Brighton to record my
opinion-and there are others who have come fron
distant places-as to whether you and the whole pro
fession can feel as a body that you will endorse Mr
Brown's treatment of his patients in private or in
public, or whether you will ignore it, and say yoo
will have nothing to do with it. [Applause.]
The PRESIDENT: I have received a letter thiE

morning from Dr. West, which I will request to b4
read.
The SECRETAiy read the following letter.
" Dear Dr. Davis,-I trust that I may not be sus

pected of any wish to interfere in the question befor

v.-

the Obstetrical Society to-night, if, in self-defence,
and in justification of the perfect accuracy of those
statements-which I see are impugned by Mr. Baker
Brown, I trouble you with these few lines. First, I
never spoke to Mr. Browvn,nor have ever been in the
same room with him in my life. I have, therefore,
no personal difference with him, nor any animus
against him. Second, the appeal to the public, which
I attributed to him, I distinctly stated, and state, to
be the address to a non-medical audience. at the
seventh annual meeting of the Surgical Home, after-
wards printed and circulated in the Report of the
institution. Third, I had. not two patients wh:om I
was treating at the same time in the same way; one,
as Mr. Brown suggests, for fits produced by mastur-
bation; the other for chronic eczema. I had one
patient for chronic eczema. Part of my prescription
has been published, part suppressed, by-Mr. Brown.
Fourth, Dr. Greenhalgh's letter-merely says that the
patient had been under the care of Dr4Simpson, Dr.
Farr, and, I believe, Dr. West, and does not even
state that any of us had advised. clitoridectomy. To
the best of my knowledge and belief, I never saw the
patient- at all. Fifth, my statement that the case
referred to by me, of the removal of: the clitoris by
Mr. Brown without the knowledge or consent of the
patient, is by no means a solitary one; and so far
from being vague, as Mr. Brown asserts) is positive,
distinct, deliberate, and one which he cannot deny,

"Believe me, your truly,
"CHTARLES WEST."

Dr. BARNES rose to reDly, but was greeted with
loud cries of," Vote, vote," and "1 Divide, divide."
The PRESIDENT: I will call upon Dr. BaTnes to

reply, if the meeting wishes it. [" No, no," " Divide,
divide."]
Dr. BARNES: I will merely call to mind the fact

that no one of the main charges has been touched
upon by Mr. Brown or his friends. He expressly
evaded the question I put to him. [Cries of " Enough,
enough," "Divide, divide," and applause.]
The ballot was then taken. At about ten minutes

to 12, the scrutineers entered the room. The room
was full, although many country members and others
had been compelled to leave. As Dr. Braxton Hicks,
Dr. Murray, Dr. Tanner, and Dr. Parsons, advanced
up the room, there was a dead silence.

Dr. Tanner handed to the, President the paper
stating the results of the ballot. The President,
with evident emotion, said: " The scrutineera have
handed to me the following statement."

r "We. the undersigned, scrutineers of the ballot
for the removal of Mr. r. Baker Brown from the
Obstetrical Society of London, do herely state the
following as the result.

For the removal of Mr. Brown . 194
Aains-t the removal . . . . 38
Non-voters 5

" s Total . . . . . 237
Thus it appears that the motion of the Council

for the removal of Mr. Brown from the Obstetrical
Society is carried by thirty-six votes above the re-

L quired majority of two-thirds.
T. H.L TANNER 1 Secretaries.
EDWARD PA:RSONS I

Ie J. BRAxToN HCKs, Vice-President.
G. C. P. MuTRRAY, Hon. Secretary."

The announcement was received with dead slence'
The PRESIDEST: In accordance with the Rule,

409-Ap 61 MU.].Vril
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Sec. 2, cap. 4, " Thgt if, on a ballot taking place,
two-thirds of the Fellows present shall vote fbr the
renioval, the President shall declare the Fellow in
question removed accordingly,"-I therefore declare
that Mr. Isaac Baker Brown is removed from the
fellowship of this Society.

Mr. NuNN said: There is one duty, I think, that
this Society has to perform; and perhaps I may not
be quite the wrong person to proposo that the So-
ciety should perform that duty, seeing that I am not
connected in practice with the special department
which this Society presides over. The duty of the
Society is to propose a vote of thanks to the Council,
because the Council has undertaken a duty which has
been of the most onerous and painful description;
having done that, I feel perfectly certain-and I
think we must all feel perfectly certain-but with
one single motive, namely, that of vindicating the
honour of the profession. [Hear, hear.] Therefore,
whatever personal feelings any of the members of
the Council might bear, I am quite certain that
those feelings were in no way commensurate with
their feelings as citizens. Therefore I propose that
a vote of thanks be given to the Council of the Bo-
clety for their manly and straightforward and patri-
otic conduct of this painful affair.
Mr. CHANCE: I beg to second that. I think the

thanks of the entire profession are due to the Council.
Mr. NUNN: Before it is put to the meeting, I

would include the President in the vote of thanks.
The PRESIDENT left the chair, which was taken by

Dr. Tanner.
The CHAIRMAN: I need hardly put this motion;

but I beg to do so as a matter of form. It has been
proposed by Mr. Nunn, and seconded by Mr. Chance-
"-That the best thanks of this meeting be given to

the President of this Society, and to the Council, for
the admirable way in which they have performed
their very painful duty."
Those who are of opinioli that this motion should
be carried will signify the same in the usual way.
The resolution was carried unanimously.
This terminated the business of the evening.

MEDICAL TRIAL.
AT the Lambeth Police Court, John Scott, residing
at 102, Lambeth Walk, was summoned before Mr.
Elliott on a charge of falsely pretending to be a
surgeon. The proceeding was taken under the
Medical Act, which imposes a penalty of 220 on per-
sons committing this offence. Mr. Neale asked per-
mission to arrange the matter. There would be no
further practice, and the arrangement to be made
would meet-the justice of the case. Mr. Lewis said
the defendant had no doubt acted for poor people,
and he had to mention that he was labouring under
great mental affliction. Within the last few hours
his child had died, and his wife was dangerously ill.
Mr. Elliott assented, and the parties retired and
settled the affir. The proceedings were withdrawn.

ST. BARTHOLOxEw's HOSPITAL. The Prince of
Wales and their Majesties the King and Queen of
Denmark, on Wednesday visited St. Bartholomew's
Hospital. They were received by Mr. Paget, the
senior surgeon of the hospital, and by Mr. Foster
White, the treasurer, and spent an hour and a half in
the different wards. The royal party, before leaving,
expressed themselves highly' gratified at the means
which had been adopted to secure the comfort of sc
large a number of the sick poor.

OPERATION DAYS AT THE HOSPITALS.

MONDAY...... Metropolitan Free, 2 P.m.-St. Mark's for Fistuila
and other Diseases of the Rectum, 9 A.M. and 1.30
P.m.-Royal London Ophthalmic, 11 A.M.

TUESDAY .... Guy's, 1 aP.m.-Westminster,2 P.m.-Royal London
Ophthalmic, 11 AM.

WEDNESDAY... St. Mary's, 2 P.M.-Middlesex, 1 P.m-University
College, 2 P.m-London, 2 P.M.-Royal London Oph-
thalmic, 11 A.M.-St. Bartholomew's, 1.30 P.m.-St.
Thomas's, 1.30 P.m.

THuRSDAsY.....St. George's, 1 P.x.-Central London Ophthalmic,
1 P.M.- Great Northern, 2 P.M.-London Surgical
Home, 2 P.m. -Royal Orthopiedic, 2 P.M.- Royal
London Ophthalmic, 11 A.M.-Hospital for Diseaees
of the Throat, 2 P.m.

FnIDAY......WWestminster Ophthalmic, 1.30 P.m.-Royal London
Ophthalmic, 11 A.M.

SATURDAY..... St.Thomas's,9.30 A.m.-St.Bartholomew's,1.30 P.M.-
King's College, 1-30 P.m.-Charing Cross, 2 P.M.-
Lock, Clinieal Demonstration and Operations,l P.M.-
Royal Free, 1.30 P.m.-Royal London Ophthalmic,
11 A.M.

MEETINGS OF SOCIETIES DURING THE
NEXT WEEK.

TUESDAY. Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society, 8.30 P.M. Dr.
Robert Lee's "Case of Difficult Parturition from Distortion
of the Pelvis"; Dr. Dawson, " On the Formation of Tubercle";
Dr. Johni Harley, " On Cysticercus of the Brain, and on
Ovarian Tumour."

WEDNESDAY. British ArobMological Association, 8.30 P.Mr.

TO CORRESPONDENTS.

MiMwBERSs are reminded that it is a matter of great
convenience and economy to the Association, and
conduces to the efficiency of its working and to
their comfort and advantage, that their subscrip-
tions, which are now due, should be paid promptly
to the Secretary, Mr. T. WATKIN WILLIAMS, New.
hail Street, Birmingham; or to the Secretaries of
their respective Branches.

All Letters and Commtnications for the JOURNAL, to be addressed
to the EDITOR, 37, Great Queen St., Lincoln's Inn Fields, W.C.

AUTHORS OF PAPERS are respectfully requested to make all neces-
sary alterations in their copy before sending it to the JOURNAL.
Proofs are furnished to authors, not for further changes, but that
the writer may correct the pritnter when he has misread the
manuscript.

Communicatzons as to the transmnission ofthe JOURNAL, shotlld be sent
to Mr. RICHARDS, 37, Great Queen Street, W.C.

COaRRESPOzDENTS, who wish notice to be taken of their communi-
cations, should authenticate them with their names-of course,
not necessarily for publication.

Dr. BIRKBECK NEVINs.-We shall be happy to receive the paper.

MR. PHILIP HARPER.-We shall hope to find room in an early
number.

DR. ALTHAU&--With the least possible delay.

COMMUNICATIONS, LETTERS, ETC., have been received from:-
Dr. Skinner, Liverpool; Dr. Falconer, Bath; Professor Laycock,
Clifton (with enclosure); Mr. H. 0. Smith (with enclosure); The
Secretary of the Harveian Society; Dr. B. L. Bowles, Folkestone
(with enclosure); Dr. James Arnott; The Honorary Secretary of
the Obstetrical Society of London; Dr. Reginald Southey (with
enclosure); Dr. Althaus; Mr. J. Bellamy; Veritas; Dr. Waller
Lewis; Dr. Murray; Dr. Sanderson; Dr. E. Jones; Dr. Lang-
more; MIr. W. E. C. Nourse, Brighton; Mr. T. M. Stone; Mr. Harry
Leach; Mr. T. Watkin Williams, Birmingham; The Honorary
Sec. of the Royal Medical and Chirurgical Society; Dr. Frederick
J. Brown, Rochester (with enclosure); Dr. Samelson, MIanchester
(with enclosure); Dr. Birkbeck Nevins; Dr. Althaus; Mr. Henry
Ewen, Loug Sutton (with enclosure); The Secretary of the
Pharmaceutical Soeiety; Mr. R. V. Ash, Lincoln; Mr. C. J. Fox
(with enclosure); Mr. Chapman; and Dr. Armstrong.
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