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OYSTERS AND DISEASE.
SIR,-In a letter under the above heading by Dr. A. Ogier

Ward, published in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of October
I th, wherein reference is made to alleged oyster poisoningat Southend, Dr. Ward states that he is told that " the oysters
are well enough when brought ashore, but those for which
there is no immediate market are kept in boxes sunk near
the sewer mouths." This statement is so mischievously in-
accurate that I deem it my duty as medical officer of health
for Southend to at once state that for the past three years no
storage of oysters has been allowed on the Southend foreshore,
all the storage boxes having been removed. Moreover, owing
to the improved sewerage system carried out by the corpora-
tion at a very large expenditure (upwards of £50,ooo), upon
the advice and under the supervision of Mr. James Mansergh,
the eminent engineer, any discharge of sewage on to the fore-
shore has been discontinued.
As further evidence of the activity displayed by the South-

end Corporation in improving the sanitary condition of the
borough, and with the object of placing it beyond suspicion, a
house-to-house inspection of all drains is now being com-
pleted. This special inspection has entailed considerable
expense upon the local authority by the employment of tem-
porary additional inspectors, and the inspection has been, and
1s being, carried out in a rigorous manner, all drains being
subject to the water test, and great care is taken that all
defects discovered are remedied without delay.
In conclusion, I would like to express my opinion that few

local authorities have during recent years shown such zeal for
the welfare of the public health as has been exhibited by the
Southend-on-Sea Corporation.-I am, etc.,

A. CLOUGH WATERS, M.B., B.S.,
Medical Officer of Health for the Borough of

October 25th. Southend-on-Sea.

COCAINE IN RIGID OS.
SiR,-The report of Dr. Farrar's remarks at Edinburgh'

challenges confirmation or disproof as to the action of cocaine
on the os uteri during parturition. I can only say that I have
observed the same marvellous results. I read Dr. Farrar's
paper in the Proceedinqs of the Obstetrical Society while I wasResident Obstetric at Guy's Hospital. I used cocaine on
several occasions then, and have repeated the practice since-
always with the same effect. I have applied the io per cent.
solution to the os by means of a pledget of aseptic wool, and
almost before there has been time to put away the materials
again a previously rigid narrow os has dilated to full size, and
from one, to three hours have been saved. There has never
been any suspicion of ill effects. It would be interesting to
know if eucaine has the same action.-I am, etc.,
Hampstead, Oct. 25th. E. CLAUDE TAYLOR, M.S., M.D.

1 BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL, September 17th, 1898, p. 790.

THE TREATMENT OF PAUPER IMBECILES
AND EPILEPTICS.

SIR,-I shall be much obliged if you will allow me to ask
Mr. Penn Gaskell to furnish the cost and the number accom-
modated in each building at Chalfont, and if he will state
how many patients are housed, or at any rate have their
meals, in tin tabernacles and not in permanent brick
buildings. In the cost of the Berlin Institutions is in-
cluded:

i. A recreation hall, equal to many a town hall, and which
Mr. Alderman McDougall and myself both thought too
elaborate.

2. A kitchen capable of cooking for more than I,ooo patients,
and fitted in first class style.

3. A laundry equally well fitted.
4. A beautiful church provided with " fit rooms."
5. A first class mortuary, mortuary chapel, and post-mortem

rooms and pathological laboratory.
In fact, it is hardly fair to compare Berlin and Chalfont;

you can only contrast them. I hope before many years are
over we shall be able to show both a first class epileptic and a
first class imbecile colony in Lancashire.-I am, etc.,
Didsbury, Oct. igth. JOHN MILSON RHODES, M.D.

ETHER PNEUMONIA.
SIR,-I confess that until I read Dr. Drummond's paper I

was ignorant of the fact that the so-called ether pneumonia
was not a well-known condition. This was doubtless due to
my having been a student and house-surgeon at the Leeds
Infirmary. Capillary bronchitis and catarrhal pneumonia
certainly do occur occasionally after ether aneesthesia, but it
is not quite fair to blame the ether itself and ignore altogether
the mode of administration. I have seen a good many of
these cases, but almost all of them have followed etherisa-
tion by beginners. It is not an easy anaesthetic to give.
One can no more expect to give ether well withoAit being
taught and without practice than one can hope to remove an
impacted gall stone by one's own mother wit. The great
secret is to give as little as possible. By the use of Clover's
inhaler-which is much more accurate and convenient than
Ormsby's-the strength of the vapour can be regulated with
the greatest nicety. If it is not sufficiently diluted mucus
is very apt to be secreted in large quantities. So much as
regards the administration.
Now a word as to the selection of suitable cases. Do not try

to give ether to fat, flabby, wheezy, alcoholic subjects over
40 years of age or thereabouts. If these precautions are
taken, the likelihood of the supervention of lung mischief
need not trouble either the operator or anresthetist. The fre-
quency of these sequeloe has, I consider, been exaggerated.
I have no statistics dealing with large figures at hand-they
could easily be obtained in Leeds-but in over 2,000 consecu-
tive administrations I have had no case of pneumonia. The
last one that I saw was about a year ago in a patient on whom
I had operated for a large irreducible umbilical hernia. Here
certainly the drug itself was not to blame. As to treatment, I
know of nothing better than morphine and atropine.-
I am, etc.,
Lancaster, Oct. I9th. A. STANLEY BARLING.

FAITH HEALING.
SIR,-In your comments on the case of Major Lester in last

week's BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL it seems to me that you
have omitted to lay stress upon the lesson which it teaches
and upon the requirements necessary to lessen the possibility
of such a mishap in the future. The lesson is this, and it is
one I have laid stress on before, that a short Act of Parliament
should be passed making it a penal offence for anyone to prac-
tise any part of our profession for gain unless he or she is a
registered medical practitioner. This is the only way of
putting a stop to the practice of faith healers, Christian
scientists, and all others of the same kidney.-I am, etc.,

Cardiff, October I7th. A. SHEE;N.

ADDRESSES TO MEDICAL STUDENTS.
SIR,-The letters published in the BRITISH MEDICAL

JOURNAL of October I5th from Dr. Poole and " In Obscuritate "
respectively on a remark of Dr. Saundby's are to my mind
very interesting. They represent the two sides of the ques-
tion very fairly, which, I take it, is your reason for publishing
them. The one is the philosophical, the other the grimly
practical aspect, and among your readers you must have had
scores who sympathise with the one and hundreds who feel
with the other, possibly a few who see good in both. I have
no doubt that " In Obscuritate " is quite at one with Dr. Poole
on one point, namely that " by the power of truth only can we
do good work," but he will think Dr. Poole rather harsh when
he goes on to ask " If good, why put a price on it?" And so
do I.
Why, if it is good, that surely is the best of all-reasons why

it should be appreciated and paid for. Where can you get
anything good without paying for it? Not in this part of the
world, as I know to my cost.
Again, it is useless preaching philosophy to the starving.

A friend of mine tried it once, and the answer he got (from
an Irishman dying of phthisis) was " Eh, doctor, you should
no talk religion to an empty stomach." " Virtue for its own
sake" is a specious cry, and I fail to see the fine distinction
which Dr. Poole draws between that and " morality."

I venture to think that Dr. Poole will not have to live to be
as old as Methuselah ere he finds the sentiments contained in
his letter regarded as rather archaic. I only mean, of course,
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