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even by men who do not possess the dental diploma of the College.
Of course, such men act at their own risk; but I think that it is only fair
to place the fact before them, that they incur the hazard of placing
themselves in a very unpleasant predicament should anything untoward
occur, for they would find it hard to persuade any jury that they were
free from blame.

I have also heard of duly qualified men permitting others who are
not qualified to administer anesthetics whilst they operate. The evil
here is, that the patient does not understand that the person called in
to assist merely acts under the guidance of the operator, and conse-
quently learns to despise the risk incurred, and to think that one man
can administer ether, gas, or chloroform, as well as another; this con-
ception being most unfair to those surgeons who make the administra-
tion of anesthetics a specialty ; whilst, more important still, the
presence of the unqualified administrator would impede-rather than aid
any of those recuperative measures which must be so promptly adopted
when accident occurs. And here I may say that, had we not both
been qualified men and up to the emergency in the above mentioned
case, I believe the life of the unfortunate patient would have been
sacrificed. Again: many second-rate and unqualified dental practi-
tioners, who are in the habit of giving gas themselves, either for the
sake of economy or as an inducement to patients to be "operated
upon", as I have seen it advertised, " by the new painless method",
place " su-geon-dentist" on their door-plates-a title which, to my cer-
tain knowledge, deceives even the most intelligent, and thus indirectly
serves to bring odium upon the surgical profession; for I have been
innocently asked how it was possible that this man or that man, being
so uneducated, could have passed an examination as a surgeon; and the
questioner seemed astonished when I replied that the assumed title by
no means implied a surgical diploma. I trust that the time may not be
far off when every dentist will be of necessity a surgeon; but until then
the public ought to be warned that " surgeon-dentist" emblazoned out-
side a door or upon a lamp does not, as a rule, imply any superior
education whatever, but rather the reverse. But this is foreign to the
subject and to the first object of this letter, which is to impress upon
those members of the dental profession who are not fully qualified that
anesthetics, of whatsoever kind, should never be administered under
any circumstances save by duly qualified practitioners.

I am, etc., S. HAMILTON CARTWRIGHT.
Old Burlington Street, July 2Ist, 1874.

THE EDINBURGH CHAIR OF PHYSIOLOGY.
SIR,-I believe your leader of last week on this subject will meet

with general approval, and hope will have a salutary effect. As a phy-
siologist interested in the progress of the science, but having no personal
views in respect to the Edinburgh Chair, I have read with some regret
Dr. Pettigrew's pamphlet of testimonials, which strongly exemplify the
justice of your views.

Dr. Pettigrew has done some admirable anatomical work, with which,
it cannot be doubted, the electors to the Edinburgh Chair of Physio-
logy are fully acquainted; but it is doubtful how far this can be urged
as indicating special qualification for filling the most important Chair of
Physiology in the United Kingdom. In this pamphlet, he is led, by
the principle of self-advocacy involved in the system, firstly to endea-
vour to give an impression as to his familiarity with physiological
research which is not just, and, in the second place, to make capital
out of favourable notices of his published works-notices for the most
part published in the dailynewspapers and other journals entirely wanting
in scientific authority, or written, as I can vouch, by personal friends
and former fellow-students. As to the first matter, Dr. Pettigrew
states:

Op ortunitiesfor Acqziring the Ar/of Teaching-.-(a). I have visited
the leading Professors and Universities in France, Germany, Austria,
Belgium, and other parts of the Continent, for the express purpose of
ascertaining their peculiar modes of teaching. I have in especial exa-
mined the physiological laboratories of Paris, Berlin, Vienna, Leipsic,
Brussels, Bonn, Heidelberg, Munich, Prague, Wiirzburg, etc., etc."

It is only in writing an application for a vacant appointment that a
man of Dr. Pettigrew's stamp would be inclined thus to represent a
running visit made in a summer's vacation as giving him an acquaint-
ance with the methods pursued in the physiological laboratories of the
Continent. A little further on in the same document, we find the
statement in italics, that Dr. Pettigrew made and preserved, under
Goodsir, nearly t7vo hundred physiological preparations. Why physio-
logical, when it is perfectly certain that they were anatomical? The
various other details as to Dr. Pettigrew's proceedings as a student-
the number of his classes, of his lectures, examinations, etc.-thoug

not containing the implicatio falsi, as is too often the case in such
documents, are in that degree of bad taste which can only be excused
by the supposed exigencies of the system of candidature which we have
above denounced. If Dr. Pettigrew had quoted the reviews of his
writings, especially those on flight, from all the leading scientific jour-
nals, a very different story would have been presented. As a matter of
fact, it is well known to physiologists that Dr. Pettigrew drew certain
physiological conclusions from morphological data touching the me-
chanism of flight. These conclusions were partially correct, but in
most important matters erroneous. It was Professor Marey of Paris
who, by direct physiological experiment, by methods which were
purely experimental, demonstrated the true movements of the wing in
flight. Dr. Pettigrew, as an anatomist, arrived at incorrect conclu-
sions. A physiologist was needed to investigate the problem ade-
quately; and Professor Marey, whilst unacquainted with Dr. Petti-
grew's writings (as he has remained), made the investigation. These
researches on flight, so far from supporting Dr. Pettigrew's claims to a
Chair of Physiology, serve to show that, although a clever anatomist,
he fails in dealing with physiological problems.

Nothing but the pressure of the testimonial system could have given
birth to such a pamphlet as this.

I am, etc., A PHYSIOLOGIST.

THE PATHOLOGICAL EXAMINATION AT THE COLLEGE
OF SURGEONS.

SIR,-In your impression of last week, a letter from Mr. Flower
opens with the remark, " A small work has recently been published,
entitled A Guide to the Examinations at the Royal College of Surgeons of
England, the intention of which appears to be to frustrate, as far as lies
in ibs power, the main object for which the Council of the College has
long been striving in instituting- practical examinations". As the author
of that work, will you allow me to say that no such intention as that
suggested was ever contemplated by me, and, indeed, is entirely foreign
to my professional sympathies. My object-as plainly stated in the in-
troduction to the work-is, in the first place, to set forth what the Col-
lege, "as an examining board, has done, and is doing, to sustain and
extend the educational character of the profession, and to protect the
just rights of the public in regard to the qualifications of men who are
licensed to practise surgery". On the other hand, and, consequently,
" to all who are preparing, or are about to prepare, for the professional
examinations at the College, a proper knowledge of the nature and
direction of such examinations cannot fail to be useful". Candidates
for the diploma of Member or Fellow, having had their attention di-
.rected to the whole course of examination, as to the series of anatomical
and pathological preparations, the surgical instruments and apparatus,
and the examination papers, will thus be led to acquire that kind of
knowledge-practical or otherwise-which the regulations of the Col-
lege demand; and I submit, therefore, that a Guide to that end cannot
in any way be designed to frustrate the object which the Council has
long had in view. I am, etc., FREDERICK J. GANT.

Connaught Square, S.W., July 20th, 1874.

THE TREATMENT OF OUT-PATIENTS.
SIR,-In commenting a few weeks since on two cases of maltreat-

ment of out-patients at St. Bartholomew's Hospital, you stated your
belief that there was no ground for thinking that St. Bartholomew's
was any worse in this respect than any other metropolitan hospital.
Allow me to corroborate this view of the matter by referring your
readers to an account, published in the Lancet of Saturday last, of a pa-
tient suffering from caries of the cervical vertebrae, who, having twice
applied at the out-patient room of St. Thomas's Hospital, and having
been twvice rejected as a case not sufficiently urgent to be admitted, went
away and died within twenty-four hours of his second visit to the hos-
pital, his disease never having been diagnosed during his lifetime, and
the fatal result having been probably accelerated by friction with a lini-
ment apparently intended to cure some swollen glands in his neck. I
am quite unable to suppose that any of the surgical staff at St. Thomas's
could have failed, on examination, to recognise the true nature of the
case, in which, on post mortem examination, it was found that " the oc-
cipito-atloid articulation of the left side was carious and entirely disor-
ganised, and occupied by an abscess-cavity, which had probably burst
at the point where the odontoid process had perforated the dura mater";
and it is not a little remarkable that, in the report of the case fur-
nished to your contemporary by the surgical registrar, none of the staff
is credited with even a " nominal responsibility" for the case.
An out-patient's card, relating to a somewhat similar case which

 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.2.708.129 on 25 July 1874. D
ow

nloaded from
 

http://www.bmj.com/

