
philanthropic  institution.  Telephone  wires  run  into the 
huilding  from  all  points.  Thc five young “ Sawboncs ” I met 
were  full  of esprit, and  they  assured me a L‘call”  was  an- 
swered  with the alacrity of the  Fire  Brigade. 

* * * .  
This  then  is  the  story of the  Vienna l ‘  First  Rid ” Society 

t o  the wounded  and  dying, a life’s monument to the  philan- 
thropic  organizing  skill  of  Baron  Frciherr  von  Mundy. 
RIust London  wait  long  for  another  Muntly  to esta1,lish such 
an  institution in her nlidst ? Meanwhile  the  Viennese  can 
point  with  pleasure  to  the  huildings  in  the  Stuben  Ring, and 
re-echo the remarks  Professor  Billroth  once nlade regarding 
their  founder,  “Austria  cannot  thank Yorlune enough  for the 
posscsslon of such a man. 

AT a Meeting of the Chelsea Vestry on Wednesday, 
attention was called to a long report signed by 
HENRY E WRIGHT, treasurer of the Chelsea I-10s- 
pital for Women, that  had been sent to members 
in reference to the report to  the Board of the 
Medical Officer of Health,  Dr. Louts C. PARKES, 
on the institution. The report states :- 

“ The I3oard of  Alanagenmlt  are  convinced  that  not  a 
single men1l)er of the  Vestry  would  willingly seek to  discredit 
a valuable  charitable  institution  which has done  good  work in 

incalculalde bcnefit to the  poor, and  that  apart  from the views 
their  parish for some 21 years with  credit to its staff and 

expressctl 1.1y some of the  memlms, as reported  in  the  papers, 
must only  have  Ixxn  uttered  under a deep  sense  of  public 
duty,  quite natural, it is true,  because of the  sensational  and 
inaccurate  report  made’  by  Dr. Parkes, and  that the Board 
will  gladly  listen  to a plain  statement of fact. Dr. I’arltes’ 
report,  although  professedly  a  statement as  to the  insanitary 
condition of the IIospital, is made use of to  attack the cntire 
nlcdical  staff  for  the  operations  they  have  performed. I Iad 

skill of the staff as a body been directed  against  any  single 
the  reflections  he has  made on the  professional  probity  and 

nlember,  Dr. Parlccs would have been proceetled  against  for 
liljel and defamation of professional  character,  from  which 
cvcn  his official position  could  not  protcct  him.  Apart  from 
the presumption of a  sanitary  oflicer  setting u p  his  opinion 
against  that of a body of consulting  antl  specialist  medical 
men of long years of experience  in  the  operative  treatment of 
diseases of women, there is the  fact  that  the  figures he has 
given  you  in reference to  these  operations  and deaths resulting 
therefrom  arc  very  inaccurate,  and  thercforc valueless. . . . 
The Board  begs  further  to  sulrnit  that the sanitary otficer is 
I,y right of such office not  entitled to express an opinion  on 
the  medical  nlanagcnlent of any I-Iospital. But the  Board 
gladly  takes  advantage  of  his  having done so, and  have had 
thc  minutest  details of all the operations and deaths for the 
ycar  tahulated i n  precisely  thc  form Dr. l’arkes  demantls, antl 
have cxplicitly  answered  each  antl all of his questions i n  the 
cxact form in which  he  puts  thenl.  Thcss tables disprove  the 
worse  than  insinuations  nladc by Dr. I’arkes against  the 
professional probity  antl  skill  of the staff of  this  I-Iospital, and 
i t  is thc 13oarti’s intention to sulmit  them to the most cxacting 
anti critical  tribunal o f  the  medical  profession  by pu1)lishing 
thc  entire  dctails in  the  nledical  journals. . . . The 
sanitary  part  of  Dr. I’arlces’s report  involves  that  gentleman 
in  thc  serious  charge of misrepresenta~ioll and neglect,  which 
thc 13oard fcels o1)ligetl to present Lo your  Vestry.  They 
make no complaint,  Ixcause  your  oflicer  by  his  fiat has 
o1)IigctI them to spend ,&3oo on  sanitation ancl improvements, 
coll>pc~Iing them to relay  thc  drains  under the I-Iospitnl that 

 si,/^ p i  / / o / &  . . , , Dr. I’arICes by the wording of his  report 
\vere  outsitle i t ,  which  sanitary authorities  generally make 

let1 t ~ l c  Vestry to suppose thnt he was the  person who made 
]lis  way  into 111e IIospitaI  and  discoverctl its unsanitary  condi- 
tion, wI1crcas he a n c l  the sanitary inspector wcre  invited Ijy 

% * * 

the Board  to  test  the  drains and inspect the I-Iospital frolll a 
sanitary  point of view. Dr.  Parkes  stated  that  four  Nurses 
werc talcell with  scarlet fever. H e  added one without 811- 
thority,  three  was the number,  and  it  may  here Ile affirnle(1 
that no patient  ever took the infection,  clearly  pointing to 
the pro1)alJility that  the  scarlet  fever  was  brought  to  the FIOS- 

sible for it. I t  was, in  fact, stanipecl out in three days. At 
pital by one of the Nurses, and  the drains were not respon- 

the  date on which  Dr.  Parkes  made  his  sensational  report  to 
you the Hospital  had  actually been closed to  patients  for five 
weeks If the  report  was so urgent,  why  did  he  not nlalte it 
to  the  Vestry  until  three weelcs after  his  personal  inspection 
of the Hospital.  Dr.  Parltes  was  called  upon on three 
different  days  by  the  Board’s  sanitary  engineer,  and  declined 
to see him,  although the o1:)ject was to  submit the plans  show- 
ing  the  sanitary  improvements  he  imposed.  Dr.  Parltes, on 
Felxuary 14, served  the I3oard with a compulsory  order  to 
carry  out  the  works  which  he  knew  the  men  had  been  hard  at 
work  upon  nearly 10 days  before and nearly a month  after  he 
nlade  his first inspection. That  the  Board  acted  with  great 
promptitude  when  scarlet  fever  was  discovered,  and 
afterwards  throughout  will be seen  by  a  glance at the  dates 
of  the  various  incidents  which  are  given  in  the orcier they 
occurred.  These  dates also enqhasise  the  view  they  ‘take 
of your  nvxlical officer’s inconsistent  actions and ill-considered 
report,  which,  placed  in  the hands of the  evening  and local 
Prcss, ha2 led to highly  coloured  comments  being  nlade  and 
w e n  large-typed  “Grave  Scaudal”  contents  bills, which 
might  have  jeopardised the existence of of  the  Institution  had 
its positioll been  at  all  weak.  The  Board  respectfully begs 
the  Vestry  to  take  this  statement  into  their  earnest consid6r.a- 
tion,  not  necessarily  with a view to continue a controversy, 
but  that,you  may  judge how far  the  aspersions  are  justified 
which  have  been  cast  upon a body of laymen  and  medical 
men,  whose  only  interest is to  nlaintain  the  Hospital  with 
the  utlnost  eficiency  in  the  interest of poor  and suffering 
wonlen.” 

The Vestry decided to refer this statement to 
Dr. PARKES, so that he might present a report to 
the  Board concerning it. 

A Special Meeting of Governors of the Chelsea 
Hospital for Women will be held at  the Hospital 
on Monday next the  19th  inst.,  at 3 pm., to con- 
sider the question, and we are glad to observe that 
Lord CADOGAN, KG., the  President, will take the 
Chair. 

T H E  Hospital Chaplains’ Union was founded in 
1889 for the bringing together for mutual llelp and 
counsel of chaplains of the  London General 
I-Tospitals,  who would be otherwise isolated in their 
work. The Union has just held its  fourth ami- 
versary. The report presented showed that it has 
been successful in attaining the objects aimed at. 
Meetings are held quarterly, at each  of which a 
paper is read on some subject connected directly or 
indirectly with Hospital work. A proposal to 
extend  the limits of the  Union so as to include the 
chaplains of other  than  London General Hospitals 
\vas discussed, and  found to be impracticable at 
present. The Bishop of ROCKESTER presided at 
one meeting, and expressed his warm s y l n ~ a t h ~  
wit11 all c‘institutional clergy” in their comparatively 
solitary work. 

* :g * 

* * 
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