May 13, 1905]

viding for the. Legal Registration of Trained Nurses,”
to. place before the Board of Trade the ressons which
appear to the Society to be of the utmost importance
why its licence should not be granted to the signatories
of . ““The Incorporated Society for Promoting the
Higher HEducation and Training of Nurses,” which
aims ab instituting a voluntary system of Registration
of nurses. -

1, There is not amongst the signatories making

application for powers, which, if granted, would
involve guestionsaffecting the education, examination,
certification, registration, diseipline, and control of
trained nurses, the name of one medical practitioner,
hospital Matron, or trained nurse. We submib that
no laymen can determine, and should not, therefore,
be granted powers to determine, questions involving
technical and highly-specialised professional matters,
a_ principle recognised in connection with all profes-
sions. -
2, Although the Articles of Association provide that
the Council, or.Governing Body, shall consist of
physicians, surgeons, and trained nurses, the Arbicles
make no definite provision as to the numbers of each
profession, nor that the nursing members should be
directly elected by the nurses whom they are to
govern. My Society regards this principle as abso-
Iutely essential, both to the safety of the individual
nurse and to the success of any scheme of professional
government, and in the Nurses’ Registration Bill pro-
moted by the Society which I have the honour to
represent, it will be observed that the General Nursing
Couneil, or governing body, is largely composed of
Direct Representatives, elected by the registered
nurses themaelves.

3. In connection with the maintenance of a Register
of Nurses, the new Society seeks power ‘‘to remove
from such Register the name or names of any person
or. persons as the Society may in its discretion think
proper.” It is submitted that such powers involving
the professional ruin of & trained nurse should not be
exercised ab the sole discrebion of any Society, but
only after the person concerned has been proved guilty
of serious misconduct, and has had an opportunity of
being heard in her own defence, either personally or
through her legal adviser, for which no provision is
made in the Memorandum or Articles of Association.
Tt is noteworthy that a quorum of three, or at an a:d-
journed meeting of the Council, of two, could exercise
this most arbitrary and dangerous power,

4. In the opinion of this Society the question of the
organisation of Nursing by State Registration has
passed out of the realm of experiment; voluntary
measures have been tried aud have failed, even under
Royal patronage and high professional auspices.
Organisation and Registration under State authority
was . recommended by the late Sir Henry Acland,
Regius Professor of Medicine in the University of
Oxford, as far back as the year 1874, and for twenty
years trained nurses have been working to this end, and
thereis nowaconsiderable force of medical, nursing, and
public opinion in favour of an Act of Parliament to place
nursing education on s definite and sound theoretical
and practical basis, under the control of a representa-
tive Nursing Council. Two Bills with this object have
been introduced into the House of Commons this
Session, promoted respectively by this Society and the
Royal British Nurses’ Association. - As the result of
the interest aroused in. this proposed legislation for
nurses, » Select Committee on Nurging of the House
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of Commons wag appointed by the Government, last
Session to consider and report on the .whole matter,
and is continuing its inquiry this Session. The whole
question of the organisation of Nursing is thus sub-
judice. It is, therefore, submitted that the application
of the new Society for incorporation by the Board of
Trade is most inopportune, and that it would cause
great and needless confusion if legal authority wero
conferred on any body of unprofessional persons,
empowering them to deal with the important. ques-
tions which are now under the consideration of
Parliament. . .

b. Acts of Parliament for the Registration of Nurses

have alveady been passed in several British colonies—
1, Under the Medical and Pharmacy Acts,

Cape of Good Hops, 1891,

2. Under the Medical
Natal, 1899, .

3. Under Nurses’ Registration Bill, New Zea-~

land, 1901. _

. 4. Several Acts providing for the Registration

of Trained Nurses have been passed in the United

. States in—North Carolina, 1903; New .York,

1903 ; New Jersey, 1903 ; Virginia, 1903 ; Mary-
land, 1904 ; California and Indiana, 1903.
. The nurses in many other States are agitating for
similar legislation. It is officially reported that State
Registration of Nurses is proving, as anticipated, of
greab.benefit to the public, to the medical profession,
and to the nurses themselves. -

6. We therefore submit that the intercsts involved
in the organisation, control, and discipline of nurses,
affecting as they do every class in.the community, are
too serious and complex to be effectively dealt with
exceph by a Representative Board possessing authority
conferred by Act of Parliament. . .

7. This Society of Matrons and nurses, therefore,
most respectfully petitions the Board of Trade to
refuse the application for Incorporation of the Signa-
tories to, the Memorandum of Association of *‘The
Incorporated Society for Promoting the Higher Educa-
tion and Training of Nurses.” S

. Mrs, Fenwick further said she would like to point
out that the Central Hospital Council for London was
composed of managers of the great hospitals, the nurses
had no representation upon i6t. She entirely agreed
with Sir James Crichton Browne as to the ulterior in-
fluence which must inevitably be exercised by the
millionaire signatories if this scheme were sanctioned.
It was quite preposterous to suppose that nurses could
assume an independent position and stand out against
it. Those interested were most generous supporters
of hospitals ; some of them had seats on the Central
Hospital Council, the Council of the King’s Fund, the
Royal Nutional Pension Fund for Nurses, the Hospital
Sunday Fund, and, no doubt, the Saturday Fund. I
they pushed the scheme, was it possible for the nurses
to take an independent position %

In regard to finance, the nurses were given no voice
in the expenditure of the funds which they subscribed.
Nurses desired to defray their own expenses and to con-
trol their own expenditure. -

Tae BriTisE GYNACOLOGICAL SOCIETY:

Dr. Bedford Fenwick said that he had been requ‘ested
by the Council of the British Gynmcological Society, to

and Pha.rn‘lé,cyx Aéts,

represent it on this occasion. Much that he desired

to say had been so excellently said by previous speakers
that he would confine lis remarks chiefly to the spegial
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