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~Tetters to the Editor,

NOTES, QUERIES, &c.
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Whilst  cordially inviting  com-
munications wupon all subjects
for these columns, we wish it to
be distinctly understood that we
do mot 1IN ANY WAY hold our-
selves responsible for the opinions
expressed by our correspondents.

IN FAVOUR OF STATE REGISTRATION.
To the Editor of the * British Journal of Nursing.’

. Dear Mapan,—TI have thought for some time of writ-
ing tosay how thoroughly I approveof State Registration
for Nurses ; indeed, I fail to see how anyone, having
the welfare of nurses and the nursing profession at
heart, could do otherwise, I feel convinced, too, thas
State Registration would be a great boon and pro-
tection to the public, I am superiniendent of a staff
“of forty nurses ; several have already becomé members,
-and I shall certainly use any influence I may possess
to induce the others, and any of our profession whom
I know, to help this important question forward by
becoming members of the Society for State Regis-

tration.—I am, Madam, Yours faithfully,

A, M, WarL.
The Yorkshire Co-operation for Nurses
and Nursing Homes, Ltd.,
22, Olarendon Road, Lieeds.

Lo the Bditor of the * British Journal of Nupsing. '
Dear Maoam,—I should like, through the 'medium
of your pages, to remind anti-Registrationists of a
fact they seem purposely and persistently to ignore,
namely, although -in the future a nurse may be
 registered trained nurse, the advantages and:disad-
vantages of her personal characteristics as regards her
patients will then, as now, be fully displayed in the
verbal and written testimonials of former patients.
It lies then entirely. with the would-be patient to
choose bebween the registered and unregistered nurso.
I think thab a nurse, to become registered, will need
to attain a certain standard in ealculable propetties,
she will hiob then (more than now) detract from those
palpable advantages by showing objectionable personal
qualitics.  “In fact, feeling herself more as the ‘‘unib
of a whole,” she will in every way endeavous to uphold

the honour of that ¢ whole.” a

Yours very truly, g
AN Ix-Privare NUBSE.

THE BURNING QUESTION.

Do the Bditor of the ** British Journal of Nursing.”

Drar Mavam,—The challenge given by ‘¢ A Pro-
vineial Nurse” in your last issue to the anti-Regis-
trationists is a reasonable one. What are they doing to
improve the general efficiency of nursing ¢ If they are
doing nothing, what right have they to attempt to
hinder the work of those who are, at all events,
trying to remedy things which all admit need remedy-
ing? Until the anti’s can show us that they are en-
deavouring to promote the public welfare they must
excuse us for thinking their present position an un-
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dignified and unworthy one. They are saying in
effect, ““ We will do nothing ourselves, and therefore
no one else shall attempt to do anything either; at
any rabe, if they do, we willdo all in our power to
frustrate their good work.”—I am, dear Madam, Yours
truly, ’ ' Co-or. NURsE.

AN ENCYCLICAL FROM THE LONDON.
" To the Editor of the * British Jotrnal of Nursing.”

Duar Mananm,—I beg to enclose to you an abbtack
on Registration by which the Matron of the London

"Hospital is attempting to influefiée nurses ignorant of

the question. I think you, and those who are working
80 hard to_improve the 'position”6f nurses and to
rescue the sick public from many ** terrible persons ”
who now préy upon them, ought to kmow ' of ib.
This letter isbeing privately and widely circulated by
the Matron, presumably ab the expense of the hospital,
and if; strikes me as being a very niisleading affair.
If you reviewed it and showed how unjust it is, it
might do good.—Yours sincerely, ;
Oxeg Wuo Has WORKED AT THE LONDON, °
[We hope to deal with the Encyeclical from the
London Hospital when we can afford space.—Eb.]

AUTOCRATS FEAR NURSES,

To the Bditor of the ¢ British Jowrnal of Nursing.”

Mapam,~-In. your issue of the 2lst inst. I find
you have circulated an incorrect and- absolutely
untrue stabement with regard to myselfin a letber yon
print headed ¢ Autocrats Fear Nurses,”. The remarks
reforred to were not made by me; and I shall be glad
to find this corrected in your next issue. - . )

) Believe me, Madam, - .
* " Yours very faithfully, .
J. ‘SPRANKLING.

76, Comerford Road, Brockley, 8.1,

[We have referred this communication fo the writer
of the letter in question, and she sends us a cutting
from the Lee Journal from which she quoted the
Chairman’s remarks. We, of course, acecept Mr.
Sprankling's statement that he was not that Chairman.
—Fp.] - :

] - MATRONS’' MARKS.
To the Bditor of the * British Journal of Nursing.”

Drin Mavam,—I am sure many -nurses will be
grateful to you for calling attention to the fact that in
nearly all training-séhools for hurses the examination
is on a most theoretical basis; The final exam, upon
which my certificate was awarded was in every way most
unsatisfactory ; my practical knowledge was tested in
no way, and no nurse took part in it as examiner.. The
claim, therefore, of the anti-Registrationists that they
alone value a nurse’s practical work-and can estimate
it is quite untrue. I know no large training-school in
London where the Matron takes part in the practical
examination of & nurse before the hospital certificate
is awarded (though one may do so). My experience is
that the exams. as at present conductedare u delusion.
It would be interesting if Miss Liickes would tell us
what steps she takes to acquaint herself with a nurse’s
pracbical work, as, unlike the Matrons of all other
hospitals, she does not systeiatically inspect their
work in the -wards, which she visits only on very rare
occastons, and all she knows of it must be second-hand.
" Iam, &c.,

A Cerrirzoarep NURSE.
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