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A Y  EYTRAORDIRARY PR93EGU’l’IOA’. 

An extraordinary prosecution was instituted by the 
National Society for the Prevention of Cruelty to 
Children when Nrs. Carolino Riissell mas summoned 
beEore &Ire Baggallay, at the Tower Bridgo Court, for 
neglecting her son, aged eight years. Nr. ITuntleJr 
Jenkins, who appeared for the Socioty, said the point 
raised was a somewhat unusual one. The case was 
not one of ordinary neglect, tlie defendant being a fond 
and careful mother, but there was ,medical evidence 
to show that an operation was absolutely necessary 
and the defendant declinod to have i t  performed. 
The child first came under the notice of tlie Society 
last Deceniber. He was then a cripple, and the 
defendent stated that the child had been operated on 
three or four times at Guy’s Hospital and that since 
that time she had taken him to a Mr. Burgess. The 
lioy was kept under observation, and on August 10th 
the defendant consehted to the child being examined 
by a doctor on behalf of tho Society. The esamina- 
ii-lin took place by Dr. Macdonald Judge, and on 
Bngust 13th the Society’s officer, Mr. Lodge, read to 
the deleudant# the doctor’s certificate, which stated 
that the boy was suffering from necrosis of the left 
thigh bone, and in his opinion surgical interference 
was absolutely necessary. to Eare the limb and 
possibly tlie child’s .Me. The defendant still reIused to 
have thc operation performed, and declared her inten- 
tion of .continuing to USB the ointment which slio 
received from Mr. Burgess, and which she considered 
$vas making the child better. Mr. Burgess was not a 
hedical practitioner, but there was no complaint 
against.h?m. 

Dr. Macdonald Judge, giving evidence for the - .  - 
prosecntiop, said that the boi  should be under 
a surgeon and an operation should be performed. He 
recog:Uised that the child had been well cared for by 
ihe mother, who had built up hisgeneral condition by 
intelligent treatment. Be  was aware that the child 
had already uudergone fonr operations, but some- 
times a dozen were necessary in cases of this kind. 

The magistrate said that Dr. Judge was a general 
practitioner and before taking proceedings of this 
kind the Societyxhonld have called in a specialist, 
in his opinion the Society had commenced pro- 
ceedings too quickly. Tlio child had alreacly under- 
gone fonr operations and the mother was not satisfied 
that knotlier was really necessary. The mother was 
&titled t6 IWOTV from a specialist that a fifth opera- 
Stion: w’as essential. Under these circumstances, the 
siinimons rrould be dismissed. 

I t  is ditricult t Y  understand Thy the Society 
instituted proceedings against the mother of the 
child for neglect while admitting that she was a fond 
and careful mother. Error of judgment on her part 
there might be, but surely the proper procedure in 
such a case mould be to  convince the intelligence of 
the mother instead of endeavouring to procure a 
conviction against an affectionate parent of having 
ncgjedted her child which, as the magistrate pointed 
ont soulcl bo recorded agaiust her for a11 time. We 
all t1rinlr.our own opinion right, but tlis N.S.P.C.C. 
took, a very p ~ r m ~ p t q  way of proving it, . 

A humorous incident once occurred in our 
eye ward, in which a patient was known to get 
out of bed to assist i n  a search instituted to 
find him. I t  was an accident that might easily 
occur, There mere eight beda in the eye marcl 
-one on either side of the door, a i d  six In a 
row opposite the door. 

No. 1 patient, on left of door as you enter, 
was an old man brought in to be operated on 
for cataract. IIe  vas waiting his turn and 
sleeping in  the ineaiitiine in No. 1 bed. No. 6 
bed of the row opposite the door happened to 
be empty. The Night Superintendent in mak- 
ing her rgund at 9.0 p m .  had noticed that one 
of the beds was nnoccupied, but did not parti- 
cularly notice which, except that the beds on 
either side of the door were occupied-the ono 
on the left by S., the patient I am about to 
tell of. 
NOM this S. in No. 1 bed was just starting an 

attack OP delirium tremens, in fact, it only 
begau that night, and the first symptom was the 
restlessness which caused him when the Night 
Nurse was out of the ward to leave his own bed 
by the door and get into No. G, the empty bed. 

When the Night Sister was doing her rounds 
at midnight and entered the ward with the 
nurse, the first thing they noticed vas that 
No. 1 bed was empty. The night mrso \roomed 
that he had been in the bed when last she was 
in the ward, not ten minutes previously. Those 
of the Patients who were awake mere ques- 
tioned, but the,y could not solve the mystery. 
No. 1, now in No. G bed, hearing, as  he put it 
in his sailor parlance, that there ivas ‘‘ A man 
overboard,” got up  at once to assist in the 
search, thus, of course, leaving No. 6 bed 
empty and confirmin$ more than ever the 
general opinion that there was a man missing. 
Great escitement prevailed, the matter was 
reported to  the House Surgeon, who, with the 
Night Sister and two porters, aallied forth in. 
the darkness and dcmpness of a wet November 
night with lanterns and torches to search the 
gardens and grounds for the missing patient, 
While they were gone, the poor worried night 
nurse, left alone, pondered how this thing could 
be; and aftex carefully going round all the beds 
saw the niistnke that had been made, for No. 1 
was back in his own bed once more, having 
returned there as soon as the party had left to 
search the garden. She, however, could not 
leave her ward and so  vas unable to relieve the 
minds o€ the anxious searchers aniongst the 
cabbagcs, ‘~1’310, after an honr’s fhi t less  hunting, 
rotarilecl tlcjcctcclly, only to 110 i w t  t l l ~  
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