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?Letters to the Ebttor. --- 
Whilst c0rdiaEL.y inviting corn- 

municatiotis u p o n  all subjects 
f o r  these columns, w e  wi sh  it 
to  be d is t inc t lv  understood 
that w e  d o  itat IN ANY WAX 
hold ourselves responsible for 
the  opinions expressed b y  our 
correspondents.  

I 
OUR GUINEA PRIZE. 

DEAB ~IADAX, -I haye midi  pleawre iu 
acknowledging the receipt of one guinea for pictiire 
puzzle prize. 

Wi&ing your paper every succe-, 
Yours faithfully, 

BES~IE TIDDOP. 
The Royal Infirmars, Sheffielcl. 

MALE MIDWIVES. 
To the  E d i t o r  of  t h e  “ BTitish Jozirnal of Xursing.’’  

DEAR 1\IADAJI,-lt is an interesting fact that  
under th0 3iid1~ives’ Act, 1902, while vmnien are 
prohibited from tlaking the name and title of niid- 
wife, and from habitually and for gain attending 
mmen in child-birth> otherwise than under the 
direction of a qualified medical practitioner, men 
can do both t h s e  things with impunity, and not 
only can, hut do, as you recently shoiwd. 

It is clear that the Act neeck laniending to pi+ 
hibit the practice of unqualified men, or they may 
enter into most unfair compeYition with certified 
midwives, to say nothing of the dangeer to \~-hich 
patients who employ them iiiag be subjected. More- 
over, although the male midwife is entirely un- 
regulated, and there is no rule to oompel hini to 
wild for medical assistance, yet, a6 ’he cannot 
giv0 a death certificate, he will be practically forced 
to summon niedical assistance in wi3iou8 cams. This 
opens up fui-ther problems. Would a doctor sum- 
moned on the advice of a n  uiiregidered male mid- 
ivife he  covering unqualified practice, aiid SQ be 
liable to have his name renioved from hi& profei- 
csrional register, if he went to the a&tawe of a 
lying-in woman at; the request of a male miclwik, 
aiid how can he enforce payineat of hie fee if the 
husband repudiates his claim ? 

Other interesting points ppened up are: How 
&ould an amendment of the Act be worded? ‘( No 
woman shall habitually and for gain attend ivonien 
in ohild-bii.th . . , unless rshe be cei%ified iunder 
thi.; Act ” cannot he changed t o  no person, as the 
Appeal Cou1.C of the  House of Lords hats decided 
tha t  a woman is not B pemon, so that  if amended 
in that  may it rvould apply t;so men only, and con- 
fusion wmlrl be ’worse confoiinded. It will 
appivrently have to read, “ no man or woman ” in 
every i1ifit-ane.e in which it i4  desired to iiicliide botn, 
axid lastly, one wondara what the jiidgment i n  tlirs 
Edinbnrgh guadua%es’ appeal to the Ekiisa of Lord% 
nroiild have lieoii h 8 d  t’he Mirhvive y’ Act originally 
lieell ~ ~ ~ ~ r d c d  ,+o a8 to prevemt iinqn:ilifierl ycr7-olrw 
froin practice, It cunld hardly 1lave keen Irc4ld tll:Lt; 
a \sroniail ~vab  1tot U person had die been ~lfwrihurl 

. CONTRIBUTIONS. 
The Editor mill at all times he pleased to  consider 

articles of a suitable nature for )isertion in thie 
Journal-thme on practical n u r m g  are specially 
invited. 

Such communications iiiuet he duly authenticated 
with name and address, aiid should be addrewed to 
the Elitor, 20, Upper Wimpole Street, London, b.  

Advertisemeiits and bzlshess communhtiona 
should he addressed ta the Nanngcr, BRITIRE 
JOURNAL OF NURSING, 11, Adam ,%Wet, Xtratid, 
T‘V. a D 

OUR P U Z Z L E  PRIZ?, 
nulos for ~ompetrng for the Pictorial Puxzlt. 

Prim will ha ftriiiitl on Advurti.;t*nront page xii. 
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