
The Midwife. 
Cbe State Snbowntent of ‘(Cbe Central f D f b w f v e ~  Boarb. 

A special meeting of the Centxal Midwives’ 
During the Conference of the ,Sanitary Insti- BOal’d, for the hearing of penal cases was held i n  

h tQ at  Belfast last week, a Conference of women the Board Room, Caxton House, Westminster, on 
on Hygiene wm Keld a t  lvhich the Lady Mayoress, Thursday, July 27th. Sir Francis aampneys pre- 
Mrs. R. J. M’Mordie ,presided, when Dr. Eric sided. Eighteen mildwives were cited to  appear 
I’rihhard, M.A., presented a paper on bhe st.ate before the Boalrd, Mm cases being cunducted on 
Endowment of Mutherhood. behalf of the Board by Mr. Bestram, with the fol- 

The lecturer said that a splendid point in hlr. ’Owing 
L10y.d Qeorge’s Bill for State Insurance was that Struck off the Roll ... ... ... 14 

iseverely oensured . . . . . . . . . 1 the mother was t o  be endowed not in her capacity 

motberhoob. 

‘- 

of wife but in her capacity of mother. In  spite of Censured ... ... ... 1 
all that  haid been dune there wa8 a large wastage Exonerated ... ... ... 1 
due to poverty, and a well organised system of Adjourned ... ... ... 1 
endowment would reduce the mortality by elimina- 
ting +hat of which poverty waB the direct cause. 
Many a mother was reduced to despair before her 
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confinement, and the sense of security and oon- 

would result in impruved growth and development Amelia Ashton (No. 21038), Elizabeth, Bell (No. 
of the children before and after birth. 6921), .Harriet Blowers (No. 19593), Mary Denham 

The time was not ripe for the serious considera- (NO. 13182). This midwife having been enrolled 
tion of communal establishments for the rearing in virtue of having been in bond f ide practice as a 
of infants and young children, but there was midwife for a year before the passing of the Mid- 
general agreement that the Bill of the Chancellor mi~es’ Act, 1902, ancl never having p m e d  the Ex- 
of +he Exohequer offered no adequate provision amination of the (Tentral Midwives’ Board; or any 
for safeguarding the meKare of the babies. other examination in midwifery, falsely repre- 

The chief praotical argument against communal sented herself on her door plste, and by meane of 
lying-in establisbments, and public nurseries on a cards and advertisements in .the IsZe of Thanet 
large male was that  the mortality amongst infants C h e c f t e  as (a) “ Certificated Midwife by Examinic. 
rose whenever they were segregated in large num- tion of the Central Board ”; (b) (‘ Certificated by 
krs. Dirt and mismanagement were now the Examination, Central Midwife Board\” and (c) 
cause of fatalities among infnnte in institutions “ Certificated Midwife by Examination of Central 
just as they were of blood poisoning in hospitals Board.” Ann FOX (No. 752), Harriet Growcott 
fifty years ago. (No. 5241), Caroline Amelia Hutt  (No. 8249), Mary 

There was a widepread and sentimental objec- Ann Margaret Hyde (No. 8174), who, amon& 
tion to +he abolition of the family as a social unit, &her charges, admitted having employed an an- 
but muddle, dirt, stupidity, and inefficiency oon- certified person as #her GusubaCitute, Sarah, Jane 
stituted~ the environment of the great mass of Ideach (NO. 13257), Mary Ann Piclrering (No. 1533), 
homes they were anxious t o  preserve. convicted a t  Birmin&am Assizes of counselling 

Dr. Pribhard urged! that the aim of maternity abortion, and wntenced t o  18 months’ imprison- 
ecdowment should be to  provide every lying-in ment with hard labour, Hannah Rhodes (No, 53773, 
Ivoman who desired it with the services of a capable who admitted cutting the patienk’ perineum with 
midwife free of owt. Health visitors should‘ pay a pair of household scissors without disinfection, 
iiomiciliary visits to  expecting mothers both before Ann Sant (No. 7717), Sarah Stanley (No. 1642), 
an2 after thO child’s birth, and both midwives and Ellen Upton (No. 6532). 
and healtb visitors should have the power t o  give SEVERELY CENSURED 

Elizabeth Jones (No. 22708, C.M.B. Examina- food, clothing, and &her thin@ necessary for the 
welfare of the State’s new citizen. %ion) was severely censured for not explaining in 
caTB and refit were Assential before b ~ h  t,, give a case of inflammation of, and dhharge from, the 
the new citizen the best mile eyes of a child, that  the C m  was one in which the 
edllcat;tion and training exwllent things for attendance Of a registwed medical Prmtitioner was 

midwife said the inflammation was due to cold, quality in  the mother. 
The strain at prment irnpmd on many mothers, and attended t@ the eyes while Visiting %he mother, 

,yllb work hard, and live spal-ely, until impending and left a SllPPIY of lotion fm her +O after the 
labour fore- them to stop is very great. ChildTeIl ninth 
bro11E;ht into t,he world under such conditions Rlr. Bertram mentioned that three years ago, 
cannot be eXp&erE - b ~  hare stable nervoiis systems. when the midwife attended the mother, the infant 

fidenm given by a satisfactory endowmellt scheme S‘fnuCK OBE THE ROLL AND @RTIEIUATES CkNCELL’ED. 

l)r. pi.udenw Gaffikin that four 

of life. 

%Ile care uf the b& of ,all wag an inhere& reqnired. It WtiS brought out in evidence that the 
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