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RELIGIDOUS LIBERTY VERSUS TYRANNY—
WHICH?

To the Edétor of “ The Nursing Record.”

Sir,—WHhilst appreciating her criticism, it is transparently
clear to my own mind that your correspondent, * Ebor,” has
not yet broken off the old bondage, still feels as though she
were living in the feudal times, I think, What I feel about
the matter is that if we cannot give unto our oppressed
fellow-workers ** a lift 7 upwards. it is, to say the least, our
duty to abstain from dealing them the * cut behind.” 'This
applies all round. Our lospitals are nnot sectarian institu-
tions ; so if the cap fits. let us bhasten to don and wear jt. I
would protest against sitting in jud yment upon any oppressed
sister whilst she's passing through the crucible, especially in
a natter of this sort, and in times like ours.

On the other hand. that skilful tactician, Miss Clayton,
has hit the mark ; and, undoubtedly, were we each to adopt
her ideal, though we might fall short of reachiny it, one half
the wrongs which now exist in the Nursing profession would
right themselves forthwith. For the time draws on apace
when, in every case, our religion must become ‘‘individual
and personal,” There should be no blinking matters now ;
“glorify me” will not last for ever. And who cares a
button about those obsolete creeds of ours?  Surely we have
been falling down quite long enough before the shrine of the
“golden calf,” I would contend, then, that it is imm-terial
which of these win the day ; let us have right versus mizht,
and the creeds may go and welcome, any time. The Church
of the future, be it remembered, will be the Church which
first realises the worli’s great need, and rises equal to it. and
none other.  None of your demoralising subterfuges ; let us
have the pure and the good men to the front, not those
“godly” men who would slaughter you to save a lifeless
cree l.

“] saw a new heaven and a new earth,” we read; for
whilst many have been ina sound sleep, the times have
passed when men thought of religion merely as to whether
this sect was right or that sect was wrong.  “To be able to
benefit others is a condition of freedom and superiority.”
The religion of to-day, then, should find its outcom: in the
life of man. ** Not, truly, in fagtings and prayers, for these
are relics of a priesthood we cannot own ; notin churches and
chapels, for these are mere survivals of the ancient altars
whereon evervthing that was pure and good was often sacri-
fized to the blind idolatry of the gods,”

Finally, ¥ Religion,” as the churches define it, is a thing of
the past: let us have instead that “religion ™ as defined by
lieral thought—viz., * Whatever increasss the happiness
of mn ; not the blind worship of thz: one, but many prwers;
miking of man a better being in every way; his lile
brightenad by the consciousness of duties faithfully per-
formed to God, and his desire to acquire gratified, with the
object of beiny kind anl charitable, so as to soften and
brighten the ways of existence to those who have found life
heder.”  Then away with your scraples ; we must not allow
otr worthy co-workers to be overthrown in this way time
afier time fHra cresd.  Let us show evidence of the faith that
is within us, arise in the nam= of our God and humnity, and
put the aliens to flight.  Why are we so lethrgic about this
mutte, ailowiny our warthy comrales to lic languishing
hdi-deal upm the wayside of life, whilst we are bombasti-
cally thunking Gsd we are not as other men are? Smail
wonder that mankind should be considering whether as an
Institution the priesthood ought not to be abolishe L.—Yours
traiy, VETERAN.

TIIE MIDWIVES' REGISTRATION BILL.
To the Editor of “ The Nursing Record?”

Sir,—In the British Aledical Journal of May 2, the
editorial department stated that the above Bill was with-

drawn, and that the Lord President had given a ¢ virtual
pledge” to grant a Sclect Committee. Ou seeing this I
wrote, and found that the above “virtual pledge” had not
been given.

In the journal of May 23, Dr. Farquharson, M.P., says
he still believes the above * virtual pledge " was given, and
he quotes the Lord President’s remarks. I have read these
remarks. and fail to find any ** virtual " or other promise.

De. Farquharson next asks e to lay before the public
the Lord President's reply to my question, ‘There is no call
for doing so. His Lordship stated that he does ““not think
it necessary to correct anonymous statemants,” and also, *the
Government is under no pledge throu:h me, and anyone is
welcome to know that.,” If Dr. Farquharson is not content
with this, then perhaps he will communicate with the Lord
President. I understand that Dr. Farquharson is one of the
paid staff of the journal. If he is, then why was the above
“editorial "’ inserted without verification? Such serious
statements should always be signed. And here [ would re-
mrk that if a signed letter is placed in a journal, readers take
it for what it is worth ; whereas if the same statement is put
in as an editorial, * we,” the average subscriber, takes it for
gospel.

As to Mr, F. Pease’s letter. I can only say it is a pity lay-
men interfere with medical affuirs.  He says he judges from
the number of petitions sent in against the Bill that the oppo-
sition is limited, Was Mr. Pease, or anyone else, able to get
up one single petition in favour of the Bill? Notone, So
much for his criticisms.

I would add that it will give most melical men much
pleasure to notice that at the Extraordinary Meeting of the
Royal College of Physicians, London, both Drs, Priestley
and Playfair strongly urged the necessity of improving the
education of medical students in Midwifery.

I go so far as to say that the present * education” of the
medical student in Midwifery, diseases of women and of
infants, is almost a national dissrace and danger, and I trust
that Dr. Glover will perseverein his efforts to have an im-
provement carried out. Some time ago I sent a letter on
this subject to the British Medical Jowrnil, bu: beciuse it
had appeared in the Luncet and Provinecinl M dical Journal
it was suppressed.

I shall only add that until the General Madic1! Coun:il has
perfected the education of the student in Midw 1e1y and
diseases of infants, I shall oppose the passing of any Midwives’
BUl.  All the *improvements” recommen led 1 tie ill
cw be carried out without the ail of anv At of Pacliam:zat,
Hre lies the test of the advocates of Star: Regis.caion of
Midwives,—[ am, yours faithfully,

Roserr REID Rivioul,

Liverpool, M1y 25, 1891,

TIHIIE NURSES' CO-OPERATION
To the Editor of * The Nursing Reord.

Sit—Will you permit me to siy that, splealilly as you
have exposed the system of Nurse sweating in vogue at the
London and Wesuminster Hospitals, you coul  do the Nurses
still more good by advocating the co-sperating system
amongst them, and by advertising more widely, and with
approval, the Nurszs' Co-operation, 8, New Cvendish Street,
Portland Place, W.. an Association «stablished to secure to
Nurses the fuil remuneration for the r work.  Doubtless you
have gnod 1eason for being discreetly sileat on this new move-
ment, but the Hospitals which male enormous incomes out
of the labour of their Nurses anl Probuioners are already
beginning to boyeoit the Co-aperation, anl [ know of mrs

Paravox Exrracr oF Mear anp Maut Bisovices (Patented) wre
a boon to Nurses and Invalids, Tne Lamcet savs: ““We asree that
these Biscuits are rich in bone- orming materials.” In s, tins, Write
to ‘Thorp and C)., Glossop, for sample and particulars.  Sp=cial quota-
tions for biscuits in bulk to Hospitals, &ec. (LL)
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