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[FROM OUR OWN CORRESPONDENT.]

“IN the midst of life we are in death.” So says the
Proverb; and it is a fit motto for the narrative which
forms the subject of my present communication. A
horrible calamity has befallen a family in this county,
arising chiefly, as I believe, from the neglect of those
hygienic measures which have been found so useful for
the prevention and mitigation of disease, and which
have of late been so strongly recommended by the pro-
fession for adoption by the public wherever the neces-
gity for them is discovered. Perhaps there is no medi-
cal problem so completely solved as the prevention of
the spread, and abatement of the malignancy, of epi-
demic diseases; we hear of their progress being ar-
rested, and their evil effects eradicated, wherever proper
sanitary measures are early and actively adopted to
deprive them of a pabulum favourable to their propa-
gation and essential to their existence. This pabulum
I believe to consist chiefly of the secretions and excre-
tions of those labouring under fevers; which, if mixed
and exposed with other refuse material in bins, privies,
or on the surface of the ground, have the power to
disseminate the disease, and concentrate the poison
which produces it.

To pass on to the immediate subject of my letter, I
have to inform you that the locality in which the fol-
lowing occurrences took place was at the time a healthy
one; there being no fever in the neighbourhood, and
the house a recently built parsonage, of good dimen-
sions, and placed on an apparently unexceptionable
site. There is a water-closet within the house, well
supplied with water from a large tank, its waste pipe
leading into a capacious well-glazed drain, just outside
the house, which carries its contents under-ground a
long way off the premises into a ditch, too far removed
to be hurtful. But there are two other privies, with
open arches, through which their contents pass into an
oblong square dirt-bin, situated very near the back door
of the house, and very few feet from the large drain
above mentioned, which could have carried all the
refuse of these privies, as well as of the water-closet, to
a safe distance from the house. Unfortunately, this
very obvious and desirable arrangement was overlooked
by the builders; and, as one of these privies was used
for the conveyance of all slops, etc., from the house,
this bin, into which both fluid and solid refuse was
admitted, was often extremely offensive.

The family residing in this house consisted of the cler-
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gyman himself, his mother, aged 82, and paralytic, his
wife, six children, the eldest being about 14 years old,
and several servants. The second son was at school ina
small market town many miles off, but scarlet fever
broke out in the place, and he was taken home. On
his journey, he became chilly and faint, reached home
with difficulty, and then exhibited the usual symptoms
of scarlet fever in a mild form, and recovered. Soon,
however, two of the other children and a servant took
the fever, and in less than a week all three died. On
the 20th of January, I received the following note from
the husband, the first intimation I had of what was
going on,

«I have lost two children and a servant by scarlet
fever during the past week, and my wife is now attacked
by it. Mr.—— says she has no unfavourable symp-
toms; but I should like much for you to come over by
an early train to-morrow.”

This was written on Sunday, January 19th ; and, just
as I was starting by train on Monday morning, I re-
ceived another summons by telegraph. The distance
was too great for me to arrive before the afternoon;
and, before I got to the house, I was told on the road
that Mrs. —— was also dead! On my arrival, a hearse
was standing at the door, containicg the servant’s
coffin ; and they were bringing a child’s coffin out at the
hall-door, to proceed with the two to the church for in-
terment. The wife was lying dead on her bed ; she had
been dead an hour or twvo—a sacrifice, as far as I could
understand, to the laryngeal form of the disease. The
day before, she had a bright eruption, and seemed to be
going on well, but afterwards lost her voice, and died
suffocated. I was then asked to see another child,
seized with the fever that very morning—a nice intelli-
gent little boy, of about six years of age. He was quite
sensible, but pallid, cold, and complaining of pain in
one side of his throat. I found the right tomsil in-
flamed, with commencing ulceration lower down; but he
could swallow well, and took whey freely. His counte-
nance bespoke the existence of a deadly poison in his
blood ; his pulse was very feeble; and, although he had
a good fire in his room, was covered with warm blankets,
and had hot bottles to his feet, he still remained in a
state of collapse. We applied turpentine round his
throat, which he said relieved him; and, when I left in
the evening, he was a little warmer; but I stated my
conviction that he was in very great danger.

The next evening, just in time for me to start by the
mail-train, I received the following telegram: ¢ The
little boy is dead; the eldest son is taken; please to
come by the first train.” I arrived in the middle
of the night, and found the eldest son but slightly
ill, and, fortunately, in another house, a few hun.
dred yards from the parsonage. I stayed all night;
and he was not worse in the morning, having neither
eruption nor sore-throat, and only complaining of
occasional sickness. Our next care was to empty the
parsonage-house, destroy all stained linen, and remove
the father, the infant about a year old, and the son who
had been the unfortunate means of communicating this
fearful disease, to a distance at the seaside; for the
double purpose of removing them from the poisonous
locality, and of taking immediate and decided steps to
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Rovar CoLLEGE OF SURGEONs. The following mem-
bers of the College, baving undergone the necessary
examinations, were admitted Licentiates in Midwifery at
a meeting of the Board, on February 12th:—

Brumwell, Joseph Cownley, Burnley, Lancashire; diploma of
membership dated July 26, 1858

Dobson, Thomas, L.S.A., Ileetwood, Lancashire; Jan. 29, 1862

Dyte, David Hyman, I..S.A., London Hospital ; Nov. 13, 1861

Edge, Stonard, L..S.A., Heavitree ; December 2,1859

Fowler, dames, L.S.A., St. Thomas’s Hospital ; April 11, 1861

Jenner, William, Highworth, Wiltshire; January 81, 1862

J.ewis, Charles, Berehaven Mines, co. Cork; June 18, 1852

Marshall, Walter Thomas, Birmingham; Nov. 12, 1861

Megyy, Frederick, Stockwell; January 28, 1862

Ray, Robert, Victoria, Australia; January 30, 1862

Sheppard, Wm. Matthew, L.S.A., Geelong, Australia

Smith, Joseph, York; July 30, 18651

Stamper, James Fenton, L.S.A., Haverfordwest; May 1, 1861

Weekes, William Hampton Carlile, Hurstpierpoint, Sussex;
ebruary 8, 1360

Willett, Edmund, Xennington Park; January 29, 1862

APPOINTMENTS.

‘HEADLAND, Frederick W., M.D., elected Assistant-Physician to the
Charing Cross Hospital.

*HuLkEg, John W, Esq., elected Assistant-Surgeon to the Middlesex
Hospital, in the room of W. H. Flower, Iisq., resigned.

IrvINEg, John W., Iisq.. elected Honorary Surgeon to the Liverpool
Dispensaries.

MoRrGaN, John E., M.B,, elected Physician to the Salford and Pen-
dleton Royal Hospital and Dispensary.

Rovar, Army.
made :—

Ga1xs, Staff-Surgeon G. E., to be Surgeon Gth Foot, vice C. M. M.
Miller, M.D.

O'Briex, Statf-Assistant-Surgeon T. M., to be Assistant-Surgeon
100th Koot, vice T. Liddard.

HuxMe, Deputy Inspector-General T.D., M.D., to be Inspector-Gene-
ral, vice J. Forrest, M.D., C.B.

MiLLER, Surgeon C. M. M., M.D., 6th Foot, to be Staff-Surgeon,
vice Gains.

Rickakps, Staff-Assistant-Surgeon A. K., to be Assistant-Surgeon
Royal Artillery, yice Sharp.

SmirTH, Swatf-Surgeon-Major A., M.D., to be Surgeon 47th Foot, vice
Singleton.

The following appointments have been

To be Staff-Assistant-Surgeons :—
Laxns, Staff-Assistant-Surg. H., from half-pay, vice I. M, O’Brien.
Quinnax, Staff Assist.-Surg. P., from half-pay, vice A. K. Rickards.
WHaITE, Staft-Assistant-Surgeon S, G., M.D., from half-pay.

VoruNTEER CorPs. The following appointments have
been made (A.V.=Artillery Volunteers; R.V.=Rifle
Volunteers) :—

LarmutH, J. H,, Esq., to be Assistant-Surgeon 8rd Admiuistrative

Battalion Cheshire R.V.
MuriEL,d. T, Ksq., to be Assistant-Surgeon 1st Administrative
Battalion Suffolk R.V.
To be Honorary Assistant.Surgeon :—
Arrotr, D., M.D., 1st Forfarshire A.V.

BIRTH.

FLeTCHER. On January 31st, at 13, Moruington Terrace, Liverpool,
the wife of *F. D. Fletcher, Esq., of a son.

DEATHS.

Corquuovy, James, M.D., late of the Madras Light Cavalry, in
Edinburgh, on January 27.

GALEN. On February 6th, at Aberdeen, aged 28, Margaret, eldest
daughter of John Galen, M.D.

HALLSWORTH. _On February 4th, at Atherstone, Jane, wife of S. M.
Hallsworth, Esq., Surgeon.

Lams, George, Esq., late Physician-General in Calcutts, aged 74,
on February 8.

StENsoN, Nathaniel, M.D., at Bourton-on-the-Water, Gloucester-
shire, aged 86, on February 8.

Vacancies. The following appointments are vacant :
Physician-Accoucheur to the St. Marylebone General
Dispensary, by the death of Dr. Henry Davies ; House-
Surgeon to the Royal Dispensary and Infirmary, Windsor.
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TRIAL FOR LIBEL.
Court of Queen’s Bencl, Westminster, Feb. 8th.

WELLS v. WEBBER.

THE plaintiff, Thomas Spencer Wells, sued the defend-
ant, William Webber, to recover damages for a libel
published in the Medical Circular on the 9th of October,
1861. The defendant pleaded only the general issue.
The charge made by the defendant against the plaintiff
in the libel was, that he bad left a copy of a pamphlet,
“Vesico-Vaginal and Recto-Vaginal Fistula,” in question
with the “ boots” at the George Hotel, at Buxton, Der-
byshire, “to be placed in some conspicuous place,” and
that it was accordingly ¢ exposed by him on the post-
shelf at the hotel, where ladies of all ages, and gentle-
men, and other people, go to seek for letters.” The
libel described the plaintifi’s proceeding as a “ violation
of decency,” and a “flagrant disregard of social privi-
leges, to say nothing of so quackish as well as indeli-
cate a mode of advertisement,” “The plaintiff stated,
that in the month of September last he went to the
George Hotel, at Buxton, with two friends, Mr. Parker
and Mr. Sadler. They dined at the ordinary in com-
pany with the defendant and some other parties. The
defendant had formerly been a candidate to be elected
Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons, and had been
blackballed, and, as the plaintiff was unwilling to take
up his cause, a coolness had ensued between them ; but
when they met at the ordinary the plaintiff spoke to the
defendant, and they appeared on friendly terms; and,
after dinner, they retired to the smoking room, and
some conversation took place between the defendant and
the plaintiff’s two friends, in the course of which the de-
fendant gave a very glowing account of his professional
exploits, and particularly of his victories over the ho-
meeopathists. In the course of the conversation, the
defendant, speaking of the plaintiff, said, * If Mr. Wells
had said of me what I have said of him, I would not
speak to him.” The next morning, at 9 o'clock, the
plaintiff' and his two friends left for Chatsworth, and,
while they were waiting for the omnibus at the door,
the postman delivered to the plaintiff a letter, contain-
ing six copies of his newly printed lecture. One of
these he gave to his surgical friend (Mr. Sadler), and
said he thought it would be only civil to give Webber
(the defendant) one, and he called the “boots,” and
asked him to deliver it to the defendant. One of the
plaintiff’s friends (Mr. Parker) asked the “ boots” whether
he knew the defendant’s bedroom, and being answered
that he did, he told the “ boots” to deliver it to the de-
fendant there. The plaintiff and bis friends then left, and
heard no more of the matter till the 9th of October,
when the plaintiff’s attention was called to the following
article in the Medical Circular of that date :—

“ MR. SPENCER WELLS AND THE VISITORS AT THE
BuxroNn HoTEL.

“To the Editor of the ¢ Medical Circular.

“We learn that on the 25th ult. an illustrative little
book, purporting to be a lecture on ¢ Vesico-Vaginal
and Recto-Vaginal Fistula, delivered in May, 1861, in
the neighbourhood of St. George’s Hospital, London, by
T. Spencer Wells, Esq., F.R.C.S., surgeon to the Sama-
ritan Hospital, etc., and reprinted from the BriTis2 ME-
DICALJ OURNAL, was left as a gratuity at the George Hotel,
Buxton, by the author, as some documents forwarded to
the College of Surgeons, of which we subjoin a copy,
will show :—

“(Copy.)

“ George Hotel, Buxton, Sept. 26th, 1861.
* This pamphlet was left last Tuesday evening, or the
following morning, with the ¢boots’ of this hotel (by
Mr. Spencer Wells), to be placed in some conspicuous

place, and was accordingly exposed by him on the poss
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shelf at the hotel, where ladies of all ages, and gentle-
men, and other people go to seek for letters. We, the
visitors now assembled here, especially those of us who
have young nieces and daughters staying with us, ean-
not but express our indignation at so revolting a viola-
tion of decency, so flagrant a disregard of social privi-
leges, to say nothing of so quackish as well as indelicate
a mode of advertisement. Such a means of notoriety
among professedly orthodox practitioners is very siek-
ening. We hope this reproof will have the effect of
preventing the extension of so demoralising a system of
publicity.
¢ W. ANDRos, President.

R. J. GRIFFITHS.

CHARLES PoLHILL. CHAs. M1TCHELL, B.A.

S. S. BRITTAIN. R. EvERs.

¢ Copy of the Letter of the landlord of the hotel, ad-
dressed to the Visitors, thanking them for their pro-
test against the course adopted by Mr. Spencer Wells.

“ George Hotel, Buxton, Sept. 26th, 1861.

¢ Gentlemen,—I am much obliged to you for the
course you have taken, as I fully concur in the senti-
ments you have expressed relative to the indecent
pamphlet ‘by T. Spencer Wells, F.R.C.S.’, etc., London,
which was handed to the ¢ boots’ (to be laid where it
would be seen!) by a person who left this hotel, in com-
pany with two other visitors, on Wednesday morning,
and who, I have reason to believe, is the author of it.
T also conclude he is known to the medical gentleman
forming one of your number, as ¢ he left his compliments
for him’ at starting ¢ to Chatsworth on his way to town.’
The pamphlet to which you have appended your protest
will, therefore, be transferred to that gentleman, with a
copy of this letter, and an intimation of your expressed
opinion, that it should be forwarded to the College of
Surgeons, of which, it appears, the author is a Fellow.
The ¢ boots’ was, of course, not aware of the contents
of the book so handed to him, and therefore did as he
was directed. I am not aware that such an obscene
publication has ever before been left exposed at this
house; and, in order to prevent a repetition of so dis-
gusting and discreditable an occurrence, I have given
strict orders to my servants to bring at once to me all
such pamphlets and advertising papers which may here-
after be left with them.

“T have, etc., “E.LEEs, pro WILLIAM LEES.
“To the President and Gentlemen of the

Diningroom and Drawingroom.

“ [We have deemed it necessary, in the course of
our duty, to publish this correspondence, inasmuch as
we are informed it has been forwarded to the Council of
the Royal College of Surgeons for its consideration.

““What that body may decide with reference to it we
shall hereafter know; but as we cannot believe that
Mr. Spencer Wells, who is the ostensible editor of a
medical journal, would intentionally offend public de-
cency, some explanation of this occurrence is absolutely
required, in vindication, not only of his own sense of
propriety, but of the character of the profession.—Ebp.
Med. Circular.]”

Upon inquiry it appeared that the documents in ques-
tion had been sent to Dr. Ross, the editor of the Ale-
dical Circular, by the defendant, accompanied with a
private letter addressed by the defendant to Dr. Ross,
in the following terms :—

“Tunbridge Wells, Oct. 4th, 1861.

“Dear Ross,—You will see by the inclosed that our
friend of the Bath and Wells Advertiser has been play-
ing the fissure (fisher) man in the north upon his fistula
or pipe essay. I have forwarded the pamphlet, with Mr.
Lees’s letter, to the College of Surgeons, as I was re-
quested, without further note or comment. Our short
Jjacket friend has, I have no doubt, distributed at other
hotels and houces, in his peregrinations in northern lati-

“ Geo. W, EvaNs,
AusT. ODLIN.

tudes, his illustrative descriptions and exposures of parts
indicative of the origin of his great genius. I will send
you by next post a copy of my answer to Mr. Lees’s
letter, so that you may be the first to show up the show-
man, who evidently has an appreciable knowledge of the
usefulness of advertisements to those who cannot other-
wise persuade people that they are dustmen qualified to
sweep. 1 have been desired to send copies to all the
journals. I shall cause them to be delivered at the
office of the BritisH MEDICAL JoURNAL and the Lancet.
I shall leave the College to deal with Spencer (and his
tales) of the Times. I declined to sign the protest of
the visitors for reasons which will appear. Buxton air
and baths have done wonders for me ; my general health
is greatly improved. I will give you a call next week,
as I want to have a few minutes talk with you.

¢ 1In haste, yours very truly, = WrirLiam WEBBER.”

As soon as the plaintiff saw the article in the Medical
Circular he placed the matter in the hands of his solicitor,
who obtained from Dr. Ross the originals of all the do-
cuments, and also the private letter, and this action was
forthwith commenced. Itappeared thatthe defendanthad
sentcopies of the same documents to the Britisa MEDICAL
JoURNAL, but the editor of that journal did not publish
them ; and he also sent the documents to the Royal Col-
lege of Surgeons, who, through their secretary, had
called upon the plaintiff for an explanation, but had
taken no other steps pending this action. The plaintiff,
in the most distinct manner, swore that he had only
circulated a few copies of the pamphlet, and those among
professional friends, and said he should himself have
been much disgusted if he had known that a copy of it
had fallen into the hands of ladies or unprofessional
people. It appeared that the defendant, who had been
in the first instance blackballed, was afterwards elected
a Fellow of the Royal College of Surgeons; but, for
some reason which was not explained, he declined to
sign the by-laws. The defendant called no witnesses.

Mr. HuDDLESTON, in his address to the jury for the de-
fendant, said he accepted entirely the statement made by
the plaintiff, that he had not given the pamphlet to the
‘““boots” “to be placed in some conspicuous piace,” but, as
the plaintiff himself said, to be delivered personally to the
defendant. He therefore was ready, on the part of the de-
fendant, to make an ample retractation and apology for
what he had published ; and he hoped that after that
the plaintiff would think that his character had been
sufficiently vindicated, without calling upon the defend-
ant for damages. In estimating these damages, the
jury must look at the circumstances, and they could not
fail to see, from the internal evidence of the documents,
that the ¢ boots” had failed to do what he was directed,
and that in consequence the pamphlet in question had
been improperly exposed to view. In the minds of the
visitors the blame of that exposure naturally rested upon
the defendant, who was considered as the plaintiff’s
friend; and he (defendant) was therefore induced to
send the documents in question to Dr. Ross, along with
a private letter, which the learned counsel admitted was
in bad taste, but which was never intended for publica-
tion. The learned counsel hoped the jury would not do
more than give a moderate amount of damages.

The Lorp CHIEF JUSTICE, in summing up, said: The
plaintiff in this case asks for compensation for a very
serious libel ; in which he is charged, he being a profes-
sional man, with having placed in a conspicuous position at
an hotel at a public watering-place, frequented by families
and persons of respectability, who have wives and daugh-
ters and nieces staying at that place, a book for the base
purpose of advertising his work—a book utterly unfit to
be seen by women, above all, by women of refined and
delicate minds. We all know that the purposes of sci-
ence, and, above all, those of the medical science, require.
that works should be written and illustrated in a manner

necessary for the promotion of the medical science, in
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its ministration to the relief of human infirmity; but
every one must feel that, however it may be justifiable
and right that such illustrations should be submitted to
the inspection of those whose scientific attention is to be
called to them—if a person were to expose a work in
which there were delicate portions of the female organi-
sation shown; and, above all, if, with reference to dis-
eases of this peculiarly delicate character, the very hand
of the operator is described as in immediate contact with
those parts of the female organisation, were to leaveitin
a position where it would be exposed to be taken up by
females of respectability, he would be unworthy of his
profession, and unworthy the name of a gentleman, and
deserve to be expelled from all society. This is the
charge deliberately made against the plaintiff; and it
appeuars to me that he had no alternative, the moment
he saw his character was impugned in a public journal,
and knowing that the College of Surgeons, of which he
was a Member, had been addressed on the subject, but
at once to challenge his accuser in a public court of jus.
tice, and there appear to vindicate his own conduct.
And it appears to me idle in the extreme to talk about a
gentleman being thus assailed, and thus accused, sitting
down and writing an explanation to a man who, without
asking him for any, had been the one to propound these
charges, and put into circulation accusations of so for-
midable and so serious a character. It is admitted now
that the whole charge is destitute of the slightest shadow
of foundation. You have not only the account from Mr.
Wells himself, but from his two friends, gentlemen of
perfect respectability, who have stated in this court;
and the learned counsel for the defendant does not ask
you for a single moment to disbelieve it. (His lordship
then gave an outline of the case, and then proceeded.)
It turns out that there was not the shadow of founda-
tion for this charge against the character of Mr. Wells.
The learned counsel for the defendant has suggested
that with that the plaintiff should be contented with an
apology, and that there the matter should drop. In the
first place, this observation may, however, fairly be
made. Supposing this pamphlet to have been put by the
boots in the place where it was found, and it was there
seen by some of the visitors at the hotel, and had excited
their indignation, I cannot help thinking, if that matter
were brought to the knowledge of a member of the same
profession, with whom Mr. Webber had, at all events,
been on apparently civil and friendly terms the night be-
fore, he might have suggested, “I'here must be some
mistake in this; this must be an accident. I think, be-
fore you can take any decided steps in the matter, you
bad better inquire if it has been done purposely. And
nothing can be worse, and no man can feel more
strongly than I do. You had better write and ask him
about it.” This does not occur to Mr. Webber. On the
contrary, he enters warmly at once, without any oppor-
tunity of explanation, into a course of direct, hasty accu-
sations against Mr. Wells. However, that he might
have done from perfectly honest motives, and with per-
fectly honest intentions, although one would say he
might have been more generous and more fair towards a
brother practitioner. I must say I cannot refrain from
expressing my very great astonishment and regret that
any consideration whatever should have induced Mr.
‘Webber from going into that witness-box and giving you
an account of how it came to pass that he took the part
he did. If he had come forward and said, “ This pamph-
let was found in a conspicuous place in the hotel, and
when it was inquired how it got there, the boots repre.
sented that he had been desired by Mr. Wells to place
it in that or in some conspicuous position ; the visitors of
the hotel were indignant, and they called on me asa
medical man to assist them in bringing the plaintiff to
account for conduct so improper; and I acted under
that honest sense of indignation, believing the repre-
sentation of the boots to be true;” if he had said that in
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a manner to carry conviction to your minds, I should
have said, under these circumctances, * You ought to be
satisfied with what has taken place; there has been
error on the part of the defendant, but it has been an
honest one, springing out of an honest feeling; it is
enough that the plaintiff's character is vindicated from
these imputations, and you will be satisfied with a re-
tractation and apology.” But, gentlemen, when the de-
fendant prefers to trust to the last words of an ingenious
counsel, rather than to the impression which the evi-
dence, honestly and straightforwardly given, might have
produced on your minds, it leaves them open to the se-
rious imputation on his part of stimulating parties who
here express their indignation into a course of action
exceedingly improper. And is not that confirmed when
we turn to this letter (the letter to Mr. Ross), written in
the worst spirit that it is possible to imagine, conveying
a charge of the nature, and asking the editor of a public
journal to give it insertion? Now, couple that letter
with the fact that, when the old master of Mr. Wells
(Mr. Sadler) spoke of his pupil having distinguished
himself in the medical profession, the defendant thought
it necessary to say, “ If he had spoken of me as I have
spoken of him, 1 never would speak to him again.” It
is for you to say what you believe to have been the
animus by which the defendant was actuated in publish-
ing these most serious and grave charges. If you be-
lieve him to have been acting honestly, from a sincere
indignation at the supposed eonduct of the plaintiff, if
you believe that he had nothing to do with the exposure
of the pamphlet, you will take a very different view of the
case from that which you would do if you believed that
he had anything to do with placing it in the position in
which it was found, or anything to do with putting a
false construction on the conduct of the plaintiff. He is
placed in the mos* unfortunate position by not having
been called into the witness-box, and not having insisted
on an opportunity of explaining to you all the circum-
stances under which he has been induced to take the
course which to-day he cannot but say was improper.
The charge against the plaintiff is a most serious one.
If you believe that to have been preferred with malignant
and with sinister and bad motives, you cannot suffi-
ciently mark your sense of such conduct as that which
the defendant who stands before you does not justify.
However, if he acted honestly, though rashly, in your
view, the damages would be very different; but, in any
case, in this matter it is for you, and not for me.

The jury retired, and, after an absence of half an
hour, returned into court with a verdict for the plaintiff;
damages, £300. The Lord Chief Justice certified for a
special jury.

NEw County HospiTaL ForR HAMPSHIRE. A new
county hospital is about to be built at Winchester, the
present building being in a dilapidated condition, and in
an inconvenient situation. The site chosen is an ele-
vated position, and more advantageous in every respect
than the present one. Subscriptions to the extent of
nearly £5000 have already been received.

REMOVAL or THE STATUE oF DR. JENNER. During the
last few days the public have been surprised, on visiting
Kensington Gardens, to find the statue of Dr. Jenner, of
small-pox-vaccination celebrity, standing, or rather sit-
ting down, with its usual air of placidity, on a bran new
pedestal in Kensington Gardens, in the vicinity of the
stone bridge spanning the Serpentine, on the Bayswater
side. The statue, it will be remembered, was some time
ago promoted to a distinguished place near the Nelson
Column in Trafalgar Square; but it has been suddenly
removed to its present position in Hyde Park.

M. Pamarp. It is said that M. Pamard, the new de.
puty, who has given rise to so much discussion about his
assumed title of * member of the Academy of Medicine,”
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is in a cruel uncertainty. Being unable to usurp this
title, which belonged to his father, and not being able to
obtain it, he wishes, it would seem, to renounce it, by
means of a kind of resignation, and will content himself
with the title of ¢ free associate.”

THE SocIAL SCIENCE ASSOCIATION started into life un-
der the avowed and zealous patronage of the venerable
Lord Brougham. The Social Science Association was
founded in 1837, and its members have held five annual
meetings—at Birmingham, Liverpool, Bradford, Glas-
gow, and Dublin—the last of which, under the personal
presidency of Lord Brougham, was, in every way, a bril-
liant success, and was, moreover, far more practical in
its proceedings than its predecessors. The forthcoming
meeting of the Association is to be held in the metro-
polis, and, considering the peculiar character of the year
1862, and the vast concourse of refined and cultivated
foreigners whose presence in London may be reasonably
anticipated during the summer, no more appropriate lo-
cality could, we think, have been chosen for holding the
sixth sederunt of an association to whose prosperity the
interchange of ideas and the comparison of systems are
matters of such very great importance. Thus, while the
London meeting may be expected to be attended not
only by the bulk of the ordinary members, but by a large
number of foreign jurists, economists, statisticians, and
philanthropists, a foreign association of a somewhat
similar character, called the «“ Congres de Bienfaisance,”
which has already met in Brussels and Frankfort, will
this year assemble in the capital of England, and will
hold a conjoint meeting with our association in the same
building and under the same arrangements.

OPERATION DAYS AT THE HOSPITALS.

MONDAY....... Royal Free, 2 pr.M.— Metropolitan Free, 2 p.M.—
St. Mark’s for Fistula and other Diseases of the
Rectum, 1.15 p.M.

TUESDAY. .... Guy's, 1} p.M.—Westminster, 2 p.31.

WEDNESDAY... St. Mary's, 1 p.m.—Middlesex, 1 p.m.—University
College, 2 r.Mm.—Royal Orthopedic, 2 P.M.

THURSDAY.....St. George’s, 1 P.m.—Central London Ophthalmic,
1 p.M.—London, 1'30 r.m.—Great Northern, 2 p.M.—
London Surgical Home, 2 P.M.

FRIDAY. . . Westminster Ophthalmie, 1'30 p.>1.

SATURDAY..... St. Thomas's, 1 p.».—St. Bartholomew's, 1°30 p.y.—
King's College, 130 p.M.—Charing Cross, 2 p.M,

" MEETINGS OF SOCIETIES DURING THE
NEXT WEEK.

Dritish Architects, 8 p.m.—Medical, 8.30 p.m.: Mr, H.

MoxDpaAy. X r
Thompson, Lettsomian Lecture or * Lithotomy and Litho-
trity.”

Toespay. Civil Engineers, 8 p..— Statistical, & p.a.— Patholo-

gical, 8 r.Mm.—Ethnological, 8 p.Mm.—Junior Medical, 8 p.M.,
St. Thomas's Hospital: Mr. I. Deck, “ Diseases of the Kid-
ney consequent upon Scarlatina.”
WEDNESDAY. Society of Arts, 8 p.yM.—Tondon Institution, ¥ p.M.
TuHURsDAY. Zoological, 4 p.M.—~Royal, 8.30 P.M.—Linn®an, 8 p.M,=
Chemical, § p.M.—Numismatic, 3 p.M.—Antiquaries, 8.30 p.M.
¥Fripay. Geological, 1 P.a. (Anniversary.)—Western Medical and
Surgical, 8 r.m.—Royal Institution, 8 p.M.
Saturpay.—Royal Botanic, 8.45 p..
POPULATION STATISTICS AND METEOROLOGY
OF LONDON—FIEBRUARY 8, 1862.

[From the Registrar-General's Report.]
Births. Deaths.
Boys ..1095

Girls..1102} 297 1384
2001 1308

During week...vveunnns RPN {

Average of corresponding weeks 1852-61
Barometer:
Highest (Sat.) 30.466; lowest (Th.) 29.827; mean 30.047.

Thermometer:
Highest in sun—extremes (Wed. & Fri.) 79 degs.; (Th.) 60 degs.

In shade—highest (Tu.) 35.5 degrees; lowest (Sat.) 24.4 degs.
Mean—43.2 degrees; difference from mean of 43 yrs.45 degs.
Range—during week, 31.1 degrees; mean daily, 9.5 degrees.
Mean humidity of air (saturation=100), §2.
Mean direction of wind, Var.—Rain in inches, 0.C0.

TO CORRESPONDENTS,

** Al letters and communications for the JOURNAL, to be addressed
to the EDITOR, 37, Great Queen St., Lincoln's Inn Fields, W.C.

CORRESPONDENTS, Who wish notice to be taken of their communica-
tions, should authenticate them with their names—of course not
necessarily for publication.

SPECIAT. HosPITALS.—Referring to some remarks lately made in
this JOURNAL, upon the unfairness of arguing that special hos-
pitals are required, because in certain instances general hospital
doctors have overlooked the special diseases which those special
hospitals embrace, a correspondent writes :—

‘It is quite true that stone is sometimes undiscovered in one
place, and is found somewhere else. The last case but one which
I cut at - Hospital, was one which had been in attendance as
out-patient ‘for his water’ at Hospital for six weeks. I
found the stone on his first visit to me. What of that? Did it
afford me the smallest pretext for making the fact known to the
world? We shall pick up stones missed at the special some day,
if the place holds on; but are we therefore to publish the fact to
the world ?

‘“ Granting, as everybody will, that ‘ special’ attention is neces-
sary to the study of this as of all other serious maladies, how does
this * special attention’ necessitate a ‘ special hospital’. Is special
attention not compatible with; is it not indeed much better to be
applied in a large general hospital than in the narrow limits and
contracted atmosphere of a little special one? The special hos-
pital men carefully confuse the two things, ‘special' study of dis-
ease, and the erection of ‘ special hospitals’ for its treatment.

‘I have at this moment four cases of stone in private. Two I
have cut, and two I am crushing; two are as old as 70 years. All
are doing admirably. In three, the stone has been overlooked by
others. Should I go and trampet forth their names? You may
see the cases and verify the facts.”

FarrrLav.—We do not think it necessary to pursue the subject
further. The gentleman referred to has done all he can in the
way of penance, by publicly acknowledging his error. The world
in which he circulates can judge of, and doubtless has already
Jjudged of, his conduct in the matter. The profession of  Fair-
play” will doubtless remind him, that forgiveness follows con-
fession.

Mep1caL EVIDENCE.—~A correspondent, who is severe on the evi-
dence of medical witnesses, writes :—

“It seems to me that the reason why medical men now talk
in a pseudo-scientific style, both in public and private, more than
formerly, is, that so-called science and its jargon language have
taken the place of the elder solid phraseology which had its root
in sound scholarship. Our greatmen formerly were great scholars,
and they reflected some of their light on all. Now-a-days, even
the best men have enough to do to acquire and keep up with the
literature of their profession. Examples of pure English are
rare in our modern medical works, and will become more rare,
unless we ‘ hark back’ to the style of our fathers.”

SUBSCRIPTIONS.
THE following Laws of the Association will be strictly enforced : —

15. The subscription to the Association shall be One Guinea
annually; and each member on paying his subscription shall be
entitled to receive the publications of the Association of the current
year. The subscriptions shall date from the 1st of January in each
year, and shall be considered as due unless notice of withdrawal be
given in writing to the Secretary on or before the 25th of December
previous. If any member's subscription remain unpaid twelve
months after it shall have become due, the publications of the
Society shall be withheld from such member until his arrears be
paid.

16, The name of no member shall remain on the books of the
Association, whose arrears extend over three years; but the omis-
sion of the name from the list of members shall not be deemed,
either in honour or equity, to relieve any member from his liability
for the subscriptions due for the period during which he has availed
himself of the privileges of membership.

Puivte H. WiLL1AMS, M.D., General Secretary.

Worcester, February 1862.

COMMUNICATIONS have been received from:— Dr. GRAILY
Hewitr; Dr.C. H. F. RouTH; Mr. R. S. FOWLER; Dr. THoMAs
SKINNER; Dr. EDwARD MERYON; Dr. J. G. SWAYNE; Mr. HENRY
LeE; Dr. T. K. CHAMBERS; Mr. F. D. FLETCHER; Mr. OLIVER
PeMperTON; Dr. R. H. TaYLOR; Dr. RApFoRD; Dr. BarcrLay;
Rev. C. HEaTOoN Woon; Mr. F. W. CooPER; Mr. WM. WEB-
BER; Mr. GRIFFIN; Dr.JoNATHAN TooGooD; Mr. J. HApLEY;
Mr. AveusTiN PRrIicHARD; Mr. T. M. SToNE; Mr. LANGSTON
PARKER; Mr. JoHN F. NICHOLSON; Mr. W. W. MogrnIs; and
FAIRPLAY,
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