
Editorials.

MIDWIFERY AS THEY HAVE IT IN BRITAIN.

Two articles. one by Dr. Horrocks, Senior Obstetric
Pliysiciai to Guy's Hospital, and one by a less known'î writer
il .berdeen, appeared in the .Brilish Medi.al Journal for
March 10th. These articles would secm to show that the art
of midwiferv lias unot advanced munch iii the Old Land during
the past sixty years or so. Dr. Horrocks' article is on

Midwifery of the Present Day." He says: " One must never
use the forceps Io shorten the sufferings of labor (of course 1
ami speaking of normal cases). You canot terminate labor
before the parts are ready without doing ,ome damage." Dr.
HJ[orroeks gives us no idea of wliat he considers a normal
labor. The parts are often ready for delivery long before the
child is born, and the sk'lful use of the forceps preserves
ratier than injures tlem. Furthermnore, we consider the
relief of pain to be one of the greatest privileges, as well as a
duty of the physician. Again, "[y advice to yon is not to
give it, i.e.. chlorofori, a; all if you can possibly lelp it.
.It is unnatural for a woman to be inconscious whenl the child
is born. The reflex stimuli, or afferent impulses, are inter-
fered with, and the resulting )arturient forces are, to some
degree, at all events, imnpaired." The old prejudices, which
Sir James Young Simpson fouglt so liard to overcome in his
day, are not dead yet, it seems. Must we repeat the argument
that on the occasion of the first birth the Lord threw Adam
iito a deep sleep?

We are not to follow down the uterus wvithi the hand. Wc
are not to express the placenta-leave it all to nature. We
must not use Crede's meti.od for the preveution of oplithialmia.
We are not to examine our patients belforc labor, unless they
be sufficiently well iuformed to ask us to do so. Surely Dr.
Horrocks rmust be an anti-vaccinationist also! Again, " At
Guys Hospital, for many years the womnen wbom ve attend-
more than 3000 per aimum-are not examined at all when
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