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FEMALE MEDICAL GRADUATES.
To the Editor of Tue LANcET,

S1e,—If will be a cause of the utmost consternation
to the vast majority of the medieal graduvates of the Uni-
versity of London that the Senate of that university
have resolved, by a majority of fourteen wotes to eight, to
admit women to the medical as well as other degrees of the
university. I, as one of the medical gradnates, having
been put to much expense and trouble to procure my degree,
consider that it is an extremely dishonourable thing that
my degres should be by that vote rendered to me practi-
cally valueless. I feel sure that most of the medical gra-
duates will agres with me in this opinion.

This measure has been brounght about, not by the me-
dical graduates, but by the influence of graduates in arts and
law, who by their want of knowledge in medieal matters,
are totally ineapable of coming to a eovrect judgment on
such subjects. I do most sineerely hope that the medical
graduates of the university, together with other members
of the wedical profession, will form themselves into & com-
| pact association, in order to oppose. as far as they can, any
! such innovation. I believe there is much to bz done even
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at thiz the eleventh hour, buf only by means of united
action,

Very much hag been done during the lagt few years to
improve aod elevate the medical professiom, but the intro-
duction of women into that profession will tend in a great
measure to lower it in the ayes of the world, and will have
great influence in deterring the best class of men from
taking it up as a source of livelihood,

I truat that you will allow me space in your columug fo
arge upon the medieal graduates of the University of
Lsndon to meet together and see whether nothing can be
dene ko prevent, even now, the introduction of women to
the medical degrees, I, for my part, shall be happy to do
what I ean, and shall be happy to receive any suggestions
from other medical graduates, and to enter inlo zome con-
certed action with them,

I am, Sir, yours obediently,
Hewer I, Wivsrnow, M D. Lond.

Soszex Houge, Hammersmith, Mapeh 14th, 1877,
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THE ADMISSION OF WOMEN TO THE
UNIVERSITY OF LONDON.
To the Editor of Tue Lawcer,

S, —Some explanation seems neceasary on the part of
those graduates of the University of London who, baving

| already consented to the free admission of women to its

degrees and honours, are now strongly opposed to their re-
ceiving medical degrees only, under the enabling Act of
Mr. Russell Gurney, These gradoates have been guilty of
no ingonsisteney, but, on the contrary, have becn actingin
complete uniformity with their convictions, as the votes for
the two objects have rested on totally different prineiples,
With very few exceptions, medical men and others con-
versant with the laws of physiology are of opinion that
women are unfitted for the professions, and least of all for
that of medicine, They are assured of this from a con-
gideration of woman's natare, and are confirwed in their
conviction by the attitude of their opponents, who offer no
answer to their objections, but simply restate the proposi-
tion, of which they assume the correctness—the perfect
equality of the sexes for any ealling in life. They ignore s
natural law by etyling it avtificial, and replace it by another
of t]:;adir own framipg, the truth of which has yet to be
roved.
. When, however, the advocates of women throw back upon
the objectors that women have never been allowed a trial
in the race, that their incapabilities canunot ba shown until
their powers have been tested, this reason for affording
them the opportunity seems so copent, that I and some
others have said, “ Try; we will offer you no hindrance,”
This arguoment that women eannot be judged, ss they have
been debarred from all opportunity of manifesting their
eapacities, has found ils chief exponent in John Stuart
Mill, He seems to imply, in hiz * Subjection of Women,”
that by an artificial process founded on the laws of patural
saleckion, woman has become the lovely creature so dear to
the heart of man, but by some other process of education
and training some other and superior being might be de-
veloped. One eanhot argue against the posaibility of this,
but it is curious to remark how some people forget that a
girl inherits from her father as well as & boy, and she
again may transmit her good gqualities to her son. Pot the
argoment as you may, it means that women are asking for
fair play and no favour; and I reply, * I for one will not

| deny it you” Bir W. Gull has said no more than this, and

therefore it is somewhat unfair for him to be broughtinto
Lord Granville’s speech as an advocate for women entering
the medical profession; he merely submilted to the justice-

| argument enforced by much external presaure, at the same

time expressing his opinion strongly, as he has always
done, apainst the fitness of women for medicine.

The present proposition to admit women rests on a totally
different prineiple; it depends on the supposed especial
aptitude of women for the practice of our profession, whilst
the other is founded simply on the general law of justice
and of equal rights for all. The two reasons were cot-
founded together by the proposers of the rezolution, and ap-
peared to be represented in unequal degrees in the minds of
Lord Granvilleand Mr. Lowe. The former, judging by his
tone, was contemplating the special fitness of women for
medicine, whilst the latber was advocating their admission
to all degrees, The latter question ie evidently not yef ripe
for an answer by the Legislature, or a new charter wounld
ere this have been obtained, and this is confirmed by the
failure of the attempt to throw open the University of Edin-
burgh to women. In lieu of this, the case of medical degrees
for women came before Parliament lnst year, and was
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grgued on the special ground of the fitness of women for
the practice of oor profession. Woman's peculiar capa- |
bilities were dweltb upon, based on her female gualities, no
allugion heing made as to her czpacity for aequiring scien-
tific knowledge by o single debater. First of all, it may be
remarked that women are guite equal to men in all the

nalities necessary for a professional life, and this argoment
ailing, their advoentes do not object to the incousistency of
gupporting their elaims on their special sexual merite. "The
Bill based on a0 large principles was carried, is now endorsed
by the S8anate, and is attempted to be thrust on the Univer-
gity in epite of the vast majority of the medieal graduates
being oppozed to it. There is, therefore, no contradiction
in votivg for the admission of women on the broad prin-
ciples of equality and opposing oneself to such an arbitrary
and limited measure asz this, I wote for giving women a
trial on general grounds, not believing in their fitness for the
different professions which they wish to practize. The
attempt is not made, and T am then asked to vote for their
admission to our profession for reasons based on their espe-
ciel aptitude forit. To this I object.

It iz well known that the objections used by medical gra-
duates are founded on physiological laws, whilst the advoeates
of women hase their argumentz on social and political laws—
of liberty, equality, and justice. In helding this position
they imore the rights of nature, and are assuming that their
laws are applicable as between men and women, which iz the
vory question at issne. There seems to be an abaolute blind-
ness to the conzequences of women entering the profession,
when we see their advoeates urging upon those who are de-
voted to the prineiples of freedom to join with them in the
effort to bring about a state of things which will necessitate
the most olions and unbearable legislation. They will seatter
patural laws to the winds and ce them by any number of
artificial ones.  Legislation will have to be carried on abouk
questions of place, preferment, and sex, causing irritation,
injustice, and rivalries to an infinitely preater extent than is
said now to affect our infinitesimally small number of the
community,

Tf the professions are thrown open, the law must be put in
operation as to the advisabiliby of medical women holding
g:m of trusb, such as parizh appointments, in which they will

ve to atbend inquests, make post-mortema examinations on
men, &e., and require an oecasional absence fromoffice for mater-
nal duties. The advocates of freedom could not of conrse feel
these objections, but would insist onany woman beingallowed to
compete with man for such an appointment. I women are to
practise at the Bar legal enactments will again be re?uire.ll, first
of all as to whether she may rise to the Bench, and if o, it must
follow that moe marvied woman can hope fo sncceed to this
dlevation, "What heartburnings this will bring to the married
childless woman who has been the favourite leader in court!
I assuine of course that no amount of sentimentality will allow
the High Courts of Judicature to stand still whilst the judge
goes home to be confined.  Astothe Church, the difficulties of
women entering that will perbaps be not so great and need no
efforts of legislation. There appears to be no natural impediment
to a woman preaching or condueting a religious service, nor T
apprehend to her being raised to the beneh of bishops. There
may perhaps be o difficulty unknown tome in the transmission
of apostolic anthority or influence through a female, unless the
tuestion has already been determined by the case of Pope
Joan. At all events, it is elear that on the principle of tI}:e
rights of all, independent of sex, the natural and instinctive
laws which have hitherto regulated society aro to be pub aside,
and any number of petty leral enactments will have fo be framed
in their stead, at every sbep 2 woman takes forward in the
exercize of her profession. 7To lead her on in the path of snec-
cess and then arrest her because she is a woman, will be inecon-
soquential and grogs injustice. Yet it must inevitably be done.
How any man of liberal tendencies, as most graduates of the
University of London are supposed to be, can contemplate
with equanimity the necessary result of the mixing of the sexes
in professional rivalry, it is diffieult to conceive, Parliament
will be fully occupied in the most odicus lagislation. The only
explanation I can offer for the remarkable phenomenon is that
graduates in arts do not believe the statement of doctors, that
women hear babies, or if they do know it they trust that by
gome new mode of training and culture (the philosophers say
the zeitgeist) a new order of things may perhaps come about,
In this view perhaps some agreement might be found between

: request.

us all.
It might be thought, with such opinions as I have ex-

prezsed, that T hold my vobe for the admission of women to
the rights of the Universiby upon the slendervest tenure. 1
confess to this, being aware that it is only by blinding one's
eyes to the consequences and yielding to the foree of an argu-
ment, false as I believe the pramisses are, that I grant their

I feel it quite possible that I have no rvight to grant
this, and ought rather to know that the rale of equality
between men and womien does wob apply when the facts of
nature stare me in the face and give it the lie. It iz a scrious

|I matter to assist in an wnderfaking which may fend to shake

the foundations of society, which now rest on instinctive laws
of nature ; to breal down barriers which canse obstruckion to
an infinitesimally small number ; bo raize a number of others; to
catge annoyances and irritations which society will not he
able to bear,  If the reader smiles at all this, and says it will
and can never oceur, then the answer is obvions. Why upaeb
the whole machinery of colleges and upiversities for the sake
of a few amatenr doctors, Iancy lawyers, and job parsons?
Surely the play is not worth the candle.

I know o? no one who is more wedded to Liberal principles
than myself (my friends even eall me a Radical), but 1 mainkain
that all soeial and human laws must have a basis in nabure.
I hold that “no favour and fair play™ iz not applicable as
between man and woman, that the =zoecisl laws apply onoly
to the genws home, which is made up of two beings whose
characteristics supplement one another. The advocates of the
rights of women assume that a large political doctrine can be
used as between the sexes, which is the very point for dis-
cnssion and fair argument.  For my own part, 1 like freedom
and equality, and hate repressive laws of any kind, and there-
fore, arguing on the largest political prineiples, 1 prefer the
prezent eystem rather than one which will neceesitate legisla-
tion of the most odions kind. When I speak of laws of nature
I am fully aware that there is no analogy between them and
laws of man's construction ; the former eannot be brolken,
although we may come in collision with them to our own
dizcomfiture.

In conclusion, I canmot forbear from expressing my [celings
as o the sadness of the spectacle of uates of a learned
University thmwﬁoutsuggcatinns that low and sordid motives
actuate the medical faculty in ita opinion as to the nunfitness of
women for its profession, These graduates will not, or perhaps
cannot, sce the physiological arguments, but this docs nob
compel them o judge others by their own narrowness
The kind of advoeaey they have used has alveady borne ita
frnits in strengthening the phalanx of their opponents, and
assisting in producing the well-marked majority of votes, as
geen In the divizion of Tuesday.

Your obedient servant,

Grosvenar-strect, May 12, 1877, Sanmiven WILES,
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THE ADMISSION OF WOMEN TO THE
UNIVERRITY OF LONDON.
To the Fditor of Tue Lawcer,

S1r,—Qwing to some criticisms which have been offered
me upon the letter I wrote to you on the inadvisability of
women being admitted to the practice of medicine, I should
like, with your permission, to now add & few remarks in
grder to show the real and most important reason which has
produced so complete a division between the medical and
other graduates of the University of London. The difference
of opinion iz g0 very decided and remarkable that nothing
bub & trades-union principle can be thought of by some tobe
the propelling motive lying deep in the breast of the madi-
eal facnlty. This accusation is not worthy of notice, and
therefore it is the duty of the non-medical graduates togearch
for the reason elsewhere, knowing, as they do, that amongst
their fellows they can number some of the flite of the pro-
fegsion. In my last letter, I was merely replying to the
argument of * fair play and no favour,” and to the words of
the circular addressed to the Senate, “ reparding it as an act
of justics in giving to women the same reward of per-
gevering industry, nod the same recognition of success, as
men now enjoy.” I said there were natural differences be-
tween the sexes which made the doetrine totally nntenabls,
and which would necessitate special legislation between
men aod women productive in the end of tenfold more
hardehip, by the adoption of invidious and positively op-
pressive measures, than now affect women by simply leaving
thom alovein their natural sphere. Indeed, the odiousand
upjost enackments have already begun to be framed in de-
priving women of all rights in the mansgement of the
institations to which they will lawfully belong; at lenst,
this iz so as regards the University of London and the
College of Burgeons. Here we witness an instalment of the
invidious kind of legislation which will of necessity have to
be continually created in order to go hand-in-hand with =o
fales a principle as the equality of the sexes in the public
business of life.

The reagon, however, why ounr professzion is almost nunani-
mous in its feeling against the admission of women to medi-
¢ine, and why the gradoates in arts and a large number of
the publie are in favour of it, is not far to seelc. Tt is simply
due to the fact that none but those who have studied medi-
cine know what its requirements are, and therefora the two
opponents are regarding it from different points of view,
Tt may not be necessary that the publie should know, but it
seems to me they would be using a right diseretion to sub-
mit to those who do. Of a very necessity medical men look
upon their profession with a different aye than those whom
they treat. The public employ the doctor to relieve them
of their bodily ailments ; their relation to him has referance
only to treatment; they koow mot and cave not how the
doctor’s knowledge has been obtained ; it is of no apparent
advantage to them to hear a dizcourze on the pathology or

chemiatry of their complaint, All they know of medicine

and dectors hag relation to treatment, and therefora it ia
that all the verieties of quackery have been invented for
the public wants, The art of medicine began by treatment,
ag witness the incantations of the savage over his sick
brother; the present swallowing of pills recommended by
the most ignorant artisans; the doling out of physic in
bottlez and gallipots to the hordes who daily surround our
hospitals, down to the refined wethods of treatment by
qualified charlatans amongst the better classes of society.
Do the public know or eare to konow that the art of medicina
should have a scientific basia? Whether they do or not, it
is the aim of those engaged in the process of medical
edneation, the teachers at the schools, the sxaminers at the
colleges, and the members of the Medical Council, fo see
thet the medical practitioner has a sound and scientific
training. They are now endeavouring to exact from him
an efficient knowledge of anatomy, physiology, patholegy,
and & ecientific groundwork of medicine and surgery.

Whilst the teachers are thus striving hard to render
all that relates to our profession mora certain, we
are met by a strong advocacy outside demanding the
admission of women inte our ranks, for remsons totally
wpm&d to and subversive of those I have mentioned.

omen's supporters,in the House of Commons and elsewhere,
have dwelt on the peculiar fitness of women for the
medical profession, not for the good reasons just named, but
on account of their pecnliar feminine qualities. I do mot
remember in the epeeches of Lord Granville, Mr. Cowper
Temwple, My, Jacob Bright, Mr. Btansfeld, and others s
pingla expression indicating that these gentlemen had the

| slightest knowledge of whatour present aim is in the educa-

tion of the student. 'They all alloded to the peculiar ex.
cellences of women in the treatmwent of the sick, or, in the
worde of the Lord Chief Justice at the Royal I'ree Hospital
dioner, “that so far as regarded the administration of
medieal solace and relief, the band of woman was much mors
fitting than the band of man.” Thiesisequivalent to saying
that women makae excellent nurses, and is the gist of allthe
speaches made by their advoeates. Can if, therefore, Le
wondered at that those engaged in the education of the
medieal student (and it must be remembered how mauy
graduates of the University of London aras thus employed)
should be at ubber variance with those who are asking for
the admission of women into their profession on these
terms ? Of course a ready answer may be found by a denial
that this iz wanted, and that women will enter the profes-
sion of medicine by the same porfals as men. This might
be true asregards the very few candidates for the depres of
the University of London, but the sanction of thie institu-
tion will influence other colleges, and, therefore, women may
find themselves econ becoming doctors on the prioeiples
advoeated by the supporters of Russcll Gurney’s Act. Ewven
should they be admitted by the differant licensing bodies on
the same easy terms agz other medical students, it will not
put them on a par with men as regards their mode of
practice,

Itis very evident that there is mueh antruth in the reason
constantly advanced by women's supporters in this matter
—the equal rights of women to the positions and privileges
of men., There iz really no strong feeling orimpulse inthe
country urging them on to this purpose, and, therefors,
what they are practically secking iz for the admission of
women into the mediral profession as one peenliarly soited
for them. We, on the contrary, maintain that it iy the last
of all eallings which women are fitted for, regarding it both
from a physical and intellectual point of view. Therefors
the difference of opinion between medical and non-medical
graduates,

Youar obedient servant,

Grosvenor-stzest, May 26th, 1577, Sanven WILks.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF LONDON AND MEDICAL
WOMEN.
To the Editor of TEE LANCET.

S1r,—TIn your article on “ The Usiversity of London and
Medical Women ™ you state that © on a former occasion Mr
Fowler voted in the majority, on Wednesday in the
minority.” As you have done me tha honour to refer to my
vote, will you permit me to explain it. When on the pre-
vious occasion to which you refer the gnestion was raised,
I had not the opporbonity of econsideriog the position in
which the University was placed. Mr. Guldsmid moved an
amendment which seemed to me to prejudge the guestion
of the admission of women to degreesin Arts. Huving on
all previous divisions opposed this, I f:lt bound in con-
siztency to continue to do so. The motion of Mr, Osler for
their admizzion to medical degrees was then put, and in
that divigion I took no part. My reason for not voting was
that it bad been strongly vrped by an eminent mediral man
present, who himself expressed in eloguent terms his ab-
borrence of the change, that the Aet of last seasion leff us
no option but to aeguiesce in it. This argoment I wished
to have time to consider. Inthe interval batween r1he two
mectings of the Senate I gave the guestion my aozious
coneideration, and arrived at the econclnsion that it was
claarly my daty ro support the views of 8ir W, Jeoner. As
an elected mewmber of the Sevate T felt that I ought to pay
great deferenca to the vote of Convocation, especially ag on
this question the medical faculty was neerly upanimous, I
further believe that the wiews of that faeulty were, in the
main, sound. It may be very true that rhe acion of Par-
liament places the Uaiversity in a d & -ult position, bot
this sgemed to me to be no reason why we should sanction
a measnre of pernicicus tendency. It may be, and I believe



954 Ter Lawcer,]

[Ju=g 30, 1877.

it is, very desirable that women should acquire such medieal
knowledge as would fit them to make improved nurses, and
even to practise in the zenanes of the Euet, bat that was
not the preposition we had o discuss, The proposal was to
place women on a perfeet equality with men as medical
practitioners. The evils of this proposal have often been
ably pointed out by wmembers of the profession; buk,
speaking as an outsider, I venture to trouble you with the
resgons which weigh with me., The evil effects of the
change will not be witnessed in the present generation, but
I fear the pext will have oceasion to rue the innovation
which we are now inaugnrating. I fear the idea will grow
up among ladies, particularly among young ladies, that
there iz something indelicate in their consulting a pen-
tleman 3 and shounld such an idez arise, it will ba full of
misery to the comfort of families, It will be a most serious
avil if, when a young lady iz asked by her parvents and
friends to grosulb some eminent pbysician, she takes it into
her bead that some lady doctor will do equally well. I
Enow the trisl of having relatives who have preferred to
consult homeapathists and bydropathists, and whom I have
lost, with the fecling that tbey had not received proper
treatment. I fesr these **medieal women™ will entail a
gimilar trial on many in the next generation,
Apologising for troubling you,
I am, Sir, yours obediently,

Carlton Club, Jane 36th, 16877, E. N. FowLEr.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF LONDON AND MEDICAL
WOMEN,
To the Editor of Tur LANGET.

S1e,~—As the firat paragraph of your leader of Saturday
last seems to have been written under a grave misappre-
hension of the intentions of the Senate in regard o the
conditions under which they have resolved to admit women
to degrees in medicine, I moust request your permission to
be allowed to give & correct statement of the caze.

The Senate, in adopting the report to which you refer,

E 3 See Tae LawerT of January, 1676, and of April and May, 1877,
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committed itself absolutely to the {ﬂnﬂiple that the
existing regulations in regard to medical degrees chall apply
without distinction of sex, in accordance with the power
conferred by the Aot 39 and 40 Viet, cap. 41. Yon, on the
other hand, impute it to the Sonate that it is their in-
tention to modify these regulations in the case of women ;
guch modification having reference in the first place to the
admission of certificates of study in foreipn medical schoola;
and, secondly, to the admission of women who are already
in practice, or who commenced their medical sbudies bafore
January, 1875, under less stringent conditions than those
who may bereafter enter,

The eristing regulations {Calendar, p. 138) provide that
every candidate for the M BE. degres shall have studied
during four years at one or more of the medical insbitu-
tions or schoola recognized by the University; one year, at
leaet, of the four to be spent in one or more of the reco-
gnised institntions or schoolsin the United Kingdom. This
regulation, allowing every male candidate to spend fhree
of his four years of medical etudy in a foreign school, has
azisted from the very commencement of the Universily, And
thongh no list of recognised foreign schools has ever been
published, it haz always been underatood that certificates
would be accepted from Paris, Berlin, or Vienna, the only
foreign schools from which, in my twenty-one years' ex-
perience, such certificatos have ever been presented.

Thinking it not unlikely, however, that female candidates
might present certificates from other foreign schools, and
not wishing to take npon myself the responzibility of either
accepting or rejecting such ecertificates, I surgested to the
committes by which the report was framed the desirability
of frawing a list of medical schoola from which cevtificates
ghould be received ; and this proposition has been adopted
by the Senate. Any auch list of recognised schools will ba
equally applicable to all eandidates, and will be perfectly
in harmony with the existing repulatione.

So, again, the admission of the two classes of femala can-
didates already referred to, under such remissions of the
regulations as the Sevate may deem fit, in regard to
“ places, order, and modes of study, and exemption from
the matrienlation examination” {nof, be it obzerved, from
any of the proper medical examinations), 18 strictly in ac-
cordanee with the previous practice of the University in
regard to male candidates. I send you the regulations
which still remain in foree (though they have practically
died out), in regard to those candidates for the medical
degrees of the University who were either (1) in practice
prior to 1840, or (2) bad commenced their medical studies
in or before January, 1839, Each of these classes of candi-
dates was exempted from the matrienlation examination,
and the conditions in regard to ** places, order, and modes
of study *' were very considerably relaxzed.

Dr, Storrar (the chairman of Convocation) came in
under the fiest of these categories; Sir Wm. Gull and Sir
Wm. Jenner under the second. Several such candidates
weore admitted to examination for the medical degrees during
the earlier vears of my regiatrarship.

It is obvipus that women are now in the same position as
rogards the medical degrees of the Univereity as men wera
when those degrees wera first instituted in 1840,

Exemptions of a kind more or less similar were granted
by tha Senate when degrees in science were first instituted,
and when the law degrees wore placed on a new basis,

The determination of the Ssnate that no modification
whatever shall be madein the regnlations on aceount of sex
iz shown by its non-acceptance of the proposition to which
reference is made in the second paragraph of your leader,
the large majority of its members apreeing with you in
opinion that “ no one should become a pozseessor of a London
University degres in medicine unless he or she has received
an all-round medical edneation.”

I remain, Sir, your obedient servant,
Witniam B. CARPERTER.

Univarsits of Londen, July 16th, 1877,

%% We have few comments to make on Dr, Carpenter's
letter. Every statement in the first paragraph of the leader
to which he alludes was derived from the report of the
committee.  Dr, Carpenter’s letter shows that important
modifications are to be made in favour of those women by
whose agitation the dizsension between the Senate and Con-
voeation has been brought about. One inaceuraey occurs

in Dr. Carpenter’s letter. He quotes Dr. Sturrar’s name as
an instance of thoss who were ezempted from matriculation
because they were in practice prior to 1840, and then eays
that degreos were firat instituted in 1840, Dr. Storrar be-
came a gradonate of the University in 1830 —Ep. L.
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THE UNIVERSITY OF LONDON AND MEDICAL
WOMEN.
To the Editor of THE LANCET.

S1e,—I observe in your leading articls in Tee Lawcer of
July 14th, that von comment upon the positions which Sir
William Gull and Sir James Paget bave assumed in the
discussion which has lately taken place in regard to the
admizsion of women to degrees in medicine in the Univer-
gity of London., I may be pardoned, I hope, in stating my
opinion of Sir James Paget’s policy. If he bhasyielded to
the despotism of & majority, why doea ha not lodge a pro-
test and inzist upon its being recorded? I do nob apree
with you in your condemnation of Bir William Gull’s sup-
geation, that women should be examined on all subjects.
Asthey shonld be taught in all subjects a0 should they be

examined in thesame, Whynot? Itis ay monstrousasit
is foolish to suppose that thesé women in their future
routine practice will not have to treat diseamez begotten
of immorality in their own sex. If women choose, of their
own and their responsible advisers’ deliberate action, to
practize our profession, why should they not be equally pre-
pared to grapple with the “arcana™ as with the other ail-
mente to whick oor flesh is heir? Sir Jas. Paget and those
who agree with him will inangurate a vicious pelicy, if they
launch into the professional world those who have not
by the tesb of public examination been declared and gua-
ranteed to possess a sufficient knowledge in all branches of
medical and surgical practice. May pot women assist ds
much hereafter in stamping out a disease, which, as Provi-
dence hag go dispensated, may deseend to the third and
fourth generation? DMay they nobt have greater influence
for good among their own sex than we have? It is to be
hoped that the Senate will not listen to any mischisvona
helf-measure policy, and it will be a source of sincere grati-
fication to many practitioners in this country to learn that
the innovation of women doctors will convey the full im-
pression that, in scattered populations, they may be guali-
fied to practise their profession as becomes every general
practitioner. I had hoped to gee the crusade apsingt spe-
cialisin stern, uncompromising, and ezclusive. Dake one
exception and you will have many.

I mnay be pardoned for raising my voice against a half-
measure policy which, I trust, will be properly settled long
before I pee this short note in print. I encloze my card.

Yours faithially,
Simln, Tndia, Aug. 5th, 1877, Svroron-Major,

P.5. Yon will observe that I have not entered into the
question of the propriety of admitting women into the
ranka of our profession. Thia would now be useless and
unproductive of any good.
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