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I will now, Sir, proceed to deal with your conduet, sbsequent
to the appearance of my letter in the ** Medical Times and Ga-
zette,” and would notice first, the decisive and sudden death-blow
which the Editor of that distinguished journal inflicted upon your
* Bailey’'s Inquest trinmph,” 8o soon as the real faets of the case
had been brought to his knowledge. In his remarks appended to
Dr. Anderson’s letter, we find tﬁe following :—

** Dr. Anderson’s account of the Surgical treatment adopted in
Bailey’s case, places itin a new light. If it is true, as he asserts,
that the patient obstinately refused to allow any Surgical interference,
and that no urethral forceps was helieved by him to exist in the
island, we think Dr. Anderson entirely exonerated.”—Ep. M. T.

Asregards the support you stated you obtained from the * Lan-
cet,” and of which you were very proud, this has now failed yon.—
The ¢ Lancet” of the 19th August which arrived by the packet on
the 20th September evidently withdraws its support from you as to
the Bailey care—it evidently leaves the reader to infer that the Editor
had been misled by hasty, partial, and incorrect statements, and
that the full and ealm explanation of Dr. Anderson, since received,
has induced him to alter his opinions. Never was there a truer ex-
emplification of that line of Tacitus.

“ Veritas visn et mora, falsa festinatione et incertis valescunt,”

“Truth is confirmed by inspection and delay ; falsehood avails
itself of haste and uncertainty.”

I will quote from the ** Lancet” :—

“ Further communications from Jamaica have been received,
which ecertainly tend to place the affair of the inquest on Richard
Bailey, in a somewhat different light from that in which we previous-
Iy re}garded it.

r. Anderson, for whose ahilities as a promising surgeon—one
of the few successful English performers of the casarean section—we
have a high respect, may rest assured that no sort of animosity to
himeself entered our minds; and it is to be regretted that what ap-
peared to be the strong points of his case, were not more briefly
gtated in the letter which he originally addressed to the ** Lancet,”
in which ease they would have excited more attention on our part.
The fact that urethral forceps were not attainable by Dr. Anderson,
is important; but what is even more important is. the new light
thrown on the retirement of the former medical officers of the hos-
pital, which would seem to have been necessitated by the termina-
tion of the period during which t]]E{; could legally hold offlce. It
seems almost impossible, amid the hubbub of discordant statements
which distract the press and the profeszion of Jamaica, to ascertain
exactly where right and justice lay in some of the recent changes
at the Kingston Hospital. We would earnestly repeat the expres-
gion of our hope, that the disputes which agitate the profession in
Jamaica may cease, and that in a new organization of the hospital
managementithe constitution of the governing hody, may be made a
bona fide affair, a Committee of thoroughly educated and intelli-
gent laymen éwith a proper mixture of the medical element,) being
pet over the affairs of the establishment, as would be the case in Eng-











































































































































































