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A few days after the publication of my Review, I,attident;dlyx %..r ﬂﬁ'ffz‘

met Dr. Moore, when he expressed some regret that I had a"-w:ﬁrn' -
luded to Dr. Dewees’ connivance with the Professor, although he i R
by no means appeared to disapprove of the general tenour of the AN :

Review. I then understood him to say, that he had called upon .

ASE A
L3 - - - .
Mr. Foulke, when, in company with his brother, he was in the £, *7¥ - 4
very act of reading my Review, and that both the Mr. Foulkes A at &?-' -,
appeared pleased with it, declaring it to be altogethér just and . W
€ r &, )

correct That Mr. Foulke was at first perfectly satisfied with the

publication of his case, and the strictures on his surgeon’s “new ﬁm’d Mm

apparatus,” I haye since learned from authority too respectable ——
to be disregarded. - B alal e i
A young gentlﬂmnn, of unqututinnahle '.H:.=1':~3;,|:it:.;,I and now astudent I'-'l Ye Aas MJ Ml &
of medicine, told several of his friends, who have repeated it to Yl oo ‘
me, that he borrowed the April No. of the Recorder from the S'*‘f“f L e “;L
Dispensary, expressly for Mr. Foulke, and carried it to him soon Ware WW,

after its publication, and that Mr. Foulke then expressed his Aedrv&& = ~ 750 &
heartiest approbation of my Review.* Thos. G. M‘Culloh, Esq. %  Ca lo wgh Phe

- of Chambersburg, also told Dr. Colhoun that when he saw « Mr. @gqifesrssv— #*tk}

Foulke about the middle of May, that so far from being displeased, &, Z.f ¢ Jee #eng
he seemed amused at the dispute, and stated that the case, as de- Gage 9@ A ‘:':r P ot
scribed in the Review, was correct.”’t . SN

It will easily be credited, therefore, that I was greatly surpris- |
ed when, on the 28th of May, I received the circular of Dr. Gib- N
son, which contained two letters, signed by Messrs Foulke and 'y
Wright, to the editor of the Medical Recorder, contradicting the
statement published on Dr. Moore’s authority, and reflecting in
the harshest terms on the motives of my publication. Dr. Gibson
had been absent from town during the first two or three weeks
after the appearance of my Review, and I could only account for
this sudden change in Mr. Foulke’s sentiments, by supposing that
the return of his surgeon had been connected with the exercise
of some undue influence over his judgment. This opinion was @l ~

strengthened by Dr. Moore, when I called on him immediately f{‘v! yo bt 1u q 2

afterwards for a certificate respecting the information he had be- ' i~ £l

fore so freely volunteered to give, fu% he then, in the presence of M A 28 ‘"‘"
Dr. Colhoun, asserted that Mr. Foulke had been éribed to sign his i (o, 20 18 a4
‘mame to the letter in question.} It was necessary, however, that I Xl

* This young gentleman is now unfortunately very ill, and cannot therefore
‘be consulted upon this subject.
t See Dr. Colhoun’s certificate. : :
£ I would not myself be so uncharitablejas to suggest the operation of any un-
worthymotive. Certain it is, however, that he has since allowed himself 1o be
represented before the public as greatly displeased with the intreduction of
his case into my Review ; and Dr. Moore, who now calls him in an equally pub-
lic manner, his * friend Charles Foulke” for whom he ®felt much in.rere:&ref.!',“
and says he visited him “only from a FRIENDLY motive,” besides the assertion
to Colhoun and me above alluded to, has since informed at least one other
entleman, that the change in Mr. Foulke’s sentiments was produced by a brife
m the Professor of Surgery, and Dr. Dewees. ;
1 mention this chiefly to show how far Dr. Moore then carried h_ls zeal, and
what was his real state of feeling, before he changed his own sentiments, and
published his circular against me. Wti:the:- his assertion respecting the brihe
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