Observations upon the new opinions of John Hunter, in his late Treatise on
the venereal disease, ending with the subject of gonorrhoea, and second
part of his work : to be continued / by Jessé Foot, surgeon.

Contributors

Foot, Jesse, 1744-1826.
Bath Medical Library
University of Bristol. Library

Publication/Creation

London : Printed for T. Becket, bookseller to His Royal Highness the Prince of
Wales, Pall-Mall, 1787.

Persistent URL
https://wellcomecollection.org/works/féhcg9mz

Provider

Special Collections of the University of Bristol Library

License and attribution

This material has been provided by This material has been provided by
University of Bristol Library. The original may be consulted at University of
Bristol Library. where the originals may be consulted.

This work has been identified as being free of known restrictions under
copyright law, including all related and neighbouring rights and is being made
available under the Creative Commons, Public Domain Mark.

You can copy, modify, distribute and perform the work, even for commercial
purposes, without asking permission.

Wellcome Collection
London NW1 2BE UK

E library@wellcomecollection.org
https://wellcomecollection.org



http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/mark/1.0/


































(=i, 08
do me the honour to take this in your
Hand.

To thofe who have not already
purchafed that great Work, I have to
obferve, that I have faithfully given,
as far as I have already gone, the Ma-
terial Text of the Original upon which
my Comment 1s formed. f

And to all my Readers I promife, to |
Perﬂﬁ in my Review of the whole of
his Treatife at my firft l_eiﬁ,p:e Hours.

Dean Street, Soho,
Fune gth, 1786, }
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‘Throughout my obje&ions, I with to be
underftood, that it is the theory of the Pro-
feflor that ftands in my way, and not the
Profeflor himfelf. No intention can be further
from me than perfonal attack. IfI fting his
theory, I mean to leave the man harmlefs.

I confider myfelf in the fituation of a coun-
fel at the bar, in a caufe at iffue, who, after he

has heard, with attentive patience, the cafe
of his opponent, rifes with an humble hope,
but with a diffidence that alarms him, to re-
{cue cftablifhed principles from unaccountable
mnovations, and to prote&t truth from the
violence of perverfion. The Profeflor has
had my patient reading ; and the attention I
have paid was arrefted by the moft umplicit
fubmiffion ; for although I have only the ho-
nour of his acquaintance, as we have met
the way of our profeflion, although, unfor-
tunately, when I have had recourfe to chirur-
gical aid, the Profeflor has not been always
the perfon whofe opinion I have invoked ;
yet who is there among us that delights in
theory or practice, but muft know the emi-
nent fituation he ftands in? who can talk of
Anatomical Improvements, where his name is:
not mentioned with honour? who has not:}

T heard!}
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¢ norrheea is produced from partial fympa:
¢¢ thy; and that the fymptomatic fever is a
¢¢ univerfal {fympathy arifing from the parti;*;l
“ one. A heftic fever is an univerfal {ympa |
¢ thy with a local difeafe which the conftii
¢ tution 1s not able to overcome. ‘This take:
¢ place oftener and in greater degree i
¢ the Lues Venerea, than in any other for
¢¢ of the difeafe.” He goes on to fubdivide
~his fympathies, through which I fhall not fol«
low him : I fhall content myfelf with carryin
along with me the {pirit of his theory, and,
- by applying it to pradice as he applies it, exa-
mine how far his arguments hold, and what
the advantages are, that may be derived fronmff,
this new arrangement ; whether the particu~§;
lar diftin&ions which he makes be in termssf,
only ; whether they be evident improvements
worthy of general adoption ; or whether they
.be not in many inftances calculated to mif=

1dead,

oo i1, €©f
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.~ Part. I. Chap. I. Page o,

| Of the Venereal Pog'/ﬁ#.

The Venereal Difeafe, the Profeflor calls
¢¢ a morbid poifon to diftinguifh it from other
¢¢ poifons, animal, vegetable, and mineral.”

Icall it an animal poifon peculiar to man.
'T'o callit by any other name would be admitting

that all other animal poifons were poffefled of

the fame properties. Now as they all differ
in their a&ion and effe&, 1 fee no reafon for
calling this a ¢ morbid” and not an animal

" poifon.

Cigs Of the ﬁfﬂ Origin of the Pﬂ%?z.

The Profeffor thrinks from the enquiry, in-
to the origin of the Venereal Difeafe, and
refers us to Aftruc, and to an anonymous au=
thor. The fa& is, and my readers fhall be
told it, that the authors who flourithed at the
firlt appearance of this difeafe in Europe, have

‘defcribed the firft {ymptoms, not conformable

ta
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Page 17. Of the Caufes of the Poifon-
ous Quality. Fermentation. Aftion.

The Profeflor " examines very abftrufely
into the caufe, and the a&ion of Venereal
Poifon. As it is too obvious that a fpecific
irritation belongs to venereal virus, I fhall
{ay no more upon the {ubjeét here, but wait
to fee if he applies his theoretic ldeas to more
pra&ical fuccefs,

Page 23. Of the different Forms of the
Difeafe, |

The Profeffor fays, the Venereal Difeafe
affe@s the body two ways, local and confti- .
tutional. ‘The local are gonorrheea and
chancre, the conftitutional, blotches, ulcers,
thickened periofteum and bones. There 1s
alfo an intermediate way, which he fays 1s
the bubo. All thefe are more violent or fa-
vourable, rapid or flow in fome than in

others,

Page
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meaning, [thall ufe the word pus ; but at the
¢ {ame time, I beg to be underftood, that the

¢ word pus, 15 notto be conceived in this in-
ftance in its general, but in the abftraéted fenfe
that I have now given to it by this explana«
¢¢ tion.”” T'his would have f{atisfied me, but no-
thing lefs thall fatisfy me; I fhall continue tore-
fufe my confent to the Profeflor’s opinion, and
although I pretend to no uncommon fagacity,
although I have not made mankind my ftudy
with that zealous and unremitting' ardour that
the pious anchorite performs his duties in reli-
gion, yet Iknow why the Profeffor perfifts to
call this fecreted fluid pus ; and my readers {hall
know it, becaufe Mr.Pott faysit isnot pus. I
fhall content myfelf with flinging the weight
of his authority into my {fcale, and then leave
* it to my readers to determine which of us kicks
the beam, ' :

LY

&

e

¢ Thefe two fluids, pusand mucus, which

“have been {o frequently confounded together,
do really differ fo widely from each other in

¢ their nature, conftitytion, fources, purpofes,
¢ and effects, that to diftinguifh them proper-
ly, and to point out the true character of
¢¢ cach, feems to be a matter of much import-
5 ance 3
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¢ Pus, or matter, is certainly no natural
{ecretion; {upperation, though it is an ad
of nature When fome parts of the body have
been forcibly divided from each other, is

‘neverthelefs to be regarded as the effe@ of

violence and deftruétion, atleaft of divifions
for, without entering minutely into the
origin or nature of it, Ibelieve I may ven-
ture to affirm, that the diffolution of fome
of the {folid particles of broken cappillary
veflels, and a mixture of {fome part of the
juices which thould circulate through them,
make a neceflary part of its prodution;
however conftant its appearance may be in
the progrefs toward healing a wound, or
{ore, - yet it never is produced, even in the
fmalleft quantity, without fome degree of
erofion, fome breach in the natural firuéture
of the parts ; and whenfuch breach is heal-
ed the difcharge neceflarily ceafes.

¢¢ On the contrary, mucus may by irritas
tion, relaxation, or defluxion, on its fecre=
ting or containing parts or organs, be in.
creafed to a quantity far beyond what is
neceflary or ufeful, and produce thereby a
difeafe in parts where there is not the leaft

degree of folution of continuity, as in the
¢ cafes
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¢ of the urethra, and vagina, will fully ac«
¢ count for all the appearances in this difcafe
¢ 1n which there is neither matter, nor ulcer;
¢¢ nor abfcefs : whoever will attend to the dif=
¢¢ charge made from a purulent ulcer, will
¢ find 1t widely different from that which
¢¢ iffues from either of the above parts in the
¢¢ gonorrheea.”” *

So much for this queftion, which I cannot
quit without exprefling my grateful thanks to
the author, whofe opinion I have juft borrowed,
- for the great information I have received from
his works in {furgery. His lively imagination,
deep penetration, enlightened underftanding,
and great experience have raifed him above my
panegyrick ; his fkill in furgery will be long
remenibered ; ¢ he has not only lengthened

but gladened life” .

Page 31. Of the Time between the Ap-
plication and Effel.

The Profeflor examines into the different
diftances in time, for gonorrohcea to make its

* Vide Pott on Fiftula Lacrymalis, p. 313,
4« Johnfon,

appears
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¢¢'‘ces; for if the irritated parts are in'a {¥ate
¢ very f{ufceptible of  fuch irritation, in all:-
¢<_probability their a@ions will be more vio-
lent and continued longer ; but in all cafes
¢ the difference muft arife from the differ-
< ence 1 the conftitution, and not from any:’
¢¢_difference 1 the poifon itfelf.

Lot

“

L %

“ The circumftance of the difeafe ceafing
{pontaneouly, only happens when it at-
¢ tacks a fecreting furface, and when a fe-
¢¢ cretion of pus is produced; for when it at-
¢¢ tacks a non-fecreting furface, and produces-
¢ its effects there, that 1s an ulcer; the parts
{o affeted are capable of continuing the
difeafe, or this mode of a&ion for ever, as
«¢ will be taken notice of when we fhall here-
< after confider chancre. But this difference
¢« between {pontaneous and non-fpontaneous
¢« cure, feems to depend more on the differ—
¢ ence in the two modes of a&ion, than in
¢« the difference in the two {urfaces ; for when
«¢ the difeafe produces an ulcer on a fecreting
<« furface, which it often does from the con-
< {titution, ason the tonfils, it has no difpo-
¢t {ition to cure it{elf ; nor in the Urethra, in
¢¢ 3 recent cafe, if ulcers are formed there,
¢¢ would

-
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performance what fo particularly belongs here
to him. But that the Profefler may not have
a wrong conftru&tion put upon his meaning
by me, it 1s as neceffary to my charater; and
to his own, as to the caufe of truth.

I have therefore laid the above before my
readers that they may judge for themfelves,
both as to the new opinions and to the lan-
guage that conveys them.

Thefe affertions of the Profeflor, that go-
norrheea cures itfelf, and that all gonorrheeas
ceafe without medical help, are perhaps the
broadeft, and the boldeft that ever were of-
fered by man, from the earlieft writer on this
fubjeét, down to the prefent hour. It is here
publicly announced as a general pofition with-
out any exception whatever, that all gonor-
rhoeas ceafe without medical help; that go-
norrheea cures itfelf. He has qualified thefe
affertions with nothing like an exception ;
for if ulcers were formed in the urethra, the
difeafe would be no longer g::-norrhcea, it
would require medical help ; it cannot there- |
fore anfwer at all to his definition of gonor-
rht::a, to this he agrees, as he f&ys, € tall !
¢ the year 1753, 1t was generally fuPPﬂiﬁd i
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repetition of {nuff gives pleafure to the end of
life, and the {ecretion is encreafed by every
frefh application.

Let the Profeflor ftand forth, and declare,

that gonorrheeais not continued by frefh con~

nection with venereal fubjeéts, for this is his
opinion ; but unfortunately for him the cafes
he has produced in this chapter do not prove
all that he wifhes, they tend rather to con-

tradié&t his innovation ; they only prove that
the irritability of a freth fubjett is greater
than the irritability of one in the conftant ha- |

bit of promifcuous venery.

" But fuppofing thefe cafes produced by the
Profeflor had gone further; fuch would not

be the fort of proof that could fo far be relied

upon, as to deftroy one theory for the purpofe

of fetting up another; the declarations of the
ladies upon this quei’cmu are governed by their
natural propenfity to innocence ; they approve
fo much of purity and modefty, that they af-
{fume thefe virtues, when they no longer
have them. Their affertions are fometimes

* found to be faulty. The moral truth of this

I believe will be felt by moft of my readers.

I {hall |
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¢ therefore capable of producing ecither the
¢¢ one or the other 4.” :

To explain the theory of his firft para-
graph, the Profeflor appeals to the Abbé Fon-
tana’s Experiments, an author that I hold in
the higheft admiration. The Abbé fays, that
the viper cannot be affefted by his own poi-
fon. Is this applicable to gonorrheea not pro-
ducing chancre ! or wvice verfa? « The poifon
of a viper is organifed by, and originates from
himfelf: It is only poifonous when applied to
another ; to the viper himfelf it is no poifon:
But the venereal difeafe is a poifon, that the
individual who infefs another, has received,
and already felt the effe@ts of 1it, either as in
chancre or gonorrheea, or both in the firft in-
{tance ; or the one out of the other. He has

received the infeftion, and he can impart it,

{till retaining the difeafe in all its force. Isit
not true, if the difeafe be not counteraed by

remedy, that a gonorrheea alone in the firft

4 How admirably the latter part of the fecond para-
graph is fitted to the fame reafoning in the fwelled tel-
ticle! Why did not the Profeflor alfo prefume, that, be-
caufe a fwelled tefticle does not occur oftner, it arifes
from the original infection.

inftance

|
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of the fymptoms, they muft be defcribed as
they naturally offer. I therefore only ftop to
beg from him an explanation of what ap-
pears to me now a myftery ; as in the for-
mer part of this quotation, inflammation
comes before running, fo in the latter, pain
(that is inflammation) comes after running.

I

Ignorant and dark as our underftandings
are, we look up to the only illumined fource
of all venereal knowledge, with anxious eX=
petation, to know if pus really comes be-
fore inflammation, or inflammation before
pus ?

Page 46. Of the Difcharge.

It has never yet, I believe, been doubted by
the thinking part of the profeffion, but that
the venereal difeafe is to be propagated only
by infection conveyed in fome fubftantial farmg
orother. The interval of time between the §
infe&tion being received, and the appearance
of a gonorrheea, may perhaps be filled u

with cohabitation without harm, and wit
pleafur

3
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fhe was injured, declined the embrace ; the
fame fingers he felt her with, were afterwards _
employed in handling the penis ; in three days
he was attacked with a virulent gonorrheea. But
this, glthc}ugh d better proof than that brought
by the Profeflor, is not the beft proof. The |
true manner of proving the cafe, and the way
that the Abbé Fontana would have gone
about; it, would have been to charge a finger
with gonorrheeal infection, and apply it to the
lips of the penis of a found perfon. The ve-
racity of a fecond perfon, and the epifodical
trath of a piece of a wall would be here out
of p;he quai’cmn., |

-.a..\_.-. |"

I come now to a ﬁngular opinion of the
Profeflor, ¢ When the difeafe attacks the
“ urethra, it feldom extends further thanan |
¢« inch or two inches at moft within the ori- |
cc ﬁce, which = diftance appears to be truly
t f{pecific, and what I have called the fpecific
extent of inflammation.” T will not be at
the trouble of anfwering this—it is not worthy
of an anfwer. 1 will refer the pofition o
every man who has had a gonorrheea, @id
when 1 appeal to others feelmgs, I think I am
acqmttmg myfelf upon this felf-evident quef-

tion, with more candour as to my own. But
. t]‘hE
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tefticle arifes from {ympathy, he is too cun-
ning and too guarded not to know, that when
the fwelled tefticle comes on after irritation
has mtirely ceafed, and when the patient con-
ceives himfelf quite well, there is nothing for

the tefticle to fympathife with. I earneftly re-
queft the attention of my readers to this fact.
and I now call upon the Profeflfor to declare
in fuch a ftate of the urethra, what has the

fwelled teflicle to fympathife with? when
there 1s no pain, no inflammation, no irrita-
tion in the urethra to provoke a fympathy in
any other part: Is is poflible that this tha-
dow of the Profeflor fhould exift without a
{fubftance ! But what will he fay, when I tell
him that this whieh he calls a ¢ fingular
¢ circumftance,” - 1s the moft general and
‘common manner of the attack of the fwel-
Jed tefticle. T do affert that it is, and I leave:
it to my readers to determine between us
from what has fallen within their own ob-
fervation. |

I T e .

The fwelled tefticle muft be produced from
irritation in the urethra, or from virus con-
veyed to the tefticlee. When a gland 1is ir-
ritated from pain in a contiguous part, it ne-
ver Happens but when that pain is at its

greatﬁﬁ
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‘Page 574 Of the fivellings of the Glands

( 56 )
to cure this unfubftantial thadow.  Upon youit
honour, do you cure all fwelled tefticles ari=
fing from gonorrheea in all its ftages without
mercury internally or externally applied, and

pledge yourfelf for all after confequiences what-
ever ?

ffam Sympathy

 The Profeffor introduces here the dorine of
abforbents, as it was taught by Dr. Hunter to
whom the honour isdue; Dr. Hunter’s labour
inthe purfuit of every thing he undertook, and
his vivacity and elegance, in the explanation of
every fubjeét at his anatomical leGure room, |
are too ftrongly imprefled on the memory of
thaofe who heard him, and his fame is too well
known 1n general to receive any embellithment
from my pen.

¢ But although we know the manner i
which fubftances get into the circulation ;
¢« and on having learned that many fubftances,
«¢ efpecially poifons, in their courfe to the cir-
«¢ culation, irritate the abforbent glands to n-

¢ flammation.  We might naturally {fuppofe
¢ fuch

£
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ted ftate, there is all prefumption to fufpeét
abforption, and nothing lefs thould be thought
but that it had taken place. But the profeffor
has fpared me any more trouble upon the fub-
je&, for, under the influence of a kindly dif-
pofition, he agrees, that ¢ however there are

“ {wellings of thefe glands from a&ual abfor-
¢ ption of matter in gonorrheea, and which

¢¢ confequently are truly venereal; and asitis

¢ poffible to have fuch, they are always to be
¢ fufpeted.”

In the latter part of this fe@ion, the Proa:
feflor tells us, that it is difficult to account for =
the nature of thofe ¢ {ympathetic difeafes:”
I muft confefs for my{€lf, fince we have agreed
that the glandular fwellings may arife in gonor-
rheea either from irritation, orabforption, and
fince we know that thefe fwellings go down
with inflammation in the urethra, when pro-
duced by irritation, and remain after all inflam-
mation has ceafed, when produced by abforp- |
tion, that we know as much as we can, and |
enough to account for, and cure the one
or the other. And that thefe ¢ {fympathetic
difeafes,” were always clearly underftood by 1
every one in the profeffion, who had difcern-

- ment to guide them, confidence encugh not to |
be
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P#gﬁ--&Q- bf the b{ﬁcgﬁs r.y‘ the Lyim~
| f&m‘iﬂr in a Gonorrbea. ‘

The Profcﬁhr I-.’lmes’ not' dwell long on this
'ﬁlbjﬂ& only to pomt out, ¢ that, when there
€ is an excoriation or dlfchﬂrgﬂ from the pre-
#¢ -puce or glans ‘which may ‘be called a ve-
¢¢ nereal - gonorrhaea of ‘thefe parts, a hard
~$¢ chord - is felt 'leading from the aprepu&e_
+ #¢ along-the back of the penis, and the glands
¢¢ qnflame.” Upon thefe, he remarks, ¢ that
$¢ from the obfervation of ‘the lues venerea
¢ being feldom - produced from a :gonorrheea,,
$¢ it appears that a whole furface, orone only
¢ inflamed does not readily admit the abforp= |
"¢ tion of venereal-peﬁ'nn ; -and therefore, al- |
fé thaqgh the venereal matter lies for man
¢¢ weeks in the paflage, and over the whole
: ,gla_,ns, it {feldom happens that any abforp-1{
§¢ tion takes: place, ‘Here is one of the
. many appartumtlcs, that the -Profeflor {feizes
to fport the valuable treafure of fmgnce |
which he has throughout his work convinced
“us he particularly poﬁ'eﬁ'es The fymptoms of}
gunorrhnea are held in contempt bji" him, and}

hai
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- My readers will be pleafed to recolle&, tha -._

the Profeflor, in page g, calls the venereal 2

morbid poifon, to diftinguifh it from animal,—l
vegetable, and mineral poifons. The fame
Profeflor, in a note, page 36, compares, with~
out any pretence to analogy in that inftance,
‘the virus of a viper, and venereal virus, as,
I truft, I have in my obfervations upon his
note made it appear. That there may be com-.
parative reafoning on the effeéts of all poifons
upon the fubje@s poifoned, I readily agree;
but the Profeflor, to eftablith his opinion, that
wounds are bad abforbing furfaces for puifons’,_._
and efpecially morbid poifons, would not ven- |
ture a comparative elucidation. I fhall with
pleafure perform that duty for him, and prove
to my readers, that all animal, fome vege- |
table, and ‘even morbid poifons are fooneft
received into the habit by wounds. Does the
Profeflor call the {fmall pox a morbid poifon? 1§
for as it may be ¢ communicated to others,
46 gs it is received #”, it can in his opinion §
‘be nothing elfe than morbid. How often:
does he fail in communicating the infection 3
by wounds when he innoculates for the ‘fmall |
pox A | oul_y mean when the Profeffor is naot

* Page q.
: interrupted
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May we not next. year prefume upon aro
ther quarto edition, -by way of expofitio
uPWFl th":ﬁ LY . -

Pagg 60. Short  Recapitulations of the
Varieties r.f the .S_mepzqm.

 Here th,e Pmﬁ?ﬁhr has, as I knew he would
bmken in upon his fpecific diftance of an inch.
and half or two mches, from the nnﬁce that
markl the fpemﬁ{: E‘:Ktﬁﬂt of 111ﬁ&mmat1911,
¢ Sﬁmenmes it runs, fays he, (amongft his,
ot nther recapltulatmns} all ahmg the urethra
‘: to the bladder, and even to the kidnies,
‘¢ and fpreads into - the fubﬁiance nf the ures
£ thra produmng a chardée. The Cowper s
« glands he fufpedts inflame. Sometimes
‘the difeafe appears after infeftion in a few
¢_hours, at other times in fix we:eks* = In-
fhort, g T fymptoms as they
really are, he cannot but tell us what is known
to happen, and what is only information to

fuch as never f-::uught after it befm €.

Lo

'l-l"'l-
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* Page 514
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““ tain patients .bread pills. ‘The patients al-
‘¢ ways got well, but fome of them, I be

¢ lieve, not fo {bnu as they would have done,

¢¢ had the ar_nﬁml methods -::-f cure been em
¢ ployed.”

I prefume that every reader of the above
extract will agree with me, that, after fuch ¢
declaration, nothing in future ought to be!
dreaded from a gonorrheea; and for what
purpofe the after pages are devoted, I am at}
a great lofs to conceive. If what the Pro-
feflor advances be true, if his opinions, when}
once examined with candour and judgment,
ftand the teft of general approbation ; then is}
a gonorrheea, a trifle indeed, and thofe wheo
treat it as a matter of mportance, are deludedi
ideots, poflefled of no power of difcrimina
tion, and who have borrowed all their under
ftanding. The Profeflor himfelf will be fuf:
pected of a prejudication, that his honour wil
never pe1m1t him to deferve; if, after the
above'quotation, the rcft of his work be no
engaged to confirm fuch new npuuans. Fo
when it is confidered that fociety in general
and the whole profeflion in particular, have:
ftake in the concern; no time furely cal
then be too long to explore fo mterefting ar 4






aptly. compared to Luther, who retained a
much of the pageantry as was innocent in re
ligion, without being idolatrous ; juft fo has
our Profeffor in phyfic. Pills being formerl
given in  gonorrheea, he has kept up appear-
ances, by giving bread pills; he might carry
it further; fuppofe that he gave for an injecs
tion fome pump water, to be thrown up by a
{yringe not material as to its being perfect ;
for, if the injection reached an inch and half,
or two inches, that would be quite far enough,
for thefe are the fpecific bounds of the dif-
eafe,

. If the Profeflfor had meant this new {port
of bread pills juft to amufe his readers, and
had epifodically flung it into this part of his
work, before he entered upon the more feri-
cus and important fubject of the beft cure for
-a gonorrheta, and its fuppofed confequences;
as a clever fellow would entertain us, by a
trick with the cards, while the reft of the
party were preparing for a fober game at whift,
I would have joined him in the fun; but I
imagine, he means to be ferious 1n this new
opiunion, from what he has faid in page 35;
and in many other parts of his work, the {ub-
ftance of which is this, that irrtation from
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ever come on ! that, by the fame application,
as {oon as the irritation is perceived, the {ymp-
tom will more readily give way ! and that,
whenever 1t be applied before abforption has
taken place, its fuccefs is effeGtual ? Delay,
which thould be always avoided as much as
poffible, will certainly make the cure more in-
tricate and important. From what I have
feen I have the ftrongeft prefumption to draw
this conclufion, that the length of time, in
the cure of a gonorrheea, carries a very cor-
refponding reference to the length of delay, in
applying remedies of art, after the time of
receiving the infection. Irritation, from many
other caufes, may a¢t fomewhat after the man-
ner that the Profeflor ftates this to act. But
of all irritating fubftances that could poffibly
be offered, perhaps that of gonorrheeal virus
was the leaft to be reconciled, from the na-
ture of its action, to this new apinion of the
Profeffor. For this is virus of a {pecific qua-
lity, and only temporarily local ; it cannot be
{aid that it has no power of fhifting fituation,
and, if fuffered to remain unoppofed, of afting
on every part of the conftitution : it always
may, becaufe it often does. ‘Therefore, as
the irritation in the urethra, that ceafes {pon-

taneoufly, is not the whole of the confequen-
CEs
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ers mfﬂ&ﬂd the unfortunate 1nhab1tants c}f
the iflands in the fouth feas ; it muft remain
doubtful, until fome good au;hqr;ty pofitively
declares, = that thc difeafe was {pread there
from gnnarrhmg Bur, nctmthﬁandmg the:

Profeflor aflerts from no other authority than
I'us bare furmife, and that is to me poor aus
thpnty indeed ! - yet I claim the right of con-.
w&mg_the meeﬂbr, by the ﬂrnngeﬂ: ﬁndencc;}
that can poffil b‘iy be bruught into an Emghﬂy
Court of Juftice; which is, by his own con-
feflion, by what proceeds out of hls own.
mouth ; and I fhall make the appeal imme-
diately to my readers, whether I have not
bmught {uch conviftions home to the Praﬁ?ﬂﬂr-
or rather, in this inftance, home to the Cnn fef«;,
for 3 but I thould not lay fo great ftrefs u pon.
this, 1f 1t were not a matter of the furft magni-
tude ; ‘and not becaufe, this is the only con-
tradictory blunder that I find throughout that
part of his performance I have hitherto perus.
fed ; for truth bids me tell 1t, that the fcat-
tcred differences in opinion blaze forth every
where to the eyes of the obferver, as obvious,
as ftars are in a clear night.

¢ But as we find in Cook’s laft ‘voyage,
¢¢ that the difeafe in every form is now there,

¢ and as we have no intelligence of a gonor-
¢ rheea
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brings forward thefe cafes; for if, they b 4
true, he may appl}r them to elucidate one'
pourit in theory, and I may apply them ' to c;]u- |
cidate another ; for all true cafes being but in~
ftruments in our hands to be applied for our
advantage, one may employ them to one end,
and another to another end, ‘Thefe {o far
prove, that the Profeffor believes, and knows
that gonorrheea does not cure itfelf; and |
that gonorrheea can commit all the difaftruus |
mifchiefs that I have attnbul:@d to it:  After |
my readers have f&tlﬁﬁﬁd their information, |
by looking at the above picture of gonorrheea |
given by the Profeflor, I beg that they would |
regard its reverfe drawn by the {ame am,{’t.,
for, reddere perfonee Jeit convenientia cuigue*,
and their own comment fhall {pare me from
any further intrufion of my nbfervatmns on
thls Pmut at 1ffue, ; A

“ As the living principle in many difeafes
¢¢ 15 not capable of contamning the f{ame
¢¢ aflion, it alfo lofes this power in the pre-
¢ fent, when the difeafes is in the form of
bai gunﬂrrhcea. and the effe@ is at laft ﬂcp-u
¢ ped, the irritation ceaf’ng gmdually

* Horace,
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~¢ Upon this idea of ﬂvmy gnﬂdrrhcaa cus |
“ ring itfelf, T gave certain patients” bread §!
¢ pills ; the patients always got-well :-but |/
¢ fome of them I believe not fo foon as they
¢ would have done, had the artlﬁmal methud
L ﬂf cure been emphyed*
a0 !
soifh « Whatever“mathﬁds are uf&d for l:he curé,
Fﬁ_mtherulnc:ﬂ_l‘lymnt conftitutionally; it is ald
¢ ‘ways neceffary to have in view the’ pofiis
¢¢ bility of fome of the matter béing' abforbed;
¢¢ and afterwards appearing in the form'of lués
‘¢ venerea; to prevent which, I thould be in
¢ clined to give fma:}l, dﬂfes of nmﬁcury in=
$fs te:mall}y-|-" ar' | apord T §

Thus have Ibmught a few&f the Prufeﬁ'nr 3
fcattered new opinions, and fuch as are refer-
ﬂbl;t to the. fubjc& before us, to a focus, and
fet. t'he culle&mn in fo advantageous a light,
that the variety gives a pleafing effet of each
upon the other: like a variegated landfcapes
here are hill and dale, wood and water, lawn

QJZLGI hﬁ&th-t .

A

It is not the ﬁrﬁ time that I have endeavour-
ed to poffefs my readers with a fufpicion, that

* Page 69, 70. 4 Page 80. g
as






f‘eﬁbl as to borrow new fpl:ndour by the freth |
varnith he l1ys upon them.

I ﬂmil,pmceed to give my readers the befk |
1dea I can of the Profeffor’s opinions, and rules
to be obferved, in the treatment of the gonorr
heea. '

¢ The firft thing to be confidered is, the

.nflammation  itfelf, whether violent or
mild, whether common or irritable ; yet
“¢ even when this is afcertained we have not in
“¢ all cafes the cure in our power.” |

i~

‘
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N

¢ When the {ymptoms are violent, but of
¢ the common inflammatory kind, which 1s
¢ to be colle&ted from the attending circums-
¢¢ {tances, particularly the extent of inflamma
¢¢ tion not exceeding the {pecific diftance, the
¢¢ local mode of cure may be either irritating
«¢ or foothing till the eoriginal violence 18
¢ over. Irritation in the prefent cafe; may be
«¢ attended with lefs danger than in the irrita<
¢¢ ble inflammation, and may alter the {pecific
¢ adtion, but to produce this effe&t it muft be
. g[‘&’ltﬂf than the irritation from the original
¢ injury.”

After
























{388y 35 ;
It 1s prefumption arifing out of a determinet
obftinate principle of doubting every theory
but his own opinions ; for, he might alfg
have aflerted, and it would have been much
more confonant to reafon: That the great va
riety of injetions given, and every inflam
mation getting well during their ufe, are ftrong
corroborating circumftances in favour of the
opinion, that they may all tend to the f{ame
.end, and that the complaint yields to thei
{pecific power. Is there but one way to cure
a chancre? Does the Profeflor not give us
hercafter to underftand, that there is more
than one? I alk him this, becaufe I de
not with to foreftall the after page that will
tell it. Does he not in bubo advife different
means ? Does he not aid, or change the pre
iparation of mercury m blotches on the fkin
T nodes in the bonés ?  In fhort, does he des
pend upon mercury folely, and in one fora
in the cure of all venereal cafes, where he ad
mits of the {pecific power of mercury to cur
them 3 If, in thefe inftances, he goes througt
his cure of all fymptoms, and every {tage o
them, without calling into his aid, -as new
{ymptoms offer, other remedics, or trying
mercury in other forms, I {ay, if he does d
fo, then do I yield all refiftence to all his ne
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thra are {welled, the application ot mercu- .
- ¢¢ rial omtment may be proper, after the in-
¢ flammation has {fubfided. Indeed mercurial
¢ ointment is often applied when in a ftate
¢.of inflammation,” but he fays “ he is not
¢ perfe@tly fatisfied of the utility of fuch =
s¢ practice,”

Such is the catalogue of remedies that
the Profeflor has made out for the gratifica-
tion of our eager curiofity, and quenching our
uncommon and prefling thirft for informa-
tion. Such is the inexhauftible treafure from
this fountain,. Here are calculated remedies
for all conftitutions, from the rich king down
to the poor beggar. But I would not with
to turn my back upon my old acquaint-
ances ; and I hope, although I find them in
company with the Profeflor, that I may be
permitted the honour of recognifing them ;-
for, I firmly believe, that there is not-a pupil
of two months ftanding in this city, who
does not know all the remedies remarked
upon by the Profeflor, as well as I do. That
they may choofe to throw afide the worfer
part of them, I will not deny, and perhaps
they may be in the right if they did,

¢¢ Irritating
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¢ turni makes a good fedative aftringent in-
¢ jeftion.” s -

- Of emolli=nt injeCtions—he fays, ¢ they
«¢_are the propereft when the inflammation is
< very great; they are probably firft ufeful
© ¢ by fimply wafthing jaway the matter, and
¢ then leaving a foft application to the part.”
I'fhall ' juft put the Profeflor in mind, and
. bring, 'to therecolleGtion of my readers, that
~the Profeflor has all along perfifted, that the
matter could do no harm ; and here is my
authority for the obfervation: ¢ Wathing of
¢¢ 3 fore I believe unneceflary; for I imagine
¢¢ that matter from any fore whatever, is al-
<¢ ways fuch as cannot ftimulate the fore into
¢ any action ¥.” '

¥

L]

-~ Of aftringent inje&ions—<¢ They fhould
¢ only be ufed at the latter end of the dif-
¢¢ eafe, when it has become mild, and the
¢t parts begin-to itch. But this fhould be
¢¢ according to circumitances, and if the dif=
¢ eafe began mildly, they fhould be ufed at
¢« the very beginning ; for by gradually lef-
¢ fening the difcharge without mncreafing the

¥ Page 406.

¢ nflammation,
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{tale of a country dance, thus, let fedative .
and emollient f{et corners; figure in irrita-
ting ; and lead down aftringent; then all
four hands round ; right and left : This dif-
pofition may do, or it may not do; thefe are
my adopted remedies, and I have nothing bet-
ter to offer.

But to be a little more ferious; when a
man comes forth with a voluminous work full
of innovation in theory only, without any
thing like the fhadow of improvement in"
praltice, which I proteft to be the cafe in
point, as far as I have now perufed ; to what
good can fuch work tend? If the difeafe be
not better underftood, if contradiftions and
doubts take place of matters of fa&, if the
mark of cure be removed at a greater diftance
from us in proportion as the theory is at-
tempted to be changed, and no new remedy
preferred ; where is all that advantage which
is gained from true knowledge ? Is it to be
found in this performance of the Profeflor ?
I have heard of, and I have lived long enough -
to be a witnefs to a theory that has helped to
practice, and to a practice that has helped to-
theory : fuch have been no fooner given out

by their refpe&ive authors, than they ﬂal‘hed]
AR conviction
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pen; that, by a perverfe application of his
mental endowments, he has diminithed and
wafted his reputation ; that his anatomical
comparative knowledge was a wedge of gold
to him, the advantageous application of which
he has negle&ed; and that he has, by em-
ploying his labour in expanding the leaves be-
fore us, exchanged folid wealth for feeble
{plendour. ‘This ought to have been told to
him in the clofet, but I truft the opportu-
nity may not be now too late.

Page 84. Of the Treatment of the "
- Conflitution in the Cure of the Go-
norrbaea. -

¢ Qo capricious fometimes is this form of
¢« difeafe in its cure, that I have feen by an
¢¢ accidental fever coming on, the difcharge -
¢« ftop, the pain in making water go off, and
¢ the gonorrheea finally terminate with the
« fever.”  As the Profeflor makes no remark
upon this, it is to be prefumed, that he =
conceived the whole venereal concern to be

at an end. In the only inftance, where I
i ever
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enumerate the remedies he lays down for the
relief of the complaint. Thefe are bleeding in
the arm ; leeches to the part ; poultices with
Gamphlre in them ; fteam of hot water;
opium ; mercury ; cicuta. Eleéricity, he
fays, ¢ may be of fervice.” The efficacy of
eletricity I am difpofed to doubt in a more
general fenfe. From what I have feen, and
from more information that I have colle©ed
out of the difinterefted reports of othess, I am
convinced, that this {fublime elementary {cience
1S more calculated to enlighten ph1lofuph1ck
purfuits, than to Teltore difeafed parts to a
ftate” of health. From out of ten thoufand
ttials of elericity, if we hear of a few {cat-
tered cafes where patients have done well,
thefe are not enough to authorife us to attri-
bute the cure to the power of ecle@ricity, or
 to wafte the time of the patient in ufelefs

project.

AOBIR, Page go.
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from negleted gonorrheeas, 'or from fuch ag
are abandoned to their own cure. 'This'is one:
of thofe fymptoms whofe evil confequences:
may be foattached to us, and {o deeply rooted
in us, that it canuot be thaken off; that may
not only attend us, but haften us to our end.
This 1s fuch an evil as is too complex for the:
jgnorant to curc, and too important for the
vain to defpife, that ought to be guarded
againft, and not waited for, that ought to be
refifted by anticipation. For the Profeffor,
after all his parade about the harmlefs fim-
plicity of gonorrheea, confefles that, ¢ in
< {pite of every attempt, the affection of the
% pladder often continues for a confiderable
¢ time, producing other {ympathies in the
¢¢ peighbouring parts.” The cure, he fays,
confifts in opiate clyfters, warm bath, bleed-:
ing, but with caution if it arifes from fympa-
thy-——-—leeches to the perinum-—opiate plafter
_ to the region of the pubis—blifter to thf: pe-
Tingum,

Page g1.
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ridiculous, as it would be in a commander in _,
chief to lead fﬂrth a whole army to deftroy a
gnat for giving a fting ?

¢ It 1s generally a long time before the
{welling of the tefticle entirely {ubfides.
¢ It 1s ftill much longer before the epidydi~
¢¢ mis comes to 1ts natural ftate, and indeed
¢ often years before it returns to. its natural
¢¢ {ize and {oftnefs, and {fometimes it never
¢ dnﬁ:s,

[4

[

The reader will be pleafed to mark the .
counter paragraph to the above from page 58.
IR fwglled tefticle, in confequence of the ra-
¢¢ dical cure in the hydrocele, does not fub-
¢ fide after inflammation is gone, in as many
¢¢ weeks, as the f{welled tefticle, in confe-
£ quence of its {ympathy with other parts,
¢ does in. days; and probably the reafon of
¢ this is, that it arifes from f{ympathy.”
Only let men alone who fet off upon a wrong
theory, and they will entangle themfelves, |
If I were invidioufly to feek for contradiétions,

I fhould defpair of coming cver to a con-
clufion;

L
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I did not think mifchiev::)ﬁﬂy Wrﬂng,-
nor have I impofed upon my reader
one that was not my fincereft. Be-
fore the great y work of Joux HunTER
appeared, ' our ears’ were conftantly
ftunned with the magick of his new
opinions ; we were to fee, what we
could not fee, and we were not to
fee, what we did fee ; but now we find
the tone materally 'chaﬁg_ed. I fhall
take leave of this great work' in my
next 3 and that time to write, which I
exa&, fhall not be beyond the indul-
gence which my reader would grant to
me, befare I afked 1t.

Dean-fireet, Soho,
Nov. 9, 1786.
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ftrength of my affertions. I never will fub-
ftitute cavil for argument; I will not dwell
upon exceptions for the fake of fingularity;
nor will T oppofe exceptions to general rules,
1n order to procure the birth of a new opinion
I will not forfake the general ftandard of doc~
trines grounded upon true theory, and fanc-
tioned by fuccefsful praiice; I will not abufe
becaufe I cannot perfuade, nor will T yield
when I ought to engage. If I were guilty of
any fuch deeds, I fhould expect to be defpifed
even by the Profeflor, difcarded by the facul-
ty, flighted by my partial friends, and hated
by myfelf. Let it no more be then faid, that
I either {eek the enmity of him whofe new
opinions I Gppﬂfe, or the ridicule of his friend-
fthip; and let it be remembered, that as long -;
as the Profeflor and I publith opinions, we -
have both of us the right to think and to act,
and that it is with our readers to determine
which of us ought to fucceed or to {uffer.

Page
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for’s reformation halt however as yet. But
he has ftill another advantage to confole him-
felf with, which my generofity has given him,
and to which he 1s heartily welcome. Here
are two ftrings to his bow. Now if his work
dies away, mine may record this innovation,
and may fo far preferve its fame and value,
that although this new opinion may fall into
decay, a future race of fatalifts even may
adopt it through choice.

So far it is accounted for why the Profeflor |
could not pofitively affert that obftrutions in |
the urcthra, and the other train of difeafes,
were aually in confequence of gonorrheea, |
But there was a neceflity for his finding his
way out, if he fought his way through the
wood ; if he had gone through fire and wa- |
ter, yet he muft get through, and account for
the caufe of thefe difeafes in the urethra. For
he fays, ¢ if any of thefe difeafes arife from
¢ gonorrheea, they are moft probably not the
<« confequences of any f{pecifick quality in the
¢< venereal poifon, but are fuch as might be
¢ produced by any gommon inflammation in
¢ thofe parts, as was obferved of the conti-
¢ nued {ymptoms.” 'I'.is is, in my opinion,

very
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watch him, to thew to my readers what a figure
he makes in the new one he is about to adopt,
in oppofition to all eftablifhed authorities. The
happy addrefs of the Profeflor, in his ma-
wagement of this new opinion, muft, and I
am fure will prove to be an objeé worthy to ;.
engagé our moft curious attention. And the
moment is at length arrived that we are to be
grahﬁed in full with the ingenious mode of rea~ |
foning by which we are perfuaded, that the

theory of all former men of {cience was wrong,
and that this s nght!

<¢ Jt may firft be obferved, that the urethra
¢¢ in man 1s employed for two purpofes, and
¢ on this occafion I may be allowed to make
s¢ the following general remark, that nature
¢ has not been able to apply any one part to
<t two purpefes with advantage, as might be
¢¢ jlluftrated in many inftances in different ani-
¢ mals. The animals whofe legs are adapted
¢« both to fwimming and walking, are not
¢ good at either, as feals, otters, ducks and
¢« geefe ; the animals alfo whofe legs are in-
¢ tended both for walking and flying, are but
¢ badly formed for either, as the bats; the

¢« fame obfervations are applmable to the fly-
“ g
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duce from the peafants of this country, wha
refide in their native villages, and where there
has been lefs chance of gonorrheeal infection ?
‘As the urethra of other animals are more com=
parative with that of man, than the feet and
wings of beafts, birds, and fith, would his
conceit find favour there ? But I do not mean
to ftop here, ludicrous as the argument is, I
will follow it up, and my readers muft pardon
me if I become ridiculous, for the fubjet can-
not be treated with any other temper that is re-
ferved forus as a glﬁ: in_human difpenfation,

Let us fee what fenfe is to be made out of
the analogy of the two purpofes of the {wim-
m;ug and walking of ducks and gecfe, {eals
and otters we know not fo much of, them,
for that reafon only, I put out of the queftion,
I do not know where the Profeflor found out
that the duck was an awkward fowl at {wim-
ming. 1 have heard of a proverb, whe-
ther it is recorded in Ray’s Book of Proverbs
I know not, but it is familiar in the mouths of’
the moft common amongft us, and the Pro-
feflor need not be told that it is by the pointed.
truth it conveys, and by the familiarity of any

exPraﬁ‘ion, that it becomes proverbial, Now
4 this
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and eftablithed authorities, attempted to dics
tate his new opinions to the judges and the
jury, what would be his reception ? Solventar
rifu tabule. Suppofe a man, in the habit of a
divine, afcended the pulpit, and preached on
the principles of chriftianity, but at the fame
time denied every text in the New Teftament;
would not the orthodox in divinity recommend
to him the open air? Would not the fields
tedr Bloomfbury or Bedlam be deemed a more

fitting fituation,; where the ears of the ground<
lings would catch the found, whilft the tale |

- told by fuch an ideot would be fcattered by

the winds ! Can the Profeffor produce in his |

defence any one authour that has made an ar-
rangement of the difeafes of the urethra, and

which bears a prior date to the hiftory of go- |

norrheea ? Or ean he produce any fingle aus
thour, fince the introdution of gonorrheea
among Europeans, that has written on difeafes
of the urethra, and affigned the general caufe
of them to be independent of gonorrheea ? I.
will not go more largely into this queftion, if .
I were, 1 thould but retail an obvious fact:
And fupf&oﬁng now that every furgeon had
tead thefe aflertions of the Profeflor; that go=

norrheea cures itfelf;, and of courfe that dif=
eafes
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Thefc are three of the five modes whicl
the Profeflor points out as obftru@ers of the
urine in 1ts paflage through the urethra. And
thefe three are only one, and that one 1s a per-
manent ftriture fometimes in a ftate of irrita-
tion, which he calls fpafm, and this irritabi-
lity of the ftricture and contiguous parts de~
pends upon the fituation of the firi®ture, the
manner of living in the patient, and the treat=
ment of the cafe. What I underftand by
{pafm 1s, thatitis an inftantaneous convul-
five attack wpon any part, that comes and goes
without previous inflammation or 1rntation,
and not that continued irritation fometimes
felt for years inftead of minutes, even where
a bougie paflfes without finding any refiftance.
1 will venture to affert this, that {pafm is ne-
ver a continued {ymptom; but irritations are
continued from fome other firft caufe, and in
the inftance before us, the ftri€ure is that firft
caufe. i

T P S SR A S—
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But notwithftanding the Profeffor is difpofed 1
to rejeét fome caufes for obftruétion, and -
troduce others of his own, yet my readers
muft not be toa implicitly yielding ; before

they judge decifively upon the fubjed, they
3 fthould !







Y . T ¥
- "y s -
[l
W







~Ne

( 24 )

reformation arifing out of it be ever {o trivial;
and notwithftanding it might have been pre.
{fumed that he had Ircady marked out his
ftrong ground to fortify this new opinion by
his allufions to ducks, geefe, feals, bats, &c.
yet we now find him abruptly breaking up that
camp, and trenching himfelf round by ano-
ther. Here we cannot but feel for the fhifts
he is reduced to; we fee him overwhelmed
with difficulties, finking under the weight ;
. the tatk 1s given up, and I will anfwer for
him that he would now rejoice to compound,
by making any atonement for his temerity.
I fhall feparate and anfwer his new objeions.

¢ Yet as moft men have had venereal
¢ complaints fome time or other, it is natural
to afcribe the ftricture to them ; and there-
fore it may be very difficult to refute this
¢t opinion.”” Yet he doubts ¢ if they ever
arofe from that caufe.”

= I
14

¢
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This only proves an obftinacy in difpofition.

It has been for a long time remarked, that
ftrictures prevail more in common than ever,
and it muft be very obvious why they fhould :
all intercourfe with the metropolis being great-
\ ly
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the latter, attribute them to an}" caufe but go=
norrheea! :

Page 116. 1. Of the Baugie.

The Profeflor begins his hiftory of bougies
from the year 1750, and makes the following
remark upon the praltice of that time,
¢« When I compare the pra&ice of the prefent
¢¢ day with what it was in the year 1750, it
¢¢ hardly appears to be the fame difeafe we are
¢ treating.”” Whatever might have been the
condition of the Profeflor’s mind at that time,
I neither with to know, or is it of the leaft
importance if it could be known ; but unen-
- lightened as it may be, it could not have been
{aid of others, that they laboured under the
fame degrading imbecility, The fault and
complaint lie both with the Profeflor ; for Mr,
Sharp’s Critical Enquiry was then publifhed,
¢« Daran was the firft who improved the bou
¢« gie, and brought it into general ufe. H
¢« ywrote profeffedly on the difeafes for which
¢ it is a cure, and alfo of the manner of pre-

¢¢ paring it ; but he has introduced {fo much
; € abfurdip
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rage and a laudable enterprife. ‘Their fuccefs
proved the value of their purfuit; and al-
though they had not received the beft of edu-
cation, yet of fo much importance was their
pradtice to fociety, that they fairly triumphed
in {pite of oppofition from men of education,
who wrote pamphlets then, which they would -
be glad to difown now. All T know of this
family is, the publick good they have done;
and as an individual who am convinced that
the prefent {yftem of 1noculation 1s by far the
nobleft of all modern improvements, I hope
that their rewards have been at any .rate ade-
quate. The idea could afford but a fleeting pro-
fit to them, for it was no fooner known than
it was univerfally adopted. I am not worthy
to do juftice to this great a& of utility; it
would be an ornament to the beft heart and
ableft pen. But the prai‘ervatinn of lives and
beauty ought to be confidered with publick
gratitude.

The Profeflor has not given him{elf the
leaft trouble, notwithftanding the voluminous
extent of his work, to inform his readers of
whatever 1s {aid on the difeafes of the urethra,

or on the methods of cure, by ancient au-
- thours 3
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Page 117,
““ Of the Treatment of the Permanent Stristure.”

The Profeflor fays that ¢ the cure is either
¢¢ a dilatation of the contrated part, ora de-
¢ ftruction of it by ulceration, or efcharotics ;"
that < the dilatation is performed by bougies ;
¢ the ulcerative procefs is alfo affected by a
‘¢ bougie, and the deftru&ion by efcharotics
15 by means of cauftics, as the lunar
‘¢ ‘ganilie.”

When the Profeflor divided the three firft
modes of obftrution, I forefaw that in his
treatment of the firlt, he would confound at
leaft the fecond, for it could not be otherwife,
if he adhered to the nature of the complaint;
and as he has now fo properly, if accidentally,
included them, I fhall juft point out to my
readers what he does to ¢ quiet the {pafms,”
or, in other words, to abate the irritation that
accompanies the permanent ftricture. In {fuch
cafes, therefore, he fays, ¢ we muft have
¢¢ recourfe to temporary relief; fuch as the

¢ warm bath, which” he archly remarks,
“¢ coulle-
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¢ It is not an eafy matter in cafes wlhiere

the paflage is very {fmall, to tell whether
¢ the bougie has entered the ftriture or not ;
“ for fuch flender bougies as muft generally be
““ ufed at firft, bend fo eafily, that the intro-
““ ducer is apt to think it is paffing whilft it is
¢ only bending.” If the Profeflor had been
aware that this paragraph would have attracted
my particular regard, I dare fay he would have
ftudied in 1t more of elegance than common.
If the introducer was apt to think it was paf-
fing, whilft it was only bending, would he not
{ee that it was twifted after he had withdrawn
it? But my comment fhall not end here. I
have perufed the whole of the Profeffor’s chap
ter of the treatment of the permanent ftricture,
and I find that one of thefe weak bougies is th
only remedy the Profeflor makes ufe of to
cure the ftri¢ture by dilatation, but if this fails,
the mode of cure by dilatation is to be aban
doned, and his ulcerative method, or rathe
his method by efcharotics, are to come nex
into play. And here 1 hope my readers wil
permit me to recall their attention, whilft I pu
a few queftions immediately to the Profeflor
they will have the opportunity of {eeing th

~ enquiry fairly inveftigated, and their opinion
a
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into general pradtice from their preferable ad=
vantages ! If he had not heard of them, he is
yet to be informed. If he has heard of them,
he has abufed his reader by his contemptuous
filence. And if he does not know of their ap-
plication, and more certain {uccefs in over-
coming the moft contrated ftrictures, he has
yet to learn what the whole body of {urgeons
are already acquainted with. |

I thall now produce my authority. A quota-
tion from Mon{, Le Dran will {ferve to {trength-
en my aflertions, and point out to my readers
where they may refer more at large. As m}r'
intention is never to lofe fight of the new opi-
nions of the Profefior, I am always watchful
to dete& myfelf when I am epifodically devia,
iing into extraneous enquiries. :

¢« All thefe intentions may be frequently
¢t anfwered by the ufe of bougies, armed with
¢¢ medicines agreeable to the ftate of the dif=
¢ order, and carefully introduced through the
¢ yrethra into the bladder. The medicines
¢« made ufe of on thefe occafions thould by no
¢ means be irritating ; and for this reafon I
¢« fhould abfolutely reject the ufe of any cauf=

¢ tic introduced into the urethra on pretence
¢« of:
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¢ will certainly do mifchief, will add to tli
¢ obftruion, and encreafe the dyfury#.”

Thus have I fan&ioned my affertions, and
made good my ground in the firft quotation,
which I call point blank to my purpofe, from
the moft eminent {urgeon in all France, who
flourifhed and publifhed before the difmal year
of ignorance 1750. And as he has not exprefsly
written upon the {fubje&, but introduced this
queftion where the only opportunity offered to
him, thusis alfo in the {fecond quotation my
opinion fanéioned collaterally by the moft emi=
xnent furgeon of every country.

~ And I might be permitted to remark, that
in this quotation which I have taken the liberty
of applying from Mr. Pott, there is another
leflon, and that not the leaft eflential to my
readers, as well as myfelf; the Profeffor alfo
may hereafter proft from it, if he pleafes, and
would, if my influence could avail ; but I fear
that all I cando for him, will be to give him
room in my charity. The freedom I profefs -
will not permit me to diffemble, and, I hnpe'

¥ Pott on Fiftul, Lacrymal, vol. i. p. 343.
at
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is the only nftrument in prefent ufe with fur-
geons both in London and Paris. The fat is,
that the cat-gut bougies are deemed prefera-
ble in both places#.

For my own part, I have carefully avoided
throughout my obfervations refting any affer-
tion upon my bare authority ; for which rea-
fon, whenever I have objected to the theory of
the Profeflor, 1 have chofen rather to oppofe
him by the opinions of others, than to be too
confident in my own experience ; I know its
fallability, but I am not afraid or athamed to
add my atteftations to the general opinion, and
further to declare, that the cat-gut bougies
will overcome many ftriGures by the firft and
I;nuﬁ defirable means, where the others muft
fail 3 and that without a trial of them, mo-
dern practice is not juftified in appealing tQ
more painful and dangerous refources.

So much for the cure of the permanent
ftriGture by dilatation ; a mode of cure that

#* Although the cat-gut bougies made in France are
fold by Mr. Savigny at two fhillings each, and the other
bougies at five fhillings the dozen, yet he confefles that
he has a very great {ale of the former, -
' : thould

3
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T'fhould prove too importunate in afking the
Profeflor a queition or two ; my thirft for ine
formation muft apologife for my forwardnefs,

Could I dare to emp.lﬂy_tﬁis method by ul.
ceration, where a bougie will pais without it?

Or if I dared, fhould 1 be permitted to put it

into practice ¢ Have I a friend that would {o
far indulge me, or an enemy that I would wifh
{fo much to infli& ! A garrifon town, when
the gates are thut againft the enemy, is fome-
times ftormed by a breach ; but did the Profe{-
{or ever know, and it is pofiible he may, efpe-
cially as he draws all his conclufions from fin-

gular cafes, that any perfon through choice
pulled down part of his houfe in order to gain

an immediate entrance, when the outer door
was already open to him ?

T'he Profeflor confefles afterwards, that even
where this procefs 1s attempted, “ few pa-
¢¢ tients will {ubmit to the practice ; and ins
¢ deed few will be able to bearit.” And I
{ay that it ought not to be attempted but from
the necefiity of the cafe, and that then it has
the preference to all other painful refources.

u- If
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hoped to have been for a moment at leaft grae
tified in full without allay. He fays, ¢« in
“¢ many cafes it may be proper to attempt this
¢¢ by ulceration of the part.” I looked for-
ward with fome mortification at my difap-
pointment in fearch of thefe cafes, to obtain
information of the line the Profeflor was about
to draw ; when we were to fet about this mode,
and when we were to refolve upon another ;
for if he has not as yet made up his mind
upon fuch diftinttions, he thould have refered
us to Mr. Sharp’s Critical Enquiry, or what
would have been better for himfelf, he thould
not have written,

In the next immediate paragraph, the Pro-
feffor indulges us with fomething of his own,
and this i1s to account to his readers, and to
mine alfo, how the deftru&ion of the part by
ulceration is affe&ted by a bougie. Here I
muft beg their particular attention.

<« 'This effe® muft arife from the irritation
¢« of abforption being given to the difeafed
¢¢ part, which from the ftriGure not being an
4¢ original formed part, nor having any power

¢ of refiftance equal to the original one, is
‘“ more.
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part, or wice . 'ugrﬁ The only queftion i 15,

which is moft in the way of the preflure of
the baugle? |

And cannot my readers guefs at the motive
that induced the Profeffor to half explain the
ﬁrﬁ and fﬂ ﬁ]ddenly to contradict himfelf in
the fecond paragraph ! He could not deﬁgn
any underhand fyftem, for if he had, he’
Wﬂuld have guardgd it Wlth more cuaning,
It is not congenial with his dif] Pﬂf tion. Com- |
mon pra:t;aqtum had no concern in it. Thﬁ: |
contradi€tions come fo quick upon us, that
we nu%ht to take credit to ourfelves for find-
ing them out, as thay nught have been eafily . :
pafled over. An umpire in the moft critical §
nicety at any game could not boalt of more
adroitnefs. :

Let me afk my readers, was not tl;a fubjeck
of the next chapter, was not the innovation
of cauftick, was not the new opinion, Or ras
_th_er the revived old opinion from Wifeman,
and an old opinion which Wifeman him{elf
had revived from a time as old as the hiftory
of ftrictures, a temptation irrefifible # Was

not fﬂn;xethmg, not donc mn thls agﬁ, a gfﬂﬂd
idea
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€ thete may be no paflage at all, it haﬁng
¢ been obliterated by difeafe, and the urine
< paffed by fiftule in perinzo.”

- The meeﬁ"ﬁ{* afferts, ¢ if the obftruions
“ are any where between the membrancus
¢ part of the urethra and the glans, where
‘¢ the canal 1s. nearly ftraight, or can eafily be
““ made {o by the introduction of a ftraight
‘¢ inftrument, it becomes an' eafy matter to

“ deftroy them by cauftic.”

I thall only remark to my readers what has
occurred to me, and I do not doubt but that
they, who are converfant with cafes of ob-=
ftru&ions in the urethra, will agree with me
in the opinion, that obftru¢tions in the favour-
able part alluded to by the Profeffor are eafily
removed without the aid of cauftick. '

¢ It does not always happen in cafes of
¢« obftruction to the paflage of the urine, that,
¢« when the obftru@ion is removed by the
¢ cauftic, and the water of courfe paffes
¢ freely, =bougie will pafs. This 1 appre-
¢ hend arifes from the cauftic not having

¢ deftroyed the ftriCture in a dire& line with
¢ the
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¢ eurve.” 'The third plate given by the Pro-
feflor demonttrates this piece of machinery.

I muft, before I proceed to make my obfers
vations upon the prefented plan of the Pro-
feffor before us, candidly confefs to my rea-
ders, that I have been ftrongly prejudiced in
favour of a trial to overcome obftruions in
the urethra by cauftick ; and that, when I pe-
rufed the antient authours who had written.
upon the {ubjet; I lamented the inadequate
power of conveying the cauftick with fafety
to the obftructed part. And what was yet to
be more dreaded, the mifchief that might be
committed by fo potent an application ating
on parts excluded from our fight, and perhaps
deftroying Tuch as did not conduce to the re-
moval of the obftru&tion. Befides, I further
dreaded the alarming effects of inflammation,
and retired from the undertaking, becaufe I
found that they, whofe opinions 1 looked up
to, were not {o fatwfied of the pofiibility of
its {afety, as to fet the example. On the cons
trary, the moft eminent of the profeflion that
nad laft written upon the {ubject, execrate:
the idea, and flung it out of practice #.

_* Le Dran, Saviard, Aftruc, Sharp. '.
Having
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under, he could enjoy an interval of three
hours without making water. A tumour in
the perinzum was to be felt as large as a wal«
nut, callous and immoveable. I provided my=-
felf with the apparatus of the Profeffor, and
having by the previous ufe of the cat-gut
bougies gained upoﬁ former advances near
half an inch, as we found by meafuring
the length of the cat-gut with the Iehgtﬁ
of the bougie the patient had been in the
habit of wearing, of courfe we advﬁncec}
further through  that part of the ure=
thra where it is curved. On my intro-
ducing the ftrait canula, I found it could
not pafs fo far up the urethra as the cat-gut
boug‘ie by near an inch, and upon my enqui-
ring afterwards for a flexible one, I found that
the firft of this invention was but juft made,
{o that the one given in the plate in the work
before me might be faid to be the pattern
draught by which the maiden one which I
faw was made. But if the flexible canula had
been ready at hand, it would have been im=
poflible to have conveyed the cauftick through
it with any fafety ; for the port crayon em-=
braced fo {mall a portion of the cauftick, that

the leaft refiftance would loofen it, and it was
} i i : . v ' o im"
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~ Furft, that a ftrait canula, and of that
fize, will never pafs any thing near home to
a ftricture that 1s an objec for cauftick,

Second, that it is difficult to break or cut
a piece of cauftick into fo exact a fize and
fhape, as to be received by the port crayon,
and not to overftrain it.

. Third, that the ring has fcarce any hold,
and is apt to flip back, by which the cauftick
~may eicape,

Fourth, that if the flexible canula be fubfti-
tuted for the ftrait, when it has paffed the
curvature of the urethra, it would be running
an unwarrantable rifk to introduce the cauf-
tick through it, fixed as it is in the prefent
inftance ; and I pledge myfelf upon the affer-
tion, that it would fometimes be broken off,
and fometimes loofened. For although the
cauftick may be pafled through the flexible
canula fafely upon making the experiment out
of the urethra, where it has all the freedom o
flexibility ; yet let it be remembered, that the.
canula, after it is paffed into the urethra, and

¢onformed to the curvature of it, 1s no longer
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hid; or if a fmall pﬁ#t* of the fun tfhines
through a chink in a wall, by removing that
wall, we are fure to fee the whole of that |
body. | '

But why fhould I dwell longer upon this
{ubje it may be atked, as I know that the
Profcflor is cronﬁantly now altering that very
apparatus which is deferibed in his book, and Z
exhibited in a plate. The reafon muft be ob-
vious ; becaufe it is that very apparatus de-
{cribed, and that very plate, which are to di-
rect thé pra&itianar,-, and not the alterations
of them that he carries into his own private
practice. Both ought either to be torn out of
the book, or left like rocks in charts, to warn
us how to avoid them ; to be as monuments
of human infufficiency, or broad hints of dif
appointed arrogance. | '

But if the Profeflor had modeftly failed 1n
a modeft attempt to condué cauftick with
fafety and effe@, {o as to deftroy {uch firic-
tures as could not otherwife be deftroyed, and.
fuch firiGures as we have fure and certain:
hopes that the cauftick will deftroy, when ¥
once we have found out a fure but fafe me-3§
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The firft note refers to the idea of the ap=
plication of precipitate, and runs thus:
¢¢ Lately looking over fome authors on this
¢ difeafe, I find that this is not a new idea.”*
And the fecond thus: ¢ Wifeman had the
¢ fame idea, but probably the clumfy way
¢ 1 which he attempted to put it in execu-

¢ tion, might be the reafon why he feems
¢ not to have purfued it.”

I have juft obferved, that as the Profeflor
has been pleafed to tell his own ftory in this
- manner, that he conceived both ideas himfelf
originally, put them into prattice, and after-
wards 1n reading for his amufement found
that they were not new, it is impoflible -for
any one to contradi€t him. But thus far I
may be allowed to remark : Itis very fingu-
lar that a furgeon, at a lofs for fix months
how to proceed, and as long ago as the year
1752, when he was young in his profeffion,
of a plodding turn of mind, ambitious for
making the moft of himfelf, greedy for fuc-
cefs, and jealous of eminence in others, fhould
remain fo long at a ftand {till in a cafe, with-
out referring back to learn what authours had
{aid upon it. But all this is not half fo

{trange
4
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ferable to what was pra&tifed in the feventeenth
century ! This artful plea of the i ignorance of
the practice before the year 1750 was to throw
us off our guard, in order that we may not look
back and find old ideas in old books, before
that time, vamped and pafled as new ideas, in
a new beook in the year 1786. -

I will again repeat the Profeflor's vague and
ill-timed note on Wifeman, for the purpofe
~of remarking further upon it: and although
. 1 defpife the monkifh proverb of, De mortuis
nil nifi bonum, yet more than humanity
teaches me to juttify, de mortuis mil nifi juftum.

¢ Wifeman had the fame idea, but proba-
¢, bly the clumfy way in which he attempted
¢¢ to put it 1#execution, might be the reafun.
¢« why he feems not to have purfued it.” If
the way of W1femat1 was clumfy, that of the
Profefior i is more fo. The fergeant was pro-
vided with a canula, and weighed a grain of
éau-ﬁick to be paffed through it to the ftric-
ture ; the Profeflfor provides himfelf with a
canula, and pa{Tes through it an undeter-
mined quantity of ::zmﬂ;ick to the Rricture.

'The ferjeant’s determined grain of cauftick
exacted
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¢ were not the moft favourable, yet T fuc-
¢ ceeded i the greater part of them; that
<15, L got through the ftricture, and could
““ pafs a bougie freely. I have feen feveral
¢ cafes of fiftule of thefe parts, where the
¢ natural paflage was obliterated by the ftric-
¢ ture, mn which I have fucceeded with the

¢ cauftic, and the fiftulous orifices have rea-
‘¢ dily healed up.”

Thefe are the warm commendations of the
Profeflor, and this is the abftra& and brief
chronicle of the report of an individual, that
1s to fet afide the final refolves of the moft
eminent furgeons in Paris and London, that
were agreed to unanimoufly forty years ago ;
and {o tenacious have the moft eminent fur-
geons fince been of fuch a deliberate refolu-
~ tion, that they have implicitly complied with
“it. A refolution fixed in cenfequence of accu-
mulated evils from the ufe ot cauftick. This
ftate of the cafe is neceflary to be known ; all
the evidence fhall be laid before my readers,
that they may judge with impartiality, whe-
thier this method of cure by cauftick, revived
by the Profeflor in fo commendatory a man-

ner, fhould be adopted, whether his appara-
tus
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flame, corrodé, and ulcerate the found partg
of the urethra. I know that former phyfi-
cians have endeavoured to obviate this in-
convenience by an apparatus of various
kinds of inftruments and remedies, but I
know at the fame time, that all their cau-

tions have been for the moft part fruit-
lefs #,”?

- ¢¢ However at all times there have been en-
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terprifing men, who have endeavoured by
efcharotick applications at the extremity of
their bougies, to make way through thofe

‘obftacles which refift the bougie or the

leaden probe; and to fay the truth, this
practice has been avowed by the ableft fur-

“geons of the two laft centuries, but at pre-

{fent it 1s univerfally condemned, and indeed
has. been fo almoft ever fince Saviard's
time. 'The objeftions to the ufe of cauf-
ticks were the difficulty, and almoft im-

poflibility of dire&ting them, {o as to eat

through all the difeafed parts of the ure-
thra, without deftroying the found part
the impraéticabily of preventing the urethra

* Aftruc, Edit, 1756, Page 321.
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all know that a ftricture, accompanied with
much irritation proves more difficult to cure
than that which is milder ; that irritation may
be greater at one time than at another, and
that the bougie may pafs more readily to day
than to-morrow.,

I have before me many pages fo loaded
with rubbifh, fo many ufelefs fets of dif-
tinctions, fections {o narrative and inapplica-
ble ftand m my way, as Hercules himfelf
would turn from, and confider in the compa-
rifon his Augéan tafk, a pleafure. A confufed
treatment of confequences from obftructions
that can only be cured, by removing fuch
obftrutions, and that can only be palliated
by powers in every body’s knowledge, whilft
the obftruétions remain uncured. It will foon
be feen if my remark be juft.

Page .135. Chap. V.

¢ Of fome Circumflances attending the Ule o
Bougies. Their figure and compofition.””

The Profeflor puts a queftion, ¢ ‘Whethef
s¢:it 15 better to pafs the bougie the whole

¢ length
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the more the ftricture will be dilated ; and
from 1its form, if it be pafled but a little way
beyond the ftriture, it will continually be
{lipping out.

- Now I fhall treat my readers with a moft
curious remark of the Profeffor, and I would
have recorded it as a neat obfervation, if it
had not fome relative conneétion with his new
opinions. ¢ When treating of the ftricture,
¢¢ T obferved that it was often the caufe of a
¢¢ f{welling in one or both tefticles ; and further,
¢¢ that the paffing of the bougie often removed
¢¢ that complaint. I may now obferve, that
¢¢ a very common confequence of the pafling
¢« of a bougie 1s a {welling of the tefticle ;
¢¢ this alfo arifes from {fympathy, and is the
¢ common effect of all 1rritations of the ure-
¢t thra.” Here ftri¢ture produces {welled tef-
ticle ; bougie cures it. Bougie produces {welled
tefticle ; why then ftriture out of gratitude
fhould cure it. They arife from fympathy,
but are the effe@s of irritation, ¢ Which be
¢ the malefators? Marry, that am I and my
4 partner.*.”

¥ Much Ado about Nothing.
Page
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The Profefior proceeds to inftruét us how.to |
perform the operation, and furnifhes us with
a cafe of a foldier in the guards, upon whom
‘1t was performed with fuccefs. As the pro-
cefs was tedious, and the inftruments out of
fort, and as I find fome difficulty in compre-
hending the long-winded narratives of the
Profeflor, not being ufed to his manner of tel-
ling his own hiftories, not being as yet per-
fect mafter of his idioms, my intemperance
not being tame enough to wait upon his pro-
lixity, I thall refer my readers to the whole
in a lump as they find it; and I fhall congra-
tulate them if they prove more fortunate than
Iam. Yet I muft obferve to my readers, that
he appears to me to cut thofe knots he can-
not untie ; and, in this inftance, I follow his
example.

But I fhall not {o readily put up with re-
flections he has paffed on the a@ion of the
bougic here, and which I think require a
very ample explanation. In his firft paragraph
he fays, ¢ the worft confequence arifing from
< the improper ufe of the bougie, and the
¢ moft dangerous is, where it makes a new

5 Paﬁﬂgﬂ- I mentioned before that this ge-
¢ perally
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generally fubftituted for bougie, would acci-
dents from improper ufe of it obtain fo
rare ? What would be the event of it,  thould
it a&k on ecither fide of the obftru&ion? What

if the piece of cauftick be left behind ? What
~ if the inflammation fthould go further than we
can controul ¢ Are not thefe evils more likely
to happen from cauftick, and are they not fuch
as will overbalance all that can arife from im-
proper ufe of the bougie? This only required
to be fairly ftated, in order that the obvious
truth refulting from it fhould have its due
weight. And this is an aé of juftice due to
eftablifhed practice.

fage T4 36 iy Chap. Vi

“ Of Difeafes in confequence of a Permanent
Stricture in the Urethra.”’

This chapter gives us a bill of fare, out of
which we are furnithed with a fixth part of
the Profeflor’s work to feaft upon, a defcrip-
tion of difeafes arifing out of obftructions,
which can only be palliated, without remov=

ing
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tunate indeed; and it would have proved
more, that when thefe {fymptoms do ever even

threaten, the art of the profeflion muft yield
to their havock.

But although it 1s very truethat, when the
obftruction hinders the urine from pafling, it
forces its way qua data porta, and is {fome-
times, inftead of being evacuated by a fiftulous
opening externally, lodged in the furrounding
{ubftances of the urethra; yet I fhall not,
after acquiefcing with the Profeflfor upon this
fa&, which I readily do, becaufe it is a ferious
one, drop the long quotation that I have laft
copied here. There 1s ftill fome difference as
to new opinlons which muft be cleared up, and
they fhall as often meet with my refiftance as
I find them 1 my way ; and this was ano-
ther reafon for giving fo full a quotation.

¢« When the internal membrane and fuba
¢« {tance of the urethra is removed by abforp-
¢¢ tion”—We already have have had a {mack
of this jargon in page 123, which I then
treated as it deferved ; what he means 1s, that
the urine, not being able to pafs in the natural

way, on account of an obftruction that hin-
ders
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together after inflammation is fubfided. In |

other words, adhefion. of parts after inflam-
_ mation.

But how came {fympathy to be left out, in

all thefe violent effeéts from irritation, in this

general mufter of new opinions, by the Pro-

feflor ! We fee nothing of her. We fee the
cuckoo, but where 1s the little bird which "

fhould attend it ? Sympathy is a capricious
goddefs ; hath the Profeflor affronted her, be-

caufc he hath abufed her? Is fhe no longer
one of his /ares? Why was fhe abfent upon

this occafion ! As fhe is a votarift to pleafure

as well as to pain, was fhe prefent at a court-

thip, a wedding, or a chriftening? Where
was the ! We thould all be forry to part with
{ympathy ! But as for the other new opi-
nions ; if we could regulate the laws furgi-
cal, by an imitation of thofe military, they

ought to, and would be drumm’d out of the

company.

Page
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tions fecure them from rapid changes, 2

imminent predicaments, were better to be con=
tent under the evils that they fuffer, than fly
to others that they know not of. -

¢ When the urethra has fuffered {o much
that abfcefles have been formed beyond the
fcrotum, the patient thould ever take great
¢ care to avoid a frefh gonorrheea, for he fel
¢ dom in that cafe efcapes a return of the
{ame-complaints,”

4
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- Without the leaft diftortion of truth, with=
out this warning to the patient being capable
of bearing any other-conftruction, than an im-
plicit confidence  that thefe mifchiefs had ari-
fen, as I predicted, from former gonorrheea,
what can the Profeflor otherwife attribute
them to? What other caufe prevails to bring
down upon thefc parts fuch conftant effecs 2
Effects correfponding not only to the hiftory
of gonorrheea, but that cannot be given to any.
other general caufe whatever.

Surely fome relenting friend of the Profel-
{or, wounded like me at the wafte that had

been committed upon time and truth, flipped
in
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¢ the part, fimilar to the removal of the
¢ cramp.’

This quntatmn I have purpofely gwen, 111
order to afcartam to my readers the 1mp0r-
tance of the ﬁlbjE& the Profeflor means to il-
luftrate in this chapter, and what, he withes
to infinuate, thould be confidered as fpafma-
dic affe¢tions. If the Profeflfor had afferted
that the urethra, without any previous caufe, -
was fometimes attacked with a fpafm fimilar
to the cramp in other parts, which produced
a temporary obftruction of the urine, and
which, as he afferts, would go off by tickling,
I would be the laft to deny him the privilege
of this innocent gratification, or would I deny
that the urethra was not liable to it ; ; it would
be a common harmlefs attack on the urethra

*_in common with other parts of the conftitu-

tion, and it would be as harmlefs in the Pro-
feflor to treat upon it, and an amufement he
nught to be, and fhould be mdulg&d in. But
when he fat out with afligning frefh caufes for
obftruétions, with turning away fome that
had been eftablithed by former writers, when
he undertook to tell us what was not one

| caufe ;
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that, almoft every day, and even at every-
time he folicits to difcharge his urine, he muft
firtk pafs a bougie, before he can affedt it.
This 1s the ferious condition that is worthy h-.
our inveftigation, and this is a cafe not to be
cured by tickling, that cannot be called a !
cramp, and which is fomething more than a
ipaim, or there is no truth in the definition
even of the Profeflor; for the word is not fit-
ting to the difeafe, nor the difeafe to the word.
Sometimes the bougie will not anfwer the end
of exciting the patient to urine, and then the
cafe requires the fame attention as a dyfury
from another caufe. Such a complaint often
continues years, commonly to the clofe of life.
Spafm is an inftantaneous affection of parts,
without any firft known caufe, and never

continues for any length of time.

Page 163.

2k Of the Cure of the Spafmodic Affeéiion of
the Urethra.”

He recommends a blifter to the perinzum,
and gives this curious reafon for it; ¢ that
¢¢ the
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the caufe of obftru&ion produced by carun-~
cles, and other caufes; we know only that
they do prevail.

6. < Qf the Gure of the Excrefeence, or Ca-

runcle.”

‘This cure 1s either by the preflure of alarge
bougie, {o as to ulcerate the carnofity, or by
the cauftick ; and from the pratice of the cauf-
tick he does not doubt of a cure. ¢ But,”
fays he, ¢ the difficulty lies in diftinguithing
¢ the difeafe from a true ftriGture; for al-
¢¢ though authors talk of caruncles as com-
¢ mon, and give us the method of treats
¢ ment, yet they have not told us how we
¢t are to diftinguith them from ftrictures.”” At
any rate the Profeflor mixes with the herd in:
this ftate of ignorance. He has fearched int
authours m vain to find a diftinétion, but
which, if he had found, would have been
probably tranfplanted, as was the cafe of the
cauftick, into this work, and came forth from
his hands glittering with all the polith of ano-
ther new opinion ! But why does the Profef-

for {feem {o out of humour at not being able to
find
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proftrate in producing the obftruction to the
urine, there I fear we fhall find him in his
ufual mood, beginning with mexplicable hy-
pothefis, and ending with contradi&ory af-
fertion, ¢¢ When the proftrate gland fiells, it
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does not leffen the {urface of the urethra at
the part fimilar to a {triGure ; on the con-
trary, it rather increafes it.” ¢ From the
fituation of the gland which is principally
on the two fides of the canal, and but lit-
tle if at all on the fore part, as alfo very
little on the pofterior fide ; when 1t {wells,
it can only be laterally, whereby it prefles
the two fides of the canal together, and at
the {fame time ftretches it from the anterior
edge or fide to the pofterior, fo that the
canal, inftead of being round, 1s flattened
into a narrow groove.” ¢ Befides, the effect
of the lateral fwellings, a {fmall portion of
it which lies behind the very heginning of
the urethra {wells forward. It {fometimes
encreafes fo much as to form a tumour,
projeing into the bladder fome inches.”

¢« 'The effe&s of thefe {wellings are very
confiderable, for they fqueeze the fides of
the urethra clofe together, and the projeét=
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o ﬂ:rength of the bladder, when it becomed
¢ difeafed.” Such wild romances cannot
exift an hour, will never be found but in the
book before us, and at any rate they are too
glaringly ridiculous to do harm. It is fuffi-
cient for me to have gwen i my proteft
again{t thefe new opinions, that thefe new
difeafes exift not in the urethra, but in the
bla.dder and the contiguous mufcles. His re«
- medies are appropriated for either condition, {o
that all the miftake lies m the theory, and fo
far it is fortunate. 1 fhould have heartily re-
jﬂi{‘:ﬁd, if that, when thefe half perfeCted
dreams came over the Profeffor in an exa-
cerbated degree, he had got rid of them after
the {fame manner that Gil Blas did. His re-
veries only roufed a ftranger in the next cham-
ber from a found fleep ; that was the trouble-
fome extent of them !

Page 184. Chap. X.

e Of a Suppreffion of Urine, mz.:f Operations for
the Cure of it.”

This is a fubjett that requires our moft fe-

" rious attention, both with regard to the time
that
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year 1752, and another in the year 1754, in|
a memoir by Monfieur Pouteau, in the }r‘
1760, in his Melanges de Chlt’ﬂr’glﬁ

firft was fuccefsful, the fecond failed, and the
- third was fuccefsful. Tn the year 1474, Dr
Hamilton, of Lynn Regis, fent a Narrative
to the Royal Society of a fuccefsful cafe, pe
formed by him, by a puncture into the blad
der thmugh the reGtum.

Having Ju{’c given this brmf ftate of fa&s te
my readers, and pointed out to them whe
they may refer for a more general information,
it remains with me now only to confider twe
things. The firft is, why did not the Pro
feflor do the fame act of juftice to Mr. Sharp
that was done by Mr. Reid, and that is now
done by me? Why did he not name Mz
Sharp as the authour who favoured the ope:
ration above the pubis, as well as he hat
named Meflieurs Flurant and Pouteau, ant
Dr. Hamilton, who reported favourably of the
operation through the re@um ? If he means
excufe himfelf by faying that he knew not of
Mr. Sharp’s favourable report, or that fu
geons knew of this opening into the bladdel
before it was defcribed by Mr. Sharp, neithe
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the cellular contiguous parts, and knowing
the threatening fatality of fuch {ymptoms,
would it not be preferable in that cafe to at-
tempt an opening into the bladder through
the perinzum ? If the opening was made above
the pubis, or through the reGtum, into the
bladder, neither way would prevent fome of
the urine continuing the diffufion when once
it had found that way into the cellular conti-
guous parts, Whillt the life of the patient
was attempted to be faved at one point, it
would be loft at the other. But it appears to
me that an opening into the bladder in this
inftance through the perineeum, would put an
end to the diffufion at the fame time that we
drew off the water.

Page 192.

2. < OF the encreafed Strength of the Bladder.”

This is the firft time that we were ever told
that difeafe produced additional ftrength on
any particular part. This is indeed a new opi-
nion! Such fingular affertions make our ob-
{fervations upon them almoft inevitable, al-

though
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Page 200.  Chap. XIL

£<.QF Impotence.”

¢ This complaint is by many laid to the
charge of onani{m at an early age. I thin <
I may affirm that this act in itfelf does lefs
harm to the conftitution in general than the
natural ; that the natural with common
women, or fuch as we are indifferent about,
does lefs harm to the conftitution than
where it is not fo {elfith, and where the af=
feions for the woman are alfo encreafed
Where it 1s only a conftitutional a&, it i§
fimple, and only one afion takes place;
but when the mind becomes interefted, it
is worked up to a degree of enthufiafm,
encreafing the fenfibility of the body and
difpofition for action ; and when the com-
plete altion takes place, it 1s with propors
tional violence ; and in proportion to the
violence is the degree of debility produced,
or injury done to the conftitution.”
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of Mars, but with a contour of his own,
about to expound a theory of his own, and
in a language of his own. I feem to fee the
attentive pupils with their greedy ears devour-

‘ing up his difcourfe, catching the poifonous

fweets as they are diftilling from his lips, their
faculties entranced by the power of his ora-
tory, and f{o transfixed and loft to all external
alarms, that if Heaven’s own thunder rat-
tled 1n loudeft peals over their heads, the
found would pafs away as unaffe@ing to their
fenfes, as the buzzing of a fly. Ifeem to fee
the confcious glow of exultation mantle in
their cheeks, flattered as they muft be, that,
that which they had through thame fhunned
or concealed as a noifome vice, was now tranf-
formed into the faireft virtue, I feem to {ee
how impatient they waited for the nod of
difmiffion to haften home to their folitary
chambers !

But now it is high time for me to mark the.
dreadful confequences that follow an excefs
of this ¢ wafting of manly marrow,” and
here follow moft of the immediate {ymptoms.
Privation of defire for the enjoyment of wo-

man, a conftant propenfity to the fame unna-
tural
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There are fome who annex fo great z
fanctity to names, as no more to be purfuaded
that reputation may be falfe, than that
Achilles was vulnerable; fuch will not be
convinced that I have, fo far as I have alrea-
dy gone, expofed all the moft material errors
of the Profeflor; nor that the ox is yet
flaughtered, whofe mangled quarters are
already hung up on the fhambles of his
butcher.

There are fome, whofe profeﬂ' onal Judge-
ment affords them the ability of weighing
fully the arguments which I have advanced,
of determining with precifion on the obfer-
vations which I have made; before them I

* feel proud to appear, and I do affure them

that I do not go beyond the dictates of my
'honour, when I declare how anxious I have
been to gain their good opinion, and how
zealous I ftill am to preferve it, by advancing
only what my mind prompts me to be near-
eft the truth. ‘

And thereare others, who, among{t the pars
tial friends of the Profeflor, kmowing himtobe
guilty, wifhnot thathe fhould be condemned;
they whefe prydence and humanity arreft

the
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ftruction. T fhall always be upon my guard
to correct myfelf againft quibbling upon his
language, as I would punifh a pointer for
ftanding at larks. I will continue to watch
his new opinions, only fo far as they apply
to practice. I will remark upon that practice
either as it is ufeful or new; and that practice
which he adopts as new, and I know to be
old, I'will trace back to its original author,
reftoring thus the honour to whom that ho-
nouris due. Such expreflions as are afferted
to be facts in one page of the great work of
the Profefior, and contradicted in many other
pages, will be only brought to one point
of convittion, when I judge them to be of
{ufficient importance in practice. By all
thefe endeavours I hope to methodife {ome-
thing like a fyftem, to collect fome fimple
{cattered truths from out of a compound and
incoherent mixture of fyftems. Sauvageand
and Cullen, as nofologifts, Camper, as an
experimental philofopher, and all the the-
orifts of the prefent age, may claim their mu-
tilated opinions in every page; thefe are fo
injudicioufly chofen, and fo unaptly applied,
{fo mangled and perverted, as to tend rather to
obftruct-and confound the harmony of {ci-

ence, than to help the mind 1 the elaborate
wnvelti-
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¢ culiar tothem, for many fores that haveno
“« difpofition to heal, which is the cafe with
¢ achancre, have fofarthe fame character. A
¢ chancre has commonly a thickened bafe,
¢ and although in fome the common inflam-
““ mations {pread much further, yet the {pe-
‘¢ cific 1s confined to the bafe. The future or
“ confequent ulcers are commonly eafily di-
¢ fanguifhed from the original or venereal,
¢ which will be defcribed hereafter”

That the reader may not prefume that
I have felected this paragraph in order to
expofe the remarkable circumftance of
each period. opening with ¢“commonly,” I
{hall vindicate myfelf by referring him to the
paragraph immediately before this, where he
will find fix more “commonlys.” But here

~ follows the obfervation which I have to offer

to this paragraph, that it aims to diftinguifh,
and to give a feparate definition of chancre,
in contradiftinétion to all other ulcers; but
it fails. Firft, ¢ Venereal ulcers commonly
“ have one character, which however is not
« peculiar to them, for many fores that have
“ no difpofitiento heal, whichis the cafe with
« chancre, have fo far the fame character.”

That is as much as to fay, venereal ulcers
are
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through the urethra, gout, rheumatifm,
and {pafms, invariably in their effeét, in-
flame and form matter with intention to re-
move the irritating caufe? Do the hydro-
phobick {ymptoms and lock-jaw, from local
caufes, produce fuch invariable effetts with
fuch mtentions? Do barbarous punithments
inflicted on the human body by the authority
of tyrannick laws, produce from fuch caufes,
fuch effects, and with fuch intentions?
What would the poor foldier fay to the Pro-
feflor’s invariable effeét and intention, when
ftanding upon f{pikes? For Gﬂd;‘S: fake, Mr.
Profeffor, do not perfuade yourfelf that, al-
though I am now irritated to the very ‘cer-
“tain degree” which it is pofiible for man to
be, I fhall get nid of the irritation by the
formation of matter; if you do, I fhall cer-
tainly be dead before your intention will be
fulfilled! But if, continued the poor foldier,
~you will permit me to inftruét you, pray,
loofen my hands which are tied to the hal-
berds ; I will then ftep off from thefpikes, and
fhall by that means fhew you my intention
to get ¥id of the irritating caufe!

" But let us purfue this neat obfervation of

the * intention to remove the irritating
caufe
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another ‘place has given the very oppofite
opinion to that which we find here, * Iam
¢ inclined to think that wounds are alfo
¢ bad abforbing furfaces, efpecially when I
¢ confider that few morbid poifons are alfo
¢ abforbed by wounds.” My readers will
be pleafed to recollect, that this laft quota-
tion was not overlooked in my Firft Part.#
And now I will treat my readers with fome
Aelected opinions that will better explain
themielves than I can for them.

“ Whether there are any parts of thefkin,
¢ or any other part of the body, more {ufcep-
¢« tible of this 1rritation than others, 1s not
¢ yet afcertained.”

¢ T have {een a chancre on the prolabium
¢ as broad as a fixpence, caught the perfon
¢ did notknowhow.” Tothis 1s added a note,
‘¢ That this fore was a chancre, I made no
““ no doubt, for befides its difeafed appear-
‘“ ance, he had a bubo forming in one of
“ the glands under the lower jaw on the

“ {ame fide.”

« Its affecting the glans penis, &c. arifes

“ from the manner in which it is caught, and
not
* Pages 61, 62, 63.
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deed, I am often neceflitated to be ﬁ&ry brief
with thofe I do obferve upon. My cordition
1s fomewhat fimilar to that of a ghoft, whofe
appearance 1s permitted to difclofe fome mo-
mentous enormities, but is warned away at
the third crowing of the cock ! |

“ I have known cafes where the chancres
¢ have appeared twenty-four hours after the
< application of the matter;and I haveknown
¢ them feven weeks. A remarkable cafe of
¢ this kind was in a gentleman who had not
¢t touched a woman for {even weeks, when a
«¢ chancre appeared. . That this. was' a
““ venereal chancre was proved by his hav-
¢« ing had the lues venerea from it, and be-
<¢ ing under the necefiity of taking mercury.”

All the remark that I thall make upon this
quotation, in the prefent inftance, is, that
the Profeflor does not pretend to prove the
above to be a chancre by his own original
definition; but that he proves it to be areal
chancre by its confequences, by its having
diffufed infection, and by its yielding to
mercury. And again he fays—

o An
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to lay before them. Thefe will help to explain
that idea I have of fuch irtentions of the
Profeflor, which with his ufual left-handed
cunning he would wifh to conceal. By his
not faying a word about phymofis or para- |
phymofis arifing from gonerrheea, when he
was treating upon gonorrheea, he was defir- |
ous it fhould have been forgotten that thefe
fymptoms had been ever found with gonor-
rheea, as well as with chancre; and the reafon
why he did not obferve upon phymofis and
paraphymofis, as being often the 1mmediate
effet of gonorrheea, only muft have been, be-

caufein fuch an inftance gonorrheea couldnot -
have been {aid to have cured itfelf ; becaufe he
mufthave been reduced in fuch an mftance, not
only to have prefcribed bread pills, butalfo
bread poultice, with fomething more. This
filence, and this ftrong inftanceof inftinctive
fagacity in the Profeflor, are yet more appa-
rent, as he has exhaufted almoft a fourth of his
great work upon what he calls, the {uppofed
confequences only of gonorrheea. And even
now, it is curlous to remark, how he ar-
ranges and how {lightly he touches upon the =%
the fubject of phymofis arifing from gonor-=

rohcea. 1 appeal to men of candour, whe-

ther by the Profeflor’s ftatement of the cafe,
it
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ad infinitum; and I know that the whole con- {
ftitution may thus become difeafed.

Page 226. Chap.. III,

General obfervationson the treatment of chancres.

““ Chancres as well as gonorrheea are
« perhaps feldom or never wholly venereal,
‘¢ but are varied by certain peculiarities of the
£ cnin{’citutipn at the time. The treatment
¢ therefore of them, both local and conflitu-
¢ tional, will admit of grEatiraricty, and it is
f¢ upon the knowledge of this variety that
« the fkill of the furgeon principally de-
< pends.” ' L

In my firft outfet I told my readers, that I
would never foreftall any of the Profefior’s
contradiftions, becaufe T could always collect
a more than fufficient fupply from thevery
ample and fuperabundant ftore that had al-
ready paﬁ'ed in my review. The Profeffor here
fays, “ That the treatment of both gonorrhaea
«« and chancre, both local and conftitutional, %
« willadmitof greatvariety, and thatit isup- =8
“ on the knowledge of that variety the fkill
< of the furgeon principally depends.” Was =
the Profeflor always of the fame opinion?
Or was the great work fo long in hand that

Jie had here forgotten what he had advanced
there
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lar caufes. Do the fame difeafes affect all |
all fubjects in an equal degree? Is there not
in every confhitution an idiofyncrafy.? May
not two brothers, even with the fame
complexions, the fame habits of living, be
attacked with the fmail-pox at the fame time?
Andmay not the one bg fo fortunateas to have
no occafion for the fkill of the Profeflor, be-
caufe he had not two eruptions all over his
his body? And may not the other, in {pite of
fuch fkill, die of the difeafe?

The queftion which naturally arifes, is,
how the Profeflor in this inftance would draw
his conclufions ? Would he affert as roundly
here as hedid upon goncrrheea? No. If the
fmall-pox in the one be {light, {inall-pox
cures itfelf ; if it be fevere, it may kill. It
gonorrheea be {light, it may cure itfelf, or at
leaft bread pills may cure it ; 1f it be {evere,
and no other remedy applied to it but the -
harmlefs one prefcribed by the Profeffor,
then the whole contiguous parts may be-
come difeafed, and more difeafe may follow,
{o as to kill the deluded {ubject!

Admitting that fuch may be the event of

two brothers attacked with the {mall-pox,
and
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the fize of the chancre, and the time of
abforption, which moft probably it is,
then whatever fhortens the time, muft
diminith that power or quantity abforbed,
and if the quantity of mercury ntce{Tary

‘to preferve the conftitution, 1s as the

quahtity of poifon abforbed, then what-
ever leflens the quantity abforbed, muft
proportionally preferve the conftitutien.”—
For inftance, if the power of a chancre to
contaminate the conftitution in four weeks
1s equal to four, and the quantity of mer-
cﬁry neceflary to be given internally, both
for the cure of the chancre and the pre-
fervation of the conftitution, is alfo equal
to four; then whatever fhortens the dura-
tion of the chancre, muft leflen in the
fame proportion the quantity of mercury;
therefore, if local applications, along with
internal ufe of mercury, will cure the
chancre in three weeks, then only three
fourths of the mercury is neceffarily want-
ed internally.”—— If four ounces of mer-
curial ointment will cure the chancre, and
preferve the conftitution, in three weeks,
then only three fourths of the mercury is
neceflarily wanted internally.”

I make
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tnachine did not differ, and if each did not
vary, which all machines conftantly do; if
abforption of virus were not undetermined
and eapricious, whieh we conftantly find that
it 15 ; 1f chancres were not to prove more or
lefs obftinate in their cure, which we con-
ftantly find that they do; if the abforption
of mercurial ointment by friction were not
uncertain, and if its action on the conftitu-
tion were not various 1n the extreme, as one
may rub in an ounce, and another three
ounces, to the fame effect; if thefe circum-
{tances, {eparate or combined, were not dia-
metrically averfe to the mathematical and
arithmetical conclufions of the Profeflor,
which they conftantly are, then he migh
‘have boafted, and we might have profited
from his fuperior knowledge of the mathe~
matical fcale for the meafurement of chancre,
and for his arithmetical calculation by the
golden rule direft, in the cure of it and the
conftitution. For example, thus: If a
chancre of a certain fize yield a certai
quantity of poifon, and if that certain quan
tity of poifon be abforbed in a certain time
and if a certain-quantity of mercury, giver
internally, (for he calls the external frictiot
of mercurial ointment, internal) preferve
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Page 228, |
1. Of the Deflruction of Chancre,

At length we come to the practical part
of his opinions upon chancre, after having
wandered with delight through the flowery
~path of theory, laid out with all the luxu-
riant fancy that the vigorous and fertile ge-
nius of the Profeflor could lavifh upon it.

“The fimpleft method of treating a chancre
“ is by deftroying it, whereby it is reduced
““ to the ftate of ‘a common fore or wound,
“ and heals up as fuch. This only can be
« doneon the firftappearance of the chancre.”
——<« Tt'may be done eltller by incifion or
f cauﬁlc* o

To effeét this the Profeffor recommends
cither the lunar cauftick or lapis fepticus.
As for incifion, it appears from what is here
{aid, to be recommended from one inftance
only. < I have diffected a chancre out, and
“ the fore has healed up without any other
‘“ treatment but common dreflings.”

But in the very next paragraph, and all

the fucceeding ones, this fimple practice 18
thrown
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difeafe from. the gofpel in my great work
only ; they lean fo implicitly upon my hon-
our and judgement, and are in point of num-
bers fo fuperior to thofe who can detect me,

that jt will be clearly for me politick to be
. filent ; no matter how I get credit, but I
fhall get credit ; therefore the names of any
authors {hall not he hinted at by me, not
even whether they had the « fame idea,”
nor whether they were ¢ clumiy” in apply-
ing it, nor whether I found out the idea,
and faw it in their work afterwards when
reading for my amufement! Wifeman,
Aftruc, Turner, and authors more modern,
have obferved upon the application of
cauftick in the cure of chancre, particu-
larly Howard and Swidiaur, The Pro-
feffor at leaft keeps always one eye em-
P]DYEd to one .{}bjﬂﬁ : it 1s never taken off, &
but fixed habitual to intereft as the lungs ta

il

Second, the application of cauftick to a
chancre is a proper method of treatment. But
I defy any man to determine from what the
Profeffor has faid, whether the mere act of
deftruétion of chancres be fafe or not, as

he has f{aid that it is, and alfo faid that it 1
not
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only; but hitherto I have been convinced
that in the early ftage of a chancre, the ap-
plication of cauftick to it promifes to be the
moit compendious method of treatment, at
the fame time mercury thould be given in=
ternally, and in fmall quantities, for a length
of time ; and in this I am in fome meafure
guided, by there remaining or not any hard-
nefs where the chancre was, or by the ftate
of the glands of the groin.

Page 230,
2. Of the Cure of Chancre—Local Applications.

“ The cure of chancre is a different thing
¢ from its deftruction, and, confifts in de-
“ {troying its venereal difpofition and ac-
“ tion, and then the parts heal of courfe,
« as far as they are venereal.”—— Chan-
¢ cres may be cured in two different ways,
¢ either by external applications, or inter-
‘“ nal applications through the crculation ;
“ the {fame medicine is neceflary for both
“ thefe purpofes, that is, mercury.”

I juft now remarked, that the Profeflor
had left us undetermined, whether to give

mercury when the chancre was removed by
what
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‘belly if poflible;” therefore the Profeffor’s
- inftruction upon this point cannot be new,

¢ As the fores cannot be drefled in the com-

‘- mon way, we muft have recourfe either to
~dreflings 1n the form of injections, or the
ooperation for the phymofis.” |

“ Wafhing of afore, I believe, is unnecef-

fary; forIcanimagine, that matter from

any fore whatever is always fuch as can-
not f{timulate the fore into ation.”*

- Of injections ; * they fhould be mercu-
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rial, either erude mercury, rubbed down
with folution of gum arabic; calomel rub-

- bed with the fame, witha proportion of

opmam. Nonicety is required. But if a
folution of fublimate is made ufe of as an
injeCtion, fome attention is to be paid to

- its ftrength. Poultices with linfeed, and

bread with laudanum; the penis to hang
over hot water with a little vinegar
and {pirits of wine,” which the Profef-

{or obferves to be  the neateft way of ap-

[ 41

plying fomentations.” Is it the moft fer-

viceable fomentation, and the moft effec-
tual way of applying fomentations? No.

Decoction
* Page 76.
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~ {fon for fo doing is fo very curious, as to ex-
cite inveftigation at any rate. The furgeon
is to form his opinion, whether it be right
to perform the operation from confequences :
For, 1f the operation be performed while in-
flammation is very confiderable, there is dan-
ger of mortification ; or if the operation be
not performed, and a freedom given to the
inflamed parts, mortification comes on from
that caufe alfo, But, as it 1s known that
.this operation 1s neceflary to be‘perfurmed
to prevent inflammation ending in morti-
fication, why has the Profeflor thus equi-
vocated ? For, as it is only in extreme cafes
that this operation is judged ta be neceffary,
and as, in my opinion, it 1s only in fuch rapid
cafes, where we find the chancre deftroying
the {ubftance of the penis itfelf, without dif-
cﬁvering the leaft ¢ intention, by its matter,
« to remove the irritating caufe ;” where we
cannot come at the feat of the chancre that
threatens fo much deftruction, and where
our power 1s otherwife too much crampt ;
where the chancre bleeds profufely, and
where we difcover that its feat is on the
glans, it is then only neceflary to make this
laft appeal; 1t is then only, that we fhould
not hefitate to perform this operation. El?t

if
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cation ? Does he mean to fay, if, in this in=
ftance he had, at a fitting time, performed
the operation, that fuch mortification and

. deftruction of parts would have fo com-

pleatly gone on ? If he does, I do not. In
my opinion, and I appeal to my readers, the
Profefior has betrayed much chirurgical ig-
norance : He feems to have had no fettled
opinion upon the fubject. For, if ever there
were a cafe when the operation fhould have
been fubmitted to, that was the very cafe
which he has here noticed, and where it was
not performed. The danger of an operation
is a {fubordinate confideration to the danger
of a concealed chancre, conditioned, as I have
already ftated, and muft be hazarded.

Page 237-
5. Of the Conflitutional Treatment of Phymofis.

¢« Is mercury to be given freely, to get rid
«« of the firft caufe ? Or does that medicine
« increafe the effect, while it deftroys the
<« caufe? Nothing but experience can deter-
¢ mine this.”---¢ Bark is the medicine that
« probably will be of moft general ufe;

<« opium, in moft cafes of this kind, will be
¢ alfo
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tion, that it ean hardly be decided to what
caufe to afflign them. If the Profeflfor be
right in one paragraph by chance, it is op-
pofed in the next. If we are inftructed to
follow this {yftem here, it is contradicted by
another immediately after. We are kept in
a ftate of fufpence betwixt both, like the
tomb of Mahomet, continually antagonifed
by contrary attractions.

< In every chancre, letit be ever fo {light,
‘“ mercury thould be given internally; even
« in thofe cafes where they are deftroyed on
“ their firft appearance.”

‘ The fimpleft method of treating a chan
¢« cre, is by deftroying or extirpating if,
< whereby it is reduced to a common fo
« or wound, and heals up as fuch.”*---
<« ] have diffected a chancre out, and the fo
¢ has healed up without any other trea
<« ment than common dreflings.”---- Th
¢ cure of a chancre is a different thing fro
<« jts deftruction ; medicine is necefiary, tha
¢ 1s, mercury.”’j

¢« Whel

* _Page 228. + Page 229. 1 Page 230.
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“ comes out fome way further back. If a
“ ftop is not put to the progrefs of the
¢ difeafe, the ulceration will continue till
¢ the parts are entirely deftroyed. I fufpett
¢« that fome of thefe cafes are f{crofulous.
¢ Asthis is an acute cafe, immediate relief
¢ fhould be given, if poflible.” As the Pro-
feflor has not yet launched out into a theo-
retical explanation of what he means by
 new difeafes,” I fhall, and it will here fuf-
fice for me to flatly deny, that the condition
above defcribed 1s a ¢ new difeafe.” It is an
affertion arifing out of the loweft of all idcas,
and fignifying nothing. He declares, that
« no rational method of treating it can be
¢¢ determined ;” which is as much as to fay,
that he, not ‘knnwing the nature of the
difeafe, of caurfe cannot determine upon a
rational method of curing it. Mercury 1s
given up entirely, and the difeafe is aban-
doned to chance. Sarfaparilla, German diet-
drink, extract of hemlock, and fea-bathing,
are fubftituted ; opium alfo. But even bark
is left out of the catalogue. 1 fhall not
enter into a minute inveftigation of this
{tage of the venereal difeafe here ; I know a
yet more fitting time for it. But now I
have an opportunity of clearing off another
' fcore
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longer venereal ; mercury is a fpecifick for

the cure of chancre ; and although you now
{ee an ulcer much more formidable than it
was a week ago, and although you fee it
{preading at fuch a rate, that the deftruction
of the whole fubftance of the penis is threat-
enced, yet I have cured the chancre, and mer-
cury has been my fpecifick, And what does
he call this prefent difeafe, this continua-
tion of chancre ? Why he callsit < a new
‘“ difeafe !”

Let us hypothetically put the cafe, that
Saturday is the day on which the Profeffor
firft announces to the patient, in the hearing
of the nurfe, that the chancre is now too bad
to be any longer confidered as venereal ; that
in fact it is not now venereal, but that that
which the patient feels, and the nurfe fees, 1s
now ¢ a new difeafe.” The confternation
of the patient, the curiofity of the nurfe, the
profundity of the Profeffor, form a ftriking
group ! On what day, atks the nurfe, did the
venereal difeafe leave my poor mafter ¢ Aye,
fays the patient, recovering a little from his
defponding dilemma, was it on the fame day
that the new difeafe came on upon me, or
yefterday, or the day before yefterday, or

when ?
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Page 283,, Part V. Clwp. L.
Of Bubo.

The Profeflor commences this chapter
with preparing the minds of his readers, by
feduction, inftead of argument, with prefum-
ing, that former anatomifts had not acquir-
ed enough knowledge of the lymphaticks,
and that furgeons, in confequence, did not
know enough before the prefent zra, to treat
upon the true caufe of bubo, and'to deduce
from that true caufe a praétice, founded
upon a {yltem {fo rational as this he has here
offered to our confideration. < Prior to the
“ knowledge of the abforbent fjﬁem, we
« find writers at a lofs how to give a true
< and confiftent explanation of many of the
“ {ymptoms of this difeafe.” The Profeflor
has not left us to conjeCture, at what time
this dark ignorance prevailed ; but here, with
a confidence in his literary powers, and with
a triumph from his theoretick and practical
pre-eminence, his vanity has got the better
of his prudence: In thofe prudential and
cautious moments, he declares, that he never

reads ; yet, if there be any honours to pluck,
if
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The names of the refpectable authors
whofe ideas did not reach, for want of
anatomical fcience, that exact aemé which
the Profeffor thinks he has arrivedt*&t, m §
order to account for bube and to cure bubo,
are Heifter, Aftruc, Cowper, Drake, Boer-
haave, Freke, Gataker. When he comes
down to Chapman’s fecond edition, 1770,*
there he ftops, for then Dr. William Hunter
had taught enough; for he fays, at that
time the knowledge of lymphaticks being
the f{yftem of abforbents, was generally
known. It is only neceflary for my argu-
ment to prepare my reader’s attention to
two objeCts. What was known of the
lymphaticks by the moft eminent anato
mifts when thefe authors wrote; and what
of that knowledge they have difplayed i
their feveral publications. By thefe, it wil
appear to my readers whether they failed of
the neceflary information both to accoun
for bubo, as well as to cure it; and whethel
the boafted pre-eminence of the Profefio
in both thefe objefts, refpeting the cau
and cure of bubo, be true or falfe.

advanced in the fecond edition, why did the Profefior quol
the fecond initead of the firft ? The intention is obvious.
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fays, “That his ideas are become now unin-
telligible.” Aftruc’ fays that a caufe of ve-
nereal bubo is  from the venereal infe€tion
“ juft admitted, which being abforbed in
“ cetain parts, is carried with the refluent
“'lymph into’ the glands, to which that
“ lymph is determined by the laws of
“ the circulation.”® A’ ftronger definition
of 'f.h'ﬁ' prefent known idea, of the infecticn
being conveyed by the abforbents, cannot
now be given by the moft eminent logician
i the world.  What the Profeffor quotes
from Drake, to prove that he knew mnot
enotigh’ of the fyftem of lymphaticks, he
found” i’ Turner 4 Tumer quotes that
from" Drake, ‘to prove that he knew the
trte caufe how bubo was produced from
abforbed virus, which the Profeflor has taken
out of Turner to prove the contrary. He
begins where Turner bﬁ;g'i-ns' the quotation,
and ends where Turner ends it. Here
{hall drop his' literary fame, and proceed to
fomething elfe, firft obferving, that when I
come to his eminent method of cure, T fhall
compare that alfo, by referring back again

to thofe authors.
The

* Vide Aftruc, book III. p. 338.
t Page gz, Comment, on Aftruc.
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bubo, and efpecially in page 261, borrowed
from Aftruc, mn his fection the fixth, treat-
ing *“ on inferences drawn from the etiology
““ of buboes.” Let any of my readers compare
the two, and they will find my aflertion to
be true. Nﬂtwithﬁanaing Aftruc’s ¢ ideas
¢« be now almoft unintelligible,” yet the Pro-
feflor difcovers enough of the virtuofo to
expound a good thought i him, n fpite of
the ruft with which it isenveloped. Aftruc
tries to account for the irritation of external
glands by venereal virus. ¢ External glands,”
fays he, * are more expofed to cold air ; be-
¢¢ fides, the internal glands are guarded from
« blows, attrition and preflure ; by the re-
«« yverfe of which circumftances, we fee the
¢« Jymph is frequently excited to make a
¢« defcent upon the external glands.”

«« 'The Profeflor fays, ¢ That he has feen a
«« chain of thefe buboes, or little abeefles,
« along the upper part of the penis through
« its whole length.” And fo have other prac-
titioners and other authors. But this is the
point which I want my readers to attend
to, whether Aftruc, whom the Profeflor has
charged with being now unintelligible from

want of knowledge of the lymphatick fyftem,
has
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feflor has, by paying fome regard to the vio.

often {o low, that a {pectator who did not
know the caufe would be apt to fufpect, from
the apparent condition of the patient, from
the quicknefs of his pulfe, and from his
great inquietude, that he was in the moft
imminent danger. Why has not the Profef-
for alfo given us a cafe in point, of the thort-
eft time that he has known a bubo from in-
-flammation come to abcefs? The Profe
for, who has difcovered fuch a minutenefs,
fuch a nicety in other fubjects, to beco
of a fudden fo flovenly in this! He, who
calculates gonorrheea, calculates chancre, cal-
culates mercury, makes no calculation upon
the rapidity of bubo coming to abcefs! Does
not the Profeffor know that thefe circum-
fances attending bubo, {uperadded by me, da
obtain? And has he notadefign in concealing
of them? That will, I beheve, come out
hereafter to be the truth, upon trial.

« I have known cafes, when the venerez
« matter, like a cold in fever, has only wri-
« tated the glands to difeafe, producing 11

« them f{crophula, to whichthey were predils
-i" PD{.E ..
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thofe furfaces by an abforption, from
which it may pafs through the difeafed

¢ gland; for by deftroying the difeafe, there
¢ the conftitution has lefs chance of bei g

e

ﬂant&m1ﬂatﬁd,u ‘The~powers of mercury

"‘: ma}r often ‘be increafed from the manner
“*¢in which it is applied. In the cure of

* buboes, it fhould always be made to pafs

<« into” the: conftitution by the fame way
¢ through which.the habit received the poi-

{fon; and therefore; toreffect: this, it muft
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be applied to the mouths of thofe lym-
phatics which pafs ‘through the difeafed
part, and which will alwiays be"placed mn
a furface beyond the difeafe. But the fitu-
ation 'of ‘many buboes is fuch as not to
have much furface beyond them, and there-

‘bymot to allow of a fufficient quantity of
mercury being taken inin this way; as

for inftance, thofe buboes on the hody of

‘the penis, arifing from chancres on the

glands or the prepuce.”—— It 1s firlt to
be obferved, whether the abforbent vel~
fels-on the body of the penis are affected,
or the glands in the groin. If the difeafe
be in the groin, it muft be obferved in
which of the three fituations of the bubo

before taken notice of, it 1s; whether on

the
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tyfelf, to make up my mind, and to impart
to my readers the high advantages that were
to be gained from thefe wonderful effeéts of
his genius, to hold out objecs worthy of him -
who defigned them, and to join in the fulleft
- admiration of their merit, if I confeiens
tioufly could; but as I cannot, I fhall pro-
ceed reluctantly to produce my arguments
from which, without fear, I am induced to
condem them. For it is a maxim with me
to reafon thus: That the man who holds
out to me a falfe and delufive hope, flatters
my paffionat the expence of my underitand-
ing, which, as foon as | detelk, I deteft.

Page 273,
Of Rcﬁfw‘mrz of the ﬂy‘famnﬁ:ﬂ:wz of the Ab+

Jorbeats on the Penis.

I-I

Here the Profeflor fays, ‘¢ that the fur-
< face is not large enough to take in a quan= |
« tity of mercury fufficient to prevent the
« effects of abforption, and therefore re-
“« fource is to be had to other means. Yet
« this application is not to be by any means .
neglected.,”——< As this furface 15 too
« {mall, and as it is neceffary that a larger

& quanutv {hould be taken in, it becomes
‘. proper

-
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¢ with fome other fymptoms which mMAay res
¢ quite a ftricter regimen.”* Laft of all,
Jwill appeal to the Faculty, from the oldeft
to the youngeft, whether any other method
was ever thought on, and whether this be
not the exalt practice now in general ufe,
and that which has been conftantly taught
from the days of Aftruc to the moment
~of my writing.

ow ‘Page 2-74,.' ,
2. Of the Refolution of Buboes in the Groin.

i
<« The inflammation of thefe glands, is t
be treated exactly upon the fame princip
“ with the others; but we have in general ¢
“ larger furface of abforption, fo that w
« can make a greater quantity of mercu
<« pafs through the difeafed parts.”---« Th
< length of time the friction fhould be con
““ tinued, muft beaccording to circumiftances.
« If the bubo gives way, they muft be con-
< tinued until it has entirely fubfided, an
¢ perhaps longer, on account of the caufe o
¢ it, a chancre, which may not yield {o foo
“ as the bubo. If it ftill goes on to fuppu=
“ ration,

La s

L

* Turner on Aftruc, p. 73.
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they applied ¢ mercury to both thighs,” and
« Turner alfo to the legs.” They made the
mouth fore; fome of the buboes under their
care were difperfed, and fome came to ab-
cefs ; fome were fluggith, and fome were

acute. |

Page 276.

- Of fﬁe.%@:ﬁfy of Mercury neceffary for fafaf_f_‘
Refolution of a Bubo.

«« If the reduction is obftinate, the mer-
« cury muft be pufhed as far as can be done
¢ {vithout producing a falivation.”---<¢ If
« there be a bubo on each fide, in fuch cafes
< we muft not fo much mind the forenefs of
¢ the tnuuth, as when there 1s but one in the
4 fecund and third fituation of buboes. If we
« find that moft probably a fufficient quan-
«_tity of mercury does not pafs through them
“ for their refolution, it may be continued
« to be thrown in by the leg and thigh, t
« act upon the conftitution; as has been al-
“ ready abferved In other words, if this
conceit of mine dogs not fucceed, do not de-

pend upon it, but hs.v recourfe to that which
it
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ner, that even merely to indulge an idea
that promifed nothing; but in order to put
it to the teft, that even all thefe little little~
nefles dwelt upon by the Profeflor have been
followed in the exateft and niceft manner;
I fay, if this {hould appear, (and I know that
it can be made to appear) and after all, if
that buboes do in the fame proportion con-
tinue to come to abcefs, then let the Pro-
feffor look to himfelf, then let him look
back to what he hath pledged himfelf to,
and to what he hath loft! Has he not al-
ready provided wus with inftructions for
treating buboes that refift this power of his?
And has he not declared already that ¢ fome
¢ come to {fuppuration while under this re-
« folving courfe?” Then let him take care
that in no future part of his work he does not
further contradict this folemn declaration;
that in future paflages we find no cafes of
buboes under his care coming to abcefs, but
three; for if it fhould hereafter be proved
that there are inftances to the contrary, he
furely, who has been fo regardlefs of his own
honour as to fport with it in fuch wanton
loofenefs, cannot expect that others who fit
in judgement upon it, will conceal what
he has taken fo much pains to expofe.
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will pafs through this gland 7 Has he proved
- tous thatitwill 7 When he boafts of the power
of pafling mercury through thedifeafed gland,
and when he boafts, that by this method, he
difperfes the bubo, does he himfelf truft to it
altogether ? When he talks of taking a large
furface, does he mean to infinuate that he, at
the fame time, intends only to puth the mer-
eury through the difeafed gland? Suppo-
{ing that every gland en one fide were abfo-
lutely in a ftate of inflammation, fo that the
mercury could not pafs into the habit, but
through difeafed glands, does the Profef-
for conceive that mercury would not find
more difficulty in pafling into the habit,
than it would, if fcme of thefe glands had
been in a found ftate? But thefe are the
material queftions I mean to put to the Pre-:
feffor. He fays that a bubo is local, and ¥
agrec to it. If he finds that the application
of mercury directly through the gland dif-
{olves the bubo, why does he do, as weare all
in the prattice of doing ; why does he take a
large furface ? Why the thighs and the legs?
Why does he take the chance of pafling the
mercury through the found glands, as well as
the difeafed ones, which we do? Why does

he pufh mercury as much, if not more than we
do?
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fuppuration rather than affeé the confti-

tution too much by mercury.”—“ Some

buboes come to {fuppuration whilft under
a refolving courfe.” #
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“ It may admit of a difpute, whether the
application of mercury fhould be con-
“ tinued or not through the whole of the
 fuppuration ?” I think that the Profeffor
1s lefs able to anfwer this queftion than any
man ; he who can and hath diffolved every
bubo but three. With refpett to opening
the bubo, that the Profeflor very kindly
leaves to thofe who fuffer them to come to
abcefs. The Profeffor tells us, that he
once opened two buboes in the {ame perfon,
the one with cauitick, the other with lan-
cet, and that the patient preferred the for-
mer. “ Giving mercury in thefe cafes an-
¢ fwers two purpofes ; it affifts the external
< applications to cure the buboes, and it
« prevents the effects of the conftant ab-
«« forption of the venereal matter from thﬂ-
£ {orel

£c

Page 280. Chap V.
Of fome of the, Confequences of Buboes.

<« Tt fometimes happens that thefe fores
o when lofing, or entirely deprived of the

¢« yenereal
* Page 26).
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curing itfelf, and fo much for the new difeafe
doing well with mercury, in the cafe of his
own patient, whofe gonorrheea, from under
his own care, produced buboes, which bu-
boes produced fuppuration, which fuppura-
tion produced uleers, which uleérs produced
fome yet more malignant ulcers, and which
malignant ulcers produced  a new difeafe!”
And fo much for the patient who was fent
to the fea for the new difeafe, who left of
mercury, who returned from the fea, who
arrived 1 town, and who returned to mer-
cury to cure the venereal difeafe, which re-
turned again alfo ! ¢ This 1s the houfe that
« Jack built !” X

As thefe ulcers fpread under the ufe of
mercury, and whilft mercury is pufhed to a
great extremity, as mercury proves to be the
moft general caufe of thefe malignant appear-
ances, it s of the firft importance for us to
confider what are the fitteft means for theis
cure. That they are not fcrofulous, I an
convinced, as they will be found on parts not
glandular, as well as glandular; on fubjects
never difpofed to fcrofula at any time of life
1 can readily reconcile to my reafon, that

they affume all the qualities of ulcers whic
a :':
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the {curvy hath made rapid advances. The
obvious remedies are fuch as tend to correét
the {corbutick habit, having at the fame time
always 1n view the effect of venereal virus
upon the conftitution ; for the venereal virus
may not be deftroyed, and it has feldom or
never been found to have been deftroyed.
The remedies are bark, elixir of vitriol, far-
faparilla, opium, oranges, malt tea, fpruce
beer, milk, and vegetables, cold bath when
the patient can bear it. To topical appli-
cations we fhould be En.::nu‘rageghi; by the ex-
perience of their fuccefs : When I faw thefe
appearanpés'cﬁﬁﬁng on in buboes, I fhould
directly apply a tight bandage, with the fame
view tl‘i.at I would to a foul ulcer in any
other 'di?.p:ilding part, On the groin this may
be done, and as I have already tried it, I can
fpeak to its good effects. The drefling
which I then ufed was lint, dipped in a folu-
tion of vitriol with rofe water. Mercury
fhould be alfo adminiftered in fmall quanti-
ties, as foon as the condition of the patient
will permitit.

Page
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The Profeffor fets out with ftating, how
the virus gets into the conftitution, which is
in general, he fays,  from gonorrheea or
¢ chancre, the matter being abforbed from
¢ them, and carried into the conftitution.”
—* But when applied to fome particular
« parts of our body, fuch as may be called
¢ a half internal furface, as the glans penis,
“ the matter appears to be capable of being
« taken into the conflitution, without firft
‘“ having produced either gonorrheea or
“ chancre; as when a bubo appears without
“ aprevious appearance of either gonorrheea
¢ or chancre,” So far the Profeffor and I

agree,

“¢ T think it is probable that it is not ca-
¢ pable of being taken into the abforbents of
¢« the found fkin.” I am not more affured
of any exifting fact, than that it is capﬁfxlg
of being taken in by the abforbents of the
found fkin. The Profeflor fays, « at leaft
¢ he knows no inftance’of it.”  Any part of
the body, where the matter has been per-
mitted to foak, may produce a chancre; the
common fkin of the penis, the pubes, the
{ctotum, the thighs being moft expofed, we
find oftener chancres there. But how was

the
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“ more denfe than that of the glans penis,
“ or freenum fuch as thatupon the body of
¢ the penis, or fore part of the fcrotum,
¢ parts which are very much expofed to the
““application of this matter, then it gene-
¢ rally appears firft in a pimple, which is
“ commonly allowed to fcab.”*

- It now remains with my readers to form
‘their opinions, whether my pofitive affertion
be true, or whether the Profeflor’s doubts and
affertions, firft of all produced, appear to
them to be neareft the truth ; or whether
the doubts and affertions next produced, in
direct oppofition to his firlt, and ftrongly
according with my opinion, fhall be by them
adopted : Whether my opinion, the Profef-
for’s firft opinion, which is againft mine, or
the Profeflor’s fecond opinion, which 1s with
it, fhall be their {tandard of faith.

¢ Jtis likewife capable of being taken into
the conftitution by being applied to com-
mon ulcers, although not neceffarily ren-
dering thefe ulcers themfelves venereal ;
alfo by wounds, as has been obferved, but

I believe always previoufly producing
« ulce-
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« turally be expetted, that the local effets
¢ arifing therefrom, would be the fame with
“ the original which produced them; bu
¢ from experience and obfervation, I have
¢ reafon to believe that they are not.”---¢ ]
‘ matter, when in the conftitution, was to
¢ act upon the {fame fpecific principles with
¢ that which is applied, we thould have go-
¢ norrheeas when 1t attacks a canal, fores or
¢ chancres when 1t attacked the furfaces; but
¢ 1t has never been yet known to produce a
¢« gonorrheea from the conftitution, though
. this has indeed been fufpefted.” T cai
{carce believe it pofiible, that the ftrongeft
man could exift long enough for his difeafe
conftitution to produce thofe effects whic
~ the Profefor exaéts to fatisfy his doubts. I
every part of the body of a perfon conftitu
tionally infected, were to produce fymptoms
in the following manner, glands to produc
buboes, canals gonorrheeas, fkin chancres,
bones caries, it would prove to be a difeaft
more formidable than even it nowis. In thi
country, where the venereal difeafe is not in
- digenous, and where its virulence is in a great
meafure checked by the climate, and where
every individual fuppreffes that virulence by

taking more or lefs of mercury, the power of
virus






¢ ture of the parts which become difeafed ;
¢ for when the tonfils, uvula, or nofe, are
¢ affected, its progrefs is rapid.” Ulcers ari-
fing {from the lues venerea in the mouth, the
throat, and the nofe, differ from local vene-
real ulcers only by their being in general
lefs active, and by the parts not being operat-
ed upon with all the force of powerful virus,
locally acting upon a” perfon more liable to
become irritable, becaufe he has been as yet
lefs irritated, and upon a perfon found in
every other refpect but the part or parts
localy infected.
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“ Tthas been fuppofed that even all the
{fecretions from the contaminated blood
could be affeted fo as to produce a hke
poifon in them.”--¢ That the tefticles and
veficulee feminales may be affected with
the difeafe ; the femen may become vene
real, may communicate the difeafe to
others, and after impregnation may even
grow into a pocky child : But all this is
without foundation; otherwife, when a
perfon has the lues venerea, no fecreting
furface could be free from the ftate of a go-
norrhaea, nor could any fore be other tlmn'

venereal. Cﬂntral}f to all which the fecre—
\ ‘¢ tions
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of the mad dog are not infeétious : H_::;w does
he know this ? It muft have been very lately,
for a twelvemonth ago, in a letter to Dr.,
Hamilton, he declares that he was as ig-
norant, and as much at a lofs to account
for this difeafe, as < they were a thoufand
 years ago.”* But the Profeflor, as far as
my memory tells me, for I have not the book
before me, in that very letter declares; that he
knew an inftance of a mad dog biting twenty
perfons, and that only one of the twenty
became hydrophobick. That this may be
true, I do not doubt, becaufe Dr. Vaughan
hath faid the fame.+ 'This will teach the
Profeffor not to deny the exiftence of a power,
becaufe it fails in many inftances ; not to
rely upon one experiment, when he attempts
by that to prove, that venereal ulcers, pro-
duced from conftitutional infection, do not
convey the infettion, or that contaminated
blood does not either. But how does the
Profeffor really know, that other fecretions
of a mad dog do not convey the infection ?
Did the Profeffor ever fee a mad dog copu-
late, and has he ever looked after the confe-

quences ? Rifum teneatss ! -
13 Thﬂ

# Vide Hamilton on the Hydrophobia.
+ Vaughan’s Two Cafes. -
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“ may contratt a local infection :” And by
fome unhappy fatality, he has produced a cafe
to prove this fact, which has overfet all his
former affertions in this and the laft fection ; ¥
and all thofe new opinions which I have fo

lately oppofed, this very cafe has totally re-
jected and deftroyed.

“ A woman, aged 25, came into St.
¢ George’s Hofpital, Auguft 2 1ft, 1782, with:
"« fores on her legs, and blotches on her body.
““ Her hufband was a foldier; he gave her
¢« the venereal difeafe December, 1781. Her
« {fymptoms then were a difcharge from the
“ vagina, and a {fmall fwelling of the glands:
“ of the groin, which were painful. She
¢« had taken fome pills, fuppofed to be mer-
¢« curial, to the number of thirty. Febru-
¢ ary, 1782, about three months after being
<« infefted, the difcharge ftopped, but the
« fwelling, which had been gradually
¢« creafing ever fince its firft appearance, had
« now fuppurated. She applied fome oint-
¢« ment to it, which was brought her by her
« hufband, and in two months it got well ;
« that is, in April, 1782. After the bubo ¥
« got well, a difcharge from the vagina came §

¢« on, for which the took more of the fam&
« pills!
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Why did the Profeffor keep back this con-
feflion till now ? But fince that he hath here
produced it, I truft that we fhall not here-
after hear any thing more of his infufferable
jargon, that had {o long wearied our atten-
tion in its refutation. I have followed up
the Profefior, overtaken him, and gained over
him, on this very {pot, a compleat victory !

I fhall give to my readers two more con-
feflions from the Profeffor. In continuation

- of the laft quotation he fays, ¢ This circum-

‘ {tance 1s perhaps one of the beft diftin-
« guifhing marks of the lues venerea, for in
<« its blotches and ulcers, it is often irritated
¢« by other difeafes, which not having this
<« property, will therefore heal, and break
‘“ out again in fome other parts. Difeafes
¢¢ 1n which this happen fthew themfielves not
‘< .to be venereal ; however, we are not to
<« conclude, becaufe they do not- heal of
“ themfelves, and give way to mercury-only,
< that therefore they are venereal ; although
¢ this circumftance, joined to others, give a
« ftrong prefumption of their being fuch.”
In the next page he fays, ““ Many of thefe
“ fymptoms give way to mercury, which is
¢« probably the only concurring circum-
« ftance













conftitution, and not to the difeafe. ILet me
atk the Profeflor, how many puftules in the
imall-pox are {pecifick, and how many are
the confequences of irritable inflammation ?
What 1s his fpecifick diftance betwixt each,
when there are but twenty, and what 1s his
{fpecifick diftance when there are twenty

( 1108 9

thoufand? Which are the fpecifick erup-

tions, and which are the 1wrritable? Is it not
felf evident, that thefe effects are owing
to the nature of the conftitution attacked,
and not to the difeafe, for that can have no
fpecifick limitation?

Of the Parts moff fufceptible of the Lues I'ene-

LT
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Page 305.

rea.—Of the Time and Manner in which thy
are affected. —What is meant by Contamina-
tion, Difpofition, and Action—Summary of
the Doctrine,

«« As perfons fly to relief upon the firft
and fecond order of venereal appearances,
it may be fuppofed that the whole difeafe,
in the parts actually affected, is cured be-
fore the other parts had time to come In-
to action, which will be cured under the

¢ ftate
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on to trace efteCts gradatim up to caufes,
and unrefiftingly remove theloofened ftones,
in order to fix them firm, and make the edi-
fice yet more folid | And now for the ¢ fum-
“ mary dorine” of the Profeflor, which I
{hall confider in a light fomewhat fimilar to
articles of capitulation betwixt us. He fays,
¢ The above account of the lues venerea may
“ be reduced to the following heads :

“ Furft, That moft parts, if not all, that
¢« are affeCted in the lues venerea, are affet-
‘“ ed with the venereal irritation at the fame
“ time.” No. Previousto any parts being
conftitutionally affected, irritation of the
blood, where the venereal contamination is |
circulating, is firft to be obferved upon ; and-
this is the fymptomatick fever, or conftituti- |
onal effort, by which the venereal eruptions
are thrown upon the furface; after which
fome irritation may, or may not accompany
the parts affected.

« Secondly, The parts expofed to cold are |

« the firft that taxe the venereal action ;.
< then the deeper feated parts, according to %
¢« their fufceptibility for fuch action.” No, §
for the reafon which I have already affigned.
| ¢ Thirdly,


















. ( 120 )
lues venerea, did all that while refide ? Whaf_
other natural habitation is there in the hu
man frame; and which is neither folid nor
fluid?  But what is this néw opinion whicl
immediately follows ?

“ We never find that a man had a chan-
“ cre a twelvemonth ago, and that it broke
“ out after in venereal fcurfs upon the fkin,
¢ or ulcers in the throat.” I will make the
Profeflor anfwer to this. “ The lues vene-
““ rea generally arifes from gonorrheea or
“ chancre.”#*---< From the latter oftener
“ than the former, by one hundred to
“ one.”4—*° That the parts firft affected are
¢ the fkin, throat, &c.”#— The time for
“ its appearance, after it has got into the
“ conftitution, is not certain.”§ It may not
be improper now to atk the Profeflor; what
he calls the conftitution ? 'What part of the
human frame it 1s, when he excepts the
folids and blood? ¢ Oh that mine encmy

¢ would write a book !

® Page 287: +P. 288. 1'P. 307,
§ P. 317. || Solomon:
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15 but httle danger of the conftitution
“ being 1nfected, efpecially if the chancre
“ has been deftroyed almoft immediately
¢ upon its firft appearance, as we may then
¢ reafonably fuppofe there has not been
« time for abforption.”* It already appears
that the cauftick was applied and repeated
in time, for the chancres healed. It now
‘only remains for me to compare the time
that the cauftick was applied here intention-
‘ally not to cure, with the cauftick that is
applied with the intention to cure. The
cauftick here was applied eleven days after
“the infection, and juftas the chancres began
to difcharge fome matter. ¢ The diftance
« of time in its application and effects upon
¢« the parts is uncertain; but upon the
¢« whole rather longer than the gonorrheea.”
¢« I have known cafes where the chancres
“ have appeared twenty-four hours, and I
¢« have known them feven weeks.”f So
that I may fairly infer that the cauftick was
as foon applied here to prevent abforption,
as effectually applied here to deftroy and to
heal the chancre; and the method to all n-
tents as exaly followed to cure a chancre
compleatly, as to make an experiment. And

now

* Pages 228, 220. + Page 218.
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been for fome time treating on ¢ the efs
“ fects of the poifon on the conftitution.”
““ The poifonous matter produces fever,
“ which is of the flow kind ; and when it
“ continues a confiderable time, it produces
““ what 1s called a heétic difpofition ; arifing
“ from a caufe which the conftitution can-
““ not overcome. While this exifts, it is
“ impoffible that any thing falutary can go
“ on in the conftitution. The patient lofes
“ his appetite, or even if his appetite is
« good, lofes his flefh, becomes reftlefs,
“ lofes fleep, and looks fallow.”

Vulgar as the Profeffor has defcribed this
{ymptomatick fever, yet I acquiefce to the
truth of it. But I mean to atk him a quef-
tion before we proceed; and I mean to put
this queftion ferioufly home to the Profeflor;
I mean to probe him to the quick; I mean
to try if I can at any rate extort from him-
felf that confeflion, which I have already
expofed for him, he not voluntarily treat-
ing upon it where he ought, and where he
knew, from his own internal evidence of the
truth, that he ought to have treated upon it.
Why did he not treat of a {fymptomatick

fever accompanying a bubo ? Why faid he
nothing
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toms already defcribed; and that thefe hec-
~tick fymptoms, inftead of arifing * from a
“ caufe the conftitution cannot overcome,”
arife, as it is proved, from an effort in the
conftitution to overcome the caufe, and
which effort is fuccefsful, when there is an
end to them, and when the patient recovers;
for if i1t were otherwife, if thefe heétick
{fymptoms were not, or could not be over-
come, every patient muft die, who was once
attacked by them,

“ In the firft ftage of the difeafe,” fays the
Profeflor, * before it begins to fthow itfelf
‘“ externally, the patient has generally rigors,
““ hot fits, headachs, and all the {ymptoms
< of an approaching fever.” Yet the blood
1s not difeafed! Is it pofiible that the

lood is not difeafed, and yet that it is
difeafed? If that be poflible, why then
the Profeffor may be right! If the blood
were a tube inftead of a fluid, if the blood
were a veflel, and not the fluid contained
within the veffel, why then the Profeflor may
be right ! But the fact being the direct con-
trary, it muft be the blood whichis contami-
nated, and it is the blood which affets the

veflels, and acts upon them fo as to produce
: ulcers,
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feen, if my juftification be not ready 4t
hand. It fhall foon be feen, if I do not
prove him perfonally guilty of this very
charge !

“ A gentleman rubbed in merciirial oint=
“ ment for the reduction of two buboes. He
“ had only rubbed in a few times, when it
¢ affected his conftitution fo much, that it
“ was neceflary to leave it off. He was
¢ feized with feverith complaints of the hec=
¢ tic kind, a fmall quick pulfe, debility, lofs
‘“ of appetite, no fleep, and night fweats. He
¢ took the bark, with James’s powders, and
. ¢ afles milk, and gradually got rid of thefe
“ complaints.” Before I proceed, I fhall po-
fitively declare, that none of thefe fymptoms
were brought on by the little mercury, but
they were abfolutely {ymptoms from the ve=
nereal bubo ; and this is further proved by
what he fays next. ¢ As the buboes were
* advancing, itwas neceflary to have recourfe
“ to mercury again ; and I told him, that
“ now it would not produce the fame effects
“ {o quickly, nor fo violently as before. He
¢ rubbed in a confiderable quantity, without
¢« his conftitution or mouth being affected,

“ but the buboes fuppurating, made me or-
¢ der
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other {ymptoms of the aftion of mercury
came on, as I fhould by that means be able
to continue the fame quantity with the plea-
fing profpect of doing all that was good, of
effeting a cure of venereal {ymptoms with-
out incurring a difeafe of the conftitution by
mercury. For I confider mercury in over
dofes as a poifon to the conftitution. The
Profeflor goes fo far as to confefs that mer-
cury is capable of affecting the body very ma-
terially ; that it produces local difeafes ; and
that it is. ¢ alfo capable of retarding the cure
¢ of chancres, buboes, and certain effeCts of
¢« the lues venerea.,” But then he fays, as
if he had forgotten the cafe which I laft gave,
where he returned to mercury five times;
< after the poifon has been deftroyed.”

3. Of the fenfible Effects of Mercury upon Parts:

The fenfible effets of mercury upon
parts are too well known. Therefore I {hall
only remark, that all thefe effets, and the
condition of the blood itfelf, prove to my
fatisfaction, that mercury tends to reduce .

the conftitution into a ftate very fimilar to
that
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muft purfue the courfe alonger time ; becaufe,
by fuch delay, the virulence of the difeafe
will triumph over the weak efforts of its an-
tidote ; and becaufe I muft, after all, appeal
to an encreafed quantity of mercury, and
which encreafed quantity, given in this late
ftage, will not operate with that beneficial
effect, it would in an earlier. For atany
rate, the difeafe and the cure are a bloody

battle of poifons, and the poar conftitution
1s the field of action,
p
The Profeflor has not fallen into this pro-
pofed method of curing the venereal difeafe,
by mercury in {mall dofes, neither locally nor
conftitutionally ; for the local fymptoms, he
hath formerly faid, require for their cure,
moremercury than the conftitutional. “ The
¢ practice muft vary, according to circum-
¢ ftances ; if the difeafe is in a violent de-
¢ aree, lefs regard muft be had to the confti-
¢ tution, and the mercury 1s to be thrown
¢ in in large quantities.”--- Ta cure the
¢« difeafe, whether in the form of chancre,
#¢ bubo, or lues venerea, probably the fame
¢« quantity is neceflary.”--- I believe that
t¢ the recent, upon the whole, are more dif-
: ¢ ficult
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inftead of illuftrating the fubjeét, has la«
boured to obfcure it; inftead of coming
boldly to an explanation of the matter of
fact, has written a defence; inftead of con-
fefling his errors i opinion, and the evils
from them in practice, has laboured to pro-
tect them ; has ftudied with more art, than
I could have {ufpeéted him of, to confound
the true venereal cafes with thofe that were
the effect of fimple irritation ; has evidently
colletted and given in upon the fame fcroll,
the cafes which bark cured, with the cafes
which bark could not cure, although it was
confefledly tried. This diftin¢tion alone ex-
plains all the intentional difficulties which
the Profeflor has thrown in the way.

The third cafe given by the Profefior,
" iwhich continued three years, was clearly ve-
nereal, and more clearly fo than his former
cafe of three years for ¢ afcertaining expe-
« riments.” I fhall produce it before my

readers.

« The third cafe was of a gentleman,
« where the tranfplanted tooth remained,
«« without giving the leaft difturbance, for

¢« about a month, when the edge of the
¥ gum
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I fhall now proceed to give my readers
my account of the cafe of the young lady,
and which is alfo given by Sir William
Watfon in the London Medical Tranfac-
tions. But as there are fome facts which I
think eflential to be afcertained, and which
were overlooked by Sir William, he, T fup-
pofe, not then thinking that they were o ef-
fential, I have been at the pains, and have
fucceeded through the favour of a very va-
luable friend, and who is not of the pro-
feflion, of coming at thofe fats. I pre-
ferred this opportunity of afcertaining them,
becaufe I was thus enabled to give my pure

opinion upon the fubject, that it may not be
faid, I either imbibed the prf:jlldICES or par-
tialities of others.

This unfortunate tranfaction pafied in the
beginning of the year 1784. A lady, aged
21, was attended at the day appointed for
txanfplantmg an incifor tooth on the up-
per jaw, at the defire of the dentift, by the
Profeffor. The Profefor examined the glrl
from whom the tooth was to be takﬂn, n-
fpected the tooth when drawn, and after
having rubbed it a little with his finger, de-

Inrercd the tooth to thﬂ dentift fur infertion.
A llttle;
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alfo profit from this informatian,' by cor-
recting, where he fays that Sir William
Watfon means by this defcription Mr. Hun-
ter ; as the truth now turns out to be, that
Sir William, under this defcription, could
not mean Mr. Hunter, but Mr. Pott. Singu-
lar as this circumftance is, yet it is a truth,
that, notwithftanding the various publica-
tions this very cafe has produced, the name
of the furgeon who almoft folely attended
it, has never till now tranfpired before the
- Publick. This piece of information is very
material indeed; becaufe, here is the name of
the furgeon of the firft profeflional eminence
brought forth to our knowledge, and whofe
concern in the cafe could not have been pub-
lickly known, neither through the Obferva-
tions on this cafe, made by Sir William
Watfon, nor through the Remarks made
by Mr. Hunter. But now again to revert to
the cafe. |

That Mr., Pott applied remedies to the ul-
ceration, gave her bark in decoction and in
fubftance, and alfo oprum. That the tooth,
from the beginning, never faftened, and that
it was now out of her mouth. That the Pro-

feffor never faw her at Knight{bridge. That
Sir
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Before I proceed to make more general re-
marks, I muft firft of all give my reafons to
my readers, why, although opportunities
have offered, T did not apply to Mr. Pott,
though I knew he'attended almoft wholly
this cafe, for a more minute information of
the coming on of the fymptoms, of the de-
ftruction of the parts, and of their yielding
altogether to the effect of mercury. T have
already afferted, that I chofe rather to ftate my
general facts, collefted from a gentleman
~who' was not of the profeflion, but nearly
connetted with thefamily, and who had taken
much pains to inform himfelf of the cafe,
becaufe he was more than coldly interefted.
And thefe facts, thus collected, are enough
to {atisfyme. Thefe general truths, together
with thofe given in by Sir William Watf{on,
prove all that I wanted, that the bark and
opium, and other remedies, given under
<« an able and experienced furgeon,” as Sir
William very emphatically exprefles him to
be, failed. That mercury was then appealed
to, and that mercury in this, asin all other
venereal cafes, effetually removed and cured
the difeafe.

I have
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and the fymptoms had yielded to it, then the
Profeflor would have faid, that the difeafe
would have done well without mercury.
For thus has he faid in his Comment upon
the Fourth Cafe: < If that the lady had gone
‘“ through a courfe of mercury, fhe would
 have in all probability alfo got well.” But
here other remedies had their fcope. They
failed. The difeafe rapidly increafed during
their ufe, and only gave way to mercury.
Where then i1s there a twig for the Profefior
to grafp at?

The Profeflor complains, that ¢ atten-
tion,” by Sir William Watfon, ¢ had not
« been paid to the neceflary circumftan-
¢ ces fufficient to determine it to be vene-
“ real.” But yet we find that the Profeffor
is informed of enough from him teo.ground
difputation upon, and that it arifes out of
the reports, as given of the cafe by Sir
William. For the Profeflor, now that he
has yielded up the firlt point, now that he
has fo far given way as to admit that  the
« catching of the difeafc thus may be poi-
s fible,” feems determined to fall like a hero,
to fall'in the field of battle, and in the laft

ditch !
<« The
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“ various parts of her body ; feveral of thofe
“ became ulcerated painful fores”---¢ an,”
fays the Profeflor, ¢ this date of the confti-
¢ tutional affections following the local, is
“ by much too foon to be venereal. We
“ know if a lues venerea arifes from a go-
““ norrheea,” {Does he tdlk of gonarrhaza ')
“ or chancre, it does not appear in common
till about fix weeks ; often much later,
“ but feldom fooner.” And does the Pro-
feflor pretend to be ferious in this argu-
ment ? Does he prefume, that fuch an ar-
gument can have the leaft weight with pro-
feflional men ? Has he fuch an idea of hu-
man ability, that the fcale of it will be found
fo low as to defcend to fuch a fervile and
implicit {fubmiffion, to receive fuch an igno-
rant or mean opinion, becaufe that it is dic-
tated by him ?

Eal

Ll

The tooth which was drawn, expofed the
the part from whence it was taken. Thein-
fection conveyed by the tranfplanted tooth,
was immediately active in a double capacity.
Inftead of waiting the procefs of the com-
mencement of deftruétion of parts, which is
the beginning of chancre on the glans penis,

when it was previoufly in a found {tate,
here
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proofs might have been éxacted to convince
determined fkepticifim, or a man fo over-
heated i the purfuit of intereft, as to lofe
fight of humanity, I cannot fathom !

- The Profeffor afligns, as another reafon
for his not belicving that the difcafe was ve-
nereal, becaufe that the fymptoms, which
were rapid, yielded to too little quantity of
mercury. If he means to proportionate the
requifite quantity of mercury by calculation,
inftead of by effect, I thali affure him, that
the calculation may be erroneous, when the
effet cannot be fo. It s with much more
truth, that we can determine upon the ne-
ceflary quantity of mercury to be given, by
the effect that it hath on removing the ve-
nereal fymptoms, than by any previous af-
fertions of calculated quantity that may be
neceflary. 'This point has already been con-
tefted. 'The appeal is beyond the reach of

us both. It isnow before the profeffion, to .

be determined upon from the refult of their
theory and practice. Calomel was given for
ten days, in fmall quantities. As much mer-
cury was rubbed in as the lady could bear,
for twelve days longer. She was falivated by
mercury. 'The venereal {ymptomis, in con-

fequence

i L S
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this fubject is done for ever. For the great
work has long enough lain expofed in pub-
lick ftate, I am now about to furround it
with a winding fheet, and to fcrew down the
lid of the coffin! ¢ But it muft be nearly
“ the fame thing to thofe who want to have
¢ teeth tranfplanted, whether my reafoning
““ 1s juft or not; for a difeafe in confequence
¢ of the operation, moft certainly has taken
¢« place; and in fome cafes this has been
¢« worfe, or cured with more difficulty than
¢ the lues venerea in common.” Through
whofe theory was it that this difeafe was
~created ? Under whofe new opinion was this
{yftem of tranfplanting of teeth revived?
Hath not the Profeffor fuffered another evil
to efcape from out of the box of Pandora?
Cadmus tranfplanted teeth, and propagated
warriors,—The Profeflor and his dentift
tranfplanted teeth, and propogated lues ve-
nerea!—The Profeflor -and his dentift have
not even the Cadmea wvitoria to boaft of !
But how came the Profeflor to be the obfe-
quiousattendant upon tranfplanters of teeth?
What bufinefs had he there, of all profef-
fional men ? When he denied the poffibility
of infection, at the fame time that he re-
geived pay for guarding that poffibility !

Let
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To them I fhall only give my charge. They
are not to expect that I fhall go into argu-
ment with them. They are to take their
inftructions from that which I have already
preferred before their mafter, the Profefior.
He being already defeated, they muft of
courfe furrender at my difcretion.

Tigrim vince, levemque pafferinum.

Nulla eft gloria preeterire afelles ®

I muft infift that they do either abandon
this operation altogether, or take upon them-
felves to extract the tooth to be tranfplanted
only from a perfon in whom they can by
means of family, character, refidence, and
age, abfolutely confide; that there may not
remain in confequence a caufe for fufpicion
of thus conveying the infection. If it be
{faid, that only loofe young gitls, not be-
friended, nor protected, offer themfelves for
fuch a facrifice; ¥f it be faid, that young
girls, who have parents that feel for them,
as they feel for themfelves, that {purn at
the humiliation as they would {purn at their
{feduction ; that would as foon confent to the
mnmolation of the whole of their perfons,

as

¢ Mart. Epig. in' Labullum,


































