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, ¢ Hush !" which was succeeded by the stillness of death, broken only by the
:uiﬁh?:’ sq-ﬁmh. squash, of the forceps in the perinewm. ¢ Oh! let it go ;—pray, let it
keep in !* was the constant cry of the poor man, i 3

¢ This act lasted upwards of balf an hour; the former upwards of tweuty minutes,
The stone was eventually laid hold of, and never shall we forget the triumphaut mauner
in which the Assistant Surgeon raised his arm and flourished the forceps over his head,
with the stone in their grasp. The operator turned to the students, and said, *1 really
can't conceive the cause of the difficulty.' The patient being upon the table, bound,

ile rator was ° explaining.'
wi::]%*:]tﬂ;ﬁ| wis put to ﬁfé mucglrl exhausted, but rallied a few hours afterwards, and
leeches were applied, in consequence of tenderness of the abdomen. He PHS:EEd a rest-
less night, was in great pain, and was bled from the arm on Liu:h l'u]]umug_ morning,
Leeches were applied in the afternoon ;—and about seven o'clock in the evening, death
ended the poor fellow's sufferivgs, about twenty-nine hours after the operation,

EXAMINATION OF THE BODY.

 There was a very .Igrfe and sloughy wound observable in the perineum, and the
scrotum was exceedingly dark coloured, from ecchymosis, The finger could be passed
w;he-.ppuat'ate:withuut difficulty, which was not deeply situated ; indeed, it was the
declared opinion of Dr. Hodgkin aud Mr. Key, that the man had not * a deep perineum.’
The cellular tissue throughout the pelvis was easily lacerable, and this was especially
the case with the portion hetween the bladder aud the rectum, admitting of the passage
of the finger with great facility, and to a considerable distauce. Timreiwas a tolerably
fair lateral pection of the prostate and neck of the bladder. The glaud itself was larger
than natural, and the portion which is desiguated the third lobe, presented a siugular
appearance, being of the size of the tip. of the little fiuger, and forming a kind of
valve at the neck of the bladder; part of this third lobe had a dark-coloured appear-
ance, aud it seemed as if sume substance had been resting upon it, The bladder
itself presented nothing remarkable,
Bt -Fhe_wri:queum_liqigg the abdominal parietes was highly vascular, and there was
a slight quantity of turbid serum in the cavity of the abdomen, The kidueys had
a mottled appearance throughout their cortical substance.
2% There are two or three poiutsin this case to which we beg particular attention 5 first,
the statement of Mr, B. CooPERr, at the time of the operation, that he ¢ could not
veach the bladder with his finger,” as cootrasted with the fact of the bladder bein T
very readily reached in the post-mortem examination ; the man not Laving a deep
perineum, Secondly, the circumstance of the finger passing with facility, between
the bladder and rectum to a great depth, as considered in connexion with another de-
claration of Mr. Coorer, that he could not feel the stone with the forceps, until the
time of its extraction, although a sound, passed into the hladder downwards, from
the penis, siruck upon the stone ; as was the case also, ou one or two ovcasions, when
a stalf was passed at the perineal apenivg. ]

* The surface of the calculus was rather larger than the dise of a shilling, flat,
oval-shaped, and apparently consisting of lithic acid.”

* Our report of the operation of lithotomy -at Guy’s Hospital, in which Mr.
Bransey CooPer, after employing a variety of different instruments, extracted the
stone at the eud of filty-five mivutes,—the average maximum of time io which this
aperation is performed by skilful surgeons being about six minutes;* has, as night

ive been expected, excited uo ordinary sensation in the minds of the public, as
well as among the operator's professivual brethren. An atternpt has been made to
ﬁal‘! in question the accuracy of our report, in a letter signed by a number of the
ressers and pupils of the Borough Hospitals, which letter bas beeu inserted, as an
advertisement, in The Times, snd alsv iu the Morning Herald. Some of the Yuung

ntlemea who have affixed their siguatures to this letter, were preseut at the opera-
ton ; others, who were not preseut at the operation, have neveriheless, with a geuerg-
sity wore characteristic of their age than of their discretion, added the weight of their
testimony to that of the eye-witoesses of the melancholy exbibition, aud volunteered
their approbation of Mr. Bransey CoopEn’s performauce. Upon the value of this
Apecies of testimony we shall make no comment, nor do we think it material thut the

cument to which we allude is signed, we believe, by not more than one-third of the

e
:nr ?n?n“u‘ﬁ';':*l“'"“i seen the operation performed by the senior surgeon of an'a Hospital in less
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defendant, by leave of the Court, here says, that the said plaintiff ought not to have or
maintain his aforesaid action thereof agaiust him ; hecause he says, that before the
time of the publishing the said last-mentioned libellous matters, or any or cither of
them, to wit, on the day and year in the said second plea fivst mentioned, in the county
aforesaid, the said plaintiff performed the said operation of lithotomy 1u the said second
plea mentioned, and therein occupied a long space of time, to wit, the space of fifty
minutes, being a much longer time than was necessary or proper, or than a skilful sur-
seon would have occupied in that behalf; and that the said plaintiff then nm_:i there
erformed the said operation in an unskilful and unsurgeon-like manner, and did then
and there, by such unskilfuloess, cause the said patient a much greater degree of pain
and suffering than he would otherwise, and but for that cause, have incurred ; and that
it was aud is deubtful and guestionable whether or not the death of the said patient was
caused by such nnskilfulness as aloresaid, and whether, if due and proper skill had heen
used in the said operation, the life of the said patient would not have been saved.
Wherefore the said defendant alterwards, to wit, at the said times in the said declara-
tion menotioned, in the county aloresaid, did publish, and cause to be published, the said
supposed libellous matters, of and concerning the said plaintiff in the introductory
art of this plea mentioned, as he lawfully might for the cause afuresaid.
~ dth PLea,—As to the publishing of so much of the said libellous matters as in the
introductory part of the said last plea mentioned, as impute to the said plaintiff un-
skilfulpess as a surgeon in the performance of the said supposed operation therein
mentioned, the said defendant; by like leave of the Court, here says, that the said
plaintiff ought not to have or maintain his aforesaid action thereof against him ; be-
cause he says, that hefore the time of the publishing the said last-mentioned 1ibeilou5
matters, or any or either of them, to wit, on the day and year in the said second plea
first mentioned, in the county aforesaid, the said plaiotifft performed the said operation
of lithotomy in the said second plea mentioned, and therein occupied a long space of
time, to wit, the space of fifty minutes, being a much longer time than was necessary
or proper, or than a skilful surgeon would have occupied in that behalf; and that the
sai qlainﬁﬂ' then and there performed the said operation in an unskilful and unsur-
geon-like manner, and did then and there, by such unskilfulness, cause the said patient
a much greater degree of pain and suffering than he would otherwise, and but for that
cause, have incurred. Wherefore the said defendant afterwards, to wit, at the said
times in the said declaration mentioned, in the county aforesaid, did publish the said
last-mentioned supposed libellous matters of and concerning the said plaintiff, as he
lnwful:g' might for the causes aforesaid.
ath Prea—As to so much of the said supposed libellous matters in the said fifth count
mentioned and set forth, as purports and alleges that the said plaintiff was indebted
for his elevation to his situation of surgeon to Guy's Hospital as aforesaid, to the in-
fluence of a corrupt system, and that whatever may have been his private virtues, he
would never have been placed in a situation of such deep responsibility as that of the
said office of surgeon, as last aforesaid, had he not been the nephew of Sir Astley
{.'nnper:. the said defendant, by like leave of the Court first had and obtained, says, that
the said plaintiff ought not to have or maintain his aforesaid action thereof against
him ; because he says, that the said Elaiutiﬂ’ was appointed and elevated to the said
office of surgeon to Guy’s Hospital, without any competition between himself and other
surgeons, and without any inquiry into the' comparative qualifications for the said
office of himself and other surgeons; and that the said plaintiff was so appointed as last
aforesaid, not on account of the superior fitness of bim the said plaintiff for the said
office, but by and through the personal and private influence of the said Sir Astley
Cooper so being the uncle of the said plaintiff as aforesaid. :
bth PLEA.—As to the publishing of the said supposed libellous matters in the intro-
ductory part of the last plea mentioned, the said defendaut, by like leave of the Court
first had and olnaived, says, that the said plaintiff ought not to have or maintain his
aforesaid action thereof against him; because he says, that the said plaintiff was ap-
pointed tothe said office of surgeon of Guy’s Hospital without any due and sofficient
:uhgm? 1tn Efl'_ Paﬂﬂfﬂf hi? ﬁll:ne“i:in% flu;]iﬁﬂntiuns fur such office, and by and throngh
‘personal influence of the sa i ing i
piai-E:ig il ir Astley Cooper so being the uncle of the said
- 7th PLEA.—As to the composing and writing, and causing to be com ri
and published, the said several supposed lib s and ]ihellougs matters in fﬁ:a:::i: I:;E::
ration mentioned, of and concerming the said plaintiff as such surgeon as aforesaid
the said defendant, by like leave, &c. saith, that the said plaintiff ought not to have o
maintain his aforesaid aetion thereof against him ; because he sujra,athat before and ::
:th‘e-hmu of the composing, writing, and publishing, and causing to be. published, the
said supposed libels and libellous matters in the said declaration mentioned of and con..
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or alive, for instance—Who is to prove it? But in all those cases the plaintiff
ought not to be deprived of beginning where hie has a right, if the case is of
gmgh a nature as that he may give evidence of the negative upon the issue.
Naw, here is a case in which the plaintiff complains of a general attack, not
only an attack upon his skill, but a general attack. The defendant puts in
issue, whether he did exhibit a' competent skill in the operation alluded to, and
also whether he is a man of competent skill ; for some of the pleas go to state
that he is not a man of competent skill, but holds his sitnation through a corrapt
influence ; therefore whether he has competent skill, and whether he performed
the operation right, are both of them questions cast upon' him to make out,
whn, by the course the defendant has taken, is compelled to give awde_n{-.e, and
who is called upon not only to give evidence upon that, but to give evidence of
his general skill. ;

Lord Tenterden— Which part of the record contains a general denial of his
skill? = Is there any part of it that does that?

Sir James Scarlett—Yes, my Lord, almost the whole.

Lord Tenterden—Yes; by inference— by inference : but there is not a dis-
tinct allegation of that. :

Sir James Scarlett—1In order to ascertain this, your Lordship must run
through the whole ; but, however, he says the plaintiff was so appointed, not
on account of his superior ability, but by and through the personal influence of
the said Sir Astley Cooper. '

Lord Tenterden—1 think that an affirmative. ' o,

Sir James Scarlett—That, perhaps, may lie upon the defendant, and that
I will give him ; but, however, it is sufficient if I have the good fortune to have
your Lordship with me on any part. Now, here again, in the second plea, he
says, “ that the said plaintiff did not perform the said operation with that de-

ee of skill which the public has a right to expect from a surgeon 6f Guy’s
Hospital; that the said case did not present such difficulties as no degree of
skill could have surmounted in less time, or with less disastrous COnsequences ;
and that the said patient lost his life, not because his case was really one of
extraordinary difficulty, but because the said plaintiff performed the said opera-
tion upon him as aforesaid.” It is a direct allegation : 'they are negative alle-
gations throughout in their nature. In the cases cited, and the observations
referred to of my Lord Chief Justice Best, his Lordship observes, that in the
case of damages sustained by the plaintiff, more especially in unlimited
damages, he thought the plaintiff ought to begin; but he mentions that where
the affirmative was thrown on the defendant, he ought to begin, My Lord, there
is no doubt that it is highly expedient the general rule applying to cases where
damuges are sought should be adhered to, that the party who seeks ‘redress
should begin, and not the party who enforces for the second time, under the
most solemn form, his original calumny.

Lord Tenterden—You should direct your attention (addressing the de-
Jerdant) to the particular point that Sir James Scarlett suggests, as one of the
grounds at least on which he maintains he has a right to begin; and it is
this, looking at these pleadings, he says, there are certain parts of them
which it is incumbent on him to prove and confirm3 now I wish you to direct
your attention to them mnow, in order that you may do so with greater facility
when you come to answer the observations. ~ I would advise you to direct your
attention to the particular parts on which Sir James Scarlett has relied, If
Jou turn‘ o) your second plea of justification, there you will find you allege,

' that the said operation was a melancholy exhibition, and was performed by
the said plaintiff without proper and sufficient skill, dexterity, and self-posses-
ston; and that the said plaintiff did not perform the said operation with that
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uthority, and as T believe I now have the opportunity of consulting two '?:f
:‘E?Earncdﬁmihers— af the El'ill'i.].'t,' I'shall have thgi'ﬁ'sﬁ.llct'ibii Upfﬁrﬁligﬂ_ﬂiiilg it i
[Lord ' Tenterden now retired to” consult ":'"_“.',h;,h-"“, ::.[" !']-'E. ot jerplearmel
Judges, who were in an adjoining Court, His Lordship returned in agout
ten Iaﬂinlll'es; and expressed himself to the fﬂi_lm'-‘ing eﬁec}] e IR e e
I am of opinion, that the defendant in this case has a Tight to :heg'.{nll :l:hq
general rule has been established by many cases, that the party on whom the
affirmative lies, is the party first to begin. = That ru!é..was’establzéhgd'in'n_@fl
cases, in which unlimited damages were sought at the hands of the Jury. I
remember the case of Beddell ». Russell very well, which was a case of tres-
pass, where the damages sought to be recovered were unlimited, and which
would therefore be for the consideration of 'the: jury, iffthg-r_leie_rf:da.:}t'h;u;l'_ﬁﬂt
proved his case. It has been said in this particular case, there is gn_a,ﬂ:'i'rﬂt_lﬂ'..—_
tive incumbent on the plaintiff, and if that were so, that it would take i;hle case
out of the general rule, or rather bring it within another rule, the rnle that lhe
party to begin would be the plaintiff, provided there was any matter s‘.fﬁrmaf_:_ve
in these issues, and which the plaintiff was bound to prove : but upon reading
them, it appears to me there is nothing to that effect. The p!_a,mnq must ];.B pre~
sumed to be skilful until the contrary is made out, for every party is to be presumed
to be able to discharge his duty in his profession, whatever that may be, until the
contrary is shown ; no man is to be supposed to have misconducted himself;
and therefore, until the contrary is made out, the plaintiff is to be presunied to
have conducted himself properly: well then, when the defendant says that he
employed a *“ much longer time than was necessary or proper, or than a Eklltffll
surgeon would have decupied,” it appears to me, ‘that the onts is ‘on''the’
defendanit to ‘'make out that he did. When ﬂ]é"ﬂéfﬂhdhfﬂ; ﬂ,!;l:Elg;E:‘HJ',th_i].':t':th'é,
plaintiff * performed the aperation in an upskilful and unsurgeon-like maoner,”
it is incumbent on: the defendant to prove that the o eration was performed in;
an unskilful and unsurgeon-like manner; so when he' alleges, that by such
unskilfulpess”the said patient was caused a much greater degree of pain and'
suffering ' than would otherwise have been cause L7 1t 18 incutnbent on him ‘to
prove that.  And so with réspect to all the rest; and we need not go throtigh
all the other parts, for they appear to me to be all of the same natire, The
view I take of it is, that it is incumbent on the défendant to make out the truth
of these allegations by evidence on his part; and that until he has dbne that,
the plaintiff 1s not called upon to give any evidence on the subject. = | .. L
Sir James Scarlett. My Lﬂrg. Iam very willing 'to acquiesce in this, a5 I. -
am at all times in your Lordship's decision, whatever that decisic 'may be ;.
but there is one consequence that follows from this decision; and which 1 wish
to lay before you now, in order to do justice to my client s uppose that happens’
that may happen, that this gentleman’s case, if he attempts to make” it, shall
fall to pieces, I shall then take the liberty of insisting, on behalf of a gentleman,
who has been calumniated in'the grossest manner, that his evidente ey be
heard ; for the purpose of proving satisfuctorily and fully’ that 'the operation
was performed with the utmost possible skill under the circumstances ¥ add T
shall not be satisfied to leave ‘this Court, appearing s T'do on'behalf' 'of a'gen-
tleman of high honour and great reputation in his profession, to have ii:t.:eiﬂﬂ
that because some particular part of a plea was not proved,’ therefore’'the' de-
fendant’s case was not proved, and the plaintiff succeeded. No; when a man
ventures 10 publish ‘'a 'libel, 'and then ¢omes forward to j‘us'lifj'"iﬁ,"#u'fﬂjf the'
plaintiff ought to have an opportunity of bringing forward his evidence, in order
to prove the calamny fastened upon him is removed, and which will not be the
case, if the defendant, after having failed to make out his case, could say, you
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that this is an action instituted against me, the Editor and Proprietor of Tre
Lascer, for an alleged libel upon the professional character of thE'PlaI““ﬁu
It is stated that I have published a report of a supposed operation at Guy's
Hospital, falsely and maliciously ; and it is inferred’ from the ﬂﬂﬁlarﬁ-ﬂ?ﬂf _ﬂf'ﬁt_
no such operation was performed in that insti;utinn, and that whaﬂ} _’::-'an_we Et]b-
lished, is nothing more nor léss than a gratuitous calumny.  Guy's Hns‘plta],
gentlemen, as you must be aware, is an institution of very great importance,
not only as an institution of charity, but one fl‘r}n:.: which it '18 BFEEE-I:‘&& th?x.t.
there should emanate the first principles of our profession; practised in the very
best manner. ' There is attached to it an extensive medical school, ' There'
are lecturers, and avery large attendance of students. The practice which
the students witness in the institution is necessarily adopted by them in the
most distant parts of the kingdom. Hente it is of the utmost impurt.hfm? to
the public welfare that the practice inculcated should be safe, and scientifie,
and that it should, in every respect, be calculated to promcte the :nté?ti:a’l‘s'*l:lf
the public, and alleviate, as far as it is possible, the sufferings and miseries ﬂfr
mankind. © Guy's Hospital was founded golely by one iﬁdindua-l-,'-’l‘li_ﬁt‘m}‘p-
Guy, I think in the year 1723 or 1724, who, at that period, left to'the insti-
tution a sum of money equivalent to 200,0001.; conséquently, the revenie of
the institution at the present time, fronr the vast incréase in the' value of
property, must be immense. Of course, it is of much consequence that those
funds should be appropriated in a proper manner, and that individuals of the
greatest possible skill should be selected to fill its offices, both medical and sur-
gical; and thatit is not fair that the hospital should be conducteéd inany other
way than 'is calculated to correspond with the intentions of its benevolent
founder, and thus prove of the greatest benefit to the public. © Mr., Braxssy
Coopen, the plaintiff, is one of the persons ‘who has been ‘elected to' fill ‘the
office of surgein at Guy's; and in the discharge ‘of the duties of ‘that office
he performed the operation, an account of which I published in the 234th’
number of my Journal. It is right that I should state to you, that Trne Laxe g
was first projected and published by me in' 1828, 1 considered that by pub=
lishing the lectures that were delivered in public institutions—lectures which
I deemed public property, because the individuals who delivered them
were public servants—I thought it would be of immense consequence to
place in contrast the theories delivered in the different lecture-rooms,
and the practice ‘adopted in the wards of the hospital, ' By =0 doing, ' the
lecturers were stimulated to a better exercise of their duty, for their opi=
nions were laid before the public, and scientific men had an opportunity’ of
seeing what those opinions were, and at the same time, of seeing whetlier the
practice adopted in the wards was a practice of skill and attention, or a
practice of ignorance and inattention. The publication of lectnres has given’
Tise to a good deal of discussion in some other courts of law, The' publica-
tion of hospital reports has also a great number of advocates, and many oppo-
nents. The great: body of the profession and public are the advocates; of
course the hospital surgeons, who have to endure the scrutiny of their ‘expéri-
enced brethren, are exceedingly aggrieved, for now they dare not hack
and. destroy their patients, as was their former custon.. In the discharge of
my duty as a journalist, | am under the necessity of employing'a great num-
ber of reporters : they sare widely distributed,—they take notes of the cases
as they are adnnttef‘l Into the various hospitals, and carefully describe all par-
ticulars connected with them. The reporters I have employed; as far as' I have
'l-"ﬂﬂn capable of Judging, have been men of honourable character, and they
iave executed their duties in a very honourable and accurate manner. The
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When that is done, is not the next operation to insert the finger? The pext
operation would be to withdraw your knife. : g

Well, of course it would; (laughter); thank you: the next operation would be
to withdraw the knife 2nd statf 7~ No, not the staff; keep the stafi in, and intro-
duce your finger to ascertain the wound you have made, -

To ascertain the wound you have made. Very well ; if you aseertain that the
wound is sufficient—I am not speaking of this operation now, nor of any pu:tlcp]ﬂ.r
one—il you ascertain that the wound is sufficient, and the finger 15 m_surl'ed anto
the hladder, you endeavour to feel the stone if {nu can? Yes; I believe man
would be pleased if they could do it, but it 's not always the case. '

If you are so fortunate, then, as to feel it, you may direct the forceps along the
finger and take hold of the stone with the end of the fingar? Then you must have
made a very larze wound indeed, or have a very small pair of forceps, or else you
could not get your finger and the forceps in at the same time. L

Well; if you had occasion to make a larger incision, and the finger i1s in the
bladder, what ’s the course then? Why, the course I should take, if 1 had %ut my
stuff in, would be to withdraw my finger, and introduce my knife again, and make
a larger angle along the staff than 1 had done before.

Lord Tenterden. Makea larger angle 7 Make a larger angle, consequently a
larger wound, my Lord.

Sir Jumes Scarlett,  Now, if the staff is withdrawn, would you know the urethra
was cut with the knife? Yes. . i

Could you re-introduce the staff again, through the urethra, with safety? It’
quite open; it's laid open all in one wound ; I could not intreduce it again ; it's all
- in one wound. :

But, Sir, just attend to me, and understand my question. Suppose the staff was
withdrawn, after the urethra and bladder were cut, could the sound be introduced
again through the urethra? There’s no necessity, Sir. -

But if there was a necessity, could it be introduced ? You mean by beginning
at the commencement of the penis, .

Yes? You might do so, but it’s quite useless. !

If you did that, would there nut bea chance of its coming out through the wound
below ? A straight one would, but not a curved one.

How could you be sure of that? I am only sure that the man who passed it
could not be aware of what he was about, that’s all I mean.

But you are of opinion, there is no occasion to re-introduce the staff through the
urethra? Certainly not; not through the sound part of it. - B '
; ?j:-tir the cut is made, the staff operates as a sound? The straight staff will not

0 that. ' i

Is not the use of the sound, after the incision is made, merely to do away wi
the use of thestaff? No; neriain]y not. - e . . o

What's the use of it then? I have before said; satisfy yourself whether the
wound is large enough, and then withdraw it ; you don’t want three or four ine
struments in the bladder at the same time. - b 2t -

. No, noj but suppose you want to sound again for the stone, wonid yvou introduce
1t through the urethra or perineal apening ? Through the perineal opening, on your

oer. D

Whereabouts did you stand ? When this operation was performed ?

Yes? Why, I had a chair to sit immediately behind Mr. Cooper. “
th;ﬁ{j well; you sat behind him : did you know him? I never saw him before

A :

Now, Sir, I come to ask one or two more questions, and then T shall have done.,
[ think you stated to my Lord you had no doubt the first incision was made into
thﬂn blaz’ldex{} ? ; I hag no doubt, and have no doubt now.

0 you helleve that any person of competent judgment who witnessed the ope
ration could doubt that: As I cann 1 e
b "‘,‘iﬁ;h‘:ﬂ S e ot deubt u:l myself, [ do not know how any_

hatis sufficient. Do you believe that, in the first incision—I am onl ki
of the first—the point of the knife did find its way i 2 apcadn
have before said, I am convinced that it ﬂi:its A o iy o ?
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Mr. Wakley. s it customary for young men to obtain their certificates at the
Apothecaries' Hall before they are twenty-one? It has been done, ;

Lord Tenterden. Do you mezn to say it is customary Lo represent untruths !

Sir Jumes Scarlett. Do you takean cath? No,

Does nobody take an cath?  No.

You have a certificate of your aze? Yes. :

Lord Tenterden. Who gets that? where did you get yours? It's generally
written by the clergyman, _ _ eart 4

Sir James Scarlett. Then is the clergyman in the habit of writing these—will
you have the goodness to tell me if clergymen are in the habit of writing these
false s

Lord Tenterden Noj; I think we ought to go no further with this: I think it
my duty to zo no further; for I think it my duty to say, that any person who gets
his certificate by a false representation, is liable to be indicted for perjury, and
punished, therefore I cannot go further,

Mpr. Joachim Gilbert sworn. Examined by Mr., Wakley.

Are you a member of the College of Surgeons? I am, Sir.

Were you at Guy's Hospital in March last? I was, Sir. b o

Did you witness an operation of lithotomy there by Mr. Cooper? I did, Sir.

Ilave you read a report of thatoperation in the 2309th number of # The Lancet "
I have, 5ir.

Did you witness the whole of the operation? No, Sir, T did not.

Lord Teuterden. Then you only saw part ofit? Only part, my Lord, :

Mr. Wakley. How long were you present? I should think five-and-thirty
minutes, Sir.

Thirty-five minutes? Thirty-five minutes.

Why did you notremain longer 7 Why, Sir, I could not bear to see the horrible
manner in which the operation was performed.

Sic Jumes Scarlett.  kh? T could not endure the feeling uf seeing the manner in
which the operation was performed.

Mr. Wakley. Do you mean the horror from seeing the operator use so much
violence? It was so.

Did he use unnecessary violence, did you conceive? He did so.

A Juror. Speak out.

Sir Jumes Scarlett.  He used great and unnecessary violence.

Mr. Wakley. Did he use the instruments in the accustomed manner of other
operators?  He did so. ;

Do other operators use great force and unnecessary violence? WNo,

After the staff was introduced, an incision was made in the perineum ? It was so,

The knife was carried forward ?

SirJames Scarlett. You had better let him give it—don't you give the lecture here,

Mr. Wauicley.  Describe the operation? I saw the staft introduced by Mr.
Bransby Cooper, then Mr. Callaway was desired to hold the staff on the leit side
of the patient, and then Mr. Branshy Cooper made what is called the external in.
cision, the cut, which he did very properly; Lut then going on with the seconr
incision, he went, I cannot pretend to say where, from being seated at the side—I
cannot pretend to say—but he was a very long time in doing it, and alter finishin
what was considered the second incision, he carried his knifo forward, and I shoul
say he held his arm too high—and then he carried his knife forward, I should
consider between the hladder and the recrum—the fundament. (Lord Tenterden,
Go on with your narrative.) Then there was a flow of blood followed ; he then
Eﬂﬁﬁl‘:d his finger into the wound, and then he carried in a pair of forceps on his

nger—a pair of straight forceps. (Lord Tenterden. Go on.) He attempted to
extract the stone; he failed in doing so; he passed them in four times, (Lord
Tenterden. e did what?) He passed in those forceps four times followine, and
he did not succeed in extracting the stone. He then passed in his finzer often into
the wound, and used great violence in so doing. I should say, on witi:&mwi“# those
forceps a squashing noise was heard, (Lord Lenterden, Go on.) Ie thm?cu]lcd
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Do you consider that a very ignorant surgeon might accidentally tie the subcla-
vian artery with success? Yes, he may.
Yes, he may? Yes.

Mr. Joln Thomas sworn.  Examined by Mr. Wakley.

Did you witness the operation of lithotomy performed hy Mr. Bransby Cooper in

arch last? T did.

MI-It:ve ;iu read a report of that operation in “The Lancet?” T have not.

You have not? I have not read the report in ** The Lancet.”

Do you hold any office at; Mr. Sleigh's theatre? Iam Demonstrator of Anatomy,
at Mr. Sleigh’s School of Anatomy, Dean-street, in the Borough.

Lord Tenterden. Is he a surgeon there? Yes, my Lord. _ .

- Mr. Wakley. Was the operation well performed? To speak from impression,
I think I never saw an operation performed so unscientifically, and in such a
bungling manner. L ] :

A Juror. Speak out, Sir? To speak from impression, I thiok T never saw an
operation performed in so unscientific a manner, and so bunglingly, merely from
impression.

Mr. Wakley. Have you ever spoken to me before to-day? I don’t, even now,
know what is your nanie.

Cross-examined by Sir James Scarlett. '

You have not the least idea, then, of the name of the author of * The Lancet?’

know the name of the author of  The Lancet.” :

But you never saw him before to-day? I never saw himat all, ]

But as to reading his work? T am in the habit of doing that almost continually.

Pray, where is this school of Mr. Sleigh'’s, for I don't know that it’s much known?
No. 1, Dean-street, Borough.

Describe what you mean by a School of Anatomy there? By a School of Ana-
tomy, I mean a place where pupils are formed into a class, and receive regular in-
structions in anatomy and physiology, and have those demonstrators a pointed
over télc&n who can point out to them with accuracy the different parts of the hu-
man body.

Who is'llr Mr. Sleigh? e is senior surgeon to the Western Hospital ?

Where is it? It is situated in Seymour-street, Bryanstone-square.

That is a newly-erected institution ? Yes.

- How long is it since it was erected? Abouta year and a half,

Who established it? M. Sleigh.

And he lives at No. 1, Dean-street, Borough? No, he lives in Upper Seymour-
sireet, Portman-squarﬂ.

He has several schools, then? He has two.

Are you the demonstrator at both? No, at one of them only.

You have a good many pupils, I hope? We have twenty.

How long have you been demonstrator? Sinee the first of October, 1828,

Now, as the gentleman who has examined you—we will suppose him to be the
authorof ¢ The Lancet,”—never saw you before to-day, nor had any conversation
with you,—can you tell us how it happens that you came here to-day to state your
impression ? That rather surprised me, for T "did not get the subpena to attend
on this trial till half-past eight o'clack last evening.

Then you could not be one of the witnesses for whose absence he put off the trial
of this cause ? Nao.

How happened it that you were brought here ? T was in conversation with some
of the pupils in the Borough, when one of them stated that the cause of Cooper
v. Wakley was put off from October, and in the course of that conversation T made
anIﬂESermtmn-I ksaid I had witnessed the operation.

on’t want to know the whole that passed—what is th
to whom you made the remark? M., Igrainsfunl. ® L0 DR ot nn
.E. p&q:; of Iﬂtllri‘:‘":u]cigh*s? DL i
nd through him you suppose it went to Mr. Wakley? e told -
Do you m:%ke cummuuimtl:uns to “ The Lancet?” 33: do, somcti;i::u L
D
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- Sir J. Scarlett, No, he may not. :
%.gn!u;?:imtdcu. No, he says that was the means through which you became

inted with the fact that he was present at the operation. .
: ?f*" nlti"akfey. He stopped, my Lord, after repeating the first part of it.
Lord Tenterden. No, indeed, he did not.

Myr. Geoffrey Pearl sworn. Examined by Mr. Wakley.

- Did you witness the operation performed at Guy's Hospital, and reported in
the 259th No. of ** The Lancet?” 1 did,

You did? I did witness it.

It was performed by Mr. Bransby Cooper? Yes,

Is there any thing materially incorrect in that report?

Lord Tenterden. He has not said he read it. : :

- Mr. Wakley. 1 beg your Lordship’s pardon : you have readit? T have readit.

Is there any thing incorrect in that report? I am not aware of there !:JTmng‘au_};
thing incorrect in it, except that Mr, Bransby Cooper said * Sir Astley’s knifr,
instead of * My uncle’s knife.””

- Did the patient appear a healthy man? Yes, a very healthy man; he had every
appearance of being a healthy man. { :

_ After the first incision had been made, and when the knife and staff were carried
forward into the bladder, did a gush of urine flow? There was not a gush, Sir,
as is usual in the performance of the operation of lithotomy-—there was a trickling
of fluid—a trickling, but not certainly a gush. y !

. How far were you seated from him? I was seated in about the third row, rather
to the operator’s right hand. _

Lord Tenterden. Where did you sit? I sat in about the middle row, rather to
the operator’s right hand. :

- Mr, Wakiey. Could Jl!uu, at that distance, discover the difference between a

_small cluantil;,r of arterial blood, and a small portion of venous blood and urine
mixed? Yes, I should conceive I could distinguish between arterial blood and
venaous blood mixed with urine, ; ;

How could you distinguish the difference? The arterial blood being very disa
Eiuguiahable by spouting out upon its escape, whilst the venous blood would trickle

own.

Attend to the question which I shall put to you again: could you, at that
distance, distinguish the difference between a small portion of arterial blood, and
a small portion of venous blood and urine mixed? 1 think I could,

Was it blood or urine, then, that followed after the knife and staff were thrust
forward with the intention to penetrate the bladder? I believe it to have been a
small portion of both.

* Was there a gush of fluid at any subsequent part of the operation? I did not
observe a gush of fluid at any subsequent part of the operation.

- Did Mr. Cooper use a knife a second time to enlarge the internal opening before
he could introduce the forceps? 1 rather think he attempted the introduction of
the forceps after the first incision, but failing in his attempt to use them, he sub-
soct]lyent]}r used Sir Astley’s knife, and I believe he used another knife.

. There were various forceps used? There were various, and the same forceps
Introduced repeatedly,

The same forceps introduced repeatedly ?  Yes,

- Was much force emlptu_','eﬂ? Very great force : the operator introduced the
furceps as far ‘as he could, then he opened them and shut them, producing that
Sguash, squash, mentioned in the repore.

How did he open and shut them? e opened and shut them with great violence,

Was this the description of forceps [showing « pair] he used?” Yes, I should
suppose so.

And curved forceps?  And curved forceps.

Were they used also?  Yes,

Were they pushed farin? T hey were pushed up to a considerable distance.

*Was much force used with the hand ? Very great force; in fact, [ believe three
fingers of the hand were introduced and turned round.

D2







37

Lord Tenterden. By witnessed, you mean saw, I suppose? T saw them.

Mr. Wakley. Was there any thing in the state of the parts to account for the
delay in the operation? No, I did not see any thing, certainly.

Did you see the gorget introduced ? I did. '

Lord Tenterden. Now you are going back.

* Mr. Wakley. My Lord, I amcoming to a material part.

" Tord Tenterden. You saw the gorgetintroduced ? T did.

Mr. Wakley. How was itintroduced? It was introduced along the staff.

Was it held obliquely ? It was held in the manner itis usually held, obliquely
from the os coccygis up to the umbilicus. .

Lord Tenterden. I hope this is not material ?

Mr. Wafley. It's most material.

Lord Tenterden. Then I don’t hear it. J

Mr. Wakley. It{'s most material you should answer these questions distinctly,
and speak up? Obliquely, upwards and forwards.

In what direction was the edge, the cutting edge, of the instrument? The
cutting edge of the gorget is usually horizontal.

And what part was cut, to what peint? It would point to the lateral part of
the bladder; to the side of the neck of the bladder and prostate gland.

To what part of the ischium? Ishould say it would divide one of the lateral
lobes of the prostate gland, and a part of the neck of the bladder in a horizontal
manner.

Lord Tenterden. Divide what? Making a section in a horizontal manner would
divide the prostate gland. '

- Mr. Walkley. Prostate gland, my Lord.

Was that the form of ineision you found through the prostate and neck of the
bladder? Ishould say there were two incisions, where there appeared to be a por-
tion of the neck of the bladder included between the two incisions.

Were those incisions oblique or horizontal? They were obliquely, downwards.

_ Did you observe any horizontal incision? No, I did not observe any herizontal
incision,

Is there any other object for introducing a cutting gorget than that of making
an opening into the bladder? Not for intreducing a cutting ‘gorget.

Lord Aenterden. A cutting gorget is used for what purpose™ For cutting into
the bladder, my Lord. :

Mr. Wakley. Must it go into an improper direction if it does not go'into the
bladder?. It would go to no other place than between the bladder and the rectum,
_ Do you believe it possible the patient could have recovered after this operation 7
I did not believe it possible. S i
- Are bruises or cuts of the bladder deemed the most danrerous?  Bruises of the
bladder. ) i b

Lord Tenterden. Aredeemed more dangerous than cuts? Much more so, mv Lor

Mr., Wakley. On the post-mortem inspection, did the bladder apvp;.‘:u.r:It rnuu:il{
bruised? The bladder was immensely thickened; the coats of the bladder were
very much thickened. '
m}]r.frﬂYTcnm-den. The bladder appeared very much thickened, is that what you

' Yes.

Mr, Wukley. What would produce thickening of the bladder? T did not under-
Sm{kﬂhynur question.

‘hat would produce thickeni ? ~ P Yy
lent inﬂammaﬂn]:i. SE A Maddent T Spprose inflsdsigde Sri

What would bruises of the bladder be likely to produce? They w i
to ﬂmdncc disnrgqxrlilization and great inllamma}tinn.P S e

ave you seen Mr, Brausby C [ i .
iy gﬂ\'ET‘aL sby Cuoper perform many operations 7 I have seen him
LFI;;: :1]:.:;]?;& operate generally ? T should not conceive him tobe a good operator,

II ] ¥ 3 = t) i = .
mor;“:ha‘::ufﬁr ?z.:::l you been a pupil at Guy’s Hospital? T have been a pupil thera

Are you a member of the College of Surgeons? Iam not a member.
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Mr. Wakley. Did you witness the operation? T did, Sir.

Did you furnish me with a rcﬁcrrt of that operation? I did, Sir. b

Is this the rx!:pu;:rll_:|I you furnished to me? [Showing the report in © The Lancet,”]

15 substantially the same. ?

Itj}id you aasurﬁ me upon your honour? (Sir Jemes Scarleti. Never mind that.)

Lord Tenterden. What did you say? _ . _

Mr. Wukley. What did you say to me before I would insert it? T stated upon
my word and honour it was true, and that it was rather an under-statement.

Speak up? That it was rather an under-statement, than an over-statement. )

Whatdo you say now, Sir, with regard to thatreport? Tsaythat report is true, Ser

Are you aware of any circumstance in this report, any material circumstance,
being incorrect? Iam not aware of that either one way or the ather; but I have
since heard, that instead of Mr. Callaway's holding the stone with the forceps, he
held it with his hand ; but I cannot speak with respect to that.

How long did the operation last? It lasted more than an hour,

- Had you stated an hour? I had. -

Lord Tenterden. 1It'sstated an hour. (Sir James Scarlett. No, no; the witness
states that he did put it an hour, but that the defendant afterwards tempered it.)

Lord Tenterden. What was stated in the written paper will speak for itself,

Mr. Wakiey. It's destroyed, my Lord. R

Did the patient appear a healthy man? He did, Sir.

Hedid? Yes. : :

Was he a favourable subject for the operation ? I considered him so Sir.

Will you describe the operation as far as you can recollect it; relate it to the
Jury, andj speak loud, if you please 7 The operation is, I believe, indeed in point of
fact is, what is reported there, therefore if L were to repeat it, I should merely give
the statement which is there,

The first incision was freely and fairly made, was it? The first was,

At that time was the staff introduced? The staff was then in the bladder.

. When the knife and staff’ were carried forward into the bladder was there a gush
of fluid? T saw no distinct gush. -
. Inthis report it’s stated the knife was carried on somewhere, and somewhere is
in italics, where did you suppose the knife was carried ? The impression on my
mind was, that the knife had not entered the bladder.

Why do you think the knife had not entered the bladder? Beeause there was
not the ?lsnal gush which ensues when the knife is carried forward, and the bladder
15 opened. :
. What did the operator do then? The operator then asked for his ¢ uncle’s
knife,” and said, I must enlarge the incision : oh, I beg pardon, he first tried to
introduce his forceps, and then, finding he could not, he asked for his uncle’s knife
to enla:rgﬁ the opening, as he said:

_ Had the operator removed his finger from the wound at that time, when he
Introduced the knife? Yes: he had done so before he had introduced it—he re-
troduced his finger,

. When the knife was introduced a second time, was the staff introduced a second
tume to guide the knife? No,

It was not? No, Sir.

Lord Tenterden. He introduced the knife on his finger,
ﬁ:Mr. H’tékfey. Where were the forceps pushed ? They were pushed onwards into

e wound.

. Were they pushed far? No great way then—not before Mr. Cooper made the
second cut.

Did 1]143 operator at that time say any thing ?

Lord Tenterden, What time? (Mr. Wakiey. At the time he introduced the for-
ceps, my Lord, Lord Tenterden. The second time.)

Mr. Wakley. Did he say any thing? Not at that time,

Did he say any thing about the perineum being deep? Not at that time,

II‘}“l] ihe s&_}f EI;E ..;]ﬂi“!]g Fb::;ut reaching it? About what, Sir?

- eeling the bladder—feeling it with his finger? He sai i
With his finger, a short time afterwards. g S
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the bladder, that my finger passed up with the greatest fucility between the bladder
and the rectum, ! R

Mr, Wakley. Now, Mr, Lambert, let me entreat your attention to this point: T
ask you, on your solemn oath, did you make use of the slightest force in passing
your hand up between the bladder and rectum? (Lord Tenlerden. Fingers—

finger.) =
Mr. TWakley. In passing your finger up between the bladder and rectum? Upon

my oath I did not, Sir. )
id you break down any structure in passing your finger up? I did not, Sir.

Do you swear most positively that you left the parts in the same situation as
you found them? I must be allowed to explain here : I was going on with the exa-
mination, when Dr. Hﬂdfkin, the demonstrator and curator of the hospital, came
to me very angrily—I had pointed out this to the pupils, my finger being between
the bladder and the rectum.

Lord Tenterden. Came up very angrily? And said, I wish people would not
come here, who have no business, to pull thiags about.”

Mr. Wakley. Who said this 2 Dr, Hodgkin, and he said that somebody had
* broken down that little fungous growth which I have described.

Lord Tenterden, Broken down that little fungous growth—is that what you say,
Sir? Little fungous bady.

Dr. Hodgkin said? Dr. Hodgkin said that somebody had broken it down: I

- was conscious that I had never touched it—I merely looked at it. i

Well, go on, Sir? Accordingly I followed him out, having been many years
about the hospital and never having had any complaint made against me, and
assured him on my word that I had simply examined the preparation, and had
used no violence whatever with it.

. Mr. Wakley. Who was present, Sir, when you examined the preparation? I
‘don’t remember any one else but Mr. Peark: there were several pupils present,
but T don't remember the names of any one else except Mr. Pearl.

How many do you suppose? Five or six; I hope I may be allowed to say, my

R

No, no, no: do you know Mr. Brainsford? 1T do, Sir.

Did you see him there? I cannotsay he was there; he has told me he was there.

Did Dr. Hodgkin say any thing with regard to the perineum of the patient?
He said it was not a deep perineum.

In whose presence did he make that statement? The same pupils : T think his
expression was—there ’s nothing remarkable about it, that is, as regards the depth
of the perincum. :

Did Mr. Key make any statement respecting the perineum ? He said the patient
had not a deep perineum.,

What said Mr, Key? Mr. Key said, in‘the square of the hospital, in the presence
of Il'lur:lteTen :}r gﬂtenl upils, that ;;19. patient had not a deep perineum.

enterden. Thirteen or feurteen pupils, i hat y id?
ekt o oy beler pupils, I1s that what you said? To the

I‘?I’el] I;I"sﬁak aluu:’cl._. Sir.

r. Wakley. Did Mr, Key sayany thing respectine the abilities of those nerso
who'had stated the patient had E dc};p ]}'EI%HEI.]II:‘I.? T said to Mr. Key, it sgems Itlg
Jme your staff, the staff you have invented, will never do where there is a deep peri-
neum, and I never saw it fairly tried before in a deep perineum ; assuming it was

a deep perineum, according to what the operator had said, 3

EI ai:lg wl}]]at Mr. Key said? Yes, Sir; but I must first tell you what T said : Mr.
*ﬂjsii"‘;luf] ?:::E :afilr{"t a deep PET!MU;]'I:Iﬂnd if I said so, I knew nothing about it.

any thing in any part of the preparati : 1
e extraction uf the stn%;e? Iyl:iertainiy did II]mvl;[,II Si—t.mn e e

NEEL].J“ Hodgkin state that the bladder could be reached easily with the finger?

- He did not? No, Sir.

What do you suppose to be the usual distance from the tuberosity of the ischium
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Will you swear you never said that you woulidl watch your opportunity, and
make him repent it? I will swear, to the best of my recollection, that T never
made such a statement. _ _

Might you not have made it, and forgotit? I may: Iama man uf warm feel-
ings, and I may have seid many things in the course of my kfe which I do not
recollect, but I do not know that [ ever said so. : x

As you are 2 man of warm feeling, do you thinkt it’s ]::DSEIHEI}"UH could say so?
I don’tthink it is possible ; T have no such impression on my mind. .

I am not asking that, I will try that by other tests: on your cath I desire to
know whether, upon your oath; you said, I will try to make himn repent it? Upon
my oath I never recollect having used such words,

hen you would swear to us that you don’t recollect it 7 Yes.

Then when was it this affair happened as to the bats? I cannot speak of the .
time,

“But about the time : you said it was about a trial here, probably it was not
twelve months ago ; it was before the month of March last? I cannot 5aY.

~ Recollect, Sir: was it not before the month of March last? LW, 0 _

. Was the dinner you speak of—was that two years from that time? I believe this
is about the time of’ Guy’s dinner. _

 Well, Sir, was it not at the last anniversary that that circumstance took place 2
No, two years agu.

1s January not the month? Some time about Christmas. ,

Perbaps you did not go to the last? I have never been but to one, Sir.

- And then you went away, but you were not turned out? Yes, Sir. )

Now we will come to particulars : you carried this report to your friend Mr.
Waklev—was this one of the weekly contributions, or exceeding? This was one
of the weekly contributions—yes.

Then it fell within the eight guineas? Yes,

s it true the report was rather more severe than it is in this report? There were
one or two expressions rather more severe.

More severe than he thought it right to publish? Yes,

Well, did you indemnify liim? 1 assured him,

You assured him they were true, no doubt, and would Jjustifyit? Yes,

_l_f‘ray, was the report much longer in your manuscript than in its present form ?

, DO,

L should like to know the expressions, for we may as well have the whole of a
good thing? The principal alterations were with respect to the time ; I had stated
i; was r}*;t er more than one hour, and Mr, Wakley said he would rather be under

e mark.

What was the other? I don’t remember any thing else.

. Nay, was 1t simply the alteration of the time—I thought you said there were
some observations more severe than what is in this re ort?  That was with respect
to the time ; there were some observations coupled with the length of time,

Well, perhaps the time we may not think so severe as you thought it ; but were
there no other observations altered in it exce tthat? N, Sir. i
~ When did you see the manuscript last? 1 did not see it since it was printed.

mfrgy, did you write the next attack on Mr. Cooper in the next number? I did
ir.

Nor any part of it? No, Sir. :
Now, just one word about the operation : if I understood you right, you gave as
@ reason for doubting at least whether the knife had reached the bladder the first
time, that you saw no gush of urine; is that not so? Yes.
You think that a very fair reason for Judging that the knife had not reached the
bladder ?  Yes, n
Did ]you see a gush of urine at any other time afterwards ? No, I did not,
- Well, now as a mun of skill, how do you account fur that; you admit it reached
the bladder at last; explain that inconsistency ? 1 can only explain that by sayin
that as the knife was carried on I did not see 4 gush ; the impression on my mind
was, that it had not entered the bladder.
Exactly : when did the gush of urine take place? I saw no gush.
E
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How many bets have you laid on this trial ? None. :

Have you never offered any? I may have said something about it.

Have you offered any bets? No, Sir; I may have said that the odds were so
and so, but I never made any bets. £

You may have said the odds were so and so? Yes, Sir.

Then do you mean to say you have said so? Yes.

Then you knew what the odds were? I knew we had a great number of good
witnesses.

There were no bets laid then? No, ;

You say we had a great number of good witnesses, and you thought we woulil
win? I thought the cause would go for us.

How many were the odds, for I should like to know? T really don't recollect.

Whether it was two to one or three to one? No, I cannot swear that even I
made the remark; I may have said—I might have said so.

Lord Tenterden. You said so?

Sir James Scarlett. You said so: have you not said or not, that the odds were
in favour of our winning the cause? I eanmiot distinctly swear about it, but I think
1 may have done so 1 -

Have you any doubts about it? Yes, T have some doubts about it,

Well, but as you treated the cause something like a horse, you know that when
Ecu wanta horse to win, you take pains to bring bim up—did you not do that

ere; have you mot taken pains to get this cause up? I have taken pains to
collect evidence.

You have examined a great many witnesses? 1 have examined several.

Have you had them at your house? Two or three have called at my house,

Only two or three? I don’t remember more than three of the witnesses having
called at my house,

Pray, at what other place have you seen them? At the anatomical theatre,

Where is that? In Webh Street,

Who keeps it? Mr. Grainger,

Mr. Grainger has a cheap theatre there, has he not? I don’t know thut he has
a cheap theatre—it's a respectable theatre.

How many at a time have you had there? I have been talking to different
witnesses in that room about the cause.

How _mant: at atime have been there when you have been discussing the subject,
or training the horses, in other words? Several of our witnesses,

A dozen? No, Sir,

Was Mr, Wakley there? He has been there,

Had you a model there? Yes,

Was a lecture given uponit? No, Sir,

Now attend to me, Sir; has no lecture, or any thing in
been given upon the model of this specific operation,
Mr. Bransby Cooper’s want of skill? I don’t
ever seen the model.

Was the model not there ? It was taken one dav. [ belie d th it was
- removed to Mr. Wakley’s house, b ¥ oy SRRANCIINXLIICTVE

Now, whether it was or was not, were you not there when a lecture was given ?
I have been present when the peri

TeL h =
and Mr. Pilcher, m has been demonstrated by Mr. Grainget

With a view to this cause ? T don’t know,

Upon your {:mth, Sir, was it not? 1 believe Mr. Grain er knew of the cause,

Now, 1 won’t confine myself to the model—you had a gead subject there? Yes,

Well, I ask, upon your solemn oath, if the lecture was not given with a view to
this cause? I assure You I do not know ; I heard of Mr, Gramnger having given
one, I did not hear of it till after it was over, on the anatomy of the parts; |

heard Mr. Grainger and Mr. Pilch
at that set iectureg. er both speak of the parts, but T was not present

_Oh, that set lecture ; but have you been present at no time when a lecture was

given with a view to this cause? I have said L have been
stration was given, been present when a demon-

the shape of a lecture,
for the purpose of proving
now that there has been, nor had [

E 3
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who he is. I know nothing of Mr, Wakley—I should not have known, ex-
cept from what took place yesterday, any thing of the extreme ignorance of that
which he professed; but | am authorized to say now, that he is as ignorant of
his own profession as he is of good taste, or of the principles of social order
exhibited in his writings. I say this only from what I heard yesterday ; and
when he talked of operations being performed, who ever heard of any being
performed by him ? T never heard of one. He is known to the public, I be-
lieve, only and exclusively from publishing Tne Laxcer, which, he tells you, he
projected and established, and that he did it for the purpose of publlsl}mg Lec-
tures delivered at the hospitals ; thus avowing that he chooses to commit plunder
on the property of others for the purpose of assisting himself. What, are we
to hear it then said, that if Mr. Cline or Sir A. Cooper, or any other eminent
surgeon, should compile a course of lectures, and deliver them to the pupils of
his own class at the hospital, who pay him for their attendance, and remune-
rate him for those labours, that a periodical paper shall rob him of all advan-
tage, and without his leave or license, make them public to all the world, so as
to give all the pupils in the kingdom, desirons of xftudjing his art, all the advan-
tages that this gentleman thought he had established for himself; that he shall
injure him by robbing him, by gaining ten times more than he did himself, after
baving been at all the labour of compiling the lectures? Can it be said that he
is to do that, and make it unnecessary for any pupil to attend, because if any
one can be so base and so ungentlemanly, by paying a little, as to make these
Jectures public, he, as acontributor to TaE LaxcEeT, makes him receive his £5,000
or £6,000 a year, and makes the Editor of Tre Lawcer a popular writer ? This
is what the gentleman himself avowed; he has avowed it is a work founded
on robbery and plunder, and that he receives contributions for it from pupils of
the hospitals, whom he calls men of honour, men who are induced to betray
their honour, and who, by making contributions of the lectures they have
heard, furnish that to the public which ought never to have come out of the
walls of the hospitals, but by the consent of the professors themselves. But,
Gentlemen, he don't stop here—he goes a step further. 1 am glad I ad-
dress myself to gentlemen of education, as 1 only wish that every person
would judge of this matter rightly, I would ask whether, if any one of you,
if any man had taken great pains to get prepared a course of lectures, which
he intended to have published himself, would he have endured that a pupil—
an unfledged pupil, who had been allowed to hear them, and take imperfect
notes, should furnish them to a gentleman who meant to commit them to the
press without the examination and corrections which a man who goes to the
press takes care to adopt for the purpose of guarding himself against the cri-
ticisms that are to be made? Can any man endure that such use should be
made of his works? Suppose you had a written communication, what would
you think if the person whom you intrusted the key of your cabinet with, had
made extracts from it and sent it to Trne Lancer? Would you not think him
one of the hasest of his kind, and that you ought not to allow him to enter over
the threshold of your door again? And yet these are the contributors to THE
Lawcer,and the meansby which the Editor of it rolls in his carriage, and laughs
at the persons whom he has thus robbed and plundered. 1 have, then, upon
his own authority to say, that his work is a sort of literary raven, which lives
by plunder, fearless of shame, and fearless of the injury which he inflicts on
others. Now, Gentlemen, what is it he has done to Mr. Bransby Cooper ? In order
that I may explain what [ mean by and by, and which I have to submit to you,
I am bound to go through a process certainly new to me, and probably rather
tedious in its nature; but don’t believe that Mr. Lambert, whatever he may
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‘Mr. Cooper without attending to it. But I should mention to you, hnwefar,
that in the course of the operation, a gentleman, who is, adm}tted. to be, by the
defendant, a man of skill, the assistant-surgeon, and admitted by Mr. Lee, I
think, the potatoe-merchant, to be the individual that must understand next
best to the operator the course of proceeding, and can best explain it—Mr.
Callaway, he himself thrust his finger in to see if he could reach the bladder,
and he could not. Now I shall tell you it was an utter calumny, an utter
falseliood to say that viclence was applied. Ml‘.- Callaway will tell you, that
to apply the term force to it, is a gross and calumnious aspersion ; and he had no
doubt, from the very beginning, that the forceps had opened in the bladder, and
that the operator was proceeding with the utmost skill. A young man, a de-
monstrator, went to this place, and he actually applied his ﬁng:er- in the peri-
neum in the dead body, to ascertain whether it was a dfmp perineum or not—
God knows, nobody expected there would be an edition of all this in Tux
Lawcer—and he could vot reach it. Then Dr. Hodgkin, who examined it,
took the parts, and if he has given any opinion, it was, that the perineum was
not Jarger than any man's of his size—a stout, athletic man. The wounds in the
bladder were found precisely in accordance with the shape of the instruments,
and what the operator had intended to effect, with the exception of a very
small slit in:the prostate gland, made by Sir Astldy Cooper’s knife, because it
bad not exactly hit the very line of the first wound, but which was notof the
slightest importance, which was natural, and which every surgeon would have
expected to take place. Gentlemen, there is between the bladder and rectum
a cellular membrane, which, in cases of diseased kidney, or inflammation of
the parts after death, becomes easily lacerable, so that you may easily insert the
finger between them ; but you will have it from those who saw it, that there
had been noseparation, that the union was perfectly sound, and it is impossible
for any man who entertains the slightest notion of surgery, and who saw it, to
entertain the slightest doubt as to that fact. The man's kidneys were diseased 3
it was clear that that had combined to put an end to his life ; the pain and the
agony arising from that might have shortened his life without the operation.
Mr. Lambert was in the toom: Dr. Hodgkin had wade an observation—
Mind, those observations were made, not expecting any thing for a moment—
Dr. Hodgkin had observed, that those parts were easily lacerable : he turned
his back, and then Mr. Lambert says, O, Sir, I find that there is an opening
between the bladder and the rectum ! ¢ Then, friend (said Dr. Hodgkin, for he
is a Quaker), thou hast made it thyself,” —and he had madeit.  The infamous
man, he had made it himself, as [ shall prove to you, Mr. Key will prove to
you, Gentlemen, and Dr. Hodgkin will prave to you, that there was uo open-=
ing, that there was no opening whatever there before. But mark bis intention :
his intention was to insinuate that the for¢eps had not entered the bladder, but
that they had heen forced up between it and the rectum. Now [ will prove to
you the stupid, utter ignorance, and the degree of contempt no man can ex-
press, which you will say, when you hear the evidence with which this man must
be regarded.  If that wound had been made with the forceps during the life
ot the patient, and within eight-and-forty hours of his death, it must have
been traceable with the eye by any man of common sense, by the marks of
extravasated blood which would have been exhibited. They all examined
1t, ?.ud tound none. - Is this a calumny, then, of Lambert’s, or is it ignorance ?
It is both. I ‘am net disposed to rescue him or his Editor from gross ig-
norance for the purpose 'of fastening on him a gross calumny.  This
brings us, gentlemen; to the close of what happened at Guy's Hospital, and thea
comes Tre Lavcer,  Mr Lambert, the contributor to Tip La NCET at eight
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traction of the stone s more likely to produce death, even if the patient
survives it, than by having the parts sufficiently cut by the kqlf_a or gorget, or
any thing else. Now he goes on: * We should be guilty of injustice m-gvards
the singularly-gifted operator, as well as towards our numerous rE&dEI_”Sf if we
were to omit a full, true, and particular account of this case, It will doubt-
less be useful to the country ¢ draff’ to learn how things are mﬂ._na_getl by one
of the privileged order.” You see this gentleman affects to write for the benefit
of country surgeons, and to take them under his patronage—under his care—
those eminent surgeons of Colchester, and of many other places; and*'he
ventures to assume, that the London surgeons describe them as “ draff;” a
phrase he has himself fastened on them ; for no respectable surgeon in town
ever applied that term to them, many of them as eminent as the most eminent
surgeons in town, and who, in many towns in the country, excel to as great a
degree as any surgeons in' Londou itself. “ A hospital surgeon, nephew and
surgeon, and surgeon because he is nmephew’’—so there you see he kills two
birds with one stone, he hasa hitatthe uncle and the nephew too. How happy
would he be if he were but able to destroy that family who has done so much
for humanity. « What felicity he would enjoy by destroying the Cooper family ;
what great good, what great advantage would be gained to the public and
the community by such an achievement ! - ¢ The performance of this tragedy
was nearly as follows:—Act 1. The Patient.”—Then there is a note to this
passage—:'* The poor fellow, who has left a widow and six children, said that
he came to town te be operated upon by the ¢ nevey’ of the great Sir Arstley.”
There is such a degree of wit and fancy here, that it astonishes me that the
gentleman who has the education of a surgeon only, should have so much of
what may be called real wit and faney. * The patient, a labouring man, from
the county of Sussex, thick-set, ruddy, and healthy in appearance, and fifty-
three years of age, was placed on the operating-table at a tew minutes past one
o'clock, on Tuesday the 13th, The only one of the surgical staff' present,
besides the operator, was Mr. Callaway. The ceremony of binding the patient
we need not detail ; the straight staff was introduced, and was held by Mr.
Callaway. The first incision through the integuments, appeared to be freely
and fairly made; and after a liftle dissection”—the little is put in italics as
much as to imply, he did not do that cut right—'“the point of the knife
was fixed (apparently) in the groove of the staff"—apparently is put in a
parenthesis, to show you that the writer meant it to be understood that
though apparently, yet that it was mo¢ really so. I ithink no man can
doubt that, ‘¢ Which was now taken hold of, and  the kaife carried on-
wards—somewhere’—somewhere is put in italics, and nobody can doubt
what is meant by it. Mr. Partridge was obliged to admit, on his vath,
though he did say at first that the report was accurate, yet he thought
this was to give it a false import, to get the reader to believe that somewlere
meant, not into the bladder, but somewhere else. * A small quantity of fiuid
followed the withdrawal of the knife;” and this report leaves it in doubt whe-
ther that was urine or not.. “ The forceps were now handed over, and for'
some time attempted to be introduced, but without' effect. ¢ T must enlarge
the opening,” said the operator ; * give me my unele's knite." This instrument
wag given, and a cut was made with it, without the staff Leing re-introduced,”
It would have been absurd to have introduced the staff again, he had his fin-
ger in, and was conducting the knife with bLis finger, **The foreeps ‘were
again used, but as unsuccessfully as before 3 they were pushed onwards to a
considerable distance, and with nosmall degree of foree” that s false, ¢ [¢%
a very deep perineum;' exclaimed the operator: * I can’t reach the bladder
G -
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“dark-coloured appearance, and it seemed as if some substance th‘ad been resting
upon it. The bladder itself presented nothing remarkable. ‘The peritoneum,
lining the abdominal parietes, was highly vascular, and there was a slight
quantity of turbid serum in the cavity of the abdomen. The kidneys had a
mottled appearance throughout their cm'tma_l suhsl.ance._ There are two or
three points in this case to which we beg particular attention : first, the state-
‘ment uf Mr. B. Cooper, at the time of the eperation, that he could not reach
the bladder with his finger, as contrasted with the fact of the bladder being
very readily reached in the post-mortem examination.” Now, you see the fact
was just the reverse, for the bladder could not be reached in the post-mortem
‘examination till it was taken out of the body of the man, and then Mr. Lam-
bert forced his finger up between the bladder and the rectum. * The man not
having a deep perineum. Secondly, the circumstance of the finger passing
‘with facility between the bladder and the rectum to a great depth, as considered
in connexion with another declaration of Mr. Cooper, that he could not feel
the stone with the furceps until the time of its extraction, although a sound
passed into the bladder downwards from the penis, struck upon the stone, as
was the case also on one or two occasions when a staff was passed at the peri-
neal opening.  The surface of the caleulus' was rather larger than the
dise of a shilling, flat, oval-shaped, and apparently consisting of lithie acid.”
Now, you see, what is thatintended to convey? Itis intended to convey this :
first, that Mr. Bransby Cooper, from a want of skill in performing the ope-
ration had made an incision which did not reach the bladder at all: secondly,
that he thrust the forceps on somewhere, for the writer seems to think that if
the incision had been made, and the forceps introduced properly, the stone
‘would have come out at once : thirdly, Mr. Cooper had made a subsequent cut
which still did not reach the bladder, that he thrust in the forceps several
times, used great force and violence, and finally, that when he did extract the
stone, he extracted it after a great deal of injury done to the parts; and the
‘post-mortem examination is exhibited to show that the passage was ‘made in
another place, not in the right place, leaving it to be insinuated that it was done
by the knife of the operator, and not by the secret and industrious finger of Mr.
Lambert. Now, he did that to have it to exhibit an appearance of an instra-
‘ent having passed through it.  Well, then comes the next libel which you
have not yet heard any thing of. ¢ Our report of the operation of lithotomy
at Guy's Hospital, in which Mr. Bransby Cooper, after employing a variety of
different instruments, extracted the stone at the end of fifty-five minutes,”
and then there is a note, *“ we have frequently seen the uperation performed
by the senior surgeon of Guy's Hespital, in less than one minute,” Then it
goes on, *“ the average maximum of time in which the operation is performed
by skilful surgeons, being about six minutes.” Now, I am going to commit an
unpardonable offence,~an unpardonable offence | know I am; An author
‘who is vain of his works, never forgives a critic, and therefore I shall be sca-
rified in ** The Lancet.” Tknow I shall be scarified by it for what I am about
to say, but certainly I never heard before of an # average maximum of time;”
an average is a mean. Now, I have heard of a mean, and I have heard of
a maximum, but I never yet heard of a mean maximum, it iz such an abuse
of the vernacular language as | never heard before. ¢ It has, as might have been
expected, excited no ordinary sensation in the minds of the public, as well
as among the operator's professional brethren.  An attempt has been made to
call in question the accuracy of our report in a letter signed by a number of
the dressers and pupils of the Borough Hospitals, which letter had ' been in.
serted as an advertisement in Tha'g’I‘ime;," and also in *¢ The: Morning
G
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in a situation of such deep responsibility as that which he now occupies, had
he not been the nephew of Sir A. Cooper.” It is most extraordinary to me
that a man’s being the nephew of Sir Astley Cooper s_‘nnuId be made the ground
of reproach. I admit that a man's being a nephew is not a competent reason
of itself only, but if he, being a nephew, and brought up by Sir Astley Cooper,
and having witnessed his extensive practice fcrr_a. very long time, surely }1& _cnuld
not be the more ignorant for that, and for being the nephew! * This is the
question, the only gnestion in wghzgh the public is ]nteresl':ed . fa.nr.l if Mr.
Bransby Cooper is desirous of bringing this question t.u an issue in a c?urtlof
justice, it will be for Mr. Harrison, the treasurer of Guy’s Hospital, to enlighten
the minds of the jury as to the circumstances under which the nephew of Sir
Astley Cooper was elevated to his present situation. In th1e event of an action,
we shall most unquestionably call upon Mr. Harrison to !:il_aclﬂse those circum-
stances to the jury. In the mean time, we do mot anticipate the decision of
this question by positively impugning Mr. Bransby Cooper’s skill ; but we
contend, as we have repeatedly contended on fornfer occasions, that tl:u:_: in-
evitable tendency of making the patronage of hospital surgeoncies an affair of
family influence, jobbing, and intrigue, is to occasion a cruel and wanton
augmentation of human suffering, and to render frequent such heart-rending
‘spectacles as that which was lately exhibited at Guy's Hospital” So that
you see, this denounces Guy's Hospital as a scene for heart-rending sufferings,
and as if those sufferings were occasioned there because Mr. Bransby Cooper
is the surgeon there, and because he is the nephew of Sir Astley Cooper.  Gen-
tlemen, this article is of some length; it goes on to state—* We repeat, that
there may, by possibility, have been difficulties in this case, which no degree
of surgical skill eould have surmounted in less time, or with greater ability,
than Mr. Bransby Cooper exhibited; and it remains to be seen whether such
difficulties can be shown to have existed. At present not a single material fact
in our report is denied.” Why is Mr. Bransby Cooper to publish in Tue
Lawcer a denial of the facts? Does this gentleman think he is to hold the
scales in his own hands, and that when he calls persons to account, every sur-
geon is bound to write to him, and give him his statements and reasons? This
is a degree of tyranny we don’t own in England ; it's sufficient to answer in
a court of justice as we have been doing to day. ‘“ At present, not a single
material fact in our report is denied, though its general accuracy is vaguely
questioned by the operator’s pupils. It is pot denied that nearly one Lour elapsed
before Mr. Bransby Cooper extracted the stone. It is not denied that the aperator
had recourse to the multiplicity of instruments enumerated in our report. [t
is not denied that the patient was subjected to extraordinary suffering—suffer-
ing which could scarcely fail to terminate in death ; but no attempt has been
made to show that this was a case of extraordinary difficulty. It is scarcely
worth while to allude seriously to the document which has been put forth by
Mr.” Branshy Cooper's select pupils. But as these are the only panegyrists
the operator has hitherto procured, we will put a case, which may enalle the
public to estimate the value of their approbation. Suj pose it had been stated
that, instead of employing 55 minmutes in ‘extracting the stone, Mr. Bransby
Cooper had performed the operation in the usual time, say four or five minates,
‘Buppose it had been stated, that instead of manifesting great perplexity‘and
embarrassment, Mr. Bransby Cooper had exhibited the ‘utmost cobluess and
self-possession; that the patient appeared to suffer very slightly during the
operation, and was removed from the theatre with every prospect of a favour-
able issue to the case j—~let us'suppose these and similar fitfse representations to
have been made in this Journal ;' ‘and we will ask whether any of these :,*'nung
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ital i unported by public contributions 3 it is open to those who go .fiar
.ﬂsail:aa! ;,Enﬁu:hijpr}:gvar shart];ts' doors against them, though, 1 hope, they will
always shut them against those who go for the purpose of calumny. He says,
¢ A reporter brought him this, and kupwing n!:-thmg ‘bllt.that it was true, ]_:.F
thought his duty bound him topublish it; he did publish it, and he believes it
to be still true.” Now then, Gentlemen, you see to what we are brought if the
editor of T LANCET gets from a reporter, at eight guineas a-month, a state-
ment of you and me, if we were in the profession, however false it might be, that
‘editor thinks he is bound to publish it. Now let us see w!mt this lia to lead to,
for I now take the only opportunity I shall have of replying to his case. He
has not called a single witness in the box that_ d?ns not entitle me to your
verdict ; he has not called one who does not falsify his pleas, 'I:teun.use. his
pleas that justify are the only ones by which he can stand, or by which he must
fall ; moreover, he has not called two witnesses that do not contradiet each
other, 1 will show you contradictions in their testimony, which, if the ques-
tion were to go to character, would be sufficient to destroy both. The defend-
ant has called the author of the libel, and who has admitted, as f_ar as the re-
luctance of a man will permit him to admit, the impure cause that‘ u;dun:a:] him
to make the report. I shall deal with that witness first. Now, it is confessed
that upon two occasions Lambert had quarrels with Mr. Bransby Cooper. 1t
appears too, that suspicion fell on Lembert, that he furnished to Tue Laveny
the reports which he did. It appears he was to have eight guineas a-month for
supplying a certain quantity, and that all beyond that quantity was to be paid
for by Mr. Wakley, according to his pleasure—that’s the admission, M
Lambert, on the oceasion of a dinner, had made some remark that gave offence
to the company ; Mr, Bransby Cooper, with some others, went down the room
to him, and insisted on his quitting it; they did not turn him. out, as he said;
but only insisted on his leaving it, and after some pains to recollect, he did re-
collect, and admitted, that finding his company was exceedingly disagreeable
to all present, he left the room. Well, a man who leaves a room, is certainly
not turned out ; but if he is told that if he stays he will be kicked out, why
then, unquestionably, he had better decamp, Upon another oceasion, he is in
the demonstrating-room, where he is suspected of being a spy to furnish mate-
rials for Tue Laxcer, and there he makes use of the word “ bat,” a term
invented by Tue Laxcer for it is the fashion with Tue Lawcer to invent
these words, Batisthe term applied to hospital surgeons, and, he admits it, for T
'Put the question to him. I also asked, did not Mr. Branshy Cooper insist upon
your quitting the room unless yon made him an apology? * Oh,” said he, I cer-
tainly told him that I had meant no personal reflection on him, and was sorry for
it.” Did you not say that you would wateh your opportunity and make him repent
it? ¢ Idon’trecollect that I did.” Will you swear you did not, Sir? ¢ Why,
I am a warm man, and will not swear that I did not say so.” Well, will you
swear that youdid not? ¢ No [ won't.” Well then, here you have the man who
is all but kicked out of the room, the man who made the apology to Mr. Bransby
Cooper, the man who says he will not swear he did not state thathe would watch;
his opportunity and make him repentit; you have that man making the reportof
the operation in this dramatic form, endeavouring to destroy that man ; you
have him going to the man who fees him with his eight guineas a-month, a
Flttauce ‘whit;h a surgeon of any respectahbility would not consent to receive
rom a _literary publication, with this report, and even Mr, Wakley, the man
whom he supplies with the report, he thinks it too severe, and he lops off a part
of it. DBefore Lambert does insert this report, he puts his finger into the place
between the bladder and rectum, as you have heard described, and represents
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‘of justice, is opinion of it? 'Onghit there not rather to be that sort of feel-
;f; fﬁ:ﬁ:nfm c:fuﬁe him to turn mﬁhd‘ to the operator, 'und'='8_ﬂ';-".-:_“,1,"r=_'~f;feﬂ me
‘the reason of the delay ; because, if you, with your finger I:II?]]'_': cbu‘id '_-!:I:IPW
what the diffieulty was, there mayhave been _aum‘ﬁreas*?n: fn%'lg, ‘ﬁ]{xlf ]:?.m
ignorant of ; and it is not fair, it is not _c'andid. to Plirhl:s!r.anj_r tl_'lil_:_gf ﬂ .-Es,t
another, without giving him an opportunity of explaining.” 'But.'llf you t'f?"ﬂ t
‘ask him, ask the assistant surgeon, the next best _‘]udge—'-‘-Cal?. },_*lulfl , SLI s ex-
plain why the operation lasted so long? 'Ga.q you dls.c]use to me w_h'}r ﬂu:. xl.ﬁ.tr_rﬁlght
forceps, instead of the bent forceps, were used in this case?” Bu’t,_GEﬂfrfe_‘.t’lli_l_g_n,
that was not done ; and Mr. Alderman Partridge must allow me to say, h:-::‘ll‘t’_ﬁfjfer
high his character may be, that his conduct wants that delicacy and candour
which every man ought to have before he comes into a court of" justice to [:iajs.lll. a
judgment on a'mmgatitor in his own pmfesmc:n. But ]E.t us. lﬂ?k at Ih‘m‘ evi-
dence: he says; and in that he gives some advice to his friend—in the first in-
stance, he says he had no doubt that the knife reached the bladder, whereas

the libel gives a doubt all the way through. He says-fie has no doabt it

‘reached the bladder; and when I pinned him down to the la Fuage nf: ‘the
report, and wished to have his opinion upon the part which say! ..'qre'_ _'!::Im_fﬂ
‘went ““somewhere,” he is obliged to admit that thatisintended to convey that the
knife did not penetrate the bladder: so that the very first man whi:-'c_iinilé:g for-
ward on behalf of the defendant, and who' swears at first that the report is
true, states that the language of the report is intended to convey that which
isuntrue. He then says that the stone was lying over the pubes, Why, that
astonishes Mr. Wakley ; he had never heard of such a thing. “Why, Sir,
allow me to request that you will recollect yourself” * 1 do recollect.”
* Well, could the stone be lying over the pubes?’ O yes!" he says, ** why,
I have had two or three cases myself where the stone lay above the pubes!”
Why, that’s a knoek-down blow to Mr. Wakley. Now, T don’t like to

 take wagers, but I think I might take the odds—Mr. Lambert might take'the
odds, that his friend, Mr. Wakley, never performed the operation. His opera-
tion is not of that sort; he does not cut the body, but he cuts the mind. Then
he goes on to say, that if the stone lay above the pubes, he conceived, by de-
pressing the handle of the forceps, and pressure upon the abdamén, he could
have got hold of the stone. Well, then, it would have been but candour, and
fair, for him to have gone to the operator for an explanation of 'the difficulty
hae' had met with: if he had inquired, what made him n’uisl bring out the

~stone sooner?  Because, the operator would have said, he had 'no idea of the
situation of the stone, or he would have extracted it before’; that s, if he did
not know in what situation the stone was, how was it possible for him to apply
the sounds or the bent forceps in'any other way than he'did?  Such' is the
value of Mr, Alderman Partridge's evidence. Now, the next geuﬂe*hdﬁf“is
Mr. Clapham ; and Mr Lambert wonld not forgive me if T'passed’ Kim tver

‘withont o comment. He is a witness,” a 'witriess of trath and ot of filde-
“hood 5 bat then he has no objection to ¢arry a false certificate with him.” You
will recollect that 1 asked him, What age ‘are 'you'?" “CONY m*é'n'f}r‘_;ﬁniéi"
When were vou twenty-one? ¢ [ don’t know.” "*“Don’t kobw 7™ says iy

Lord.  “My Lord, T 'am net twenty-one yet.”' When were You twénty ?

T was twenty last January.” Yet' he was introduced, you heard, "in ‘order

to give weig_ht to his testimony, as a liceiitiate of 'the !1.putiiééﬁ‘fiés"'ﬂﬁiﬁﬁﬁ*ﬂ}g

I am practising ; practising as a surgeon. ' I am not exactly practising’; T 'am

with my father.” ““How did you getyour certificate 77 T got it—[ got jt—_»

* How did you get it ¥* ¢ The clergyman generally writes it." N, 0w, Gentle-

men, did you believe that the clergyman fabricated the ﬂuEu'u'xé'nt'?“”‘Mj







1

we have not had Clines there, wehave not had Coopers from it, but _thﬂﬂ we
may have. Well,” Mr. Thomas says, ¢ [ mean to givelt as my opinion, _f_rnm
my impression, that' the operation was perfurmad_ ina bungln':tg and unskilful
manner.”  Well, as Mr, Wakley did not press him with details, I put a few
questions to him, and 1 found that he ia i eontributor to Tue LaNcer; h_ﬁ
says, he has wade four contributions to it in the_ whole. Now I should put 1t
to you, whether a contributor to Tre Laxcer is the very best judge of skill,
orveragity either, that can be called before you ? Well, what happened 7 Oh, T -
arrived subsequent to the incision into the bladder, and stayed for half an hour.
I saw nothing used but the scalpel.” Did you not see Sir Astley Cooper’s
knife? ¢ 1 never heard of it?” Why, here is a demonstrator who never heard
of a knife which is used in one of the greatest schools in the metropolis! He
has not happened to have used it, and he never heard of it. '1‘!1& operator
used nothing but the scalpel, Not the gorget? * Noj; I cannot give the de-
tails; it was a bungling operation. My impression was, that it was a_bunglmg
and unskilful operation.” The impression of a man of profound science, no
doubt, and the opinion strengthened very much by the testimony of the other
witnesses. The next witness is Mr. Pearl, whom I reckon as invaluable ; the
weight of the value his testimony possesses, is above th_at of hi;a OWn name,
What says Mr. Pearl? Oh, he now gives us a new fact, ‘n?hmh even the
libeller did not give us. He says, the operator put three fingers into the wound,
and turned them round, and that could only have been donegvith the design
of murdering the man; and if you believe that gentleman, I desire you
will eonviet Mr. Bransby Cooper, and that my Lord will send him to be hanged
directly, He says, * I think the report is correct, all but ¢ my uncle’s knife;””
he did not say that, but Sir Astley’s knife: yet we have ** my uncle’s
knife” put into the notice, and into the body of this report. He says, “I saw
the gorget introduced along the staff:"—now that happens to be entirely false,
for the gorget was not introduced along the staff, but along the finger of the
operator. The bladder was thickened, This gentleman, I think, states that
he commenced his attendance in the hospital in the October before, and this
operation took place in the month of March. He had never seen an operation
in his life until he came to the hospital, Well, I thought it right to examine
him, for I supposed he was a little shy aboutthe post-mortem appearance, and
it vecurred to me, that he had been a little lectured. Now he was at Lambert's
house—Mr. Wakley was there : they conversed together on this subject. What
was the conversation upon ¢ ““ Upon this subject.” Had you any exhibition of
the parts? ¢ No.” You do not yourself swear that you think the knife entered
between the rectum and the bladder ? ¢/ No.” Did they try to persuade you of
that 2 At last he said, “ Why to be sure they used very good arguments to show
that it was so.”” Well, were they not persuading you to believe it? [ will not
awear they did so, but they used very good argumenis to make a person believe
" it.” Now, what is the meaning of a man who has published a libel, to get hold
of a witness at the house of the author of a libel, and using every argument to
get him to believe that such was the case—a fact which the witness could not
prove?  What think you of the credit that is due to such testimony 2 Can any
language have a term sufficiently expressive that you, as a jury, ought to feal
towards a person who is to tamper with a witness that is to be brought befure
you in that way—a person who s to take hold of witnesses, and deal with them
in this manner, Well, he said, 1 formed no epinion upon the question, whe-
ther the forceps were passed up between the bladder and the rectum, or not
which he was finally broughtto say; at first he said they gave good reasong -fu;
believing that that was so, So much for Mr, Pearl, Mr. Lambert's evidence
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Harrison here. I had not the honour, Gentlemen, of knowing Mr, Harrrison till
yesterday but by reputation, and [ have always understood him to be one of the
best of men. He has proved, that when he wished to make Sir A. Cooper con~
sulting surgeon to the hospital, Sir Astley Cooper knew nothing of it; indeed,
when it was communicated to him, that he was not quite satisfied in his own
mind upon it; and at that time it was, he meant to put Sir Astley's nephe:ar
forward into the situationof surgeon. Why was that so?  Because of his
assiduity and the skill he had shown, It was not in consequence of jany
invidious comparison between him and any other man; he had given lectures
occasionally, and withont making unfair comparisons between him and Mr, Cal-
laway, he was considered the person at that time best fitted to fill the office. Mr,
Harrison has disproved the libel entirely, and I ask for damages then. lt isnot
enough for it to go abroad when DIr. Bransby Cooper's character is  thus
attacked, a man of character;and honour in his profession, and upon the main-
tenance of which depends his means of supporting himself and his family—I
eannot allow this cause to go/abroad to be published in Tne Laxcet, and other
publications, that it was by some slip in the pleas that the, plaintiff obtained a
verdict ; no such thing, I would not accept a verdict on that ground. The
defendant is to prove the whole, and I cannot let this cause go out of court,
without giving an opportunity to his friends of being heard, who haye come
forward voluntarily to give their opinion as to his skill and ability ; they were
not present, except Mr. Callaway, at the operation, but they can speak to the
general character of Mr. Bransby Cooper, which this man has attempted to
defame. 1 shall call men from different hospitals, who have been competitors
of Mr. Bransby Cooper, but all honourable men, [ shall call those before you
who, if they had any feelings, which they have not, against Mr. Bransby
Cooper, would allow them to subside, and tell you, and I will tell you, that
for his age he is a most competent and skilful surgeon. 1 shall call a phy-
gician, bred a surgeon, who has known him for a great many years; and that
physician meaning to make his own son a surgeon, has selected Mr. Branshy
Cooper to apprentice him to, which will show the opinion he entertains of him,
and that is one of the most able and celebrated physicians in the city of London.
I shall call a gentleman, not as having any particular interest or connexion
with Mr. Branshy Cooper—1 speak of Dr. Roget, the nephew of my illustrious
and ever-to-be-lamented friend, Sir Samuel Romilly—who has given anatomy
his closest attention, and is one of the most celebrated for the study of physio-
logy. 1 shall ask that gentleman his opinion, and he will tell you that Mr.
Bransby Cooper is a man of skill. . Gentlemen, when the case is closed, Mr.
‘Wakley will have the singular advantage of replying, a thing never heard of in
a case of libel before. But your verdict must be for the plaintiff; if [ wefe
to sit down without. calling a single witness, your verdict must be for, the
plaintiff, and then the only consideration will be the amount of your damages,
and uponwhich let me say a few words, Gentlemen, I am happy to see men
in that box of education and understanding. |There is a eertain class of cases
in/ which it requirés 'the ability of high-minded and honourable gentlemen to
enter into the feeling of them ; and though those feelings exist in the minds of
most men, yet we: know that men of education, and who are in the habit of
seriously considering these ithings, find the best means of bringing into a jury
box  that 'species of feeliig which it isi absolutely necessary. should he found
there. | Etery manin: England is at liberty to publish what he pleases,, God
forbid that that!liberty should be abridged ! But that liberty would become the
source of Lhe. mast bitter, tyranny that ever an unhappy country, laboured
under, unléss in those instances in which that ﬁeedﬁm is abused, some consti-
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‘they are 1ot such as call for the most powerful restraints—or whether they are
mere mala prohibita, as if it were only an act of getting over your neighbour’s
hedge, and shooting his partridges. But, Gentlemen, there are distinctions, and I
beg to ask any man, let his rank be what it may, what he would take to have his
honour, his skill, and his integrity assailed as Mr. B. Cooper’s has been? More
than that, if he were a man with a rising family, what would he take to haveall
his and their prospects blasted by the breath of a slanderer, and to be told
that a jury of his country thought him entitled to damages, but that they
thought it right to make it a moderate amount of damages? 1 shall leave
Mr. Brapsby Cooper in your hands. 1 am sorry I have detained you so long;
I shall now call my witnesses, feeling it would be perfectly safe to leave my
life in the hands of Mr. Bransby Cooper, which I declare at this moment I
should have no hesitationto do. I think it also perfectly safe to leave him and
his case in your hands, with the feelings of honour I know you possess, O,
Gentlemen, a gentleman has just favoured me with a piece of evidence which
1 ought to have produced before, but which I have a right to produce to you
now.. Mr. Clapham, you will recollect, swore that he took no oath respecting
his age. Mr. Lambert swore he knew nothing of his getting his certificate.
Now, the certificate of moral character was written by Mr. Lambert., It purports
to have been written by him. Clapham may have forged it, I cannot produce
it, and here is his oath of his age. -

The numbers of Tue Laxcer, containing the alleged libels, and also the
number containing the epigram, were put in as evidence, and read by the
officer of the court. i '

Mr. Thomas Calluway sworn, Ezamined by Mr. Pollock.

Are you a surgeon? I am,
‘Where do you reside? In the Borough.
Lord Tenterden. - And assistant surgeon at Guy’s? Yes, my Lord.
Mr. Pollock. Are you the assistant surgeon at Guy’s Hospital. I am.
* How long have you been in the profession? Seventeen years.
Lord Tenterden. That is from your first study? From my apprenticeship,
Mr. Pollock. Were you ane of the pupils at Guy’s Hospital? 1 was.
% Haiue ;.{i:u seenmost ol the operations of importance that have taken place there?
Nearly all.- )
Have you been present when both Sir Astley Cooper and Mr. Branshy Cooper
" have operated in cases of stone? Yes, I have.
Have you ever yourself operated? 1 have.
How often?  Six times,
Lord Tenterden. For lithotomy * For lithotomy,
_ Mr. Pollock. How often have you seen Mr. Bransby Cooper operate in cases of
lithotomy? = Several times—I don't know the precise number, '
- Now, Sir, you were present on the occasion n question? I was,
- In what character were youthere? As the assistant surgeon.
Was it your duty to assist personally in the operation? It is usual for one or
other of the colleagues of the surgeon to assist—aon this vecasion I did.
How long did the operation lust? T think about filty minutes.
i?u', Ihhalifvg, hel tlfm staff? I did.
ter he had cut through the integuments, do you remember Mr. Bransh
gmp;r& s ;na]n? the first ncision? From the pnsitizn in which I stood holdine
heﬁﬁul l:i's:lff::ll. he:m see the mclsmn,_ standing on the left side of the ;:-al.iimtl, §n3
. Were youable to judge whether he reached the bladder, or not? Iv ige
tinctly felt Mr, Cooper cut into the staff—into the groove of the staff ‘thit. j:ry -
;‘;’hmh :.’ttlflu ‘::arl in :.fuul;ﬁ:mnd‘! Which L had in my hanpd. ; ”
Ow, 15 that a point about which you entertain any doubt? N
o the knife passing in the direction, you fflt,:'lrmldiug the sﬁﬁw}ﬁ:ﬁiﬁ '..u,
=
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fore gave us the impression that it was diregfed forward - h:r ‘the uoncawty of the
instrument, and'not by the gonvexity ‘0t it towehing 3£ 00
1t the stone were inthe' situation you' have dtbk:nhed wottld 11:"Eﬂs percaphhla m
that way to the sound, and yet elude the FUI'CEP"'S? lcs, certainly.
Lord Tenterden. Li:l: e ask, does the instriment you l:ait lhﬂ smmr] IiEI‘l‘ﬂ‘." iL‘ 5
pame from the'sound? #¥eg; by thechink of the' sound.” 3 i
‘Mr. Wakley. Ticotld! not understand tie) Tast ﬂhsermimn 1 I.ﬂ‘rd ‘I—'ruférd#n
By the chink—by tbe saund upun the smne th’e mstmment tlf:rl-.-eﬁ ‘it § h;:i&'m‘.-.
from that [0 ' 0d.0l B %
 Mr.Pollock;: ]’h‘nw wh:-.:t' sﬂrha}f alpnr-aﬁn- ivas thE pn.tlEnI: wis h& a lhrﬂe 'i]]an
ora small man? A stout man. e b
‘Now, thoagh e might not have a decp’ ptrme.um far him, did you tny l'he'p#n..
newm to astfertam wiiether it was a'deep one'or not? During the operatin ‘Mr.
C::oFer askod me to try and Iepuld not reach the hlaﬂﬁer’ with iny fingers 10 T
Did you reach the pmatuw gland 2! ['think T’ did, but T am not certain of that.
But "you are quite ceértain’ you did not reach ’l.hf.'- hla&der’ Certdin I t]1f.l nﬁl:
reach the bladder,
Lord Teiterden,  You think you'did reach the pm'-ﬂatr: ]anﬂ (e | drd not mat:h
the bladder, and I amnot confidént that I'reached the prostate gland.
- Mr. Pollock. * But you'think you did? -+ E'think T'did, bt Tam nut mnﬁd?ﬂt
- Nowin this state of things was itnecessary to enlarze the npemug T think it was,
Now what was done for the ﬁ\!;pnﬁe of enlarging “the' opening 'i-‘:;'héaktd“khifé-
was nsed—a Knife having a puinited bedk, as 'we call i, i vils 18114
Lord Tenterden. 1Is that I.he knife that is called Sir Astley :H Slr Astley 5. '
" Mr. Pollock.  Was that used 7' Tt was used. 0.
- IDid thavinereasing of the opening into the bladder reguire tine ? Ye& i
- For the: purpuse of d doing it with caution? ' With caution‘and care. /|
Was the opening made with the knife, or was any ﬂther mstrumem mtmﬂll\:g&“
A cutting gorget was afterwards used. §
Lﬂc:nl ff'en!erden Fr:-r lhe same purpuse" Fur the same Fﬁlrpﬁle to En]hr‘ge ;113
opEMIngL 15 5
Mr. Pﬂﬂwﬁ: Was a hl-.:ut corget use:] also ' T'do not 'Ebhallett,huﬂ tharﬁt‘mbt
W h?_t is the advantage of 1Ee Eurget Lidt acts as a'dlmciur to - ﬁm‘ ml:mﬂtfc llun
{:MEPS S IO EL
Lord Ienifm‘m Dues a cuttmg gnrget do th:it Slr? Yes, my Lﬂ;d’ itodastaiige
Mr. Pollock. ' Does italso limit the opeing?- Tt 16 Yimits. the openine s it ﬁan
only make anopening toa certain extent, to thatextent to which ic lias & ctitt nh-%d e
And is the opening it makes generally sufficient 7 GEI‘IEJ’EHI}, quite ﬂﬂﬂ:meut
Now, if the opening had been lar%e enough ‘before,'would the cutling gor oep da
any thing 7. Tt would"do 'no injury, because | I was' ihtrdduu‘:m‘l on lhe ﬁpue u“u.-.'-us
ﬂ‘%:*“":“ directed by the flll'l ger of the ¢ v:g:eral:ﬂr towi) LT (Paef
theopening was nog large enough, I presum ) 1
would make it larger. e % h wmﬂd ‘mal{_l_a it TﬂlgFr;l Et
In the result, Mr. Bransby Cooper extracted thie stone? ' Exiracted the stone.’

- Now did'Mr. Bransby Cooper use' the proper ‘miesns to' ger th &
the osition in which it turned out to be ? PI fhmlr. he ﬂl-titJ g? ﬁhmﬁdj hﬁ'-ﬂ' it
as any oreat and unnecessary viclence used 70T think none. 1

Wem any instruments used except those that were- riECeYshry 1 . I
rent ﬂlfﬁcm“ﬂﬁ'ﬂpthﬂ ﬂﬂ-ﬂl? . '!hmr;illﬂuug._ Y00 B #(fa010] a4l ':,?ul f-{;J‘IIItE't ﬂ]E at:Pa

H | ||||..r|"l.

_Insyour apinidn, Uir, wvas the: dperaum'n performed 1-1 rid scientifically,
‘0
in'a bunglivg land cmm'-ijf“mauner*?' Ttk it '-.uas-fmﬁl.ur'n?cn ,under/the’ cn%nﬁig
stances of very cnusj:lcmhld-dllhn,u!ty, wnh a5 much {:ﬁrt& as thie &as’elcbt‘uld' 0841l
Tegaiyertani sd o1 EIUOY Mdey of 28 Dol o2 Anage ) oL puuli'
~Was the delly- thattﬁnuu:’rretllmiﬂm upémuuh onmslunm"l fbjr ihélﬂrﬁcﬁﬁws pred

sented in the case, or was It owing to Mr. Bransby Cooper's want of* kil at ‘this

time 7 T think entirely in conse uEnn&'nE‘bl:e
Situdtion of s he i
lﬂndeh.’.ﬂtlﬂg 1t- L0 200180 9 IJ sz 4 Y 5ol b 2K :‘ﬂ =IEI[:I|E 'Eufnlfl: 1||1-FEIE: JeE h:btl-i}fyl

Now, Sir, you have witnessed, as
ou sa
EWF sl (fmramly;ﬂl.n Vo Satiatiizs AT Suiinrioss Dl}emtl“ﬁfnﬂr .I?“rh.]fi]fﬁ"fﬁ"

a-ikﬂfﬂilhfgl}ﬁﬂ’gﬁndrallrﬂl ¥E5,fﬂﬂﬂ-]lﬂruj el arl1 i bowol tom 2gwr 11
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. Now, Sir, you who have been present at a great many operations, I would just
put this question to l}'ulu-—-('_lan any by-stander appreciate the difficulties, or fairly
estimate the difficulties, unless somebody to whom the operator explains the diffi-
culties, except the operator himself? Certainly not; no by-stander could appre-
ciate them, I eould not myself; I was obliged to inc:!luire of him. v

Now, Sir, would you, as a gentleman of science and experience, form a judgment
of an operation, and on the degree of the operator’s merit, without communicating
with him on it? Certainly not.

Cross-examined by Mr. Walkiey.

Mr, Wakley. I wish to have the preparation brought up again.

Lord Tenterden. I don’t know whether it 1s here or not: you wish to have it
brought in, in order to cross-examine this gentleman with a view to it? (Mr.
Wakley. Yes, if you please. [The prepuration was now produced.] My Lord,
I must state to your Lordship that it is quiteimpossible to examine the preparation,
soas toascertain the state ot the parts, unless it be removed from the glass.)

Lord Tenterden. Can any information be obtained if it’s taken out of the
glass?  Witness. I do not know, my Lord.

-~ Lord Tenterden. Then it must be taken out to see. Witness. I have seen the
Ereparatiun before it was putup in the glass, therefore I have no wish that it should
e taken out now, '

Sir Jumes Scarlett. Is it necessarily in a different state now than when it was
removed from the body ? None whatever.

Mr. Wakley. Was it removed from the body in spirits, Mr. Callaway? (Loud
luughter.) No, it was not; vou know that as well as I do.

Sir James Scarlett. ‘The difference of colour? The difference of colour is from
the spirits.

Mr. Wakley, Tt is stated that the stone lodged on a sort of shelf on the
pubes ; mow, I wish tosee that: the stone must have been in the bladder, my Lord.
! Lord Tenterden, Yes, oue of your witnesses, Mr. Alderman Partridge, I think,
yesterday said he could form no opinion of it, unless he saw the bladder in the inside.,

Mr. Wukley. If the bone had been here, the shelf would have been scen, if
there wasa shelf; and if there had been a shelf in the bone that would have been
hﬁf' 11 rﬁhalk ;enmv‘fv itf! my Lu:-rr]l;l from the glass, if you will allow me.

ord Tenterden, ell, if yon think 1ng i v 1 3
B e ¥ any thing is to be derived from it you may ;
[Hi’;;:ness. Dr. Hodgkin will do it.
(2 ration was then remov . Hodgli
o ﬂ!-mﬁumd,] ed by Dr. Hodgkin from the glass, and the slone

Lord Tenterden. Was the other side (of the stone) convex like this, Sir?
Witness. Yes. :

- Lord Tenterden. 1t ’s larger than a Windsor bean,

Mr. Wakiey. Mr. Callaway, did the post-mortem examination, in this case, take
plgl'?‘rn in public? - It did. ? :

- ¥ras there any notice of it given? T reall :
not; the hour at which it took Elm was thlvg :;l‘z::nik?mw APy A

How many persons were present? I really don't know.

%’l:ll you form no 1dl_ea? Perhaps thirty ; as many as usually attend examinations.
exanlnin}a?iléli?ss E’:;':J I::;[g.tr thruugh the wouud in the perineum in the pust-morjem
- Yousstate that the stone was Jodged under the pubes? Behind the pubes, T sai

Behind the pubes? Yes; the aﬁteriur part ut'l:he bladder, S

- Was it attached to the bladder? That I cannot say.
shlf 1t had been attached to the bladder, would not the state of the bladder have
own 1t after it was removed ? No, I think not
. EDU [:i}ipklnuti' I think not, !
oty IF 1t had been attached s iki 3 i
would not detach it from where i:t'l \E;:}EIFTE}(;?EE:?E s;’.l"r"ﬂ;.nﬁailﬁ ;I;:ns ni?lng::gﬁ:ﬁul;
membrane there might have been a cavity showing it; there was an appearauce

which gave to me the impression i
; - that that was the spot wh s th
Spot wus a discoloured spot, 5 e ik ikt
1ne
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Are not the sides generally in actual contact? No, they are corrugated and
contracted in the body. 4

Do you believe I;hege is a space, usually, equal to three square inches ? Nn.d

You said, Mr. Callaway, you had no doubt that the forceps entered the bla d_e"!
but did they enter the bladder the first time they were tried 2 1 think they did ; I
was not in a situatiun to see it, but 1 think they did.

1f the bladder could not be reached by the finger, how could the finger act as a
_ director to the gorget? I was speaking of my _ﬁrngar.

- Your finger wonld not reach the bladder?  No. A

What do you mean by stating that the shape of the stone accounts for its not
being seized by the forceps? Because a flat stone is much more difficult to get
hold of than a round stone, and a small stone is much more difficult to obtain a hold
of thana large one. o ! : :

Do you mean that it is difficult to grasp it either by its long or its short axis?
In either instance, it must be difficult. g ; Bt AL e

Youstated that an enlargement of the openiog, required time to do it ? {:grtamly.

How long are you cutting with a knife under such circumstances? T'hat de-
pends upon the extent of the opening, and the size that s required. iy
" You say it required time in making the opening to.aecount for the delay in this

case ; would it take ten seconds? It might.

How many times was the cuttin%l gorget used ? It was only used once.

Are you positive it was only used once? I will not be positive, biit I think so,

Did you desire the operator to explain as he proceeded ¢ No, 1 did not.

" Notatall? Notatall: after it was over I did. : i

Did he offer any explanation ? I don’t think he did ; my attention was then di-
rected to removing the patient from the table,

Did he speak immediately 2 Immediately he turned round. _ ‘

How long does it take to bind a patient? Perhaps a minute; to unbind him
halfa minute, or perhaps a shorter time.

Then,in fact, if the operator spoke to the pupils immediately after he had removed
the stone, the patient was bound while he was explaining?  Unbound.

Unbinding ¢ He was unbound, and removed from the theatre immediately.

" Lord Tenterden. I think I collected from you that as soon as you spoke to him
to explain the difficulty, you unbound the patient? He was then being unbound.
- Mr. Wakley. He was not kept bound during any explanation ? No, not a moment.

Then the unbinding and explanation were simultaneous? (Lord Tenterden, He

- did not say there was uny explanation.) .

Mr. Wakley, e said the operator spoke. (Lord Tenterden. e said he spoke
immedia cly afterwards.)

Mr, Wakley. You state that you consider Mr. Bransby Cooper to be a very
skilful surgeon? Yes, I do.

Have you always been of that opinion } Yes, always,

You have not, at different times, expressed a different opinion? Mr. Branshy
Cooper and myself, with other surgeons, may differ on minute points of surgery,
but on all points of importance, I have no hesitation in saying I should cordially
agree 1n any opinion he gives,

Have you not stated that it was an infamous job placing Bransby Cooper over
your head in the hospital 2 No, I have no recollection of saying so.

~ Will you swear to never having said so, or havinz used words to thateffect? I
“helieve [ never could have said so; I, like all other disappointed candidates felt,
1 dare say, that I ought to have been elected, ( Laughter.})

Have you not threatened, at different times, to publish documents which would
expuse the corrupt system of election in Guy’s Hospital?  No, I never have,

You never ststed so to me? Nao, 1 never have.

On your oath, Sir, you state that ¢ Tamon my oath,and all T say is on my oath
and I state pDBllill'Elj I never have said so. E

Were Jourecently at adinner called the Kent Medical Dinner ? I often dine there,

- Lord Henterven.  Thav may be, and yet not have been there recently ? [ was
there in the course of the last two or three weeks.

Mr. Wakley. Now, Sir, did you not say to a gentleman at that dinner, who
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© Was the ccllular membrane dark or light? It was dark, :

What could give it that darkened appearance, then, if its vessels contained no
red blood? The sub-acute inflammatory stige Lo which I have alluded, parts
which before did not carry blood, but in that state do carry blood, and therefore

I.- d' - & a & - .

'I.m%u;t:ve ag] %I?e cutting gorget was introduced, and as there is noincision mwade into
the neck of the bladder by the cutting gorget, where do you suppose it wenti?
(Lord ZLenterden. 'The gentleman has not said there was no appearauce of it.)

Mr. Wukley. That was the prostate eland? (Lord Tenterden. He says I cannot

istinguish between them. e 3
dlsrdl?? ?Fﬂﬁ:ify. W hat inst;"urnnnt made those incisions which are there? Are they
both oblique ¢ They are. ; i

There are two incisions?  Yes, and made externally, are internally; the one 1s
" made upon the finger to enlarge the opening. ‘
mImrdpi"mtcrdm.E They are both oblique Eg{}ne is more transverse than the other,
my Lord. y ;

Mr. Wakley, Were all the first steps of the operation performed in the manner
directed by Mr. Key? They were, 1 believe: as you are aware, standing mn the
position in which I did, holding the staff, L could not see the first part of the opera-
tion, but I know that was the way in which they were performed.

Does Mr. Key direct two forms of incision to be made into the bladder? No, he
does not. : _

Is the rectum wounded, Mr.Callaway ¢ [ Looking at the preparation  for a short time.]
No, it 15 not. , _

Will you be kind enough to look at it again? With pleasure; it was not
wounded when I saw it put up. : .

Lord Tenterden. Was not wounded when you saw it put up? No. [Eramined
the preparation again.] No, 1 see no wound 1n it. k :

Mr. Wakley. Did you hear Mr, Bransby Cooper state he did not believe stones
were ever encysted? No, I have never heard him say so. '

Did you ever hear him say they were neve: attached to the bladder? I don’t
recollect ever having heard him sa{lany thing on that subject. ' )

You don’t recollect ever having heard him say any thing on either subject? No.
You were apprenticed to the hospital, were you not? 1 was.

To >ir Astley Cooper? To Sir Astley Cooper. :

Re-examined by Sir James Scarlett.

Do you make any distinction between attachment and adhering? Tt might be
slightly attached, and not adherent ; there are certain asperities of stone by which
they slishtl;,r athere.

Lord Tenterden. Towhat partof the bladder? To the mucous membrane of the
bladder, my Lord.

Sir James Scarlett. If I understand you right, the cutting gorget, if the wound
was already large enough to admit the forceps, the introduction of it would not
mcrease it?  No, certainly not, .
tht_ if not large enough, would make it of the proper size? Would make it of
that size.

If the wound turned out then at first to have been large enough, you would not
expectto see a new incision ?  No.

ou have been asked, from what you perceived by the concave part of the sound
touching the stone on being withdrawn from the bladder, showing that it was in
the anterior part of the bladder, you have been asked it the operator knew that,
now you could not tell what was passing in hismind¢ No.

You said he asked for the bent forceps? Yes,

Did he not use the bent forceps for the purpose of trying to go up to the anterior
part of the bladder for the stone? He did, and I pressed abuve the pubes for the
purpose of assisting him,

he bent forceps did nottouch it? No.
. But, by-the-by, seeing the bent forceps used, though you could not tell what wias
n his mind, you had formed an opinion that he supposed the stone was in the
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Do you believe that he has not lost more than the Hemﬁ: number of patients ?
I think T can say with safety that he has not lost more than the average n:m'thﬁr.
I think you say you have witnessed many cases that he has Eerl'umy?a[l o a.v?_
In what way was the operation performed by Mr. Bransby Cooper? I have al-
wa:lrs SEE0 il_ E&rrﬂrmﬂd Eiﬁiﬂeﬂd‘lngl:’r well. 5 . ﬂ <
" You have heard the evidence of Mr. Callaway as to the manner in which this
operation was performed? I have, Sir. ! : : :

1f it had fallen to your turn to perform this operation upon the patient, has it oc-
curred to you there is any thingin which you could have c anged the manner of the
operation from that which Mr. Bransby Cooper adopted? [ think from what I
have heard Mr. Callaway state, that mostlikely I should have been inclined to have
adopted the same course.

The same course? The same course, or nearly the same course. )

Have you heard any thing in the evidence which induces you to think the patient
lost his life by any fault on the part of Mr. Bransby Cooper? In what evidence—
altogether? : :

Altogether; in Mr. Callaway's evidence? In Mr, Callaway's evidence, cer-
tainly not. ) '

Injr:,rc-ur judgment, Sir, is the length of time ﬂcm:fierl any impeachment of the
skill of the operator ? Nune whatever, Sir, it depends entirely upon the difficulties
of the case. . . :

Can any body be a competent judge of the difficulties of the operation but the
operator himself? In the operation of lithotomy, no one can possibly tell the dif-
ficulties but the operator himself. ]

Do you happen to know of cases where it may be difficult to extract the stone,
although it may be touched with the instruments? I have met, Sir, with cases of
that kind myself.

You have? T have. ;

Do you know of uny cause of the difficulty in that case? In consequence of the
bladder grasping the stone ; T may observe that here is a preparation on the table
which Tliave been in the habit of exhibiting for some years past, to illustrate it, and
to inform the pupils ; and you may see that there the stone is held by the contrac-
‘tion of the bladder, and no doubt in that case it would have been exceedingly diffi-
cult to have exiracted it,

Is the bladder then a muscular substance? It is, of great power,

Lord Tenterden. ‘The stone was not extracted then in that case? The patient
died without the operation being performed.

Mr, Séarfett. 1t has then the power of contraction ? It has, Sir,

May there bea case in whicl the stone, though, properly speaking, encysted, or
‘even attached to the bladder, may be so entangled in the folds of the mucous mem-
brane, that the forceps at first ‘won't reach it? Unquestionably—a very common
cause of difficulty in the operation.

i s Ilihat as likely to take place in the case of a small stone as a large one ?
qually.

In such a case, might the forceps be employed in sounding for the stone for a
considerabletime without effect? For a great length of time. ~
_ T'apprehend they would not, in fact, touch the stone? 1 should imagine not,
In somne cases.

You were not present at this operation, I believe? I was not, Sir,

But you examined the body after death ? /1 did.

In your Judgment, Sir, from the examination post-mortem of the body, . had
the operation Leen performed scientifically or otherwise? 1 saw no evidence of its
having been performed otherwise thun scientifically.

It it had been true that any viclence whatever—I don't speak of great or unne-
cessary violence, but rather of great pentleness—I say, it any violence had been
used, probably you would have discovered the effects of it afterwards? Yes, 1
should think so, Sir. g

For example, if the foreeps had been introduced between the bladder and the
rectum? I certainly should have discovered that after death,

In that case, what would have been the state of the cellular membrane? Most
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1 had operated upon about two months before; but making no chservation upon
this case whatever : having never seen the perineum during life, not having seen
it after death, and not having seen the pa:ts until after they were removed from T.II:E
body, I could give no opinion, and could form no judgment en the depth of the
Wr:n"ﬁu;;éﬂau. In what space of time have you seen Mr, Branshy Cooper operate
for the stope; what was thelength of time? Certainly not more than the average
time ; one minute and a half, two minutes or three minutes, according to the diffi-
ties of the case. _
mis that rather below the average than above ? 1 should say, Sir, that's about the
average. 3 -
1n cases of an ordinary kind ? Yes. : ey

Did you ever tie the sublcavian artery, Sir? Did I ever tieit, Sir?

Yes 2 I have twice. 2y . ;

Is it a common and easy, or is it an uncommon and difficult operation 2 T con-
ceive, Sir, that where it is tied for aneurism—for disease, it is by far the most difficult
operation in surgery that I have ever performed : I was going to observe, Sir, that
Il:lsau_',r for disease, becanse where the parts are_ﬁpun-:l, as in the dead subject, the
operation is easy enough; there is a great difference between a sound and an
unsound limb where this artery is tied, 4

Could such an operation be performed by any escept by a su;ﬁaun of considerable
practice, experience, and skill, and a good apatomist? I cousider that it requires a
very good knowledge of anatomy, greatskill, and great presence of mind. h

Do you know u% Mr. Bransby Cooper having performed this operation ? I do,
Sir; I assisted him in duing it, that is to say, so far as holding the parts back.

Lord Tenterden. Did he do it well? I never saw an operalion better performed

in my life. ;
- Mr. Scarlett. Was it for aneurism > For aneurism. e

Do you recollect how many minutes he took to perform ivin?  (Lord Tenterden.
It does not signify so much about time—he says he never saw an operation better

erformed in%is life.) ; bt :

Mr. Scarlett. What is your judgment on Mr. Bransby Cooper's qualifications with
regard to his presence of mind and seif-possession 2 I never recollect having seen
him lose his presence of mind on any occasion. ,

Have you seen him perform a great many operations ? I have, Sir.

Of all kinds 2~ Of all kinds. e ot iiie

1 need hardly ask you, then, what your general opinion is of hisskill ? 1 consider
him, Si, tobe 4 good surgeon,

Cross-examined by Mr. Wakley. .

Did you see any report of tying the subclavian artery by Mr. Bransby Cooper in
“ The Lancet,”" Mr. I'Fe;,ri‘ 1 did, Sir.

How was Mr. Bransby Cooper spoken of in that report Sir? fLurd Tenterden.
We must have the report if you go into that.  Sir James Scarlett. My Lord, I
won't put the gentleman to the trouble ; there was before this quarrel with Lambert
a very handsome report of this gentleman’s operation in that casein “ The Lancet.”
Lord Tenterden. What's the dateof it?  Mr. Wakiey. I have not the volunie here.
Do you recollect the date, Mr. Key ?  Witness. I don’t recollect it.)

Mr. Wakiey. Do you recollect whether that report was published before or sub-
sequently to the dinner at which there was a quarrel between Mr. Bransby Couper
and Mr. Lambert ?  Certainly subscquent to the dinner two years ago,

Tt:lu have stated, Mr. Key, that the gorget is the best instrument for making an
opening imto the bladder * I have not stated that, Sir; 1 said in the way in which
1t was used by Mr. Coaper, it was as good as a knile,

Did you see Mr. Cooper use it? 1 did not.

How do you know how it was used then? (Lord Tenterden. He states it from
Mr. Callaway’s evidence.

. Mr. Wakley. Are you the author of a Treatise—you have published
lithotomy r"%"lres. : P 4 Dikidatn
Isthis it [Showing a book]? Yes.
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the dead subject with the instruments I have degcrihcd, 1::-_l_'|t until very 1&[&1}:, :.;_halri
no opportunity of trying them on the living subject; to Sir Astley Cooper’s kind-
ness | am indebted for the opportunity, who alluwed me to cperate on a boy who
had heen sent from the country into Guy's Hospital, for the purpose of submit-
fing to the uper:-ﬂiﬂn."—*wi" you EH["'H.II'lIIhilE-'-'I Explain it _';.'uu[:ieli. :

Lord Tenterden. 1t has nothing to do with this case. (Mr. Wakley. Itis part
of the system in Guy's. Lord Tenterden. No, no, the system; we have nothing
to do with system—we are here upon this case  Mr. Wakley. Well, my Lord,
it's merely a ramification. Lord Tenierden. No, no; but I must confine this case
to the case itself. Mr. Wakley. Very well, I shall not press it.)

You stated that you were not aware of the exact depth of the perineum ? Yes,

How then could you state you had operated on a perineum twice as deep? I

could.
" Lord Tenterden. How? the gentleman asks? TDecause it stands to reason, that
a man with an enlarged prostate gland, and weighing sixteen or seventeen stone,
must have a much deeper perineum than the common or little man, on whom Mr,
Branshy Cooper performed the operation ; the perineum in that case was so deep,
that I could scarcely reach the stone with the long forceps I had.

Mr. Wakley. You stated the operation of tying the subclavian artery, to be the
most ditficult operation you have performed? I do.

Was the operation of tying the subclavian artery in Mr. Branshy Cocper’s case
successful 1 No, certainly the man did not ultimately recover, but L believe he died
of the disease more than he did of the cperation.

Did not the man die of h&morrhage of the part where the vessel was tied? No,
in consequence of the suppuration ot the sac below the ligature.

Below the ligature? Below the situation of the ligature. .

Was not ihe aneurism in the axilla? where wasit? It was in the axilla.

Was the vessel tied above or below the clavicle? Above, Sir,

What circumstances rendered the operation a difficult one in that situation?
The elevation of the clavicle by the aneurismal sac.

Are there not surgeons in London, at the present time, who have performed that
operation, and who have no reputation as operative surgeons? There is no surgeon
in London who has performeed that operation as well as Mr. Bransby Cooper did
on that occasion, gilg Lik

Lord Tenferden. That is as l'al: as your experience goes. (Witness. I think I
may say so, without any qualification at all,

Mr. Wakly. Did you witness all the other operations? T witnessed one or
two by Mr. Travers, one ori twa hy Mr Green, and L have heard of one by Mr.
Brodie, and 1 have performed the operation myself, and I never in those which I
have seen or heard of, saw the uperation performed better or so well as in that case
of Mr. Bransby Cooper’s. ;

Ithas been perfurmed also by Sir William Blizzard? I thiuk not, Sir.

Yes, it has, and by Mr. Wardrop? What for?

Ancurism, of the innominata : do you consider, Mr. Key, that Mr. Bransby

oper 1s a scientilic surgeon? [ do: a man cannot be a gwd surgeon without
being scientific,

How do you define science as applied to a surgeon? (Lord Tenterden. Why do you
ask that question?)
- Mr. Walley. 1should like to know what he means by it? Ifa man has rood
reasons for what he does, I conceive he will be a scientific surgeen. %

Did you have any conversation with the plaintitf respecting this operation of
lithuto:rgy,: before the report was published 1 I never, Sir, saw: the patient, never
heard of im being about to be operated upon, and was not present at the operation.

Lord Tenterden. The question was, whether you had bad any conversation with
Mr Bransby Couper respecting this operation ?

Mr. Waukley. Yes, my Lord, before the report appeared in “ The Lancet?” T do
:E;.W‘i”“““t having had any conversation at ail wirth Mr, Bransby Cuoper on the

ject.

Are you certain you had no conversation with him on the subject Lefure the
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. How long have you known Mr. Cline? how long have you known an operation
last under his hands 2 The most tedious operation 1 ever was present at was by
Mr. Cline, senior. _ !
- What time did it last? It was stated by many students, then, that it occupied
two hours, but I believe it was an hour and 40 minutes.
Did Mr. Cline extract the stone? He did. ;
Have you known other instances of operations ]a:-atinpj; an hour? I think I have.
How long have you known Sir Astley, though he is here, we mayas well haveit
from you? He has known me from his youth. . ;
" But I ask you how long you have known an operation of his to last? I believe
above an hour.
Was that at the hospital 2 At the hospital.
- Now you are not sure that you can remember the instruments, in their order,
that were used ¢ No. .
You first remember the knife, I take for granted? No; the first thing I gave
was Mr. Key's staft.
What was the second ! The second was Mr, Key's knife. -
Whatwas the third? The third that was called for, was Sir Astley Cooper’s knife.
Now, recollect, were not the forceps used next#  Oh, the furceps.
The straight forcepsi Yes.
Then he called for Sir Astley Cooper’s knife? Yes.
- Well, after he had used that knife, did he use the forceps again? They were still
retained then.
- Well, do you remember the bent forceps being used ¢ They were handed forward,
Well then, was the sound, the staff, put into the woundi I did not see the
operation.
- Then you did not hand a fresh staff? [ handed it over.
That’s for a sound ¢ Yes.
Well, did you hand a gorget? I did.
What gorget was it? It was the cutting gorget.
Was there any but that? There was no other gorget then but that T delivered.
- Was there any other instrument there but what you knew of, that you were to
deliver; you delivered none but the cutting gorget? 1 delivered none but the
cutting gorget at thut time.

At that operation? No, I mean after Sir Astley’s knife, then T handed the
cutting gorget ?

Did you, at any time, hand the blunt gorget? The blunt gorget was handed
over because some person called for it.
Was it Mr. Branshy Cooper that called for it? T believe not.

‘Then this somebody called for it, and though it was not Mr, Bransb ¢
can you tell whether he used it or not? 1 Eﬂnﬁut tell. sby Cooper,

Cross-exzamined by Mr. Walley, |

Were you there during the whole of the operation 7 I was not,
Oh, you were not? 1 was called out for a few minutes.
Tn those cases that lasted for so long a period, were you aware of the reason of
the delay that took place? No, I cammot speak professionally.
You are not a surzeon ?  No, I am only a surgical instrument maker.
Dr. I?un?gkm affirnied.  Examined by Sir James Scarlett.
Dr. Hodgkin, I believe you are in the office of Professor of Morbid Anatomy at

Guy's Hospital 2 ; oroti
“::1{ 1:] ml;‘:.spual. L have recently had the honour conferred upon me of performing

Did it fall to you, then, to examine this body? It did.

Did you make any esamination of the parts i
) . e parts in the body before the parts were
::gﬁ::t:: ]? I do not recollect that I did; I saw that it was the bod JrF:at' a stout
1.

Did you look 1o the depth of the perineum? Id i
0 Not reco ¢
- He was a stout man ? PQuite w.p gAY

Was he that sort of subject in which the - :
might be rather so, at least fl fillaize. perineum was likely to Le deep? It
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* M. Scarlett. No, my Lord; but Mr. Key has stated some general facts, and he
was present at the post-mortem examination. Taking the evidence for gmntaﬂ;
what is your opinion regarding the skill with which this operation was conducted ?
1 have not heard any circumstance which would, in my mind, tend to impeach the
skill of the operator, \ ] i

Do you agree with Mr. Key, that the operator is the best judge of what instru-
ments to use? Decidedly so. : , 4 o

Do you agree that the length of time occupied during the operation 1s not alone
a criterion of the surgeon’s skill? Certainly.

Are you acquainted with Mr. Bransby Cooper? Iam.

What is your opinion of him as a surgeon? I consider Mr. Branshy Cooper,
whom I have had the pleasure of knowing for many years, since he entered the
profession as an apprentice, as an ingenious and an intelligent surgeon.

I}lu you, then, consider him fit for the situation he holds of surgeon at Guy’s Hos-

ital? I do.
i I would ask you if difficulties occur sometimes in the operation for stone, which
befal the must skilful operator? Undoubtedly.
3 I ;ﬂrill :;.]sk yuu whether you consider this operation to have been one of that num-
er? 1do. i
- You heard it stated yesterday, that the distance between the tuberosity of the
05 ichium and the prostate gland was two inches and a half—what is your opinion
upon that subject?! 1 should imagine it would vary, according to the size of the
trunk.

Speaking generally ?  Speaking generally, that it would be more rather than less.

What should you average it at? Three inches, perhaps.

Half an inch would make the difference, whether you reached the bladder, or
not? It would make a considerable difference in the case of the prostate.

Lord Tenterden. What part is that? The prostale gland is of a heart shape;
the base is placed most posterior, it invests the neck of the bladder,

Mr, Scariett. 1f any force had been used in the introduction of the forceps, so
as to have been injurious, would it have been obvious on the past-mortem examina-
tion?  Any considerable degree of violence, it would.

Would the cellular membrane have been lacerated 2 Probably; provided the
prostate had been I"I‘EEIE divided : I apprehend there would be some sign of any
extraordinary violence that had been used by the forceps, if there had been any,

Had you any consultation at St. Thomas’s Hospital, upon the subject of « The
Lancet " Yes, we had.
ﬁhzﬁﬁ :here a meeting upon that subject? The surgeons met together to consult

Lord Tenterden. T don't understand what is the material drift of this, but oo on,

r. Scarlet!. Were you present at any difference bet : by O
and Mr. Lambert? l‘-]‘q]:lr I ﬁ[r'a,-. not. RErAth AN AT Bralilly Sodper

Have you read the statement in ““ The Lancet?” 1T have,
E 1t such as %] pmfess_muﬁa] man would publish? Certainly not.

0 you consider it to be a true, fair, correct, and professional a tof w
tnok place? I do not; i } ; 2 ey o
. Cross-examined by Mr, Wakley.

i Wﬁs the plaintiff present on the accasion to which you refer? T do not remem-
er that he wus; it was a meeting of the surgeons of St. Thomas's Hospital,

ou say that you consider this was not a fair account of what passed at the
operation : did you witness the operation !  Nao, [ did not.

Nor the post-mortem examination ? No, I did not.

thatuﬁa?:"’;aﬁ; l::;l‘;leilrtll::n[:-:mmur any part of either ; T judge only from the evidence
. Have you perfurmed the operation repeatedly yourself?. T have.

D?l}fe you met with many difficult cases } L have,
1 in.‘:i':-'l;;l_I :?e ﬁhﬂ:ﬁ' mistruments in those cases, that were mentioned to have been
| T el a: cagp:. I'havecalled for differentinstruments ; a scaop, or dif-

Have s dccording as [ req;ure:l them,

you operated in cases where there has been no stone? I have,
12
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' Now, from that circumstance, and from your general knowledge of Mr. Bransby
Cooper, what is your opinion as to his science, reputation and skill, and fitness to
be put into the situation of surgeon for that hospital ? 1 consider him as perfectly

tent for the duties of that situation. Il _
q‘-”‘FEE hg-.re heard Mr. Callaway's account of the operation itsel{f? I have paid

strict attention to it. '

I beg to ask whether, from that account, you, as a man of science, N}'uu would
draw any inference whatever to the prejudice of the operator’s skill? one.

From the situation of the stone that has been described, would you conceive i1t
necessarily to have been an operation of difficulty? I do; Iconsider it was a case

ifficulty. 2 : "

nguplfnsigﬂ the stone whavebeen situated as the witnesses have described it to have
been, that,1s, the first witness yesterday, and Mr. Callaway to-day, in your judg-
ment, were the instruments employed such as a skilful operator might find neces-
sary to employ? Yes, e 4 LN

Does the length of time oceupied in an operation present any objection to the
operator's skill? I consider none, of itself. :
 From what you have heard of the statement made by the assistant surgeon, do
you conceive that the most skilful of operators might probably have occupied the
same time, and the result have been equally fatal ¥ Yes, I do, Sir.

Cross-cxamined by Mr. Wakley.

What ia there to render difficult the tying of the external iliac artery, Mr. Green?
Ttisan artery of great importance ; there are parts around it which it is necessary to
avoid injuring, and it is necessary, therefore, to have a considerable anatomical

- knowledge to perform the operation; it is one which requires that, not only with
respect to the artery itself, but other parts.

How high was the vessel tied ahove Poupart’s lizament? I don’t exactly recol-
lect, but to the Lest of my knowledze there was nul‘.ﬁmg unusual in the case.

What other operations have you seen him perform? I have said I do not recol-
lect any other capital operations.

You attended at the meeting at the Freemasons’ Tavern? At the meeting al-
luded to by Mr. Brodie.

ITad any of your lectures been then published? Yes.

Atthat time? Yes.

Eulwmt were they? Some lectures T gave on the eye in the course of Sir Astley
er.
. I]?Ed you contribute towards paying the expenses of Mr. Abernethy's injunction ?
ficl,

The second application ? That I don't recollect : T suppose it was, from what

Mr. Brodie has said, but I have no recollection of whether 1t was or not.

Re-examined by Sir James Scarlett.

Were your lectures published faithfully 7 No.

Were they published so as to give to you, the composer of them, credit? On the
contrary ; the opinions I delivered at St. Thomas’s Hospital were grossly perverted.

Mr. Walkley.  Was not one of them published accurately? I think the first was
tolerably accurate,

Dr. Babington sworn. Examined by Mr. Pollack.

You are now, Sir, a physician in thie city of London, I believe? Yes,

Were you formerly a surgeon?  Yes, Sir,

At what hospital ? At Guy's Hospital,

Do you know Mr. Bransby Cooper, the plaintif? Yes, Sir.

Have you liad any opportunity of knowing his skill and competency, and know-
ledge, as a surgeon? I have had constant opporturity of knowing by my attend-
ance at the establishment, and the perpetual communication [ had with the gen-
tlemen who were under edueation there ; but it did not form any part of my duty
1o attend to the operations at the hospital, and it is therefore that I don’t recollect
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prescribed—we consulted together—T don't recollect his having written any pre-
scription,

Cin you recollect any operation he performed ? T can. o

Name it? (Lord Tenterden. Consulted together as to the medicine ?) Con-
sulted tozether as to the medicine, and as to the propriety of the operations.

Mr. Wakley. Do you believe, Dr. Roget, you can form an accurate opinion of
the manner in which a report should be written, unless you saw the operation re-
specting which it was written? I think I can. 1 .

How then would you bave written this report, not having seen the operation ? I
gannot say how I should have described it. (Laughter.)

Re-examined by Sir James Scarlett,

Can you say you should bave put it into the form of a tragedy, in acts? Cer-
tainly not. 7

Nor clothed it with ludicrous jokes? I never should have dreamt of it.

Is it in the manner of a report of a man of candour and science ? Certainly not.

Mr. John Morgan swori. Eramined by Mr. Pollock,

Are you one of the surgeons of Guy’s Hospital? Tam, Sir.
Have you ever seen Mr. Bransby Cooper operate ! Very frequently. ° ,
How long have you known him as connected with that institution 7 I think
about nine years. _
During that time, have you seen much of his practice as a surgeon? Occa-
sionally [ have, in the hospital.
Have you ever seen him operate ?  Very frequently.
What is your opinion of his skill and competency as a surgeon? I have the
‘highest opinion of Mr. Bransby Cooper as an eperator and as a surgeon, generally.
“In the account given by Mr. Callaway of the operation, do you discover any in-
dication of want ot skill 2 Ido not.
Mr. Wakley. 1 shall put no questions to him.

My, John Hilton sworn, Examined by Mr. Scarlett.

Are you one of the pupils at Guy’s Hospital? I have been, Sir; T am now as-
sistant demanstrator of anatomy.

Lord Tenterden. At the hospital? Yes, my Lord.

Mr. Scarlett. Were you present at the post-mortem examination of the body of
this patient? I was, Sir,

Did you vhserve the fact, whether he had a deep perineum or not? T did, Sir,

What was the fact? While Dr. Hodgkin was preparing to =xamine the body, I
passed my finger from the external wound into the perineum.

Could you reach the bladder? I could not, Sir.

Could you reach the I}uustate? I believe I could, but I am not positive. -

Siv James Scarlett, Did you see the parts after they were separated from the
body ? I cannot say 1 examined them particularly.

Cross-examined by Mr. Waliey,

Could a stone be very peculiarly situated if it could be extracted ‘with a straight
Eﬂ;lr of forceps? I imagine, that a stone at one part of the operation mizht have

en peculiarly sitvated, have dropped from that situation, and then be very easily
extracted by the straight forceps.

Lord Tenterden. That’s only imagination? Only imagination.

Did you witness the operation? 1 did not.

Sir Astley Cooper sworn,  Examined by Sir James Scarlett,
Though I have the honour of examining you, Sir Astley, you were subpcenaed b
the defendant, Mr. Wakley, T believe 7 1g E'r.'aa, Sir. g i z
Is Mr. Bransby Cooper your nephew? He is.

You bave heard the account given of him by Mr. Harri ] .
education? 1did, Sir. O y rrison, with respect to his

-
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honour of operating on two of the first lawyers in this country, because it's very
applicable to this court. One of them was Mr. Sergeant Lens, 1 was two minutes,
I believe, in that case; and the other was the Master of the Rolls, where I was half
an hour. Well, if you ask me, as 1 am 5t,andmﬁ here, knowing that I am upon my
cath, whether the one operatiun was not as well done as the other, T would say, I
was tried in the one operation, but a child might have performed the other. The
difficulties in the one case were the same that my nephew experienced ; though
instead of the stone being locked in the upper part of the bladder, between the folds
of the bladder, it was nothing more, though a good deal has heen said of this case,
than that the bladder, when 1t eontracted afier the urine had been evacuated, had
got the stone between its folds bebind the pubes, and when my nephew passed the
forceps into the bladder, he passed them beyond the stone.  From the delay, the
man became greatly exhausted, and then the contractions of the bladder relaxed,
the stone dropped from iws hold, and then my nephew laid hold of it: but in the
case of the Master of the Roils, the stone was lodzed below, in & well behind the
prostate; as soun as it was seized, it broke into fragments, and the forceps were
under the necessity of heing dipped into this well to receive those fragments, and
this took up a considerable time, but that was the whole. Therefore, with respect
1o time, it 15 not to be considered a criterion of skill in the operation.

. Has it happened to you to be sometimes an hour? It has happened to me to be
an hour ; aﬁrﬁhs eurious circumstance is, that it was an extremely small stone :
and it is right that it should be known here that the small stone produces difliculty ;
it is locked between the folds of the bladder ; buta large stone—only put the forceps
in, you strike it, and therefore you readily seize it. :

I am'sure T don’t mean to put your judzment in competition with the young

entlemen’s who have been six months at Guy’s, or even the celebrated Mr,

mbert's, but from what you have heard yesterday, do you conceive them to be
eompetent judges? No man can be a judge of the operation fur stone, who has
not performed it, andd no 1nan can be a competent judge of the difficulties of the
individual case who has not performed it.

Allow me then to ask this question, with all your experience and science,—if you
had witnessed an operation inany school which had lasted an hour, and where you
had seen the various ‘events take place, that the witnesses have described on both
sides to have taken place here, should you have ventured to have formed a Judgment
upon it, without speaking to the operator, and without knowinz is explanation of
the circumstance ? I should have thought myself in the first jTTﬂC‘E very ankind, in
the second place very uriwise ; unkind, because I should not wish to injure the cha-
racter of another, and unwise, because'it was absolutely impuossible T could form a
Jjudgment 'in the case of another, WERE R Rt o

. . Cross-examined by Mr. Walkley.

- You state, Sir Astley, that you should not form an opinion, unless you were the
© operator in‘any case ;' but I beg to ask you, whether in your lectures you have not

Ewen an opinion on a great mlmlnjr of cases, such as we are now describing? I

on’t think I 'have given any deseription,in my lectures, of any operation exactly
similar to this. ; ' .

_ But you have given descriptions of Bungling operations?  Oh, I have always
thought that a duty: I know that our profession 1s nut a bed of roses; that, do the
best we can, we very often failin ourbest endeavours,and I have wished to point out
to the pupils what they must expect to meet with: I have always considered it my
duty not to coneeal what they should expectto meet with, in adverse cases as well as
In others, otherwise I should not have considered myself candid.

_ Have you stated in your lectires, that a man to become a greal surzeon, must
}"‘Eﬁ a great general, wade up to'his neék in blood @  Idon’'t know—1 mav hﬂ-,-.;
said so, [ am sometimes fond of vsing strong expressions : 1 like to be understuod

And youthink your nephew will rise to areat eminence if we give him time an.d
do not crush him Anthe outset # 1 think he is'already a very good surgenn, fn:t 1
do not believe he is a pertectly good surgeon; a complete surgeon cannot be made
at once; therefore I think it one of the greatest evils'to sucigly, that in early life
4 person should be crushied by the press in consequence of one misfortune  but
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the bladder as if it had not the power of contraction at all: if you had passed your
finger intothe bladder of adead subject, and if you had ever put your finger into the
bladder of a living subject, supposing you would know the state of the one from
the condition of the other, you would know no more of what was guingon in that,
than you could know of what was going on at this moment in the moun.

Well. if I had'not known what was going on, on getting my finger into it, how
should you know what tuok place in the case we are al ading to, while you are
standing there?  But you could not have got your finger into the bladder.

 You said so?  No, I said no such thing. _
1 beg your pardun, you did, and I have no other question to ask.

Re-examined by Sir James Scarlet!.

You say he had been in the army before be came there—he had been surgeon,
‘had heen assistant surgeon in the army, he had been demonstrator on anatomy ?
Yes.

And to your satisfuction? - O yes, and that was one reason which I had for being
pleased that he shuuld be appointed at Guy’s, for 1 found the pupils had been all ex-
tremely pleased with him as a demonstrator, and gratified that a man should be ap-
pointed, who had the power and the manner of communicating information to them,
so easily, and so clearly as he had.

Mpr. William Dalrymple sworn.  Eramined by Mr. Pollock.

Are you the surgeon at the hospital at Norwich 2 L am senior surgeon.

How long have you been so? 1 have heen assistant surgeon and senior surgeon
there, rather more, I think, than sixteen years. ;

Now, have you much practice in lithotomy in that hospital? We have had,
from the first institution of the house down to the present day, a large experience in
that operation, which was established in 17713 and we have a cabinet which con-
tains specimens, the %rndunl:a of 659 operations for the stune, ,

Was Mr. Bransby Cooper 2 pupil there? I remember him coming to Norwich :
I remember perfectiy well his being a pupil at the Norwich HDE]}iL'E.T previously to

my connexion with the house.
-~ 'Was Mr. Bransby Cooper attentive to his studies there? I was not at that
time connected with the house ; I was a visitor; I had the entrée to the house by
permission of the men at that time there: 1 thm:i;ht Mr. Bransby Cooper a re-
markably clear, intelligent, quick boy, and I wished very much he bad been my

upil.

Flbw, Sir, have you yourself frequently performed the operation? I have per-
formed it very nearly fourscore times; seventy-six times; I have seen not fewer
—1I have been personally present at not fewer than very nearly three hundred litho-
tomy cases.

Did you attend to the statement of Mr, Callaway of the operation in question?
Most closely.

Did vou find, in that account, any indication of want of skill or attention on the
part of Mr. Bransby Cooper? Quite the contrary. \

Nuw, Sir, supposing the stone was a flat stone, situated in the anterior of the
bladder, above the pubes, does that circumstance satisfactorily explain to you all
the difficulties, or do you require more information from all the other circum-
stances? Tt perfectly explains the whole case to me, and it has occurred to me, the
same difficulty—essentially the same in nature, though different in degree, has a5
sailed me in five or six of my operations, and has made the operations double,
treble the time, perhaps, than they otherwise would have been, though I am not
ambitious of being a quick operator.

_On such occasions, have you found it necessary to resort to various instruments
Sir # I never began an operation, either in an hospital, or in private practice, Wilhqu
Laving a larger assortment of instruments than were named in this court. [ never
go unprepared with fewer than four different pairs of furceps.

_Well, Sir, if occasion required, would you have hesitated to introduce the whole?
Sir, 1 have been tried to the utmost in that way. I bave been so unfortunate as to
perform an operation in a case in which the stone was so large as to make it impos-
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i vt + © Middlesex to wit—Joln Clapham, of 21, Oxendon-sireet, Hay-
:f:rf.;ﬁﬁ:ﬁt:ﬁ student, maketh oath, and saith that. to the best of !.-:Is knowledge and
Lelicf, he is twenty-one years of age.” It is signed “John C!'n_n#rrma. and f:p,umrs to
huve been sworn at the Public Office, Hatton-garden, on the 21st of April, 1828.]

Sir Jumes Scarlett. Now, is he described in your book as -::'F the country ! He is
described as an apprentice to William Clapham, of Ely, in Cambridgeshire.

Is there any description of him as living or heing at Thorney ! I will refer to
another book, On the 241h of April, in a book which candidates are obliged to
sign, containing a declaration that the papers they have produced are correct, here
is a person of the name of John Clapham, Thorney, as theplace of his then resi-
den;?fumr. Did vou know James Lambert that recommended him? I didnot.

Did you make any incE.lir_',r as to him? I only knew there was such a person In
existence as James Lambert.

Cross-examined by Mr. Wakley.

Read the certificate of Mr. Lambert? I have it not; the student, perhaps, may
have it, or Mr. Lambert may have it, for any thing [ know: it’s only a note of 1t
that I have. ] :

But, did it show that be knew that Mr. Clapham was applying to you? Seeing
so many, I cannot recollect; but itis stated that he was a person of moral character.

Did it appear that he knew he was applying to you? Noj; I don't recollect that
it did: all that is my duty tosee is, that it was a certificate of his moral character.

Not of his age? I amnot aware that Mr. Lambert said any thing about age.

Sir Jumes Scarlett, That’s my case, my Lord.

- THE REPLY.

After the evidence was concluded, Mr, Wakley rose to reply, and spoke as
follows :—

May it please your Lordship— Gentlemen of the Jury—At the commenece-~
ment of this cause yesterday morning, you heard it insinuated by the learned
geutleman, to whom I am opposed, that my case, in all probability, would break
down from some plea not being substantiated, and that there would be a diffi-
culty, probably, in the way of the 'learned gentleman's bringing forward his
witnesses to prove the bigh and exalted character, and the extraordinary
skill of this Mr, Bransby Cooper! At that fime I took the opportunity of inti-
mating to the learned gentleman, that he need be under no apprehension on that
liead, because 1 felt fully assured I 5hould be enabled perfeetly to complete the
case with which I had set out, and to answer every charge in the plaintifi’s de-
claration. But, Gentlemen, from the course which the learned gentleman
has pursued to-day, I fear that I shall be under the necessity of occupying a
much greater portion of your time, though it is now so late, than will be plea-

_sant to me, or will be agreeable to you. It seems that this attack, which was
first made on Bransby 'Cooper, is now made an attack upon myself; and
really, frum the descriptions given by the learned gentleman, you must look
on my work as the most infamous in existence, and view me as too detestable
to be tolerated in any society, T'was charged as a robber; T was denounced
as a literary pirate: in fact, there was scarcely any epithet which the learned
gentleman could use that he did not employ to scandalize my character,
Gentlemen, it was stated to you, again and again, that T had entered the
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Six lectures, I believe, of Mr. Green's, on diseases of the eye, were published from
the theatre of St, Thomas's Hospital, but they were delivered there as part of Sir
Astley Cooper's course : and I believe he is correct in stating that five of those
lectures were very inaccurate, but the other was perfectly correct : the inaccu-
racy,this singleinaccuracy, arose from accidental cireumstances, with which I will
not trouble you. But the lectures taken at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital were so
accurately published, that Mr, Abernethy made an affidavit which was presented
to the Court of Chancery, in which he swore that they were taken word for word,
and syllable for syllable, as he had delivered them, Now, what is St. Bartho-
lomew’s Hospital?  Is it not public property ?  Have the public no right to it ?
The surgeons have no right to close the doors against the public, and to allow of
nothing but * hole and corner” proceedings. This was a practice I intended
to resist; it is a practice I have resisted with a success as beneficial, I believe,
to the profession, as it has been to the public. Now with respect to the other
Jectures, those of Dr. Armstrong, Mr. Lawrenee, Dr. Blundell, Mr.
Aleock, Mr. Brande, Dr. Clutterbuck;, Dr. Spurzheim, Dr. Haslam,
and others; they were all published WwiTH THE CONSENT OF THE
tecTurers: this I stated in the first number of the present volume, with
a view that the public might know exactly how the thing stood ;—with your
permission; 1 shall read that part of the number; it is exceedingly short.
[Sir James Scarlett—If you read that, I shall have a right to reply.] Mr.
Wakley—Then 1 shall desist, certainly. Sir James Scarlett has been en=
tirely deceived on this subject. There must have been some gross misrepre-
sentation made to him. You have had no evidence tendered to you that the
lectures had been stolen, and yet'at the very outset of the learned gentleman’s
speech, it was stated to you that nothing would give me greater satisfaction
than that I should be able to destroy the authors of the lectures; but, gentle-
men, nothing would lessen the character of an author so much, or be so calcu-
lated to injure a work, as unfounded aspersions, or to publish statements that
are incorrect. Having said so much on the false allegations relative to lectures,
I shall now come to the immediate subject before you; and certainly it ap-
pears to me the proceedings of this day are the most peculiar that ever took
place in a court of justice; In fact, they are so extraordinary that I cannaot,
I cannot by poessibility, find words to express the astonishment I feel, after the
boasting and vaunting of yesterday morning, and after the boasting and vaunt-
ing of this morning. ~ Why, Gentlemen, it was stated that this report is a
fabrication from beginning to end—that it originated in nothing but malice—
that it had its foundation in a private quarrel between Mr. Lambert and Mr,
Bransby Cooper—and, in fact, that the operation, as reported in Tk Laxcer,
was a supposed, merely a supposed operation. What are the facts? From
one of the plaintiff’s own witnesses you have heard that there were present
nearly two hundred individuals,—I believe there were more. How many
gentlemen have come forward—how many of the spectators of that operation—
how many have come forward to speak to the inaccuracy of the report—how
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plied to the description of beings to whom it is applied, and I have no doubt
that it will be retained by them as honourable in after-ages. If we have Wiigs
in the political state, why should we not have Bats in the surgical? I am sure
that hospital surgeons are just as much, or more, like Bats, than Sir
James Scarlett is like sour milk—(much lauglter)—and yet that is the
meaning of Whig. The conduct of hospital surgeons warrants the application
of the name, Bats belong to the class mammalia ; they move in the dark,
they suckle their young, they live in the creaks and crevices of old walls, hos-
pitals, and dungeons, they thrive and fatten on the destruction of their prey,
and I fear it is too frequently the case, that hospital surgeons thrive and
fatten in mnearly a similar manner on the miseries of their fellow-creatures.
Gen_t]emﬂh, when I opened my case yesterday morning, I told you, I had every
reason to believe, before I published the report which you have heard read, and
which is incorporated in the declaration, that it was true; youheard me state
therefore, that I had then every reason to believe it was true; I now believe it is
true, and I think, Gentlemen, you have every reason also to believe that it is
true. ‘T'he witnesses I have placed in the box, who were the spectators of that
horrid scene, have given evidence which remains untouched, wholly uncon-
tradicted. I do not know of .a single fact, represented in the report, that has
been refuted. I do not know of a single statement, made in the report, that
hasbeen proved to be false. The evidence of Mr. Bolton, of Mr. Partridge, of Mr.
Thomas, of Mr. Pearl, of Mr. Gilbert, and of Mr. Lambert, remains uncontra-
dicted. Mr, Clapham’s evidence I do not name, in consequence of the circum-
stance which has just trapspired, Of Mr, Clapham I had no knowledge till yester-
day ; I never saw him till yesterday, I never spoke to lim till then ; and though
such attacks have been made on the characters of my witnesses, though so much
has been said of what took place out of court respecting lectures that have been
given, yet, out of nine witnesses whom I have placed in the box, I never saw five
of them, nor ever spoke to them, till yesterday. If there be discrepancies in their
evidence, with regard to the manner in which the instruments were used » Who can
besurprised at that circumstance, when you have heard from the mouth of every
witness the confusion of the operator while operating }  How is it possible that
the witnesses could remember what was passing, when it has been proved to
You that the eperator himself did not know what he was douing? Mr. Bolton,
Itlllr. Partridge, Mr, Lamhert, Mr. Pearl, and Mr. Gilbert, spoke positively to
his confused state of mind. M. Callaway, indeed, has opposed them, and has
stated that the operator was not so much confused! When, however, Mr.
Callaway was asked if the operator had used force, his expression, [ believe,
was,—*“ [ think not much,” or, **I think not more than was necessary.” But
wlfat part of the repart did Mr. Callaway prove to be incorrect } Taking his
evidence as having weight, even as against the evidence of five, or, at least,
of foi r disinterested spectators, leaving Mr, Lambert out of the question, who
was the writer of the report, and who would be glad, of course, to see that
what he had stated would be supported by others—is there a single fact in the
K







131

he meant by the whole house I don’t know ; whether he meant the hri-.::i:s: and
mortar of which the building is composed, whether he meant the nurses in it, or
whether he meant some other materials equally brainless, it is impossible for
me to say; but it is a very curious fact, that when the appointment of Mr.
Bransby Cooper took place, Sir Astley Cooper was appointed consulting sur-
geon, and Mr. Callaway assistant surgeon at the very same time. John Hunter
" used to say, that bad surgeons were like bad carpenters—they made work one
for another, and that good surgeons, in fact, would starve if it were not for un-
skilful ones. (Laughter.) It seems that John Hunter’s axiom found its way
into Guy's Hospital, for presuming on what the operations of Bransby Cooper
would be, it was thought necessary to elect a consulting surgeon and an as-
sistant surgeon at the same time, to accomplish the additional work. (Con=
tinued langhter.) Ireally can give no other explanation of the three appoint-
ments on the same day ; because the surgeons were young men, the contempo-
raries of Mr. Bransby Cooper were young men, and when there were two old
men, and one young man, there was neither assistant surgeon, nor consulting
surgeon. Therefore, taking all the circumstances into consideration, viewing it
simply as a matter between Bransby Cooper and the Governors of Guy’s Hos-
pital, and notas a matter between the public and Guy’s Hospital, you must
perceive, you must believe, and you can come tono other conclusion, than that it
was entirely owing to the relationship in which Mr. Bransby Cooper stood to
Sir Astley Cooper, that he was elected to the office of surgeon. In the absence
of all testimonials, would he ever have been in that office had he not bheen re-
lated to Sir Astley Cooper ? It is a question which I wish youall to ask your-
selves ; and, having once asked yourselves that question, I am certain that I
shall be perfectly well satisfied with the answer you will give. Something has
been said relative to advertisements. Oh, it could net satisfy me, or please
me, unless advertisements were inserted—unless adverticements were sent to
*The Lancet,” or some other newspaper or journal. Gentlemen, it is consi-
dered, and I have always heard it said, that you have a greater chance of
getting men of talent from a large number of individuals than from a small
number ; and [ think that the offices in Guy's Hospital would be much better
filled if the profession generally knew when those offices became vacant, that
men of talent, ability, and industry, might have an opportunity of coming forward
to offer themselves as candidates to fill those offices; men of experience and
men of learning—men who had mot to learn their profession, and to learn it
upon the misfortunes of their fellow-beings, but men who had aequired a know-
ledge of it by a regular course of study, and who would go there in all the
plenitude of information and vigorous intellectual powers. We all know that
when individuals are stimulated by the prospect of office, they become more in-
dustrious, more anxious to qualify themselves for the discharge of the duties of
their profession, in the hope of attaining the highest situations, the greatest
quantity of emolument, and the largest share of honour; but how can such
things oceur with respeet to Guy’s Hasp::al, if such a course of proceeding is
K
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Cooper, at the same time considers, and all the other hospital surgeons consider,
for it is an interested question with them all,—they all consider Mr. Bransby
Cooper to be a skilful man, yet while performing the operation, while he ha:d his
finger at the prostate gland, while he had his forceps in the bladder, wlu.le.ha
had his sound in the bladder,---this skilful operator was incapable of describing
why he could not extract the stone, and he made that statement in the presence
of his miserable patient! Do you believe, Gentlemen, that an operator could
Lave been in a state of self-possession who declared, in the presence and in the
hearing of him into whose body he was plunging his instruments, that he could
not describe the cause of difficulty—that he could not ascertain the cause of
difficulty : the patient himself, at the same time, imploring to be loosened ?
Yet, in opposition to the patient's cries; in opposition to his repeated entreaties
to be unbound—still the operator kept him upon the table, and pertinaciously
persisted in his attempt to extract the stone, although, from his own statement,
he had no probable chance of extracting it, evenin a week or a month—not
knowing where the difficulty existed, not knowing what part, if any, was mal-
formed ; he could not feel it with the forceps, althoughhe could feel it with the
sound through the urethra, and even when introduced through the wound in
the perineum. - This, Gentlemen, brings me, for a moment, to speak of what,
and you have heard much of it to-day, of what my conduct must have been to
have published a report of this description, when I entertained no enmity
towards the operator, and no attempt whatever has been made to show that I
do entertain the slightest enmity towards Mr. Bransby Cooper. God knows
that I do not, for I believe a more deserving, a more worthy man in social life
does not exist than Bransby Cooper; but I am not here dealing with him in
that character, I am treating him as a public functionary: it is in that
character I attack him, and I doattack him as an incompetent surgeon of Guy's
Hospital. Well, we have heard much of the reputation—of the reputa-
tion of Mr. Bransby Cooper, but I think the learned counsel must have for-
gotten the satire of lago,  reputation is oft got without merit;” there are some
additional words, to be sure,—* and lost without deserving "—but in this case
there was none to lose. (Laughter) Gentlemen, I know not that he had ever
acquired reputation as a surgeon. I never heard of it ; and it has been my pain-
ful duty in * The Lancet,” again and again to complain of Mr. B. Cooper as a
surgeon of Guy's Hospital, although on one occasion it was stated, at least the
fact was stated, that he bad performed the operation of tying the subelavian
artery in a masterly manner, and it gave me the greatest possible pleasure to
communicate that fact to the public. While too, so much has been said about
the reputation of Mr. Bransby Cooper, let me ask you what you have heard
respecting the miseries of the individual on whom the eperation was per-
formed ?  Not one word has escaped the lips of the counsel on. that subject,
not one word from the mouth of either of his witnesses. No, Gentlemen, they
are, for the greater part, hospital surgeons themselves ; and they know, too
well, what the practices in our hospitals are, and the sufferings the wretched
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the other side, who is connected with the hospital, was the apprentice of Sir
Astley Cooper, is the assistant surgeon of the institution, and looks higher.
Geutlemen, Mr, Callaway looks to the office of surgeon. I merely heard that
Mr. Partridge was an honourable man, and that he was present at the opera-
tion, and I put him into the witness-box that you might know the truth of the
case, without asking him a single question; not one question, before he went
into the box, did I put to him. There is another witness whom I shall speak
of here—DMr. Lee, the potato-merchant. (Laughter.) 1 heard he was present
at the operation, an honest man, and that he was a friend to Mr. Bransby
Cooper, under the highest obligations to the Gooper family, aod that he had
a son walking gratuitously in Guy's Hospital at the present moment ; without
asking him a single question, I put him into the box, as I was most anxious
you should hear all the evidence that could be adduced, and adduced too, from
unsuspected and untainted quarters. Gentlemen, that I should have met at
different places with a view to persuade witnesses either one way or the ather—
I reject the insinuation with disdain. No such thing has been done by me. I
have acted openly from the commencement; I have not acted covertly in any
one respect regarding this case, and if a justification of my conduet be wanting,
look—aonly look to the absence of all the spectators of the operation on behalf
of the plaintiff, save the assistant surgeon of Guy’s Hospital! Why, Gentle-
men, if you are so blind, so deceived, and so duped, as to imagine that
this operation was performed in a skilful manuer, when only one out of two
hundred spectators comes forward to attest that the report is untrue, I know not
how to characterize your blindness, nor the obliquity of your judgment. Gen-
tlemen, when I published this report, I published it advisedly ; I thought before
I did it, and I deliberated while it was printing. I was certain, and [ told the
reporter so, that if published, Mr. Bransby Cooper must either leave Guy's
Hospital at once, or institute an action against me, Gentlemen, in either case
I was satisfied that the public would be gainers. From the publicity which the
proceedings of yesterday and those of this day will receive, persons who sub-
seribe to our eleemosynary institutions, will have an opportunity of knowing
the manner in which the funds they give for the benefit of their distressed
fellow-creatures are applied, and to what purposes they are appropriated. I
know that all must be gainers by it. I have never feared to publish the truth.
I was satisfied that if Mr. Bransby Cooper eould prove that the report was false,
that he would benefit by the publication. I knew that I could not be injured, be-
cause | was satisfied that what I was doing was correct, and I do not believe
that any man, ultimately, ever experiences an injury from doing that which he
conceives to be right. | If 1 had not believed the report to be true, nothing on
earth conld haye induced me to publish it; no consideration in the world
could have induced me to publish a statement that might be injurious to Mr,
‘Branshy Cooper, or to any other man, unless I had the most substantial reasons
for believing that that which I was communicating to the public was founded
in truth, Gentlemen, the evidence now before you shows that I was justified
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ot for the consequences.. I would rather die in a dungeon than wilfully
injure any man; but I would rather expire in a ditch than 1 w?uld refuse to
publish the truth. I have published the truth, and I shall publish the truth,
come when it may., Mr. Bransby Cooper says he could not describe the situ-
ation of the stone when the bladder was contracted. Gentlemen, the bladder
has but one fixed point—it is fixed by an unyielding ligament to the pubes,
and this is the position of the pubes when the operation is performed. [ M.
W. showed the position with the pelvis of a skeleton on the table before him.]
You have hieard a good deal, in the progress of the cause, of the tuberosity of the
ischium; these are the parts, and when the operation is performed, an incision
is made from below the scrotum to between the anus and tuberosity of the
ischium on the left side. 'Why, you have been told that this stone was shelved
above the pubes, and behind the pubes; but, Gentlemen, this is the position of
the patient, [adapting the position of the pelvis,] and a stone in a contracted
bladder cannot be lodged above the pubes, because the pubes happen to be
ahove the bladder, and the stone is lodged below; a tendon proceeds from
this part of the pubes, and no force, not all the force, or all the strength of
the body, could drive a stone beyond this part. Had there been a shelf
liere, had there been a crooked passage, had there been a cavity, or any
fﬂam for the deposition of the stone, do you suppose that shelf would
not have been produced 7 Had there been anything particular in the form-
ation of the pubes, would they not have cut out the man’s bone as well as
his bladder ? No, Gentlemen, the bone is not produced, but the bladder is
produced, and produced in a bottle of dirty spirits. 1 tried last evening to
see that bladder, but. I could not. I had no opportunity of seeing it. I
~never saw it till this morning, and even then 1 did not see it properly.
They did not like 'to expose that bladder—why not? Because to surgeons
there is in it indisputable proof that Bransby Cooper did not perform the
operation as he ought. Mr. Callaway knew it—DMr. Key knew it. Mr,
Key admitted that if a gorget had been introduced, as stated, in a horizontal
position, it must have intersected the first incision. You heard all the wit«
nesses yesterday state, that after an attempt was made to introduce the
forceps, the knife and gorget were introduced after the forceps were used, and
yet, I am ashamed, I really am ashamed, I have not language to express my
shame relative to these gentlemen, these hospital surgeons, who have come for-
ward to state thatthis operation was performed in a stientific manner ! Itisimpos-
sible, it is utterly impossible, that I, or that any other. man who knows how the
operation should be performed—it is impossible that I, or any other man who
knows how the operation should be performed, can express what we must feel
relative to these surgeons! But they are interested parties; they have come
here in a gang to swear down those disinterested spectators whom I have
brought forward ; they have come lere to swear down, and outweigh, by the
influence of their names, and not by their talents—because talents are not
always accompanied with great names, neither are gieat names always ac-
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of April. [Lord Tenterden vead the alleged libel from Number 239 of « The
Lancet,” down to *“ a small quantity of fluid fqﬂm-a:ed the withdrawal of
the knife.’] Now, I think it's impossible to read this w:.thuu!: seeing, and m_mh
appears to be the opinion of one of the witnesses, Mr. Par_tndge,.nn behalf of
the defendant, that this was intended to couvey to the minds of the readers
that the point of the knife was not fixed in the staff, and that it was carried
onwards somewhere, but not into the bladder. Mr. Partridge says he sup-
poses it must have passed into the bladder. [His Lordship resumed reading
the alleged libel, and continued it down to—'* O, let it go! pray, let it keep
in! was the constant cry of the poor man.”] A great deal has been said to you
by the defendant in his reply, as to the sufferings of this unfortunate man,
and that he ought to have been released when he requested to be so. I believe
it very frequently happens that when a patient has to undergo any protracted
operation, accompanied with very great pain, unless he 1ha.pp+;:ns to _hﬂ a person
of very great nerve indeed, he will beg to be released from the pain he is un-
dergoing, but it is the duty of the operator not to yield to that so long as he has
any hope—any reasonable hope that by continuing the operation he can
produce the effect which will be the best for the patient, The operator ought
not, for the expression that may be produced in the moment of agony, which
occasions the ery, cease the operation; so long as he entertains that reasonable
hope. [His Lordship concluded the Report by reading down to the end of it.]
It is said, indeed they all say, the operator gave no explanation at all. Mr.
Callaway says, “the patient was immediately unbound, and put to bed.”
Well, Gentlemen, it’s impossible to read this, without feeling as some of the
witnesses expressed, and as one of them called for the defendant, namely,
Mr. Alexander Lee, said, that this report is certainly drawn up in a very un-
professional way. To represent this in different acts, like a tragedy, is what
no person who wrote with a just sense of feeling and propriety, and with a just
‘sense of what was due to the person against whom these animadversions were
directed, would do. The next is in the following number of the work. [His
Lordship vead from, * Our report of the operation of lithotomy at Guy'sHos-
pital,” down to, ** and alse in © The Morning Herald.' "] Then it goes on to
speak of some of the young gentlemen having published semething in contra-
diction to that. * Of Mr. Bransby Cooper’s amenity of manners, and kindness
of disposition, we entertain no doubt; and the letter in question may be re-
garded as a testimonial of the estimation in which a good-natured lecturer is
held by the young gentlemen who attend his class. But the questiun is not,
whether Mr. Bransby Cooper is popular among his pupils, but whether he per-
formed the late operation with that degree of skill, which the public have a right
to expect from a surgeon of Guy's Hospital; whether, in short, the case pre-
sented such difficulties as no degree of skill could have surmounted in less time,
or with less disastrous consequences; or whether the unfortunate patient lost
his life, nat because his case was really one of extraordinary difficulty, but be-
cause it was the turn of a surgeon to aperate, who is indebted for his elevation
to the influence of a corrupt system, and who, whatever may be his private
virtues, would never have been placed in a situation of such deep responsibility
as that which he now occupies, had he not been the nephew of Sir A, Cooper.”
The tiefendapt here states, that this is the question between Mr. Bransby Cooper
and the public, and that appears to me also to be the question, and the material
qqeatmn, in the cause :—whether the operation was performed in a VEry unscien-
tiic, and in a very improper way, and in such a manner as to show that Mr
Bransby Cooper is unfit to fill the situation he holds? That seems to be the
real question, and the question on which you must give your verdict. Then he
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that cause have incurred, and that it was, and is doubtful, and questionable,
whether or not the death of the said patient was caused by such unskiltulness
as aforesaid,and whether, if dueand proper skill had been U&Ed”lﬂ the said UPET}E:-
tion, the life of the said patient would not have been saved. Theiefnén, the
question is, was this operation, or was it not, performed by Mr. Bransby Cooper,
in a ekilful and proper maoner 7 The defendant is to prove that it was not per-
formed in a skilful and proper manner; and, nnhﬂt'lfsmndmg the _tnrm and
manner in which the first publication is couched‘aud written, upon wluch_l bave
ﬂmad}r made some observations, :}ml although it appears now in the evidence
before you, that that first publication was tendered to the defendanf.‘ by aperson
who had received, according to his own account, some reason for dlsaa.usi‘acuon
with the plaintiff, I shall not earry it further. He w1{l not say he did not
declare he would watch for an opportunity to have his revenge upon him.,
Though it has proceeded from such a person, flnd jn such a form, yet
if the defendant has made it appear to your satlsfact!qu, that the operation
was performed in an unskilful and improper manner, I think you ought to ﬁ_nd
your verdict for him ; if not, then you ought to find your verdict for the plain-
tiff. Now, Gentlemen, the course of this cause called upon the dcfenn!ant to
begin to make out his case, that the operation was unskilfully and impro-
perly performed. Now, the operation is agreed_nu all hamls_, to be one of
the most difficult nature. Mr. Lee said, that in all countries, even now,
surgeons were hardly agreed upon the operation; that it is a difﬁﬁ}:lt_ opera-
tion, and, according to some of the witnesses called for the plaintiff, one
of them of the first eminence, whether they are, or may now be hospital sur-
geons or not, certainly they all agree that the length of time furnishes no cri-
terion whatever as to the skill, or want of skill, of the operator. That there may
‘be many circumstances which the operator cannot foresee and canuot explain,
and which may cause great delay. If the dexterity of the operator is to be
considered as an important circumstance of itself, it is in evidence that Mr.
Bransby Cooper performed this operation, on one occasion, in less than two
minutes. They all agree in saying, it is a very difficult operation; they all
agree that circumstances may arise, which it is impossible for them to foresee.
Mr. Partridge, one of the witnesses called on behalf of the defendant, has said
this: * The impression on my mind is, that the stone was lodged above the
pubes. I cannot say it was, but the impression on my mind is, that it was,
It was at last extracted by the use of the curved forceps.” In that he must be
mistaken, for they all agree that they were the straight forceps. [fis Lord-
ship read over a part of the testimony of this witness.] Mr. Callaway’s tes-
timony as to the situation of the stone, is very much to the same effect. Mr,
Partridge apprehended it was above the pubes, and so Mr. Callaway has said
it was, though the defendant says, that that cannot be. Mr. Callaway says, in
the course of his examination, * Nohody can sy how it was, but it does some-
times happen, and may have happened in the present case, that when the
bladder isnearly emptied of urine, the coats of the bladder will contract, and by
their contraction will, for a certain length of time, hold the stone in a particular
situation, so that, though you may be able to touch it with the forceps, you shall
. not be able to lay hold of it and withdraw it, till after the patient shall have

been so far exhausted as that the contractions of the bladder shall have,
in some degree, ceased, leaving the stone, in some degree, more accessible
than it was.” Now, the witnesses who have been called by, and on behalf of
the defendant, is, in the first place, Mr. Partridge, a gentleman practising at
Colchester, and, pethaps, with some success, and who is a man certainly with
some degree of intelligence; but in his evidence he negatives the statement,
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getting out the stone, and, perhaps, of either moving it, or getting it into the
scoop, or drawing it into a proper situation for the forceps. It appearsin this
case, the stone was not a large one ; but some of the witnesses say, the ]_“’E“
the stone is, the easier it is to-get hold of it, though, perhaps, not the easier to
draw it out, [His Lordship read a further part of the testimony.] Now, th_ﬂ
witnesses on behalf of the plaintiff say, that when the gorget is introduced, it
is an instrument so peculiarly made, that when an opening is first made with a
knife of a certain definite size, the gorget cannot possibly enlarge it, therefore,
though the gorzet might have been used, yet, if the koife had made a sufficient
aperture, an aperture corresponding with the size of the gorget, though it had
been introduced, it would make no alteration. According to this witness's
own account, when he saw this operation, he was a very young and very inex-
perienced man. He says, [ am not competent to state, whether the forceps
passed into the bladder, or between the bladder and the rectum, and that’s in
speaking of Lambert's having his hand in that part after it was separated from
the body. I shall just mention, very shortly, what the medical men, who took
those parts out of the body, say on that.

Then the next witnessis Mr. James Lambert. Now, he is the author of the
report; he must, therefore, come into this court with a strong desire to
establish the report, more especially as he tells you he pledged his word and
honour to the defendant that it was time, Some reliance was placed on this.
Mr. Lambert says it was true ; but if the defendant has even, unawares, lent
himself to give publication to that which is untrue, relying on the author of
that which might be furnished from a very improper motive ;—if the defendant
has given circulation to that, he must answer in his own person for the errors
into which he has been led by others. The only use I make of Mr. Lambert’s
evidence is, that part in which he speaks of the parts after death, and in which
he says he did not thrust his fingers with any degree of force into them, but
from the appearance, he conceived some instrument had passed between the
bladder and rectum.

The next witness is Mr. Alexander Lee, who is a person advaneced in life,
His education does not appear to have been the most regular, but yet he may
be a person of considerable skill. He thinks the bladder contracted when the
urine escaped. [His Lordship read a part of his evidence. ]

The next witness is Mr. Thomas Bolton, who says the report is generally cor-
rect. [His Lordship read part of his evidence.]

The next witness was Mr. Harrison, who is called to prove that the eleetion
of Mr. Bransby Cooper was a job, and his situation procured under the influ-
ence of Sir Astley Cooper, and who says there is no pretension for saying so.
I'hat being the evidence of the defendant, it becowes my duty to go to the
evidence of the pll:l;l!ltlﬂ', but it will not be necessary for me to go so fully into
it as I have dune: into the defendant’s, because being given this day, perhaps it
will be fresher in your minds. Now, Mr. Callaway is the first witness, and
the person who held the staff. Now, great complaint is made, because the
plaintiff has called no other person who was present at the operation, 1 don't
know who else. he could have called except his own pupils, and you will say
whether this is a case in which he ought to have called his own pupils forward
as witnesses, to speak to the uperation, and whether personsso young and inex-
Flf;lﬁ?:::lt;;? }:Efsc{:r:us?nlli?‘lrlﬁmi—l to g-i-.re an npiuiim.‘ He says _tImL I]F c._msiderg

: 4 e says the plaintiff was a rival of his, He
considers that the stone was situated above the pubes, in the situation Mr Par-
'irfdg‘? thought it was, and states, that by pressure, it came from that situation

e gives his account of it, and he represents the operation to have been per:
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is the opinion only of a very young man. Then Sir Astley Cooper is called,
and he knows better the eourse of the education of the plaintiff than any other.
He says, he had been in his house for a great length of time, that he hﬂfi been
at the Norwich Hospital, then, that he had studied two years at Guy s, was
present at many of the last battles, where probably he had an opportunity of
seeing many who had been severely wounded. Then he went to America,
then went to Edinburgh, and then he bound him to himself; and his opinion
is of the plaintiff, that he is a good surgeon, and good anatomist. [His Lord-
ship read part of his evidence.] To be sure, if nobody was to be employed
as a surgeon, either in hospitals or private practice, till a man had seen a great
deal of practice, you would never employ one at all. [His Lordship read a
Jurther portion of his testimony.] Then Mr. Dalrymple, who is the senior
surgeon at the Norwich Hospital, is called. I think I recollect to have heard
something quite unconnected with this case, that next to the hospitals of Lon-
don, that hospital has the most lithotomy cases. [His Lordship read part of
his evidence,] Then Mr. Watson, secretary to the Examiners of the Com-
pany of Apothecaries, is a person called in to prove, that Mr. Clapham, whose
evidence the defendant very properly gave up, that that young man, most
unfortunately for himself, made a very great misrepresentation of his age, by
which he got his license. Now, Gentlemen, this is the substance, and in part
the detail of the evidence on the one side and on the other. The question is
certainly one of great importance as it affects the public, and as it respects
the skill of the plaintiff ; for an issue asto the fitness of a medical man to fill
the situation he holds, must necessarily be a question to him of very great im-
portance. The defendant has represented the question to be of no importance
in itself as regards him ; but I cannot think itis not. I think itis important to
the defendant himself. In a case like this the jury will weigh over the whole of
the evidence ; and whether they give a verdict for the plaintiff, or for the defen-
dant, they will well consider what the effect of that verdict must be. Gentlemen,
I cannot assist you, 1 think, in this case, more than [ have done, 1 have already
mentioned that the operation is one of great difficulty, of very great difficulty,
one in which there has been failure in the hands of great surgeons. The
length of time furnishes no criterion at all of the operator’s skill, nor
does the use of instruments. You will-take the whole of the case into
your consideration: if you are of opinion the defendant has made out
what it was incumbent on him to make out, that the operation was per-
formed unskilfully and unscientifically, and in a manner to render the
operator unfit to fill the situation he now holds—if you think he has made out
that, whatever may be your opinion of the form of the report—or, whatever may
have been the motive which induced Mr. Lambert to send this report to the
defendant, the defendant is entitled to your verdict; if, on the other hand,
You are not satisfied that he has made out that this operation was unscientifi-
cally and unskilfully performed, then you will find your verdict for the plaintiff
—nnfl if you find your verdict for the plaintiff, then you will next have to
consider what you think you ought to give as your amount of damages. I have
already mentioned to you that a charge of this kind against the character of
a professional man, greatly circulated, and widely circulated as this has been,
1s one caleulated to do him great and serious injury, and one, therefore, that
the jury must think they should say by their verdict that the defendant was
WIong in mrﬂ‘-uh_ﬁﬂg, if untrue; however, I cannot go the length of agreeing
"F:'lth an observation made by the learned counsel that the verdict, on any occa-
8ion, should mark indignation—the verdict should mark cool and temperate
consideration, but I do not think, on any occasion, it should mark either indig-
L






APPENDIX.

No. I.

I't must be evident to professional, and, indeed, to non-professional readers,
after a careful perusal of the evidence given on this trial, that only two sources
of difficulty in extracting the stone were relied upon as accounting for the ex-
traordinary circumstances attending Mr. Branshy Cooper’s operation ; namely,
the situation of the stone with reference to the pubes, and its situation with re-
ference to the folds of the contracted bladder. To these points we shall pre-
sently direct the particular attention of the reader; but before doing so, we
shall, in justice to ourselves, insert the following Remarks on the speech of Sir
James Scarlett, which we published, in No. 277 of * The Lanecet,” on the
next Saturday after the decision of the cause :—

“ If," said Sir James Scarlett, in his address to the jury, on Saturday last,
* you give moderate damages in this case, you will atford an opportunity of
triumph to the Periodical Press, such as it has never yet achieved, and you will
hold up the plaintiff to the contempt and scorn of the public!” We do not, for
obvious reasons, coneur entirely in the sentiments here expressed by the learned
Counsel, but we may take his declaration as a measure of the satisfaction with
which he, and those for whom he laboured, contemplate the verdict actually
returned by the jury. We believe that the learned Counsel never yet had cause to
reflect, with so little self-complacency, on the effect produced by his professional
exertions. He made a most elaborate, but, as it appeared to us, and we be-
lieve to most of his hearers, a singularly infelicitous effort. How it happened,
that an advocate of such consummate skill, should have been foiled in an un-
dertaking, wherein it was evident that he considered himself secure of success
—how it happened that he was beaten, with every advantage in point of expe-
rience on his side, by a mere novice in the field of Jurisprudence—how it hap-
pened that e sustained so signal a defeat, for, upon his own showing, he has
sustained a signal defeat, we shall endeavour presently to explain. But, be-
fore making any further observations on this subject, we think it right to state
distinctly the view which we take of the verdict returned by the juryv, both with
reference to the interests of the plaintiff, and with reference to the interests of
the public. Mr. Bransby Cooper has obtained -a verdict, and the jury has
awarded him one-twentieth part of the damages which he sought, as a Tepara-
tion for the alleged injury to his reputation. OF this verdict, as it afects the
interests of the plaintiff, we shall merely say, valeat quantum. We have no
wish to turn against Mr. Bransby Cooper the weapons with which the indiscre-
tion of his Counsel has furnished us, or to apply to his present situation abse
vations which would probably not have fallen from Sir James Scarlett, had
that gentleman fﬂ!‘mEdP a more judicious estimate of his own powers, and relied
tess upon the chance of crushing an unpractised opporent by dint of coarse
invective, and gratuitous misrepresentation, The intemperance of the advo-
cate received a fit rebuke in the admirable observations of the learned J udge

L2
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common lawyer at the bar became, upon this occasion, the expounder of points
of surgery, and the editor of a medical journal, having made his election to
address the jury in his own behalf, was reduced, by the etiquette of :c;he bar, to
the necessity of arguing a point of law. * He who wins may laugh, saith the
proverb, and therefore, while we have some reason to mng_mtulate nursfelves on
the success with which we performed the part of lawyer, for we beat Sir James
Scarlett, on the point of law, we may also be permitted to laugh at the ludi-
crous figure which Sir James made in his attempt to enact the character of
surgeon, Sir James, indeed, regardless of that legal maxim which gives every
man credit for skill in his peculiar calling, threatened, in his speech tothe jury,
to expose our ignorance of surgery, and we girded ourselves up for the lawyer’s
attack on our professional knowledge. The threat, however, shared the tate -:ff
all the assertions made by the learned Counsel; it flashed inthe advocates
speech, but vanished, with a elight smell of sulphur, when he came to the exa-
mination of witnesses; it was vowx, sonus, aura, nthil. On the other ha.ud,
we maintained our pointof law, not only against Sir James Scarlett, but against
the opinion of our own Counsel, and we GAINED 1T. As thisis a matter which
may involve consequences of great importance to the liberty of the Press, and
as the point discussed was misunderstood in all the reports of the trial which
we have seen in the newspapers, we shall endeavour to make it clear to our
readers,

~ In general, a plaintiff has a right to open his case, and, by consequence,
to have the general reply ;

For courts of justice understand
The plaintiff to be eldest hand ;

but there are somne exceptions to this rule, as in actions of ejectment and re-
plevin, where the party who is to prove the aflirmative of the issue is allowed
to begin. In an action of tresspass, quare clausum fregit, (Hodges v. Holder,
3 Campbell’'s N. P. Reports, p. 360,) the defendant admitted substantially
the entering of the plaintiff’'s close, but pleaded a right of way. Here the
affirmative of the issue being thrown upon the defendant, Mr, Justice Bayley
held that he had a right to begin. The same point arose in the case of Jackson
v. Hesketh (2 Starkie, N. P, C., p. 518,) tried at the Lancaster Assizes, 1819,
and Mr. Justice Bayley, after having consulted Mr. Baron Wood, decided that
the defendant was entitled to begin, and to have the general reply. Again, in
an action of assault and battery ( Bedell v. Russel, Ryan and Moody's Nisi
Prius Reports, p. 293,) where the defendant pleaded a justification only,
without the plea of * not guilty,” and the right of beginning was insisted upon
by Mr. Sergeant Wilde for the defendant, Chief Justice Best said, * that but
for the authorities cited, he should certainly have thought, that the onus of
proving the damages sustained, gave the plaintiff a right to begin; but that, as
it was of the utmost consequence thatthe practice should be uniform, he should
consider himselt bound by those cases, until the matter should be settled in full
court."”

On the authority of these cases we maintained our right to begin, and to
have the general reply. Sir James Scarlett, on the other hand, insisted, first,
t‘_nat as the plaintiff had to show the amount of damages sustained, the affirma-
tive was thrown upon him, and he was consequently entitled to begin ; secondly,
that as our second and fourth pleas contained negative allegations, as that the
]-'F_lﬂ-lﬂllff had not performed the operation with the skill which the public had a
right to expect from a surgeon of Guy's Hospital, &c., the affirmative of the
135ue was not with the dﬂfem;!ant, but with the plaintiff. We replied that, as to
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to infer that it was mere gratuitous misrepresentation, inasmuch as the learned
person did not attempt to offer a tittle of evidence in support of it. We shall
this week confine ourselves to one instance of the learned gentleman s can-
dour and love of truth, premising, that the aspersion to which we are about to
allude, is not more base and unfounded than those by which it was succeeded.
Sir James Scarlett, feeling that he had no case which he could support by evi-
dence, travelled out of the record in order to raise a prejudice against us in the
minds of the jury, and for that purpose, repeated the slander, as to the pub-
lication of lectures without the leave of the Lecturers, which, as the readers
of this Journal are aware, we answered on.the 4th of October last, in a man-
ner which has effectually closed the mouth-of all other calumniators, except
the learned gentleman. ~We shall insert the learned Counsel's attack, and
reply to it by extracting a portion of the article which appeared in this Journal
on the 4th of October.

¢ ¢ The Lancet,’ it should seem, from his own statement, was established for the pur-
pose of publishing Lectures delivered at the hospitals,—in other words, for the purpose
of committing phinder on the property of others to assist himself, What! was it to
be said, that if Mr. Cline, or Sir Eallcy Cooper, or any other eminent surgeon, should
compile a course of Lectures, and deliver them to the pupils of his own class at the
hospital, who paid him for attendance, and remunerated him for those labours, that
a periodical paper should rob him of all sivantage, and, without his leave and license,
make them public, so as to give to all the pupils in the kingdom, who were desirous of
studying his art, the advantages which the Lecturer thought he had established for him-
self ;—that he should rob and injure him, and gain ten times more than he did himself
acquire, after being at all the labour of compiling his Lectures ?—that he should do that
which wonld render it unnecessary for the pupils to attend the Lectures, because all the
advantages‘derivable from their attendance, might be gained by reading the reports of
them in *The Lancet?' Could it be supposed that there were any persons in the
honourable profession to which Sir Astley Cooper belonged, who were so base and uo-
gentlemanly as to make use of the privilege which was allowed them of attending these
Lectures, fur the purpose afterwards of giving them to toe world, without the leave of
the Lecturer himself? Yes, there were those who were contributors to ¢ The Laocet,’
who were base enpugh to do this, and who thus enabled the editor (Mr. Wakley) to
make his five or six thonsand a year, and to gain the reputation of being a * popular
writer !’ The defendant had himself avowed that ¢ The Laucet’ was a work founded
on the principles of robbery and plunder. He stated that he obtained his communica-
tions frum pupils at the hospital, and he ealled them ¢ men of hanour !” men who were
induced to betray their trust, and surrender their honour ; and who, by making eontri-
butions of tlhe Lectures they heard, furnished that to the public which ought never to
come out of the walls of the hospital, except by the consent of the Lecturers themselves.
Bu.t this was !mt a robhery of property merely ; it was a ruhher}' of character and repu-
tation. He (Sir James Scarlett) was glad that he was addressing geutlemen of education,
as he only wished that this matter should be judged rightly. He would ask whether, sup-
pusing one of them had taken great pains to prepare a course of Leciures, which, by-
aud-by, he intended to publish himsell, could he eudureit, if an uufledged pupil, who
bhad been admitted to the hospital, and allowed to take notes for his owu instruction,
was afierwards to furnish them to a person who meant to commit them to the press,
without those revisions and corvections which an author was generally anxious to make
in his works, before they were subinitted to the public eye? Could any maun, and par-
ticularly a public Lecturer, suffer such u-e to be made of his works ?  Suppose ovne of
the jury trusted to a person the key of his cabinet, which contained written communica-
twons, aubr.l that he made extracts from them, and sent them fur publication in * The
Laucet?’  Would they not thiuk that that man was oue of the basest of his kiud, and
would they allow him to enter their doors again?  And yet these were the persous - ho
contributed to ¢ The ]I_.B.nm:t - ' aud these were the means hj’ which the Edilur, Mr. \'l"u]»‘,]er
was enabled to roll iu his carriage, aud laugh at the pacties whom be thus robbed and
Pl"-l!ld-'-'ﬂti H.E {3" J. Scurlett} Wi, upou the defendant’s own {'UIlfl.'ihiLl'u, justiﬁe(i i
saying that this work ¢ The Lancet’ was a sort of literary raven, which lived by plunder
aud shamelessly held up its head by the iujurywhich it inflicted on others.” 4
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this conclusive answer to the calumnies of our enemies, and we have now, once for all,
adopted this course, in order that such calumnies, if they be again repeated, may be as
much contemned in all other quarters, as they have been uniformly contemped by our-
gelves. We may further state, that so far Lave we been from the imputed necessity of
seeking to obtain Lectures by indirect or dishonourable meaus, tlaut our difficulty, on
the contrary, has been to deal with the numerous applications which have been made
to us for the publication of Lectures, and to appease teachers, to whose urgent sulicita-
tions we have not deemed it expedient to yield.”

We have alluded, in the outset of this article, to what we take to be the
causes of Sir James Scarlett's signal failure in the late trial ; these causes are,
in our opinion, first, his well-known hatred of the Periodical Press ; and, se-
condly, his personal feeling in respect to the plaintiff. His discretion seems
to have been completely overcome by the joint operation of these two causes.
Of the latter we shall say nothing, because it may be founded in sentiments
which are not unamiable; but of the former we must beg leave to say a word or
two, in much the same spirit, wherein we have commented on the learned gentle-
man’s attempt to make a figure as a surgical critic.  One of the main sources,
we understand, of this learned person’s hostility to the Periodical Press, is to
be found in the fact of his having been sent to his grave before his time by the
newspapers, and of his having perused the open censure, or, what was worse,
the faint and equivocal praise, which his survivors had pronounced upon him.
Many men have, in a serious or playful mood, composed their own epitaphs ;
but to no living man, perhaps, except Sir James Scarlett, has it been given to
appreciate the terms in which his contemporaries have commented on his de-
cease. Such a phenomenon isin the teeth of classical aathority, as the learned
gentleman may perhaps collect from the following passage :

Xpn & ouwor” eiwewy ouder’ oAfwow Bpotar,
Mpw av BavorTos TNV TEAEUTRIRY uins,
‘Orws Teparas nuepar niel katw,—EURIPID. Axpaon. 100.

which passage, being interpreted, meaneth, that you cannot speak safely to a
lawyer's good or ill reputation, until the devil hath fairly laid hold of him.
But there is another cause which is said to have greatly contributed to exas-
perate Sir James Scarlett’s hostility to the Press, to wit, his failure as a speaker
and legislator in the Houseof Commons. Whether justly or unjustly we will not
now stop to inquire, but certain it is, that the time was when * Lawyer Secar-
lett’s Poor Bill” was a by-word for the scoffers. There was, and for ought we
know, is, a certain Swedish physician named Struve, who proposed to cure all
diseases by a process which he called the Hungerkur, that is to say, the cure
by starvation. Whether justly or not, we will not stop to inquire, but certain
it is, that one of the ablest political writers of the day, gave Sir James Scar-
lett the credit of having invented, as a remedy for the evils of pauperism, the
very process which the Baron von Struve subsequently proposed as a panacea
for all diseases. Week after week, Mr. Cobbett insisted thut Lawyer Scarlett’s
‘Poor Bill was neither more nor less than a project to cure pauperism by
starvation; and the consequence of these reiterated attacks upon the learned
gentleman’s legislative labours was, that the Bill, at length stank in the nostrils
of the public, and dropped still-born from the Legislature. With the abandon-
.menl; of this Bill, terminated, in effect, Sir James Scarlett’s parliamentary
importance ; and the wounds which his pride received, on this occasion, hiave
never, it is said, been so completely cieatrised, but that they are subject }m an
ichorous t_liacha.rge, whenever an opportunity presents itself for venting his
spleen against the Press. For our own parts, we laugh at the impotent viralence
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ives it a character which belongs to such a profession—a certain dignity—a cer-
t':.?fzn:rig;e, which makes a man feel that profit is a secondary u‘?ent to him—that fnnﬂe
and reputation, and means of utility, are its greatest recommen ations. Either in the
profession of the law, or the profession equally huugurﬂ.ble, and, perhaps, equally
useful, or more so, that principle is debaszed, that principle is desu:uytd, if a man ﬁmrls
that it depends upon whether he makes concessions or no to the editor of such a publi-

cation as * The Lancet.” "

We take leave of SirJames Scarlett for this week ; and we forbear making
anv further remarks on the evidence in the late important trial, until we shall
be enabled to lay an authentic report before our readers; for which purpose
short-hand writers have been expressly employed. The account given in this
week's number is taken from the newspapers. We cannot conclude these obser-
vations, without expressing our humble but heart-felt admiration of the patience,
suavity, and the undeviating impartiality of the learned Judge who tried the
cause ; and our own deep sense of gratitude, for the placid endurance of in-
voluntary technical errors, and the unwearied attention which we received at

his hands,

No. 11,

Havixe, for the present, disposed of the advocate, we deem it an act of
justice to My, Bransby Cooper to insert the Prefatory Remarks which ke has
published in a report of the trial, purporting to have been taken from the short-
hand notes of Mr. Gurney, the short-hand writer to both houses of Parliament ;
aud, that justice may be done to all parties, it is right to add that Mr. Gurney
was not present at the trial,

With regard to the passage in which Mr. Bransby Cooper announces that
* % he entertained, and had without reserve expressed, opintons unfavourable of
the science, the candour, and the moral rectitude of the publication called ¢ The
Lancet,”” we forbear making any comment on Mr. Bransby Cooper’s capa-
bility of forming an opinion on the science of any publication, and shall merely
tell him a story. A young gentleman, of about his own intellectual size, having
received a little wholesome chastisement from Mr. Porson, the Greek Professor,
ventured to address that eminent scholar in the following terms: “ Sir, my
opinion of your abilities is perfectly contemptible.” ** Young gentleman,” replied
the Professor, * I never heard of an opinion of yours which was not perfectly
contemptible.”

“PREFATORY REMARKS.
(BY B. COOPER, ESQ.)

“ The novel circumstance, in the trial of an action for libel, of the defendant
commencing with his case, and thereby obtaining the advantage of a first im-
pression, makes it pecessary to request the attention of the reader to a short
statement, before he enters upon a perusal of the following pages.

*“ Mr. Bransby Cooper entertained, and had, without reserve, expressed
opinions very unfavourable of the science, the candour, and the moral rectitude
of the publication called ¢ The Lancet.” He had reason tobelieve that an in-
dividual, who possessed the privilege of attending at Guy's Hospital, had used
that privilege for the purpose of making communications to the author of that
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and temperance, thought it right to give. Mr, Cooper was always indifferent
to any amount of damages heyond what might be 1sutﬁclgnt to r!mrk the clear
opinion of the jury. He is well satisfied with their verdict. They consisted
of ten special and two common jurymen. He has nothing fufthgr to say upon
that subject, except that he would have preferred a full special jury; not be-
cause he imagined that any honest man, who heard the evidence, could enter-
tain a doubt of the malice or the falsehood of the libels, but because he was
aware that the character and system of the defendant’s work made it less
likely to find favourers and supporters in proportion to the science, the taste,
and the refinement of those who mightsit in judgment upon the particular parts
of it in question. To members of his own profession, or to_persons of gpnem‘l
science, he need not appeal : they well know how to estimate the skill and
competency of the witnesses who were brought to speak against him, as well
as their veracity and integrity. But he trusts, and believes, that every reader
who bestows his candid attention upon the following pages, will be fully satis-
fied that every one of the insinuations and assertions to hls prejudice, contained
in these libels, has been fully, completely, and satisfactorily refuted, not only
by the evidence adduced on his part, but, in a great measure, by the most cre-
dible witnesses for the Defendant.

«¢ Finally, he thinks it must also appear to those who will take the trouble to
weigh the whole case, with attention to all its parts, that, to accomplish his
ruin, was the object of a conspiracy, in which ignorance and malice took the
lead, and were followed by frand and falsehood. To the members of his own
profession, who voluntarily and cheerfully came to his aid, he cannot adequately
express his grateful sense of their conduct. He feels a conscious pride and se-
curity from injury, not only in the testimony of those distinguished and honour-
able persons who were called as witnesses on his behalf, but in the zeal and
kindness of many others, well known and highly esteemed by the public, who

_did him the favour to attend, and who would have been requested to give their
evidence, but for the lateness of the hour, and the epinion of his counsel that it
was not expedient to fatigue the Court with further examinations. He can
never forget what he owes to them, or that the best manner of discharging the
obligation is to exert his efforts with theirs to elevate and adorn their common
profession, not only by the improvement of art and the cultivation of science,
but by the love of truth, and the practice of liberality and candour.”

¢

No. III.

Sinee the trial Mr. Bransby Cooper has published his own report of the
operation, and an account of the post-morfem examination, purporting to be
taken from the notes of Dr. Hodgkins. We insert this account, and, when
the reader shall have perused it, we beg him to compare it with the post-
moriem examination published in ** The Lancet,” and then turn to the evidence
which we extracted from Dr. Hodgkin, touching his belief that our report
was taken from fis own notes. If our account of the post-mortem examina-
tion were actionable, what would Mr. Bransby Cooper’s account of the post-
mortem examination be, if any other man than himself were the publisher of
it? No surgeon who reads Mr. Cooper's account can doubt why it was not
published before the trial. The manner in which Mr. Bransby Cooper
attempted to explain why he did not publish a report immediately after the
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Traverses, the Stanleys, and the Simons, of the age! Doubt this, ye despised
and degraded members of a “subordinate department of the profession,” and
you will incur the awful resentment of that galaxy of surgical genius, whose

paths are paths of purity, and whose perfections it is treason to your liege
masters to call in question !

Such were our comments at the time. The trial has taked place ; and
Mr. Bransby Cooper, now that the FULL PanrTicULARS are before the
public, has, in pursuance of his promise, anticipated his case. The following
is his anficipation, as regards the post-mortem examination. The reader will
do well to bear in mind, in perusing this account, that Mr. Callaway and Mr.
Key bath swore they saw nothing in the state of the parts which would lead
them to suppose that the operation had not been scientifically performed.

¢ Exramination of Body 60 Hours after Death.—(From the Notes of Dr.
Hodgkin. )—The peritoneum, at the lower part of the abdomen, as well as that
portion which lines the parietes, and that covering the intestines, was minutely
injected. In the pelvis there was some sero-sanguineous effusion, very slightly

uriform, and unmixed with lymph, or flocenli. BEHIND THE PERITO-

EUM, in ihe posterior part of the LEFT ILIAC REGION, there was
gome ECCHYMOSIS, The cellular membrane behind the peritoneum in the
pelvis, was extremely lacerable, readily breaking down under the finger, and
scarcely requiring the use of the knife for the removal, except under the
pubes. There was a free division of the prostafe, and a cLEaN cur into
the bladder, the mucous membrane of which was generally healthy. Imme-
diately nEninD the MEATUS URINARIUS there was a small TONGUE-
SHAPED BODY, whichon the opening of the bladder, and when abscured
by coagula, was considered to be the third lobe of the prostate; buta more
careful examination proved it to be a sMmaLL FLAP, composed of a portion of
BLADDER and PRosTATE, and which had been formed by ANOTHER
INCISION communicating with the first, about an inch in length, and a
third of an inch behind the opening of the meatus. There were a few spots
of the ecchymosis, and abrasion comprehended in a space of about the size of a
shilling around the orifice of the meatus. The edges of the incision, from the
external opeming to the bludder, were RaGGED and intermixed with ad-
herent coagula of blood, a state which was unaveidubly produced by the
repeated introduction of the fur(reps and other instruments which were had
recourse to in the attempt to remove the stone. * {

¢ In the preparation A PASSAGE EXISTS at the SIDE OF THE BLAD-
DER: this was not ¥oricen by Dr. Hodgkin till after it had been in the
hauds of the reporter of * The Lancet;’ and from the extremely lacerable
state of the part, it might easily have been formed after its removal from the
body. 'That it was either formed then, or in the act of removine them, is an
idea whfmh the absence of coagula fends strongly to confirm, ; ’

*“ Besides the injection of the peritoneal cpat of the small intestines, the inter-
nal membrane was of a diffised red. The rectum was perfectly sound and
healthy, with the exception of a very slight appearance of piles. The kidneys
were of moderate size, soft and flabby, and in an advanced stage of the light
mottling deposit described by Dr. Bright.” %

* Query—Did thi i 1] :
th"ngwa:?" sn:uz ;:mﬁﬁ;iu;ﬂ to _It.].:w::-sunur part of theleft *¢ iliac region," where
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position, but when it is in the horizontal position. It follows, that as the stone
is within the bladder, if the bladder be contracied, the stone must a_u.lsu be below
the pubes. The only question that remains therefore is, whether in the opera-

tion performed by Mr. Bransby Cooper, the bladder was, or was n.at con-
tracted. Ou this point, let the reader attend to the evidence of Sir Astley
Cooper :—

“ The bladder, wHEN 1T coNTRACTED after the urine had been evacu-
ated, had got the stone between its folds behind the pubes, and when my nephew
passed the forceps into the bladder, he passed them beyond the stone. From
the delay the man became greatly exhausted, and then the contractions of the

bladder relaxed, thestone dropped from its hold, and then my nephew laid
hold of it.”

. Thus from the testimony of Sir Astley Cooper himself, it appears that the
contracted state of the bladder was the cause of the difficulty ; and from the.
extracts previously made, it is evident that the contracted bladder must be
below the pubes. It is evident also from the testimony of the worthy Baronet,
that in his opinion, as the folds of the bladder were sufficient to envelope and
conceal the stone, the contraction must bave been by no means a slight one,,
We say nothing here of the apparently indiscriminate introduction of instru-
ments in the course of the operation, but merely take the case on the shuwing
of the operator's uncle. Here let us pause a_moment, The reader has now
before him the two supposed pirricurTIES which, according to the testi-
mony of the plaintifi's witnesses themselves, occasioned the extraordinary
delay. Of the first of these suppused difficulties, namely, the position of the
stone with reference to the pubes, we have shown that, if the bladder were
contracted, it could not under AXY PoSSIBLE ciRcUMSTANCES have existed,
The reader will also observe, that Sir Astley Cooper accounted for the
difficulty by stating, in the most unequivocal manner, that the patient had
made water just before the operation, and that consequently the bladder was
CONTRACTED. Hence, in the course of our cross-examination of the worthy
Baronet, we put the following questions :—

“ Are you not aware, that it is the practice of surgeons in Paris and Edin-
burgh, after they have tried to extract the stone, in vain, for five or six minutes,
to send the patient to bed? I po nov ENOW OF THAT PRACTICE: | have
studied at Edinburgh, and been at Paris repeatedly, and seen operations there,
and never saw the circumstance occur, NOR DID I EVER HEAR OF
IT!1”

When we shall have laid before our readers the documents, which we are
about to lay before them, they will perbaps be of opinion that we might well
have stopped fere, Before doing so, however, we shall allow the worthy
Baronet to expose himself a little further :—

*“ If the patient were removed and placed in his bed, and if the stone were
allowed to remain, in such a case, what inconvenience would arise? Only
what you would not like—two operations instead of one.

* Would it be more than introducing the forceps a second time? 0O yes; O

yes; God bless me, yes: I assure you it is no entertaining thing to have the
urethra opened,” &c., &c,, &,

M
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; regs the abdomen; having by these Means brought the stone
.:z-::;:;n:] :::idu}otﬁe bladder, he advises ﬂmtgit be extracted with forceps. .Ii the
stone is so large that it cannot be extracted by the neck of the bladder without
cutting the body, (which thing is much to be dreaded, for that inflammation, and
often death ensues, and that the wound will not unite,) or if the stone is too
large to be extracted, he advises it to be broken with strong ﬁyr{:egs ni: his own
invention: and that if the patient has not strength to bear the irritation, 1t 1s
better to WAILT for a DAY or TWO ; and that in several cases he has suc-
this plan. :

Bﬂifi%‘dh!;yﬂg;h 5{ May, 1694, I was called to a consultation with Messrs. Pajot
“and Fontaine, in the case of M. Chanvelin, seventy-five years of age. He was
“exceedingly ill with fever and flux. He had also a stone in the bladder, which
was of a moderate size. There was great disease of the bladder, and a sup-
pression of urine; his head was so much affected, that he was :Lutall],r insensible.

We agreed that it was impossible the Abbé could exist long in this deplorable
state. I drew off the water; he was now so much recovered, as to he able to
receive the sacrament. It was then thought advisable to make an opening in
the perineum, as the bladder had lost all its powers of contraction, in conse-
“quence of the irritation occasioned by the passing of the catheter. In seventeen
days, his health was considerably better, and the wound suppurated. The
‘ricureeNti I extracted the stone; there was a considerable discharge from
‘the internal parts of the bladder. M. Chanvelin regained’ his health and
strength, the bladder and wounds cicatrized ; he received a PERFECT CURE,
and lived till the age of ninety. A few days, after Callot was equally suc-
‘cessful in the case of M. Maurel, whose exhausted state WOULD NOT ALLOW
"HIM TO EXTRACT THE STONE ON THE DAY OF THE OPERATION. On the
“17th of January, 1791, Callot performed an operation on Mr. Usson, from whom
he extracted thirty-five stones ; the TexTH DAY of the operation the parts
‘had digested, and he extracted thirty-six stones of the size of haricot-beans ;
the wound was in a very good state, and would have cicatrized, but fearing
that there might be other stones, and conceiving it necessary to inject the
bladder, ne xepr 1T oPEN by means of @ small canula ; he continued in
good health for five years, but at different periods ten other stones were ex-
tracted.” ¢ Callot,’ says M. Deschamps, in his Histoire de la Taille,  pur-
sued this practice, in a patient of extreme weakness, aged sixty-two; the
hzemorrhage was very considerable, and lasted, at different periods, for seven
days: THE FIFTEENTH DAY he withdrew four stones, and the SINTEENTH
he withdrew the others with THE GREATEST FACILITY, altogether amount-
ing to thirteen ; on the fortieth” day the patient was well. Saviard operated
in a case, where he extracted aT DIFFERENT INTERVALS from thirty-five to
forty stones; he was obliged to place a canula in the wound : in two years the
patient was perfectly well. In 1693, Tolet performed an operation on a gen-
‘tleman aged thirty ; the stone escaping from the forceps several times, Tolet
thought it imprudent to attempt the extraction at this period, the patient
being so much exhausted ; on the ELEVENTH day he extracted a stone the
size of a TENNIS BALL.

_“ M. Deschamps gives a chapter on this method of operation, and says, that
‘1n the autumn of 1725, an adult was operated on at the hospital of La Cha-
Tité ; there was a considerable heemorrhage ; the stone was found with great
difficulty ; during the extraction the heemorrhage was stopped, by the pressure
of the forceps which contained the stone; however, the patient died on the
fourth day from the operation.” M. Deschamps remarks, that if proper means
had been employed hefore the uxtractin; of the stone to stop the heemorrhage,

M
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‘0x or pig's bladder mounted on the end, which may be termed the handle, in
the same manner as is done with the common glyster-bag and pipe. The ca-
theter should be inserted in the urinary bladder of the patient, with the pig’s
bladder in a flaccid state, and then the tepid water ought to be poured into the
pig's bladder, which is to be tied and gently squeezed, so as to distend mate-
rially the urinary bladder of the patient. After sutficient water has been in-
Jected, which can be judged of only by the feelings of the patient, the cathe!.e__r
is to be withdrawn, and a tape tied round the penis, a little below the glans.
This method, when the irritability of the bladder of the patient does not pre-
vent it, is superior to that of tying the penis some hours before operating, in
order to accumulate the urine.

** The staff was now inserted in the urethra onwards to the bladder, and given
to Dr. Campbell, one of the surgeons of the hospital, who kindly assisted me.
I then made a long incision through the skin and cellular substance, from the
root of the scrotum, between the raphie of the perineum, and the ramus of the
ischium downwards, or coccygead beyond the anus, and over the fibres of the
gluteus maximus muscle. The second incision was more limited superiorly or
pubic, in order to avoid wounding the accelerator urinse and erector penis
muscles, but equally extensive downwards or coccygead, so as to divide some of
the fibres of the glutens maximus ‘muscle : in this second incision, the trans-
wversus perinsel muscle was divided. One or two scratches with the scalpel,
beld in the same manner as when making the first incision, (for there appears no
necessity for turning the edge of the knife upwards or pubie to the symphysis

ubis, as directed by lithotomists,) easily enabled me to arrive at the mem-

ranous part of the urethra, and to divide the levator ani muscle from this
downwards to the bottom or coccygeal aspect of the wound, carefully avoiding
the rectum. The point of the scalpel was then entered into the groove of the
staff, (the latter of which was now held close up to the symphysis pubis, and at
right angles to the axis of the brim of the pelvis,) and carried onwards so as
to cut the membranous portion of the urethra, the prostate gland, and a portion
of the urinary bladder, lateralizing the knife g0 as to pass between the termi-
nation of the ureter and vesiculme seminales, and depressing the rectum with
the middle finger of the left band to prevenc it being wouuded, The tepid
Wwater and urine flowing copiously from the wound ; I'inserted my left fore-finger
into the bladder, laid aside the scalpel, and conducted the forceps into the
bladder, and then withdrew the staff, I at once felt the calculus distinctly at
the fundus of the bladder with my left fore-finger, and easily touched it with
the forceps in their shut state, but whenever 1 opened them over the calculus so
as to seize hold of it, T found that the blades grasped the bladder which
retained the calculusin situ. ] then tried a scoop, but with equal want of suc-
cess,  After several fruitless attempts for five minutes, 1 resigned the forceps to
Dr. Campbell, and after hie had persevered for three minutes longer, | requested
him To pestst. 1 next untied the patient, put him to bed, and desired him
to have an opiate. T now begged the medical gentlemen present to return to the
Operating theatre, where | explained the nature of the opcration en deux
tems,” and stated, that when all action had subsided, and suppuration was
fairly established, the urinary bladder would offer no resistance, and that pro-
bably the caleulus would be in the month of the wound, or at al] events that if
would be EASILY reached and extracted.

* The operation was performed at twelve o'clock, on Thursday, the fifth of
October, 1821, and as I had to proceed onwards immediately to Edinburgh, |
begged that the patientshautd be bled whenever re-action had :

d : .  taken place, being
of opinion, that after lithotomy, ‘as after the operation of trepanning, vene-






