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PR B A CF,

HAVE juft ftated the naked Fact in the
following paper, without going any far-
ther into the queftion than what was barely
neceffary to explain my intended diftinction.

Thofe who purfue the ftudy of pathology
will find, through this Fact, an ample field
hitherto unexplored, from which they may
colle€t new and fatisfactory information.

In confequence of this, and other new
diftinctions, I have founded a compleat
Courfe of Leftures on the General Subject
of the Venereal Difeafe. As it is a Courfe

refulting from experience and increafed in-

formation,



-

V1 PREFACE.

formation, of which I truft this Paper may
be deemed a {pecimen, I have not hitherto
confented to read it, until that [ have a clafs
of auditors large enough to recompenfe me
for my labour, and free enough to give me
credit for that which I conceive my indefa-

tigable labour entitles me to expect. When
that opportunity is given to me, I {hall em-

brace it with pleafure, as it muft be ever
pleafing to me to impart that which may
increafe the public ftock of knowledge, and
promote the Profeflion of which I have the
honour to be a Member.

If 1 have made a diftin&tion which, from
the year 1494 up to the prefent date, at
leaft one thoufand authors have overlook-
ed, if that diftinction be a neceflary fact,
without which, that which ought to be ex-
plained, could not be explained, I hope I
{hall have the a&ive fupport of thofe who
are convinced of this new Fact, remember-

ing
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ing always, that an intelleftual man 1s never
more pre-eminent to an ignorant one, than
when he will not fupprefs the conviction of
his underftanding, in obedience to the fordid

motive of intereft.

My utmoft wifhes do not go fo far as to
fuppofe that this Fact will be adopted with-

out a ftruggle. The mind of man, like the
{oil of the earth, muft undergo preparation—

prejudices, like weeds, muft be firft extir-
pated---the new produce muft have room
to expand, and time to flourifh,

“ Vetus opinio eft, jam inde ab heroicis
¢ dicta temporibus, nihil hodie dici, quod
‘¢ non dictum fit prius. Huyjus {cilicet Auc-
“ tores minime¢ prafagiecbant, venturum
‘ tempus, quo ifta, que tunc latebant, cla-
“ refcerent ; venturos dies, quibus nos tam
‘¢ apertanefciffe majores miraremur, &c.”

PrRAEFAT, STEPH, BLANCARDI,






NEW DISCOVERED FACT,
&c.

"W IRST, I fhall take into confideration,
| not for the purpofe of information,
but of recollection, that venereal fluid re-
ceived from another fubject, will produce a
Jocal venereal effect upon other parts befides
thofe for generation ; becaufe I believe that
that important truth is too obvious, too
commonly known, to be confidered as a new
truth, and too well recorded in conjunétion
with a train of continued, moft {evere, and
moft exacerbated {fymptoms that can be found

throughout the hiftories of cafes which have
A been
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been given of the progrefs of the venereal
difeafe.

But my prefent purpofe of this obferva-
tion is to prepare the mind, and to engagf:
the attention to one of the moft important
theoretick points in the nature of that difeafe,
that, in my opinion, has been for many years
offered for difcuffion, and which is—that
the venereal fluid produced through infetion
- imparted by another fubjet, will be harm-
lefs to the fubject who fecrets it. That ve-
nereal fluid thus produced, neither generally,
nor. particularly, will ever act to the preju-
dice of the fubjeét whofe fecretion 1t 15,
when it appears, 'aknd when it is known,
that the venereal fluid of one fubject being
imparted to another fubject, and there re-
méiniﬁg fo that fuch fluid may take effect,
1s the only means by which the venereal
difeafe is propagated, and conftantly fup-
ported in fociety.

To
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- 'To enquire into, and to confider in truth,
what will be the confequence of the yenereal
fluid, which is received from one fubject, and
imparted to another, what will be the effect
of this upen any part where that it is left
locally to act, and where that it does act,
and then to compare it with what will be the
confequence of the venereal fluid which 1s
taken from one part of a {ubject,*and con-
veyed to any other part of the fame {ubject,
and there to leave it, and by every means to
induce it to aét fimilar to that fluid which
is received from another fubjedt, and to fee
what will be the effect of this upon that
part where 1t is left thus to produce an
action—this is the purpofe of my prefent
paper, in order to place this new theory of
~mine in the ftrongeft point of view that I
can, and to try the ftability and the truth of
it by every poffible teft that I can,

I fhall, therefore, for the further elucie
A 2 dation
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dation of what I am hereafter to offer, make
a few obfervations upon the liability of every
part receiving a local infection of the vene-
real difeafe by other means than venereal
intercourfe betwixt the fexes, when by any
extraordinary manner the venereal fluid of
one fubjett is conveyed; and left fo to att
upon another.

In a rare cafe which I {aw of a gonorrheea
of the eye, and where the eye was loft; it evis
dently appeared that it arofe from the fol-
lowing accident, and that it was produced
through the application of the venereal fluid
of another fubject to that part; for the fub-
ject who loft his eye through it had know-
ledge of a woman half an hour before he
went home, and when he came home, wath-
ing his eyes, becaufe they were weak, as he
had been in the habit of doing, with his own
urine, he by that means imparted to his eye
. fome of that venereal fluid which was im-
parted
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parted to himjuft before by the infetted wo-
man. The eye began to inflame before that |
the venereal ftimulus was difcovered in the
- urethra, and each gonorrhcea after kept its
own courfe ; and although both of his eyes
were wafhed, as both were weak, yet only
one of them became thus infected, becaufe
that none of the fluid of the woman, by be-
ing all confumed on the eye infected, or by -
{fome other failure in the ation of the vene-
geal fluid, took effect on the other eye,

Venereal fluid, imparted from another
{ubject, has the power of producing a chan-
cre upon the fkin ; and when it is fo lodged,
and remains uninterrupted, it does fo pro-
duce it. In general, after examining wo-
men, or delivering of women, who have a
chancre, or a gonorrheea, the hands are
wathed, it does not follow, that that which
is poffible to happen will happen, becaufe

the hands are continued to be wafhed, and

the
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the adhering virus is by this nianner re-
moved. But when there has been a cut or
a fore upon the finger, in that cafe, notwith-

ftanding the wathing of the hands, and not-

- withftanding the infignificance of the cut or

fore, for if it had been important, it would
have been from that caufe bound up, the
fubtlety of the fluid has taken in many in-
ftances effect, achancre has been produced
in confequence, and this chancre has been
{eldom known to be cured, without the con-
ftitution being moft rapidly infected, and
without a ftronger and a longer application
of mercury, than where the infection hath
~ been contracted m the ufual manner, and
on the ufual parts. I know of four prac-
titioners in midwifry, who have experienced
this condition, and the cafe of one of them
became fo defperate, as to baffic all art for
near feven years; when during that time all

the medical attention of all the medical men
of
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of thié and other countries were employed

to 1it.

A tooth in tranfplantation, which 1s fe=
lefted for its beauty, and for its foundnefs,
and which to the individual who firft pof-
fefled it, was to all intents harmlefs in its
original fituation, and which, although the
fubjet who originally poflefled it, was ve-
nereally infetted, would have never, as a
venereal tooth, been prt;du'&ive of 11l effetts
to the fubjett who was the original poffefior;
by this fame tooth being tranfplanted into
the focket of another fubject, the local ve-
nereal infection will be immediately {pread,
a general ulceration of the furrounding
parts will follow, and the venereal difeafe will
fooner be conftitutionally imparted in this
inftance alfo, than in the common and ordi-

nary mode of its being communicated.

I mean to infer from what I have ad-

vanced,
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vanced, that the local application of the in-
fected fluid of one fubject, fo remaining upon.
another as that it may have the opportu-
nity of taking effect, that it will always take
effect on any part, that it will be from the
Iaw of poifons a neceffary confequence. And
1 mean to prove from what I fhall fay here-
after, that the local fluid of a gonorrheea
or chancre of a fubjeét thus only locally
infeCted either with the one or with the
other, will not, or cannot venereally infect
any other part to which it can be applied of
the fame fubject. In other words, I mean
to prove, that the venereal fluid, fo far as
*¢ refers to the fame fubject, and fo far as it
may be fufpelted to be capable of acting
upon, and of producing either chancre or
gonorrheea, or both, when conveyed to an-
other part of the fame fubject in fuch a
manner that it would, if it could produce
them, will not ever produce them. And

farther, I mean to prove---but that I believe,
will
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will upon reflection be found to be un-
neceflary, for every day’s obfervation does
prove it----that gonorrheeal fluid on the
fame {ubject, {fecreted by the {fame {ub-
je&, never produces- a chancre on the.
{ame fubjet, and that chancrous fluid
on the {fame f{ubjet, fecreted by the
fame fubject, never produces a gonor-
rheea,----- I mean to prove more, or at
leaft I mean to declare pofitively, that if
in confequence of the original fluild which
was received from another fubjeét and which
took effect, onlythat part where this ab origine
fluid acted ever was imprefled or ated upon
through thisfingle connection by this vene-
real fluid, and that if there were not the
leaft grounds or poffibility of any other
infection being contratted, fo that every
other power was precluded, but that if a
chancre onthis part was ever followed by
another chancre, or b}r a gnnurrhcea, that
fuch frefh local fymptom muft be produced

B out



( 1)
out of the original chancre which was the feat
of the action of the fluid of the other fub-
ject, if it was at all, I mean to be under-
{tood in this inftance to fay, that it is im-
poflible to come to pafs, and thkat it never
did come to pafs.

Thofe who from conftant obfervation
have declared, that the original caufe which
produced gonorrhcea and chancre was not
the fame, were led to this declaration from
obferving, that if they had been the fame, the

natural confequence in their opinions mufk
have been, that chancrous fluid, where it was
within contact of the urethra, would gene-
rate gonorrheea, and what they thought, if
the original caufe were the fame, was more
evident ftill to be expeted, as the certain .
refult of their being produced from the fame
virus---that the continued lodgment of the
venereal fluid from a gonorrheea upon the
glans, within fide of the prepuce, and around

the
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the corona-glandis, muft, if they were the
fame, to a certainty produce at leaft thofe
fymptoms which are found to be produced
from one fingle connection that 1s held with
a venereal fubject, fo locally difeafed as to
confer them. The fat 1is -certain, that
the one does not arife out of the other; but
the manner in which they attempted to ac-

count for it, was not alfo certain, Their

obfervation, that the one {ymptom did not
arife out of the other upon the fame fubject,
wasjuft; but their denial, that the two fymp=
toms were the fame in the firft caufe, that
they originated from the fame fluid always,
was wrong ; that is, they reafoned to ac-
count for an evident and palpabl’e truth up-
on falfe premifes. Their candour would
not permit them to withhold the fa&, al=
though they could not rightly account for it.
They faw a truth in common occurrence,

which they wanted to explain, but could
not explain,

B2 Others
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Others feeing that the fluid from gonor-
rheeadid not produce chancre, naturally con-
cluded, that becaufe it pofieffed not the pow-
er of producing any local effect, no confti-
tutional infection could be imparted from a
gonorrheea. Even amongft thofe who admit-
ted, for inftance, that the infection from both
was the fame, fome of that opinion could not
be brought to believe, that the conftitution
could ever be infected through gonorrheea,
becaufe they found that it did not produce
chancre as the fluid pafled out of the ure-
thra and lodged on the parts without the
urethra. Becaufe, fay they, if this fluid
poffefles a power of infetion, prove to us,
that it locally does fo, before that we are
requefted to grant to ,yluu_., that 1t can, or
does conftitutionally infect ? And for this
reafon, a gonorrheea has been pronounced
by them to be harmlefs in its nature, to be
alike to any other inflammatory attack, hav-
ing no relation to virulence, for that it could

not
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not produce another venereal local fymp-
tom, and in the end, cured itfelf, But it 1s
fortunate for the truth of my theory, that
fome of that opinion to which Ilaft alluded,
have proved to their conviction by experi-
ments, that gonorrheeal and chancrous fluid
are from the fame origin ; and that as my the-
ory is alfo founded upon the fame bafis, if it
ftood in need of any {upport from them, I
am certain that their ufual candour and ala-
crity to promote the truth, from whom{oever

it comes, will not be reluctant] y beftowed on
this.

It was from the want of this diferimina-
tion, that the venereal fecretion of a fubjet
was 1nactive upon the fame {ubjeét, that it
was a harmlefs fecretion to the {ubject which
fecreted it, that modern theorifts have gone
into erroneous venereal experiments---and
where thefe experiments have been tried, the
refult from them has, from the fame want

of
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4dea of afcertaining and confirming that go-
norrheea and chancre were produced from the
{ame virus, were more at a lofs than ever---
were wider from the mark in accounting for
thereciprocalinnocency of thefefluids, asthey
were found in their natural ation upon the
fame fubje€t—-for their experiments brought
them to confefs, that the fame fluid does 1n-
difcriminately produce both fymptoms, and
that the diftinftion betwixt them confifts
only in the anatomical diftinétion of the
parts on which the fluid 1s fecreted. They
of courfe knew this faét, but ftill the refult
of their experiments was at variance with
the natural progrefs of both fluids, as it was
found to a&t upon the fame fubject. I have
ever condemned this mode of afcertaining
facts. - An experiment made upon a prin-
ciple in error, can only be an echo of that
principle in error, It appears-in this in-
france, ‘that experiments in ' their refult
ought to be with caution liftened to---for as

they
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they were originally founded in error, as
they were injudicioufly planned from the
very beginning, and whether they {ucceeded
in proving that the two fluids were the fame
or not, that fuccefs depending upon the ac-
cidental and precatious circumftance of the
experiment being made from the fluid of the
{fame fubject, or that of another, they could
not have ever been fuccefsful in fixing the
fact, nor in proving why gonorrheeal fluid
and chancrous fluid were harmlefs to the
fame {ubjeét who fecreted them. For the
experiments which prove that gonorrheeal .
and chan@mus fluids are the fame, are not
calculated to account for the innocent ac-
tion of both upon the fubjeét who fecrets
them.  There cannot be a doubt, but
‘that they were induced to make thefe ex-
periments folely becaufe they faw that
gonorrheeal fluid did not produce chancre
on the fame fubject ; but in their attempt to

explore the true caufe, they offered a violence
to
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b nature, and the common order of the cafe,
by referring to another fubject for the proof
of that which was particular to the fame fub-
jeét, which other fubjet, in this inftance,
ought to have been totally out of the quef=
tion,

If that they had followed the dictates of
the natural action of the poifon, if thatthey
watched the effetts, if that they had traced
effeéts up to the caufe, and if that they had
fcrupuloufly informed themfelves of thofe
which in common courfe of the natural
operation of the poifon were the moft obyi-
ous and natural occurrences, this would have

been the refult of fuch an attentive and
watchful obfervation,

They would have found from examin~
ing the woman who infeCted the man,
after repeated proofs, from repeated facts,
that the two fluids were the fame in their

C nature,
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nature, and that the diftinftion betwixt
them was only a difference in the ation
of the fame poifon on different anatomical
parts. They would have alfo been con-
vinced beyond a doubt, that gonorrheeal
fluid on the fame fubje&t would not pro-
duce a chancre, and that no one chancre
would produce another chancre on the fame
fubject ; but that if there be one or ten
chancres upon the fame fubjet, and upon a
variety of anatomical parts, if fome appeared
carly and others late, every one of them were
contrated and produced from the fluid that
was imparted by the infecting fubject. ~And
further, they would have been convinced
that a gonorrheeca was never found to have
been produced from the fluid of chancre on
the fame fubje¢t, They would have {een a
chancre make its way upon the glins into
the very aperture, and eating away the com-
miflures of the urethra, and no gonorrhaa
‘gver produced in confequence,

By
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By thus watching the natural action of
the poifon, and its natural and relative pro-
grefs, they would have feen the extent of the

power of it in the ftrongeft light. By de-
parting from this natural action, and this

natural and relative progrefs of the poifon,
and by going in confequence into outrageous
experiment, . they turned themfelves out of
the only path which could conduct them

onward in the way to truth,

They have all along avoided meeting the
whole of the queftion fairly, for thofe mif-
giving {kepticks have been only feen to doubt
one half of the queftion ; they have all of
them confined their doubts to gonorrheea,
‘being the fame in origin as chancre, that
‘gonorrheea would ever produce a chancre
after any manner whatever, becaufe that no
chancre broke out in confequence of gonor-
rheea upon the fame fubject. But they were
never heard to fay a fyllable upon the other
Ca half
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half of the queftion, which is much the
ftrongeft in the confirmation of my theory,

namely, that one chancre on the fame fub-

ject will not produce another chancre, nor
will it produce a gonorrheea.

But now it remains for me to place the
truth of my theory in a more confpicuous
view, if it be neceffary, or if it be poffible,
than I have yet hitherto done. I have
fhewn, and I truft the factis fatisfacto-
1ily eftablithed, that in order that the dif-
eafe may be imparted from one fubjet to
another, from a {ubject infected to a found
fubjed, it is only neceffary that the fluid
from the infeCted fubject fhould come into
contact with any part of a found fubject,
and that thereby fuffering it to remain un-
difturbed fo that it can ad&, a poflibility for
inifection will be given---and that by this
means, it has the power of acting even up-
on found-{fkin, But I do not exa& fo much
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as this in my poftulatum, I only defire
your acquiefcence to the belief, that from
a cut or fore upon the finger, practitioners
in midwifery have been infeCted in confe-
quence of their examining women who were
pregnant, and who at the fame time pof-
fefled one of the two fymptoms, or both
gonorrheea and chancre, And I defire your
acquiefcence to the many fatal inftances, to
the fatal ravages which have been committed

in confequence of the local venereal altion
from tranfplanted teeth, which teeth to all
appearance were found and beautiful in -the
fockets of the original pofleffor, and which

teeth ymight have been fhifted from one
focket of the original poffeffor to another,
without bringing forward any baneful ef-
feCts from the bare femoval of them. I
truft that you are in want of no further
arguments to prove, that the venereal poi-
fon may be propagated by inoculating a
found fubjett with the venereal fluid of a
fubject
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fubject locally infected ; and that it is from
the want of opportunity only, and not
from the inability of the cafe, that fubjects
are not thus more commonly infefted. But
in the obfervations which I am now about
to prefer before you, it will be apparent
that the opportunity is always prefent, but
that the ability never is.

If 1t were poflible that our own venereal
fecretions could infect ourfelves, I fhall be
glad to know how many young men or
women could efcape fuch aélion, when the
gonorrheeal and chancrous fluids are dif-
charged in fuch profufien for weeks or
months, and when the patient 1s in the
conftant habit of fingering them ? Where
a pimple may abforb them ora cut ? Where
that which is received by the linen would
infe¢t, and where it would, to a moral cer-
tainty, if it were poflible, how does it come

to pafs that we find no inftance of it upon
record ?
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record? Where the fame fingers which
handle thefe parts are applied to the lips,
the nofe, and the eyes? Where, from the
flovenlinefs of fome, and the poverty of

others, the fame handkerchief is often em-
ployed to receive the difcharge, and to wipe
the nofe, the eyes, and the face? Where
are the inftances in confequence of this un-
wary indulgence of the experiment, if that
any confequences of other infeftion, on
other parts of the fame. fubject could be
produced through 1t? I fay for myfelf,
that I never faw infection fairly transferred
after this manner ; and I never read or heard
of a cafe where that it was clearly proved to
be fo. Butif the infettion could be transfer-
red 1n this manner, who could efcape in-
fection on other parts through the infe@ting
fluid difcharged for a continuance of time ?

~ Thefearguments are referable to the fame
unwary indulgence of the infection of not

only
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only gonorrheeal and chancrous fluids, but
alfo of the fluid from a bubo.----I have
rubbed thefe fluids on fores of the fame
fubject over and . over again, and never was
able to trace the fmalleft effett from them.
I have feen thefe fluids dwell upon pimples
long enough for effeft, without any ef-
fect. Within thefe few daysa young gen-
tfleman, who was fore from riding, and
who had a gﬂﬁﬂrrhcea, applied to me, I
rubbed his gonorrheeal fluid on the galled
parts, and he, from confidence in my
opinion, did repeatedly the fame, but not
the leaft fenfible effect was produced from

@ ’

Tt is confefled, thatthe firft fign of ve~
nereal infection may be one or more buboes
in the groin; and from this circumftance it
is clear, that the venereal poifon received
from another fubject can be abforbed with=
out leaving any local impreflion on the

part
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_part where that it firlt obtained a lodge-

ment,

The importance of this truth, upon re-
fleCtion, is more than we are aware of, It
proves that the firft local {ymptoms, when
that they do appear of any denomination,
are not neceflary for infecting the contftitu-
tion ; it proves that the fecretions excited
by the local action of the foreign fluid (by
which I mean that fluid which is imparted
by the infetting fubject) have no neceflary
fhare in infecting the conftitution ; and it
alfo proves, that it is the actual abforption
of the foreign venereal fluid into the con-
ftitution which infeéts the conftitution; it
proves that the fubject infected is both lo-
cally and conftitutionally acted upon by the
foreign fluid, and that it is the actual pur-
fuit of that foreign fluid, which, pervading
the conftitution, is produétive of all the ve-

D nereal
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#treal fymptoms that arife out of the ags
tion natural to that infeétion,

It is not only always the foreign fluid
received from an infecting fubjeét which in-
fets the fubject who receives it, but it is
alfo the permanent attion of the foreign
- fluid only, which is the fupport of the
difeafe, and which keeps it alive and conti-
nues its power, unlefs that it be exinguithed
by the ‘ation of mercury. In fhort, the
“difeafe confifts' wholly in the prefence of
that venereal fluid, foreign and obnoxious
to the conftitution into which it has found
admittance, and upon which it is acting.
The fluid which is produced from the local
action of that formgn fluid will be, when 1m-
parted to another fubje&, not the fame in its
natural action as it was to the fubject
who gave it, for the fubjet who gave if,
gave a fecretion of his own, but as that

| fecretiony
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fecretion was excited in confequence of the
action of the foreign fluid of another {ub-
je&, fo will the action of the fluid be al-
ways the fame when it 1s transferred. As
the fecretion of another, the fluid will be
active, as a fecretion of one’s own, it will

be paffive.

C is infected by the impreflion which
the venereal fluid has made on {ome

part or other of G, either locally or con-
ftitutionally. This venereal fluid was

imparted to C from B. This fluidto B
‘was a- fluid produced in confequence of
the venereal action of a foreign fluid
which B received from 4. The fluid
{ecreted by B is the effect of the ftimu-
lus of the foreign fluid which B re-
ceived from A, and to Bas a fluid fe-
creted on alocal part of B, through the
action of the foreign ftimulus received

D2 from
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from 4, that fluid will be harmlefs, will
be merely the refult of the ation of
the foreign ftimulus communicated
from 4 to B.---But when B transfers
this fluid to C, which was fecreted by
B, in confequence of the action of the
foreign ftimulus imparted by 4, this
fluid {fo transferred from B to C, will
produce fimilar effeéts as a foreign fti-
mulus aéting on C, as that fluid which
was transferred from A4 to B, produced
on B; and fo will the fyftem of in-
fec&tion go on from € to D.---The fluid
which B {ecreted, muft therefore be
confidered as a fecretion proper to B,
and thercfore harmlefs to B; but as
it was produced from a poifon imparted
by 4 to B; {o can B transfer that
power the .fame in its nature to C,
which B received from 4.

It
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It is therefore felf-evident that as our
own fecretions do not interfere, {fo as that
gonorri}mal fluid fhall locally produce chan-
cre, or wice wverfa, no more will the pro-
grefs of the foreign fluid when ablorbed be
either influenced in its action, be either ad-
vanced, or retarded, bein any ways affected
from the fluid, barely as a fluid, which arifes
in confequence of chancre, gonorrhea, or
bubo, on the fame fubject. But all future
venereal conftitutional confequences depend
totally and wholly upon the actual abforp-
tion of that venereal fluid which was im-
parted from another fubje¢t. Every vene-
real inflammation, every ulcer, every pain,
both local and conftitutional are the paffive
efiets of the active power of the foreign
venereal fluid. And fo far as they refer to
the fubje¢t who poflefles them, the {fymp-
toms of gonorrheea, chancre, and bubo,
&c. are only {fo many arguments of the

P refence
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prefence of the foreign fluid, and of its
action upon thefe parts. But if the fluid
of either be imparted to another fubjeét, it
will act on that {ubjeét fimilar to the action
of that fluid which was received from a prior
fubject upon the fubject who imparted it.

I truft that I have explained that which
I meant to explain; and that which ftrikes
‘me as an unalterable permanent truth.----
A truth which opens to our comprehenfion
many of the moft important phznomena of
the venereal ation, a truth which enables
us to fee with more clearnefs, the way
which nature purfues, atruth by which the
aftion of the poifon is guided, and con-
trouled, as it were with a bridle, a truth
which gives a different turn to almoft the
whole of our theoretick reafoning upon the
fubjett, and a truth which from analogous

references will be found according with
the
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