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has, from its foundation to this day, been open
to patients, withoutthe restrictive condition even
ofarecommendatory ticket : disease and poverty
have been sufficient passports to a participation
in the benefits which the Infirmary dispenses.

In the year 1811, the Infirmary was opened to
students to attend and observe the practice of the
Medical Directors ; by which measure, the best
means were provided for the universal diffusion
of the modes of cure practised within its walls,
the excellence of which then stood confirmed by
sufficient experience. Since the 1st of February
of that year, four hundred and twelve pupils
have been instructed under the Medical Direc-
tors, in a knowledge of the nature and treat-
ment of diseases of the eye—of this number,
fifty were physicians—the rest surgeons; con-
sisting not only of natives of the three divisions
of the United Kingdom, many of whom held
important stations in the army and navy ; but
also of natives of the West Indies, America, Ger-
many, Portugal, and other parts of the globe—
previous to that time, Mr. now Sir William
Adams, and other gentlemen, had been in-
structed at the Infirmary.

In the year 1808, a Charity, on the model of
your Institution, was established at Exeter, un-
der the professional direction of Mr. Adams ;
similar Institutions have since been  estab-
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In the year 1816, your President and a depu-
tation from the Committee, applied to the Right
Honourable the Lords Commissioners of his
Majesty’s Treasury, for the aid of a sum of money
in support of a building fund; but no pecuniary
assistance has yet been received from the publie
Treasury, notwithstanding the forcible claims
arising from the number of soldiers and sailors
who have been cured at the Infirmary. See
Appendix [B].

By the Infirmary Reports, it appears, that be-
tween the 25th March, 1805, and the 25th March,
1808, were discharged, cured . . 3332 patients

s i et 2t ok
From the 25th March, 1809, tu}

the 31st December, 1809 . . . 1942
Invith'e year ABLOwdassss ot . 2464
In the wear BT 1 W arlahiidl 2455
In:thie meartIBER!: o' Linlie (AVAL. 2585
Inithe yedr 181844 tlidn sl bin 2054
In the yeal D8I b ibHsnil S8a 2539
Inithe year 18156 o'c U M40 2876
Initheiyear 816 4. coiiirmiaasly. 2611

Total ~-. . . 25728%

Of these, 327 were cases of blindness from

* The whole amount of the disbursements of the Institution
to the 31st December, 1816, does not exceed £8000.
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cures performed have been, to a considerable
extent, of a novel and most interesting deserip-
tion, and in number, have exceeded all antici-
pation.. | '

- 'To this brief statement your Committee appeal
~on this basis they rest the character of the In-
stitution with the Governors and with the
public. “

With reference to the merits of the late Mr,
Saunders, your Committee have compared other
and copious evidence, with the recent publica-
tion of Sir William Adams, and are foreibly
struck with the contrast of adulatory compli-
ment on the part of Mr. Adams which prevails
in the former, and of depressing allusion and
statement, which characterise the latter.

In page 5, Sir William Adams speaks thus of
his friend and benefactor :—¢ On my arrival in
London to complete my professional education
at St. Thomas’s and Guy’s Hospitals, I found
Mr. Saunders the Anatomical Demonstrator at
the former. At the expiration of the first year
of my studies, he invited me to witness his prac-
tice at the London Dispensary (over which he
presided) for the treatment of Diseases of the
Eye and Ear, when I made myself so useful to
him. that in a short time he almost wholly con-
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with the fervent wish to render benefit to his
fellow-creatures, and who could not fail to attain
to a high pitch of eminence and fame ; he then
expressed his confident expectation, that Mr.
Saunders would be acknowledged to be as
eminent in his pursuit, as Mr. John Hunter was
In general surgery. He now places himself by
the side of Mr. Saunders, leaving a doubt upon
the reader’s mind, as to the party most obliged
in a reciprocity of service.

In page 11, in a letter under the slgnature,
‘“ Robert Russell,” dated at Exeter, 5th January,
1815, addressed to Sir William Adams your
Committee read as follows :—

““ 1 perfectly recollect Jamenting to you, that
so fatal a disease as the ophthalmia should be
suffered to go on in so great a degree unchecked
in the army, because an individual thought it
his interest to keep the mode of cure a secret
for the time being.

‘“ With respect to yourself, I can solemnly aver,
that your conduct, as far as 1t has come within
my knowledge, has been honourable and grate-
ful to your deceased preceptor, and that you
have uniformly attributed the merit of the dis-
covery in question to him. At the same time I
cannot close my letter, without venturing an
opinion, that no disinterested person can read
the facts on each side, without acknowledging
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to the prejudice of the publie, and particularly
to the prejudice of the army.

In that imputation, your Committee 1emark
the absence, not only of the tenderness and
delicacy due to departed worth and genius,
but, also, of the respect and gratitude due to
great service and obligation conferred. Your
Committee deem it fortunate, that they possess
evidence, which enables them to place the sub-
ject in it’s true light.

« It is in evidence before your Committee, that
Mr. Saunders did not consider it consistent
with the strict and honourable rule of profes-
sional conduct, which he prescribed to himself,
to make any particular or exclusive communi-
cation, on the subject of his professional practice,
to his Majesty’s Government. The ambition
which he indulged, was the chaste and honour-
able ambition, of becoming, in proper season,
the head of a mediecal school, in which, he should
mstruet the medical student in all that he knew ;
and so convey to his Majesty’s service, and 1o
every service ; to this country, and to all coun-
tries, the benefit of his science and practice.
He would not permit himself to approach the
heads of his Majesty’s service, with a view to
pecuniary advantage ; an invitation to that line
of conduct having been made and pressed upon
bim by Mr. Adams, who even ventured to re-
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mitting to your consideration, permitme toadd,
that my process for curing the cataract in
children, together with other observations re-
lative to the eye, which I am about to publish
as soon as the necessary arrangements can be
made, has already been freely communicated to
an individual, and the ample scene of expe-
rience which the Infirmary affords, opened to
his view, from a disinterested wish to promote
his professional object. ~ Mr. Adams has since
settled in Exeter, and there established a
Charity on the model of this Institution. = This
event I could not refrain from noticing, because
it must excite in your minds, and the minds of
the Governors, the grateful reflection, that your
benevolence has given life and activity to an
Institution, which has benefited society, mnot
only in its own operation, but by giving direct
origin to an establishment producing its con-
tingent of good in another part of the kingdom:.
That which was so liberally given in the spirit
of private friendship, has been so long withheld
from the public, in the hope of making it more
worthy of their acceptance, and not through a
mercenary motive, as some have malignantly
observed, or an inclination to boast the pos-
session of a secret. A conscientious discharge
of my duty is all my merit, and all my boast,
the reward which has been bestowed upon it,
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opportunity of associating his naine with that of
Mr. Saunders, and of possessing himself of a
memorial of that estimable man.”

“ That in the opinion of this Meeting, the
publication of the work will not only be an
appropriate manner of conferring a mark of re-
spect upon the memory of Mr. Saunders, but
will also promote the object of this Institution,
by extending to the world that knowledge which
he so successfully applied to the poor under
its care.” -

¢ That the produce of the work be appro-
priated to the sole use and benefit of Mrs. Saun-
ders, without any deduction whatsoever.”

*“ That a book be opened to receive the names
of gentlemen, and the number of copies for
which they may wish to subseribe.”

These resolutions were founded on the con-
ception, that the Rev. Mr. Saunders and Mrs.
Owen would relinquish their right in their de-
ceased brother’s estate in favour of Mrs. Saun-
ders ; but not having, after the expiration of six
months, so relinquished their legal right, the
Governors, on the 9th of October following,
determined to decline the publication of the
posthumous work, at the expense of the Infir-
mary. -

Although induced by the consideration now
stated, to forego the satisfaction which they had
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pressed, and after some conversation, in which
Jeremiah Olive, Esq. trustee for Mrs. Saunders,
on her first marriage, now one of your Vice-
Presidents, took part; it was agreed, that the
annuity should be limited to the term of widow-
hood ; and it was admitted, as being more re-
spectful, and considering that by a stand-
mg law of the Infirmary, ¢ The right of ap-
pointing and electing Medical and all other
Officers and Servants of this Charity, together
with the whole of its internal management and
regulations, in their largest amplitude,” were
¢ absolutely and permanently vested in the
Committee,” 1t was deemed sufficient, that
the words, ** under the direction of the Com-
mittee,” should be used as words of control,
with reference to that limitation, instead of
words more clearly expressive of the purpose
and intention of the Meeting.—The following
resolutions were then passed :—

““ That this Meeting continue the anxious re-
gard and earnest respect for the memory of Mr.
Saunders, which were expressed by the Gover-
nors at the Meeting of the 27th February.”

¢“That in the opinion of this Meeting, it is,
notwithstanding, inexpedient to proceed in the
publication of the work at the charge of the Cha-
rity,and that the resolutions of the27th February,
having reference to that object, be rescinded.”
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the public, the mind of his déeceased friend—he
had, during five years, been his professional col.
league—he was his intimate personal friend—
his talents, experience and judgment, his zeal
for the interest of Mrs. Saunders; every
consideration combined to designate him for the
office of editor.

The first edition of the work consisted of
43 pages of mtroductory matter, and 216
pages of the work itself, illustrated by eight
plates—only 48 pages were printed from
the manuscript—the rest were composed by
the editor from 8788 Infirmary cases noted
by the anthor, and from actual observation on
the modes of practice and operation performed
by him. Of the engravings, drawings for only
a part of the first plate were left by the author.
The book was published the latter end of the year
1811, and upwards of 170 copies weretaken by the
Governors and their friends; the greater part by
members of the Committee, See Appendix[D].

In the summer of the year 1812, Mrs. Saun-
ders married Mr. Joseph Colkett, a cousin.
By means of the anxious exertions of her late
hushand’s friends in the management of his
estate—the kindness of his kindred—the libe-
rality of the Governors—the able and indefati-
gable exertions of Dr. Farre, in his office of
‘editor—and the exercise of parental affection,
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Mr. Crawley, Mr. El gie, Dr.Farre, Mr. Travers,
and Mr. Battley. Mr. Sedgwick was one of
Mrs. Colkett’s trustees on her first marriage—
he is the largest individual Subscriber to the
Institution.  Mr. Crawley advanced a large
sum of money for the first purposes of the
Institution. Mr. Crawley and Mr. Elgie were
in the small number of it’s earliest friends, and
they have been it’s constant and powerful sup-
porters. The merits of Dr. Farre, Mr. Travers,
and Mr. Battley, are the subject of notice in
other parts of this Report—the six gentlemen,
collectively, combined the character, in an emi-
nent degree, of supporters of the Institution—
friends of the late Mr. Saunders, and friends of
his widow—a Committee less disposed or less
likely to compromise the interests of either
could not have been constituted.

At a Meeting of the General Committee on
the 30th August, 1813, an application from Mrs.
Colkett for the continuance of the annuity,
which was granted to her when the widow of the
late Mr. Saunders, was fully considered, and it
was then resolved,—That the Governors by the
discontinuance of the payment of the annuity,
since her second marriage, had acted agteeably
to the intention which prevailed when the grant
was made, and that that Committee did not
deem it proper to interfere in the matter after
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it’s object, evidently, by misrepresentation, to
excite the sympathy of the general body of
Governors, at the entire sacrifice, in point of
character, of honourable men who were the
intimate friends of Mr. Saunders, who were her
own tried and faithful friends—and of some
other of the most efficient supporters of the In-
firmary.

On the 18th of the same month, at the
Annual Meeting, the appeal was heard by the
largest assembly of Governors ever witnessed at
the Institution, with the advantage to Mrs. Col-
kett, as appears to your Committee, of a nume-
rous attendance of persons, particularly prepared
to hear and redress the case to be submitted to
them. After ample discussion, it was moved,
that the annuity should be renewed—this motion
not being seconded, was, necessarily, withdrawn :
it was then moved, that forty pounds slwuld be
presented to Mrs. Colkett, to be continued or
not by the Governors, at their Annual Meeting,
as they should direct: to this an amendment
was moved, namely, that the words having for
their object the grant of money to Mrs. Colkett,
should be omitted, and that words approbatory
of the conduct of the Committee, in respect of
the annuity to Mrs. Colkett, should be substi-
tuted ; upon which, the gentleman, who took the
part of leading advocate for Mrs. Saunders, disa-
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it contains, but with the aggravation of a mass
of matter of the most objectionable description,

Sir William Adams states, page 95, that—

““ Mrs. Saunders, after receiving this annuity
of 401. for two years, thought proper to marry
her own first cousin, to which step the utmost
opposition was (as Mrs. Saunders informed me)
previously offered by Dr. Farre and Mr. Battley,
who authoritatively threatened, that the annuity
should be taken from her, if she executed her
intention. These gentlemen, however justified
they might be in advising, had certainly no
right to dictate upon this ocecasion : there was
no injunction in Mr. Saunders’ will, to prevent
her marrying again ; and, as I have been in-
formed, they were not even executors to that
will. She acted contrary to their advice, and
that of her other friends, and did marry Mr.
Colkett. Dr. Farre and Mr. Battley carried
their threat into execution; they formed a
Special Committee, consisting of themselves
and four of their friends, and, without taking
the sense of the G'eneral Committee, which had
oranted Mrs. Saunders the annuity of 40l.—
¢ for and during her natural life’—they took
upon themselves to rescind that resolution,
which had been officially recorded on the jour-
nals of the Institution.”

It is difficult for your Committee to imagine
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of the annuity ; that the Committee which disal-
lowed the annuity, was a Quarterly Meeting of the
General Committee, and not a Special Commit-
tee ; and they have to repeat, that the minutes of
that Committee were confirmed by the fol-
lowing Annual Meeting, held on the 4th Fe-
bruary, 1813 ; and finally, after ample discus-
sion, by the Annual Meeting on the 18th
February, 1814.

Sir William Adams states, further, page 100,—

¢ As Mrs. Saunders’ advocate, 1 should place
her case in the following point of view—I mean
upon the basis of legal right. It will be recol-
lected, that the annuity was taken from her at
first without the knowledge or sanction of the
General Committee. The great body of Sub-
scribersare thus entirely exonerated from theact.
Secondly, the annuity was not a disinterested
gift of the Subscribers of the London Eye In-
firmary. It was an equivalent for the sale of
her husband’s work, which was her own pro-
perty, as his only representative, and over which
the managers of that Institution possessed no
control ; although the General Committee
thought proper to order the publication of the
manuseript, in such a manner: and attended
with such expenses as their Physician should
‘please to incur.”

Your Committee are again called upon to
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particulars, which, from theirintimate connexion
with the matter immediately referred to them,
‘could not be concealed. Your Committee are
informed of the personal and individual conduct
of the Officers of the Infirmary towards the late
‘Mrs. Colkett, particularly in regard to the gen-
tlemen who were the intimate and attached
friends of Mr. Saunders—as well after, as hefore,
her second marriage—as well after, as before,
her appeal to the Governors. Those excellent
persons ought to receive the most ample testi-
mony to their liberality and constancy—to their
active and persevering benevolence, in all that
has respect to the late Mrs. Colkett; their
earnest endeavours to prevent the errors into
which she unfortunately declined—their gene-
rous sympathy for her distresses when they
occurred, throughdisregard of their advice, could
not be repressed, even by the injurious treatment
which they experienced—their cares extended
to the last hour of her life. |
With what indignation, then, must your Com-
mittee have read a circular letter, addressed to
the Governors of the Infirmary, signed “ William '
Adams,” dated 26th November last, in which
it 1s asserted, that the Officers of the Infirmary
exposed the late Mys. Saunders (Colkett) ¢ o
all the pressure of absolute want”? Your
Committee do not hesitate to declare, that that
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Higher Departments of State, to solicit pro-
tection and pecuniary support for the Infir-
mary.

Your Committee will examine these several
particulars in their order,

Mr. Battley’s claims to the respect and
acknowledgment of the Governors, surpass any
encomium in the power of your Committee to
confer. He has been one of the most zealous
supporters of the Institution from it’s origin,
He has not only gratuitously served the Charity,
through the whole term of its duration, in the
important office of Secretary, but has been the
means of sustaining it’s funds, by his individual
contribution, and by the interest which he has
excited init’s favour, in an extensive and highly
respectable commercial connexion. If the In-
stitution be of high public value and importance,
Mr. Battley isentitled to public respect, for the
essential support and assistance which have been
derived from his unceasing zeal and exertions.

Sir William Adams states, that in the month
of December, 1814, he received a printed cir-
cular, under the signature of Mr. Battley, Secre-
tary of the London Eye Infirmary, upon which
he comments at some length,

Your Committee are aware that a printed
letter was circulated by Mr. Battley at the time
mentioned by Sir William Adams, but they
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ascertaining the general efficacy of the new
mode of treatment practised by Mr. Adams for
the cure of the various species of Cataract and
the Egyptian Ophthalmia.”—Published by order
of the Directors. These papers consist of,—

The Minutes of the Board of Directors of the
28th August, 1813, and 10th January, 1814.

A Letter addressed by the Medical Officers
of Greenwich Hospital to John Dyer, Esq.
Secretary of that FEstablishment---Dated
27th December, 1813. .

A Letter addressed by Mr. Adams to the Ho-
nourable the Directors of Greenwich Hos-
pital---Dated 9th January, 1814.

To which an Advertisement is prefixed.

The Advertisement states ¢ That in the
autumn of 1812, the Directors of Greenwich
Hospital were informed, that greatimprovements
had been recently made by Mr. Adams, late
Oculist to the West of England Eye Infirmary
at Exeter, in the modes of operating on the dif-
ferent kinds of cataract,” &e.

The Minutes of the Board are highly com-
mendatory of the practice of Mr. Adams, but are
silent as to the late Mr. Saunders and the Lon-
don Infirmary.

The Letter of the Medical Officers, aseribes
the improved mode of curing cataract to Mr.
Adams, and also ascribes the discovery of a
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of public importance; a cure for cataract in
infants born blind, had been discovered, and
performed, in the first instance, by Mr. Saunders,
at the Infirmary ; other species of cataract had
also been treated by Mr. Saunders, with eminent
success, and your Committee are enabled to
state, that the disease called the Egyptian oph-
thalmia, had been cured, in all its stages, in
numerous cases, at the Infirmary.

At that time, the Infirmary had been open, as
a Medical School, upwards of eighteen months ;
one hundred and one gentlemen had then been
admitted as pupils—Mr. Saunders’ posthumous
work had been published upwards of six months;
acopyof that work had been delivered tothe Army
Medical Board—yet, under these circumstances,
the name of Mr. Saunders and the practice of the
Infirmary, pass, not only without acknowledg-
ment, but under disrespectful notice, in the
publication of the Directors of Greenwich
Hospital.

But, however uninformed the Noble and Ho-
nourable Directors might be on the subject,
Mr. Adams knew, and in several parts of his
pamphlet, he lays elaim to praise for the acknow-
ledgment of the fact—Mr. Adams knew, that
the great and interesting 1mprovements in the
modes of treating diseases of the eye, originated
from the late Mr. Saunders, and were first prac-
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in his method of curing cataract, the only one
which has been shown to be applicable, at an
early age, to ‘children born blind with that
disease. Mr. Saunders has likewise the origi:
nality of having first marked the character of
inflammation of the iris, and of having pointed
out it’s appropriate method of cure. The dis-
covery of a successful mode of treating those
mostinveterateand distressing consequences pro-
duced by the Egyptian ophthalmia, has further
been the resnlt of his seientific and unwearied
mvestigations. © Upon these highly important
subjects and some others, he has been hitherto
prevented by ill health and numerous profes-
sional avocations, from making known to the
world, the success of his labours; but these I
confidently - anticipate will shortly be pub-
lished.” | |

““ Theonlymerit I feel myself entitled to claim,
is for a conscientious discharge of my duty, and
a strict adherence to those seientific principles,
of which I have so extensively witnessed the
validityandimportancein the verysuccessful prac-
tice of my friend, Mr. Saunders. Reward I expect
none, but the honour of your approbation.”

Mr. Adams, elsewhere, as your Committee have
shown, ascribes every hope of his professional
success, to the candour and generosity of
Mr. Saunders, in bhaving taught him the prin-
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tions would have effected the removal of the
cataracts in the space of five or six weeks.

Passing over the consideration of the logical
force of the reasoning, which dismisses the effect
of thirteen causes in favour of the fourteenth,
your Committee cannot sufficiently deprecate the
manner in which Sir William Adams has sub-
mitted a comparative statement of medical prac-
tice to public notice—a practice peculiar, as your
Committee believe, in a popular form, to the
lower and irregular practitioners in medicine,
and to which your Committee are entirely per-
suaded, the Directors of Greenwich Hospital
would not have lent their sanction, had they been
made duly acquainted with particulars, of which
the knowledge was essential to correctness of
judgment on the subject.

The extraordinary character and injurious
tendency of these papers, their tendency to de-
prive the late Mr. Saunders of his fair fame, and
the Infirmary of that portion of public favour
which it enjoyed, rendered it necessary, in the
conception and judgment of the acting or Sub-
Committee, soon after the appearance of the
Official Papers, to appoint the Medical Officers
of the Infirmary, a Committee, to examine and
report to the General Committee, the evidence
which supports the rights of the Infirmary and
the merits of the late Mr. Saunders, its Founder
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That he failed in his attempt to see Dr. Farre,
but left at his house a message intimating, that
he had commissioned Mr. Milford to propose
his editing Mr. Saunders’ work.

That shortly after that communication, Sir
William Adams heard from several quarters, that
reports were circulated ¢ that he had endeavoured
to get at Mr. Saunders’ notes, in order to rob him
of his posthumous fame.” That to prevent fur-
ther misrepresentation, he addressed an expla-
natory letter to Dr. Farre, dated 28th February,
1810. That about ten days afterwards, on his
return to Exeter, he received from the Secretary
of the Infirmary, a communication stated to
have been made, before a Select Committee, by
the young man already alluded to. 'That imme-
diately upon receiving the Secretary’s letter, he
wrote a reply to it, which he requested Mr.
Milford to deliver to Dr. Farre, and personally
to acquaint him with the proposals he had de-
puted him to make, but that Mr Milford, seeimng
in the whole of this attack, the hostile spirit
which had prevented his applying to Dr. Farre
on the former occasion, did not think it worthy
his interference, and therefore simply forwarded
the letter without a comment.

Your Committee have attentively investigated
this statement, and they report to youas follows:—

That so far from Mr. Saunders, at the period
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accidentally met Mr. Adams in Ely Place, when
he gave me to understand, he had a subject of
importance to communicate to me—we left the
house together, and he commenced the conversa-
tion, by saying that Mr. Johnson of Exeter (with
whom our late friend corresponded) had in-
formed him Mr. Saunders’ work on the Eye, was
in a state of great forwardness, if not already in
the press, and that he (Mr. Adams) considered it
would be most advantageous for him to have the
credit of it, to have his name inserted in lieu of
that of Mr. Saunders, and to be considered the
author.

““If these desirable points could be obtained, he
would readily pay Mrs. Saunders one hundred
guineas, or whatever sum her friends might con-
sider an equivalent, together with all the profits
arising from the publication ; he proceeded to
state, should the work be unfinished, and Dr.
Farre would assist him in its completion, the re-
muneration to Mrs. Saunders should be the same ;
but if that gentleman rejected the proposition, he
(Mr. Adams) was convinced the above-mentioned
Mr. Johnson would undertake it.

“ These propositions I wasrequested to commu-
nicate to a relative of mine, and the most intimate
friend of the family, for the information of Mrs.
Saunders. So far I heard him with silent asto-
nishment, but could no longer restrain my in-
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ner by Mr. Adams, until nearly five vears
after the date of the Secretary’s letter.—The
subject is then alluded to by Mr. Adams, in
coarse and offensive language, by letter to Dr.
Farre. The next instance in which your Com-
mittee find it the object of Sir William Adams’
attention, is the pamphlet now before your Com-
mittee, that is, after seven years had elapsed—mnot
by communication with the President, or with the
Committee, or with the Governors, at their An-
nual Meeting ; or with Mr. Deane; but in a
printed address, widely circulated, for the perusal,
chiefly, of persons who could have no immediate
means of judgine on the subject, but through
the medium of the pamphlet itself.

Mr. Saunders died on Saturday, the 10th of
February, 1810.—On Wednesday, the 14th, a
letter, as already stated, was received from Mr.
Adams, announcing his immediate intention of
visiting London. On Sunday, the 18th, the Com-
mittee for directing the funeral, received Mr.
Deane’s letter, stating, that on Friday, the 16th,
Mr. Adams had made the obnoxious overture
for the publication of Mr. Saunders’ posthumous
work. How, then, your Committee inquire,
can Mr, Adams’ statement be true >—He says, he
requested Mr. Milford to interest himself for
him—that Mr. Milford did so, and reported to
him the unfavourable issue ; and that ¢ some

S






62

‘was not appointed to the office of Surgeon until
four years afterwards.

Such are the grounds on which gentlemen, dis-
tinguished by their public and private worth, by
the liberal and extensive application of their emi-
nent scientific attainments, and by their private
benevolence, are held forth to severe public cen-
sure, on acharge of preventing the cure of that very
class of diseases, to teach the means of curing
which, they have, during many years, presided,
with unblemished reputation, over a public school
of the first value and importance—at which they
have instructed all who have applied for instruc-
tion,and have actually taught upwardsof four hun-
dred professional gentlemen of the highest class ;
whose testimonials, as your Committee are in-
formed, are indispensable, undertheabledirection
of the Army Medical Board, to the qualification
of gentlemen for the situation of Surgeon in
the Army, and who have diffused a knowledge
of their practice in every other way consistent
with their rank and station in the medical pro-
fession. Such, in fine, are the grounds on which
Sir William Adams undertakes with the British
Government, and with the British public,
to ‘ expose measures resorted to by the Me-
dical Officers of the London Eye Infirmary,
for the purpose of retarding the adoption and
execution of plans for the extermination of the
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Viscount Melville, First Lord of the Admiralty, and
the Right Honourable Viscount Sidmouth, Secretary
for the Home Department.

That he had had the honour to present to those Noble
Lords the subjoined Memorial, together with a copy
of the Memorial addressed to His Royal Highness the
Duke of York, and a series of the Reports of the
Infirmary.

TO HIS ROYAL HIGHNESS

THE DUKE OF YORK,

. THE COMMANDER IN CHIEF.

The humble Memorial of a Deputation from the
. General Committee of the London Infirmary for
. curing Diseases of the Eye.

g —

Your Memorialists offer to Your Royal Highness
their profound respect and gratitude, for the conde-
scension with which Your Royal Highness has re-
ceived the Special Report of the General Committee
of the London Infirmary.

In approaching Your Royal Highness, your Memo-
rialists are encouraged to set forth the benefits which
this Infirmary has rendered, not only to the commus-
nity, but to His Majesty’s service in particular, from
the universally acknowledged regard which Your
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Of ophthalmia, in its various chronic forms, including
diseases of the eyelids:—five thousand five hun-
dred and eight.

2nd.  Within the walls of this. Charity, the success-

ful treatment of cataract in children born blind, ori-
ginated at the very commencement of the Institution.
3rd. At this Infirmary alse, originated the successful
treatment of the ophthalmia in its most dangerous
forms; and especially of the Egyptian or purulent
ophthalmia, both in its acute and chronic stages.

dth. Numerous Ophthalmic Institutions have been

established in various parts of the United Kingdom, on
the model of this Infirmary; and thus, to use the
words of its Founder, “ the benevolence which has
given life and activity to this Institution, has benefited
society, not only in its own operation, but by giving
direct origin to establishments, producing their con-
tingent of good in other parts of the Kingdom.”

5th.  The general practice of the Infirmary has been
so satisfactory, as to have caused a progressive increase
of patients, the extremes of which are: in the first
year, 1805, six hundred. In the last year, 1814,* three
thousand three hundred and ninety-two.

6th. The doors of this Infirmary, founded and sup-

ported entirely by private benevolence, have been con-
stantly open to soldiers and sailors, who have been
cured of the ophthalmia without any expense to Go-
vernment.

~%7th. This Infirmary, the first and only Medical
School for the Diseases of the Eye, is attended by a
considerable number of pupils; and whilst some of

* The Memorial of which this is a copy, was presented before the

present Annual Report was drawn up,






70

which have been rendered to the community, and to
His Majesty’s service in particular, by this Infir-
mary.

In inviting your Lordships’ attention to this Memo-
rial, of which a copy is annexed, your Memorialists
have been encouraged by the solicitude which His
Majesty’s Government has manifested for the preserva-
tion of soldiers and seamen from the dreadful effects
of the ophthalmia, by appointing a Committee of the
most distinguished medical men to observe and report
on Sir William Adams’ treatment of certain patients
in the chronic or last stage of the Egyptian ophthalmia,

The Special Report, which the Secretary of the
London Infirmary, under the direction of the General
Committee, has had the honour to transmit to your
Lordships, contains the proof that Sir William Adams,
when a pupil of this Infirmary, was instructed by its
late Founder and Surgeon, in that successful treatment
of the ophthalmia which he has submitted to the
attention of the Committee appointed by His Majesty’s
Government.

Great as are the benefits which this Infirmary has
already conferred in the modes set forth, in a general
manner, in the annexed Memorial, and more in detail
in the annual printed Reports herewith submitted to
your Lordships’ observation, your Memorialists beg to
state, that even those benefits are small in comparison
of the capacities of this Infirmary to serve the public.
Influenced by this conviction, the General Committee
had already appealed to private benevolence, to en-
large the establishment for the reception of in-patients,
that want of domestic care, in those who are afflicted
with the ophthalmia in its most dangerous forms and
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219 Cases of cataract, which have occurred afler

birth, have also been cured.

Your Memorialists lament to state to your Lordships,
that as the exertions of the Committee increase, appli-
cations become more numerous. The persons admitted
as new patients, from 1st January, 1815, to 1st January,
1816, being 3445, as stated in the Reports, your Me-
morialists have the honour to inclose.

The great objects of the Committee are---Ist, to pro-

vide proper accommodation for in-patients, that a still
- greater proportion of the industrious poor, and their
helpless offspring, may be rescued from the miseries
of blindness.
- 2dly. To diffuse amongst the profession a knowledge
of the nature and treatment of the Diseases of the Eye,
through the medium of this Institution, which is the
only school for the instruction of pupils in ophthalmic
complaints. And hence your Memorialists trust they
will be enabled to prove to the satisfaction of your
Lordships, that, independently of the primary object for
which this Institution was established, the relief which
it will afford to the Army and Navy, by educating
Military and Naval Surgeons in the proper treatment
of the Diseases of the Eye, and especially in the
methods of curing the acute and chronic stages of the
Egyptian Ophthalmia, will justify your Memorialists in
claiming the consideration of your Lordships to recom-
mend to Parliament a grant, in aid of the Building
Fund of this Institation.

Your Memorialists therefore most humbly pray that
your Lordships will be pleased to take the case stated
into your consideration, and that you will be pleased
to recommend to Parliament such sum of money as






























84

His own letters show, that he had returned into the
country, from London, in June, 1807, and in his Address
to the Four Western Counties, dated at Exeter, July
1808, containing proposals for the Institution of the
Infirmary for curing Diseases of the Eye, since estah-
lished at Exeter, Mr. Adams states, that he had then
practised on such diseases ten months in that city.

In the same Address he states, that he had attended
the London Infirmary. as assistant to Mr. Saunders, two
years, and that during his attendance, fourteen children,
born blind, were cured of cataract by a novel operation,
for the invention of which, the world was indebted to
Mr. Saunders.

By the Register of the Infirmary it appears, that three
children born blind, only, had been cured at the Infir-
mary, at the end of May, 1807, and that on the 25th
March, 1808, eleven more, similar cures, had been per-
formed. Consequently, if Mr. Adams had attended at
the London Infirmary, from May, 1807, to August, 1508,
as stated in his pamphlet, he wounld have witnessed
most of the fourteen cases; but as that cannot be true;
as the middle of June, 1807, is the utmost limit of Mr,
Adams’ attendance at the Infirmary; he has, in his Ad-
dress and in his pamphlet, published untrue and
contradictory statements, which it is quite certain
he must have known and did really know, to be
untrue, as appears, further, by the following ex-
tract from a letter from Mr. Adams to Mr. Saunders,
dated at Exeter, 28th July, 1808:—* Zeal, when not
managed with prudence, often does irremediable harm;
it was solely with a wish to do my preceptor that credit
1 considered him entitled to, I was induced to state the
cure of the fourteen children, which , who dic~
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yourself to think I wish to disgust your feelings with
langunage of that sort---(of adulation), no, most respected
sir, it arises from the warmth of gratitude and friend-
ship 1 feel towards you; for, except my father, you
are the best friend 1 ever had, and when I cease to
be grateful, may I cease to exist.” If I could have
given him credit for having desired, from an honour-
able motive, to be possessed of the posthumous papers
of Mr. Saunders, his conduct, as disclosed in the
“ Official Papers,” would have led me to form an
unfavourable estimate of the manner in which he
would bave used them. His preceptor was now no
more ; and he had been denied by his nearest rela-
tives the care of his papers, which he had even offered
to purchase : surely, then, this opportunity at Green=
wich was the most favourable one that could have
been presented to him of doing justice to the
memory of Mr. Saunders, and of acknowledging
his obligations to him, particularly for instruction
on this method of curing by an eoperation the gra-
nulations which occur in the chronic stage of the
Egyptian ophthalmia. A studied silence, however, is
observed on this subject, throughout the Official
Papers, in which the name of Mr. Saunders is only
once mentioned—not in respect to his method of treat-
ing the chronic stage of the Egyptian ophthalmia, to
which there is not the most distant allusion ; but in
the rejection of his excellent operation for the cataract,
which his grateful pupil has treated with a contempt,
that the courtesy of a gentleman should not have
permitted him to use even to an enemy.

To ‘the Special Report of the General Committee,
which exposed this proceeding, Sir William Adams
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himself think so, when, in 1810, he acquainted « the
Commander-in-Chief with his success in the treatment
of the third or granular stage of the ophthalmia #'—
when he “ called the attention of the Adjutant-General
to a particular form of the ophthalmia, which he could
perfectly cure by pursuing a mode of operation first
suggested by his late friend and preceptor Mr. Saun-
ders #”—when he explained that particular form of
the disease to be “ the third or granular state,” and
asserted it to be “ the chief cause of the extensive pro-
pagation of the ophthalmia}” and that it was * this
Jorm of the disease which ke undertook to cure,” and
by which “ tlie farther propagation of the Egyptian
ophthalmia could alone be arrested?” In the same
proportion that these assertions, magnified as they are,
-accord with the notion of a national desideratum, the
subterfuge of explaining this lofty expression of the
Medical Officers of Greenwich Hospital, as referring
only to the cure of opacities of the cornea, is exposed.
At one time, the granulations form his perpetual
theme—these are the Egyptian ophthalmia—these the
cause of blindness. At another, the opacities of
the cornea are all in all. Now these constitute the
Egyptian ophthalmia—these are the cause of blind-
ness.

The truth is, that both these conditions of the eon-
junctiva or connecting membrane of the eyelids and
eveball, which are expressed by the words, granu-
I;tinns and opacities, result from the same stage of
inflammation, and are, with a very few exceptions,
combined in the chronic form of the Egyptian oph-
thalmia; thus, in describing the eases of the pensioners
who submitted to the trial of his operation, Sir William
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cornea amongst the cured, under the two distinct
heads of « partial” and “ total opacities of the cor-
nea;” and under the latter head, the cases of blind-
ness, occasioned by opacities of the cornea in the
chronic stage of the Egyptian ophthalmia, were
classed; and continued to be so classed during the
succeeding Reports of 1807-8-9 and 10, until Mr.
Travers,in 1811, in making up the first Medical Report
after his election, being dissatisfied with this classi-
fication, expunged, with my consent, the head of “total
opacities of the cornea,” substituting for it the title of
“ chronic inflammation with vascular cornea”—under
which head, the returns of the cured of the chrouic
stage of the Egyptian ophthalmia, have ever since been
made in the Annual Reports of the Infirmary.
Descending somewhat into particulars, I intend to
address a letter to the General Committee, in which I
shall contrast the evidence on which the claims of Sir
William Adams to an tmprovement on the practice of
Mr. Saunders rest, with the testimony of surgeons
who have brought the operations in question to a com-
parative trial. - But I shall reserve for the third edition
of his posthumous work, now called for by the pro-
fessien, the consideration of certain other points, in
which I have also to contrast the merit of Mr. Saun-
ders with the pretensions of Sir William Adams, espe-
cially in the use of emetics as one of the means of
curing the acute stage of the Egyptian ophthalmia.
1 have the honour to be,
Sir, :
Your faithful and obedient servant,
Joun RicHARD FARRE.
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ration with a knife peeuliarly constructed for that
purpose, and of his own invention too—there lies the
merit! Mr. Saunders only taught him the application
of the principle of excision to this particular case; hut
was so unostentatious as to carry it into effect with
an instrument in common use, calculated to preserve
the conjunctiva,

It appears that the medical gentlemen, who composed
the Committee appointed by Government “to examine
the merits of Sir William Adams’ treatment of the third
stage of a violent and purulent form of ophthalmia,
commonly called the Egyptian ophthalmia,” are not
agreed on the question of improvement on the ope-
‘ration of Mr. Saunders, in substituting the knife for the
scissors.  Sir Henry Halford says---* 1 give Sir William
Adams credit, but not the merit of originality, for, in
the last stage, his practice is an improvement only in
the operation suggested, and performed with success,
by the late Mr. Saunders.” Now although the im-
provement is here actually asserted, we are to consider
the words as expressing, not the faet, but his opinion,
which was evidently formed from the few. cases on
which enly Sir William Adams’ operation had been
tried ; the henefits resulting from which, even in Sir
Henry Halford’s estimation, had not sufliced to restore
the men as soldiers.  Dr. Baillie does not go the same
length, but says that his mode of operating, by a knife
of his own invention, promises to be much more effi-
cient; and Mr. Astley Cooper, instead of asserting
that it is an improvement, simply says, that the knife
appears to be the preferable instrument. But in a ease
in which merit is actually detracted from another, we
cannot be satisfied with the promise or appearance of
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consideration ; yet Dr, Vetch has followed out the
evidence of the cases recently published by Sir Wil-
liam Adams, to show not only how inexpedient the
operation has proved to be; but even how completely
he has failed in his application of it. Thus, Dr. Vetchs
whom Sir William Adams, in his Letter to the Directors
of Greenwich Hospital, most highly commends as an
eminent and candid physician, and whose practice, con-
tained in his excellent Treatise on the Egyptian Opi-
thalmia, he asserts, has, in a great degree, heretofore
requlated that of the army, goes much farther than
your Medical Officers in condemning the practice of
Sir William Adams; and instead of admitting his ope-
ration by the knife to be an improvement, adds,* I beg
to say, that both these instruments have been repeatedly
employed ; and 1 do not scruple to assert, that where
the operation is required, the scissors are the belter
instrument of the two; that the surface which follows
excision by them is less irritable, and less disposed to
a reproduction of fungus; that there is also less risk
of wounding the semilunar cartilage of the palpebre,
an accident very likely to oceur in the mode of ope-
rating performed by Sir William Adams, and which I
apprehend to have happened in some cases where the
operation has led to a termination fatal to the organ.”
See Dr, Vetch's Observations relative fo the Treatment
by Sir William Adams.of the Ophthalmic Cases of the
Army. .

Although Mr. Saunders and Dr. Vetch were engaged
at the same time in investigating the changes induced
on the conjunctiva by the Egyptian ophthalmia; yet
their inquiries were conducted in different modes, and
independently of each other, as I propose to prove ata

]
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ment on the method of cure, in which he had been

mstructed by Mr. Saunders, and which had been

already made public. Such prejudice and neglect of
duty cannot fairly be imputed to this distinguished

class of surgeons, even on points of practice the most diffi-
cult and dangerous; but it is as insulting to this body,
as it is to the common sense of the public, to assert, that
thisnecessity of proving his practice actually existed ina
trivial point of this kind, in which your Medical Officers

have stated (and Sir William Adams coincides in the

statement) that the treatment of the chronic stage of the
Egyptian ophthalmia is simple in its principle, and easy
in its execution so that any surgeon, who has received
an ordinary education in the treatment of diseases of the
eye, may be considered as competent to understand
and manage the complaint, when its nature has been

explained.

In concluding, I may be allowed to say of my late
and present distinguished colleagues, Mr, Travers and
Mr. Lawrence, that they are gentlemen too highly edu-
cated, and placed in too commanding a situation in the
profession to be open even ta the suspicion of being
influenced by the motives which Sir William Adams
has imputed to them. It was their acknowledged
merit which induced you to imvite them to the situa-
tion which they have filled with honour to themselves
and benefit to the publie—it was in testimony of
that merit which you had rightly estimated, that on the
resignation of Mr. Travers, to discharge his more ex-
tended duties of Surgeon to St. Thomas's Hospital, you
were pleased to express your sense of the important
services which he had rendered to this Infirmary, by
appointing him one of its Vice-Presidents. 1 feel plea-
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vision in every variety of the soft cataraet: but
that as Mr. Saunders himself auticipated, it has been
proved by further trial to be less perfectly adapted to
the varieties of hard cataract than the operation of
extraction; whilst their final conclusion conveyed their
opinion of the relative merits of Mr. Saunders’ opera-
tion as compared with that modification of it which
is practised by Sir William Adams: viz—That the
modification of Mr. Saunders’ operation, practised
by Sir William Adams, also puts the cataract in a
condition to be absorbed; but, by inflicting greater
violence on the eye, exposes the patient to the risk
of an acute inflammation, imminently hazarding the
safety of the organ.

It was not even left for Sir William Adams to origi-
nate the complex method of combining the operations
of the needle and the knife, which he entitles, his
“ new and improved operation for the cataract.” Mr,
Travers first published this method, and his pro-
gressive steps towards the completion of this operation
may be traced in the records of the Infirmary, previous
to the date of Sir William Adams’ operation at Green-
wich. A departure, however, from simplicity, either in
mental or manual exercises, will not ultimately stand
the test of experience. Mr. Travers subsequently, and
in my opinion, judiciously, rejected this complex opera-
tion. Mr. Travers and Mr. Lawrence adhere to the
old operation of extraction in cases of hard cataract,
and so will Sir William Adams, as soon as farther
experience shall have enabled him to perform it well.
These gentlemen have only rendered strict justice to
the memory of Mr. Saunders, and no where more feel-
ingly or truly than in concluding their examination of
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Officers of the Infirmary at the period in question, and
had not the slightest knowledge of the transaction.

Sir William Adams is known to me only as a pupil
of the Infirmary, from which, after having been libe-
rally admitted to the ample field of instruction which it
affords, he was kindly furnished with letters testimonial
by Mr.Saunders and myself, highly caleulated to serve
him, and which really did essentially serve him,
From 1807, when he ceased to attend the Insti-
tution, I have had no communication with him. Mr.
Saunders seldom mentioned his name to me. 1 did
not even know that he had ceased to confide in him, nor
that he had withheld from him his latter improvements,
A very active member of the early Committees of this
Infirmary, has informed you by letter, that he was
expressly invited to the house of Mr. Saunders, for
the purpose of consulting with him and a common
friend or two, what course he ought to take, in cou-
sequence of the inroad, as he felt it, of his then late
pupil.  Of this meeting I had not the slightest know-
ledge. If Sir William Adams interested me no farther
than I have stated before the death of Mr. Saunders, he
ceased altogether to be an object of my notice after
that lamented event. I did not interfere with the
views of Sir William Adams; for if delicacy toward
me had restrained the relatives of Mr. Saunders
from complying with his wishes, in respect to the pos-
thumous papers, I left them perfectly at liberty, by re-
fusing the charge of those papers when they were first
sent to me ; but as they were immediately returned to
me, accompanied by theletters which I have transmitted
to the Special Committee, I nolongerrefused to do justice
to the memory of my friend. When the Official Papers





















