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fe&s : with what {fuccefs, will reft with
the Reader to determine. If ap-
proved of, I fhall be gratified; if the
contrary, regret my loft labour: but
be it as it may, my endeavours were
~di¢tated by philanthropy, and the
refult is at the Public’s fervicg. Per-
fonal prejudice has had no influence;
{o far from it, that I declare, from the
ﬂighf knowledge I have of Mr. Foor,
I thould rather defire, than refufe his
friendthip. But I would purchaie no
man’s good opinion at the expenge of
truth,

For the fake of the caufe 1 have
undertaken, I am {orry that the nature
of my avocations allow me {o little
leifure to attend to the {ubject, in the
manner it merits; but I flatter myfelf,
that I have gone fo far, as to fully re-
fute Mr. Foor’s affertions, and give
the general outlines of Mr. HUNTER’S
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felves in the perilous fituation of an author,
efpecially thofe in affluent circumftances,
without the innate fatisfaction, of having
either fully effected their withes, or at leaft
of offering a boon, that will prove acceptable
to the public.. In Mr. Foot’s Obfervations
on Mr. Hunter’s Treatife on the Venereal
Difeafe, I am forry that he thould have per~
mitted prejudice to influence his remarks, fo
much, as to fubftitute perfonality for argu-
ment, {arcafim for reafoning, and ufed a lan-
guage fo repugnant to his profeflion.. I
doubt not his abilities as a {urgeon, but con-
demn the proftitution of them to fuch an
end; and regret, that he fhould have facri-
ficed his candour and good fenfe at the fhrine
of refentment, Free myfeif from any bias,
and revering equally, the names of Pott, and
Hunter, as much as he does the former ;
.from the obligations I owe them, for a fhare
of whatever profeflional knowledge I may
have acquired, I neither have, nor ever
mean to mnlift under any medical party ban-
rer. Truthis my object; I fhall chearfully
embrace it, from whatever quarter it may
come, and it is only to difcover that defide-
ratum, that I have animadverted on Mr.

Foot’s errors, avoiding, as much as pofiible,
all
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all declamation, and exercifing, I hope, that
{hare of candour towards him, which I plead to
be due to everyauthor; ftating his arguments
fully, and neither mutilating, or mifapplying
his reafoning ; not that I purpofe attending
to every minute mifreprefentation, any more
than is neceflary todefend Mr. Hunter’s gene-
ral do¢trines ; and to thew Mr. Foot’s Obfer-
vations in that light, which impartial truth
requires : for, on maturely attending to Mr.
Hunter’s work, I confefs myielf much bene-
fited; and I am fo far from conceiving his
Opinions calculated to miflead, that I hope
to prove, in the courfe of my remarks, the
validity of my aflertion, that it contains a
fund of ufeful information, not to be met
with any where elfe. However, I wifh to
enter a cqvear agamnft being underftood
either implicitly to defend the whole of Mr,
Hunter’s Opinions, (for fome of them, I am
aware, require -the teft of experience) or
blindly condemn Mr. Foot’s in #ofo ; for no
two men’s ideas can be fo aflimulated, or
their practice {o entirely confonant to'each
other, as to have only one rationae. '
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AM inclined to commence my Defence
with this Word, (z) from theftrong hopes
Mr. Foot feems to entertain of his objections
- being infurmountable; and the pofitivenefs
with which he delivers himfelf, may pofiibly
lead fome individuals, to miftake confidence
for truth ; though the force of his objections,
if they have any weight, refts on the appli-
cation of the word, by defining it a corpo-
real effe¢t from a mental caufe, as hikewife
the affection that one perfon feels for the
condition of another, or the quality of being
affected by the affection of another ; that is,
Pity. But thisis not the cafe; and I will en-
deavour, without adverting to the incon-
gruity of his explanation, to prove this
bantling, or adopted child of his, illegitimate.
His reafon for this limited definition, is evi-
dently intended to an{fwer his own purpofe :
- for the etymology of the word admits a much
more copious fignification, being derived
from *w, with, and =, affeCtion, pafliop,
fut-

(a) Sce Mr: Foot, page 48, 49, and 109,
(%) Lib. w dedocis affedis,

[P
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fuffering, or difeafe.(4) Galen definesit, Mor-
bus, affectio corporis infirma ; and if Mr. Foot
had confulted either Scapula’s, or Schrevelius’s
Lexicons, he would have found ample infor=-
mation, and a contradiftinétion to his par-
tial, or limited definition. It is there faid,
Philofophi et Medici, definiunt duorum natu-
ralem, quandam conjunétionem, & concordiam,
ex fimtlitudine, vel generis, vel naturee, vel tem-

- peramenti, vel morinm, velaliarum rerum conci-

liatam, MEDICIS AUTEM, peculiariter fignificar
affeélionem partis alicujus, non per fe, ac preprié,
s fed per confenfum, & focietatemr alterius laboq
mm‘z.a . |

Were I to fearch for authorities, I fancy
they would extend much beyond the limits
of my prefent performance. Thofe I have
adduced, will be deemed, I hope fufficient,
when conneéted with the following faéls,
which muft firike the fenfe of every obferver,
and bring conviction home, The efluvia
of agreeable or pungent applications, applied
to the nofe,” will often communicate vigour
to the whole fyftem. Cold water thrown
upon any part of the body that is warm,
produces an immediate and general contrac-

tion,
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| tion, of all the vefiels and pores. Some par-
ticular founds will fet the teeth on edge,
whilft others will raife the foul to extafy.(c)
Aik a generous citizen, if the fight or {mell
of grateful food does not make the faliva
flow into his mouth ? And this particular
affection is ftill more manifef, from various
inftances of difeafes, complained of in one
part, though the caufe is in a very remote
one, as a deranged or furcharged {tomach
produces pain in the head ; and pain in the
uterus, tefticles, bladder, or kidneys, fick-
nefs in the ftomach. After amputation,
likewife, of the leg, or arm, individuals will
frequently complain of pain in the excifed or
amputated part.(d) Abruifeon the os facrum
brings on a fuppreflion of urine, as likewife
a paralyfis of the lower limbs : and are not
the whole train of hypochondriac and hyf-
teric {fymptoms deducible from this caufe ?
To what other can they? Thefe fenfations
fhew this origin, and fully eftablifh the ex-

| tence,

(<) See Motherby’s Medical Dictionary, for Sympathy,
and Cyclopzdia, :

(d) See Dr. James Crawford on Sympathy, in the 2d
Part of the Vth Volume of the Edinburgh Medical Effavs

and Obfervations.
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iftence of a {ympathetic affeftion in our bo-
dies, independent of our will, or the in=
fluence of external objects ; therefore, per-

fectly diftinct from condolence, or pity: (¢)

and as all fecling arifes from the brain and
nerves, the above facts, I hope, will have their
due weight, and operate with candid minds
to conviction, in evincing, that every part of
the body hath this affetion with the whole :
that it is, {peaking profeffionaily, a morbid .
and partial affection of the body, arifing
from a local difeafe. ()

(2) From this it evidently appears, that Mr. Foot’s train
of fymptoms from irritation rather depend on Sympathy.
See Mr. Foot, p. 49.

() Sce Kirkland on Sympathy.
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ing does not juftify. (g) The alarmwhich the
difeafefirft excited among mankind, thenum-
berlefs wild conjectures as to its caufe, it gave
rife to, the abfurd treatment of it by medical
men, from the wantof a rationale refpectingits
nature and confequent cure, all uniteasmuch
againft as for any argument, Regular prac-
titioners defpairing, from the inefficacy of
the means, they were then acquainted with,
left the cure to empirics and vifionary pre-
tenders. I fhould therefore, (as I am con-
fcious Mr. Foot cannot be ignorant of it,)
have {uppofed, had not his aflertion been fo
pointed, that he was not in earneft in de-
claring to us, that Mr. Hunter had neglect-
ed, giving the hiftory of the difeafe, ()
from a mean, or interefted defign; I could
have wifhed not to have degraded Mr. Foot,
fo much as to fuppofe it, It is true, fuch
vague, contradictory, obfolete, and illufive
authorities, open a field, for a warm imagi-
nation to difplay itfelf; and we might by
animated reveries, have our fancies pleafed,
thoughour judgmentscould notbe informed :
for writers, ating under the influence of
fear, fuperftition, and grofs ignorance, were

B ill

(;g) See Mr, Foot, p. 12. ,-’,_E.) Idem, p. 8.
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before Johannis Baptifta Montanus, in 1550;
but here he is cqually unfortunate, for James
a Bathencourt, wrote particularly, on a go-
norrbea virulentia, anno 1527, and Paracel-
{us, anno 15365 the one confequently, twen-
ty-thiee years, the other, fourteen before his
date. Having traced it then within thirty-
one years of the Venereal Difeafe’s exiftence
by general confent, I am more juftified in
fuppofing, from thefe circumftances, that,
1t appeared, ab origine, than Mr. Foot is,
in fixing it to @nmmo 1550. Indeed Aftruc
himfelf, fays, (m) ¢ That he would not
have it inferred, that it did not appear, long
before this period, becaufe not defcribed, as
a {fymptom of the difeafe;” though, it is
but juft to acknowledge, that he is rather
inclined to think it not, an original {ymp-
tom. One circumf{tance ftrikes me, which
I beg leave to remark, though I do not ftate
it as an argument, notwithfanding it has
fome weight with me : might not writers.
under the influence I have before alluded
to, cafily miftake this fymptom, fora gonor-
rbea fimplex, aggravated, as they would 1n-
fer, by this peculiar difeafe of the fyftem,

B 2 and

{m) See Aftruc, p. g8.
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and not conceive it a mark of the venereal
malady, till time, and reflection, connected
with its general appearance, might point
out its origin. (z) Befide, if no gonorrheea,
or difeafe of the urethra, was mentioned,
at its firft appearance, it makes nothing for
Mr. Foot’s caufe; he might as juftly, as he
tells Mr. Hunter, draw conclufions from a
dream, as from the omiffion ; ulcers in the
genitals, are fpoke of long before the dif-
eafe is faid to have exifted, and they are
defcribed 1n the pudenda, amongft the ear-
lieft writers; (p) indeed without the exiftence
of a gonorrheea or chancre, how could the
difeafe, be communicated fo generally? For
I will venture to aflert, that a man {hall
have conneflion, with a woman labouring
under the lues venerea, admitting that fhe
has no difcharge, or ulcer in her parts, with
impunity, and wvice verfa. Now, whether
the one, or the other exifts, is indifferent,
as he attempts not to deny, that the virus in

both is alike, and he has proved, from the
: VeIy

(») See Foot, p. 10, 11, 12, and 13.

(p) Aftruc, p. gs.
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very authority, he condemns Mr. Hunter
for quoting, that the difeafe fometimes, cures
itfelf, without medical affiftance’; though he
ridicules the idea, in his fubfequent remarks.
However, I beg my reader’s attention to this
point, and hope, it will be admitted as an
anfwer to Mr. Foot’s objettions, unlefs, in
future fupported, by better reafoning and
authority, than we have hitherto met with:
to tell us, that, Cook (g) only fpeaks of the
fymptoms of a confirmed lues, and that na-
ture here effeted a cure, is going beyond
what Mr. Hunter ever afferted, () or almoft
any man, but himfelf, believed. From the
flipperinefs of the ground on which Mr.
Foot was treading, it fhouid have made him
more cautious, in his affertions, and lefs
dictatorial in his manner; and having, fe
early, pointed out his mifconceptions, will
give me with my readers, as well as Mr.
Foot, fome credit, when I affert, that others,
equally ftriking, offer themfelves, which ne-
ceflity, not their force, obliges me to overlook,
left my Reply, conneted with Mr. Foot’s
Obfervations, fhould exceed, even the per-

formance

(¢) Foot, p. 11, (r) Hunter, p. 14.
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formance we are contending about, though
my reafoning may be applied as a general
anfwer to his reiterated objections.

OF GONORRHOEA.

¢ R. HUNTER fays, when an irre.
M tating matter of any kind, is appli-
ed to a fecreting furface, it increafes that fe-
cretion, and changes it from its natural ftate,
(whatever that be,) to {fome other, which in
the prefent cifeafeis a pus.” (s) To this Mr.
Foot objets; will haveit increafed mucus, (t)
and threatens us, with ali the authority that
he can raifc; yet like the mountain in labour
bringing forth a moufe; the hoft dwindles
down, to a{olitary quotation from Mr. Pott,
who he forces into a controverfy that he
never dreamed of. I doubt not but the digni-
ty of Mr. Pott’s mind, will naturally lead
him, to think liberally of others, who differ
from him in {peculative opinions, confci-
ous that any fingle azuthority, however re-
fpetable, muft be confidered as queftionable;
' and

(¢) Hunter, p. 2g. (:) Foot, p. 16, 17, and 18.
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and though I venerate Mr. Pott, as much
as any man living, for his quicknefs of per-
ception, clearnefs of judgment, and great
indifputable profeflional abilities, yet the
names of Dr. Hunter, Cullen, Mr. Sharpe,
Gataker, and if my memory fails me not,
Mr. Cruickfhanks, all defervedly high in the
profeffion, muft more than poife, the evi-
dence of one individual, however refpetta-
ble. Butauthorities apart, why did not Mr.
Foot, adduce experiments, to fhew us the
fallacy of Mr. Hunter’s reafoning, and give
us facts, inftead of aflertions, to form our
opinions on? This one would {fuppofe, from
his outfzet, he intended, but his filence indu-
ces us to fuppofe, he was incapable of ef-
fecting it; yet, though a tacit acknowledge-
ment, I would begleave to be indulged with
a few words on this fubject, in order to il-
luftrate fomephenomena in the difeafe, which
I fhall have occafion hereafter to {peak of;
although I do not mean to treat {o diftinétly
on the fubject, as it deferves, it would lead
me, into too large a field, any further than
1s applicable to the prefent conteft ; and Iam
the more induced to 1t, from his profefiions,
left I fhould be thought, to have {hrunk
| from
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from the enquiry. I can readily concur with
him, (%) ¢ That matter is formed, from a
{olution of continuity, or deftruction of
. parts,” in an abfcefs, yet the fame caufe is
not neceflary towards the cure, unlefs na-
ture, to complete this procefs, muft deftroy
her own works, which would be an arraign-
ment of that general axiom, that her ope-
rations are fimple, and always for the
beft. Iwould rather fay, that pus is continu-
ed to be fupplied, till the parts are regene-
rated, from the blood, lymph and juices,
which neceffarily circulate through the part ;
and though the venereal poifon or pus appli-
ed to the parts fufceptible of its action,
generally produces inflammation, which is ac-
companied with a peculiar fpecific mode of
action, on the parts, differing from all others
attending inflammation, though its degree of
virulence is not to be eftimated, either from
the prefent fymptoms, or the continuance
of the difcharge, thefe depend more on cir-
cumftances in the habit, #hef 7s, a greater
or lefs difpofition, to be acted upon by irri-
tation, efpecially this {pecific one, than the ex-
tent of theinflammation: for inflammation
1s not abfolutely neceffary, as juft obferved,

cither

() See Foot, ps 18,4
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* either to its formation, or continuance. If
this is the cafe, matter may as eafily be form=
ed, from the application of a morbid ftimu-
lus to a fecreting furface, as by the erofion,
and neceffary deftruion of parts, for though
in gonorrheea, there is no true fuppurative
inflammation, neither is their in the fmall-
pox, et if the venereal irritation is excited
by the application of the morbid potfon, the
{pecific action enfues, and the difeafe is
produced. If this does not account for
it, how is it? By what procefs, does in-
creafed mucus become infectious @ Becaufe,
if fever and inflammation were always
neceflary to the formation of pus, they
thould continue as long as pus is fupplied,
~till the cure is effected, (x) which 1s con-
trary to fact. Mucus, we know, in a na-
tural healthy ftate, 1s bland and perfectly
innoxious, and though from irritation, or
relaxation in its fecreting parts, the quan-
tity may be greatly increafed, as in the fluor
albus or fimple gleet, as well as by the ap-
plication of {ternutatories, and in defluxions
from catarrhs, fo as to produce difeafe ; yet

the feveral difcharges are mnot infetious,
C though

(x) Foot, page 17,
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though the acrimony, partigularly of the firft,
may bring on temporary inconvenience, {fo will
an irritating injection to the urethra, yet both
will {fubfide of themiclves: in fact, if it was
fimply increafed mucus, 1t would make more
againft, than for Mr. Foot’s argument, as it
would not only prove the poffibility, but the
certaintyof a gonorrheea curing itfelf, {o that
his affertions either prove too much ornothing
at all, either way equally unfavourable to his
caufe. Hefurther obferves, (y)thatno perfon
ever felt irritation in the urethra, without
looking for, and expecting matter. (z) This
1sas novel, as, [ had almoft {aid, abfurd. Pray,
does fpafm, or ftrictures 1n the urethra, or
cven a dyfury, neceffarily produce matter ?
Yet they feverally produce irritation. ‘This is
one amongft the numberlefs inftances wemeet _
with, wheie we have to regret that Mr. Foot,
in the heat of hLis prejudice, neglects the aid
of cool reafon. He is not more fortunate
wherehe fays, (a) < If without any infectious
imputation, what Mr. Hunter calls a fimple
gonorrheea makes its appearance, and if 1t has
followed almoft immediate connection, here
more difcharge is inftantaneoufly produced
from

() Foot, p. 18, (=) Hunter, p. 32. (@) Foot, p. 18 and 19.
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from lefs irritation, and no virus—what was.
the procefs to form this pus?” Before he atks
the queﬂiﬂn; it would have been but juft to
fhew us, where Mr. Hunter called this dif-
charge from a gleet pus, becaufe till he does
that, I beg the reader to withhold his belief.
Mr. Hunter fays, “(4) A gleet differs from a
- gonorrheea, firft in this, that though a con-
{fequence of 1t; it is perfeétly innocent with
refpect to infection. Secondly, when it is
a true gleet, it is generally different in fome
of the conftituent parts of the difcharge,
which confifts of globular bodies floating or
wraptin a {limy mucus, inftead of a ferum.”
Now to an unbiafled mind, can thefe words
be tortured to fuch an idea? Is pus even
mentioned? However, I have here, as I have
done before, given Mr. Foot the queftion, to
make the moft of ; that the reader may fee the
fallacy, as well as unfitnefs, of his Obferva-
tions; and if he will be at the trouble of
comparing Mr. Hunter’'s words with Mr.
Foot’s quotations, he will feldom or ever
find the latter correct; the fenfe 1s frequent-
ly perverted ; for though Mr. Foot fays fo
pofitively, that Mr. Hunter calls the difcharge

' g from

(&) -Hunter, p. 100.
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from a fimple gleet and a virulent gonor=
rheea, by the unqualified appellation of pus, -
yet I have {hewn the former to be erroneous;
and 1f we refer to page 11 of Mr. Hunter,
or to page 29, as quoted at the commence-
ment of this reply on gonorrheea, they mi-
litate again(t the affertion: Mr. Hunter fays
a pus, or united with pus, or fome {uch fecre-
tion ; but this does not convey fuch a de-
cifive opinion as I have granted. Mr. Foot
goes on exulting in his felf-conceited victo-
ry, and tells us, that (¢) ¢ in the fimple go-
noitheea, unfortunately for Mr. Hunter, no
irritating matter was applied, that either he
or I knowof, yet the difcharge appears to be
the fame; for who at fight can make the
diftinction ?” Here, as if mifhap was con-
nected with his undertaking, his very manner .
of relating the fact, deftroys his reafoning,
for it is given by writers as a diftinguifthing
mark between the fimple and virulent gonor-
rheea, that the former comes on immedi-
ately after copulation, and 1s, as Mr. Foot
has mentioned, at once violent; the latter
fome days after, and gradually : the fimple
gleet frequently arifes from relaxation fol-

lowing

(c) Foot, p. 19.
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lowing an over, or too long protracted ex-
ertion of the natural tone in erection, too
free an evacuation, or mufcular violence, for
it does not always depend upon connection.
Thefe facts, when connected with the pecu~
liar circumftances of the cafe, will generally
enable a judicious prattitioner to form a
pretty accurate opinion, fince it is not ne-
ceffary to depend alone on the fight, though
that will often direét us, for the natural
fecretion from the urethra is limpid, and {o
fhould an increafed one in a great meafure,
but a gonorrheea is ever coloured.

I hope I have fuﬂ?ciently proved, who (d}
kicks the beam ; but confefs myfelf ata lofs
to find out any caufe, but the determined
one of finding fault, for fuch a wafte of
words: if I was difpofed to follow Mr. Foot’s
example, I might afk him, (I am fure on
better grounds,) on what he builds his Her-
culean objetions? But I would not wifh to
mortify him unneceffarily, his fabric feems
too bafelefs.

OF

(d) Foot, p. 20.
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OF THE TIME BETWEEN THE APPLICATION

AND EFFECT OF THE VENEREAL POISON.

I WOULD beg the reader to perufe this
fection of Mr. Hunter’s, where, though
he gives us the different periods of its ap-
pearance, from fix hours to fix weeks, on
the moft credible teftimony, yet he confeffes,
that he believes, it feldom or never lies per-
feCtly quiet fo long; but, as if nothing would
fatisfy Mr. Foot, though evidently incapable
of oppofing Mr. Hunter, either by faéts, or
fair reafoning, yet he fthews a reluctance to
give up, doubts what he cannot overturn,
(d)and tells us, that he has never heard, or
feen, that the inflammatory ftate did take
place for a confiderable time before the dif-
charge, but that if it did, it wouid be a fatis-
fattory reafon, for calling the difcharge pus.
From this remark, I cannot help thinking,
what, for Mr. Foot’s fake, I hope 1s not
founded, that his praétice and information
muft be very circumfcribed : for it1s a point
I think that few wiil differ with me in, who
have

{4) Foot, page 25. -
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have feen any thing of the difeafe, when I affert,
that irritation always takes place prior to the
difcharge,though theimmediate time of its ap-
pearance depends on, perhaps,fome unknown
conftitutional caufe. In theconceflion at the
clofe of his fection, (¢) Mr. Foot has not con-
fidered how much he has granted; his heat’
has thrown him off his guard, and proved
how mal-a-propos the charge of inconfittency
comes from him, againft Mr. Hunter. He
tells us, that if the inflammatory ftate took
place prior to the difcharge, Mr. Hunter was
perfectly right in calling it pus : yet how can
Mr. Foot reconcile this fingle ¢ircumftance
to his {iring of enquiries, pages 18 and 19 ?
Where is the folution of the parts from
whence this pus was formed ? By what pro-
cefs was what he has heretofore called mucus,
converted into pus 2 'Where was the fever and
inflammation ? Are they dwindled into fim-
~pleirntation ? This 1s certainly a dereliction
of his theory. |

(¢) Foot, page 25,
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But further, I think there 1s a ftrict pro-
priety in the reafoning : can a better theory
be advanced, for women efcaping fo much
oftener than our fex, from the venereal con- -
tagion, than that the irritation excited, in-
creafing the natural fecretion of the parts,
wafthes off the virus, before the venereal ace
tion takes place?——

The fuppofition of a perfon attacked with

a cold, 1s anfwered by the reafoning in Mr.
Foot’s fecond quotation, page 29, from Mr,
Hunter : but I fhall add, the nafal irrita-
tion is from an acrid ferum, or lymph, the
fame that produces a catarrh. The time of
the increafed fecretion’s appearance depends
on circumftances ; but the diaphanous, as
well as when like the ufual fecretion, only
in increafed quantity, are clearly from their
appearance mucus; they poflefs not the cha-
racteriftic marks of matter. In page 29, Mr,
Foot agrees; ¢ That it 1s {pecific 1rritation
that produceth an increafed fecretion ;” but
fays, ¢ thatthis fecretion will be, both1n qua-
lity and quantity, generally in proportion to
the influence of the {pecific ftimulus, on the
{urface of the urethra;” and adds, “ that the
D fecreted
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fecreted mucus multtherefore be confidered as
a fymptom, and not the caufe.” Whether this
laft remark is given as a proof of Mr. Foot’s
chirurgical acumen, I fhall leave to himfelfto
declare : but the influence of the fpecific
writation depends, as I have before obferved,
on the greater or lefs difpofition of the habit
to be acted upon by the venereal irritation,
and not on any diftin¢t quality in the poi-
fon. /h) Mr. Foot’s afferting that Mr. Hun-
~ ter has given us the unqualified affurance,
that all gonorrheeas cure themfelves, is erro-
neous, as will be proved in the chapter on
the cure of a gonorrheea.(7) But to his ob-
fervation, that he will defy Mr. Hunter ta
prove that a gonorrheea cannot be continued
by the application of frefh matter, I would
beg of him to prove that it can ; I think he
oughtat leaft to have attempted it, to fupport
appearances. Our reafon rather appofes the
{uppofition, becaufe we know that irritation
long continued, leflens the fufceptibility of a
part, otherwife the matter pafling over the
iurface of the urethra, would render our en-
deavours to effect a cure abortive, unlefs we
could keep the paflage conftantly fheathed.
Hags

{#) Foot, page j32. (/) Foot, page 33.
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Has Mr. Foot proved, that the two para-
grdphs, page 3 5, militate againit each othet'?
I am decidedly of opinion he has not: but
as I fhall have occafion hereafter to {peak
more largely on gonorrbea, under its cure, T
‘hope the paft reafoning will apply fufficiently
here : the firft ftrengthens my argument,
the latter fhall be attended to. Mr. Foot
has no caufe of exultation, for Mr. Hunter
could have no idea of a compromife; by fay-
ing, ‘“ that the tranfition from a healthy, to
a difeafed fecretion, is eafily produced.” Nei-
ther did he ever affert, that inflammation was
actually neceflary, though generally atten-
dant on the formation of venereal pus ; but
if he even had, Mr. Foot, on recollecting his
own lapfe under the article of pus, page 22
and 35, as well as in other parts, will be led,
I dare fay, to commiferate with him, with a
tellow-feeling. |
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# THE MOST COMMON SYMPTOMS, AND
THEIR ORDER OF APPEARANCE. (%)

HY Mr. Foot makes a myftery,

where none exifts, I leave to him=-
felf to explain : fhall only infift on Mr. Hun-
ter’s being permitted to fpeak for himfelf,
and we fhall then have the fymptoms of the
venereal difeafe narrated without a reference
to any hypothefis, juft as they occur ; for
Mr. Hunter 1s known to form his opinions
on experiments, and not conjecture : but in
different habaits, or even the fame, at different
periods, there will be a Lufus Nature ; and
whoever refers back to our paft obfervations,
will readily conceive the poffibility of thofe
varieties of inflammation, preceding at fome,
and following at others, the difcharge,
though, as I before aflerted, irritation 1s al-

ways fift.

OF
(#) Foot, pages 33 and 40.
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¥ YE R E Mr. Foot echoes Mr. Hunter's
opinion : but, as if recolletting that

the reader might take his words in their

literal fenfe, and not poflefs that fhare of

acumen, as to confider, ¢ that praife wasonly

-cenfure in difguife,” Mr, Foot throws off the
mafk, and perverts Mr. Hunter’s words to

his own purpofes ; and becaufe the latter

fays, to fave appearances, (/) < I could even

allow,” Mr. Foot tells us, that Mr. Hunter

advifes the pradtice; but Ihope, with candid

minds fuch conduct will meet with the con-

tempt it merits. Was Mr. Foot to be

treated in kind, he would readily {ee the in-

juftice. However, left my abhorrence of the
mealure might be conftrued, like Mr. Foot’s

illiberality, to the weaknefs of my caufe, I

beg leave to reply, that the man cannot com-

OF THE DISCHARGE:

- pleat his connettion, if he lofes the power of

eretion ; therefore no fear. Butadmitting
he had the ability to continue 1it, after it
ceafed, his pride would not permit him ; for

he
(!) Foot, page q.lt.
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he mutft pofiefs but a finall {hare of that am-
bition which actuates our fex, in performing
this duty well, to perfift, after he has loft
his vigour, the criterion by which the ladies
judge of the ftrength of a man’s habit,
and the warmth of his affection for them.
I1would afk Mr. Foot, if it was him[elf, would
he wifh to become fo contemptible in their
eftimation ? I will venture to anfwer for
him, not; and whilft the erection continues,
there need be no apprehenfion of a morbid
fecretion. In this opinion I am fatisfied he
will join me. The objections in page 42, &c.
are anfwered under the article of pus ; yet was
I difpofed to evade Mr. Foot’s remarks, I
might fay, that Mr. Hunter does not call the
difcharge pus, (m) but a pus, or united with
pus, or fome fuch fecretion : yet I am fo fa-
tisfied myfelf, that it is matter in a virulent
gonorrheea, that 1 am ready to defend the opi-
nion againft Mr. Foot, and every authority
he can bring. "

OF
(») Hunter, p. 11.




OF THE CHORDE,

I CE venereal diftinétions in theory,

that have no influence on practice, are

never worth contending about ; and I find
nothing to anfwer in pages 44, 45, 46 or 47.
In 48 and 49, Mr. Foot wifhes to convince
us, that the word 7rritation is more juft and
expreflive than fympathy, but I think to very
little purpofe ; for even the cafes, or effects
of local injury he adduces, are more appli-
cable to {ympathy than irritation. To prove
that they militate againft his definition, I
have only to adduce the latter, where he fays,
(1) ¢ that 1rritation 1s applied to affections of
the various parts of an individual only, inde-
pendent of another.” To reconcile this ex-
planation with the tenor of Mr. Foot’s rea+
foning, requires more ingenuity than I think
he pofiefles ; for I may obferve by him as he
does by Mr. Hunter, that he is deficient in the
very eflence of that which conftitutes a fuccefs-
ful {keptic, for where is thathalcyon {mooth-
nefs

(#) Foot, page 49
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nefsof language to charm us? Where the dif-
fembling and perfuafive argument, that affi-
mulates illufion to truth ? However, to thew
my affertions arefounded, I would beg to bein-
dulged with the opportunity of defining irri-
tation in 1its indifputable medical fenfe. As
an effential property of all animal bodies, it
1s a fpecies of ftimulus, and that part is de-
fined irrritable, which contracts, or becomes
thorter, on being touched, or pricked: the
degree of irritability is eftimated by the pro-
portionate violence of the touch, which cer-
tainly implies a local action, from the i imme-
diate application of a ftimulus to fome par-
ticular part. ‘Thus a blifter, applied to the
{kin, vefciates it by its ftimulus, and produces
by that means 1rritation, and {fubfequent in-
flammation ; but the ftranguary which fre-
quently follows, 1s from fympathy. This
affeétion does not exift in all parts of the
body alike, nor is the degree to be deduced
from the immediate {enfibility of the part,
for thofe moft fenfible are not the fooneft
irritated ; more depends on the conftruction
of the part, than the part itfelf. This makes
me fuppofe, that Mr. Foot is hardly in ear-
neftin his affertions ; for I prefume, no man

but
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but himfelf would have called a painful fen-
fation, in a remote part, and unconnected
with the immediate local aét-on of the ffimu-
lus; irritation.

SWELLED TESTICLE:.

(¢) ROM the vaulting and high pre-

mifing language Mr. Foot fets off
with, it leads one naturally to. expect fome-
thing more than declamation, and an idle re-
petition of words withont meaning. But we
muft judge of a centinel by his actions ; and
if Mr. Foot really means to keep his word,
and only oppofe opinions that are injurious
in their effects, in a rational, {olid, and can-
did manner, I fhall be happyin being relieved
from my unpleafant office, and think my{elf
under obligations to him for the exertion of
thofe talents he poflefies, in either detetting
error, or pointing out any ufeful improve-
ment : but till then, I muft continue my re-
marks. Indeed, my fears forbode an illufive
hope, for whoever reads Mr. Hunter’s ob-
ervations on the {welled tefticle, will find

K him
(v) See Foot, p. 50-
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him, I think, fyftematic ; and if fo, to what
end has Mr. Foot given us near two pages
of unfounded cenfure ? (p) The obfervation
on the late appearance of the affection of the
tefticle, bears fome femblance to argument,
and fhall have its weight. I will meet him
fairly. He refts his oppofition on the attack
coming on, after the patient conceives him-
{elf well, and particularly requefts his read-
er’s attention, that there is nothing to {ym-
“pathize with. But can Mr. Foot fay, that
the difpofition had not taken place, prior to
this favourable afpect? Is the patient a fuf-
ficient judge ? Nay, I would afk Mr, Foot
himfelf, if he, or the moft experienced fur-
geon is competent at all times to {peak po-
fitively on the immediate ceffation of the
{fymptoms to the abfolute non-exiftence of
any of the venereal wsrus m the fyftem,
(much lefs of this difpofition} yet unlefs this
point can be decidedly eftablithed, his argu-
ment has no force, and every day’s experience
thews us the fallacy of fucha criterion ; for
a gonorrheea thall apparently go off for many
days, and return again, without any known
caufe. Conftitutional circumitances, mode

of
() Foot, page 54,
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of living, may, nay do often act, though we
are not always acquainted with the imme-
diate one. Some other difeafe in the {yftem
coming on, asa fever, &c. (¢) may fufpend
the venereal action, or that power may exift,
which caufes fuch a difference, at different
peilods, as to the time between the abforp—
tion of the poifon, and the appearance of the
venereal fymptoms. If the difeafe, as Mr.
Foot fays, 1s not from fympathy, becaufe
there 1s nothing to fympathize with, how
can it be from irritation ? Mr. Foot’s argu-
ments muft deftroy their own force : that it
is not from wirus conveyed to the tefticle, is
highly probable, from the fame fymptoms
following, as Mr, Hunter obferves, every
kind of irritation, whether from f{tritures,
injections, or bougies, &c. (7) The fuddennefs
of the attack, and its changigg_ often from
one fide to the other fo quickly, is a further
proof of {fympathy. Now, if the whole of the
urethra was affected, to the proftate gland,

| E 2 . we

(¢) Hunter, page 3, elucidates this matter by a cafe in
point.

(r) T am now attending one who had been advifed to the
ufe of an injudicious inje&tion, which caufed this very effe&,
and a high degree of irritation zlong the whole courfe of the
urethra, accompanied with a bleody difcharge.



R U

we might eafily conceive 1t to arife from
the altion of venereal matter running on to
the teflicle ; yet even then it might not be
from wirus tranilated to 1t, but from 1irrita-
tion at the capur gallinaginis, only the ready
communication by the wvas deferens would
render it probable: but no immediate con-
veyance can be proved from the ufual feat
of a gonorrheea in the urethra to the tefticle,
notwithftanding the attack occurs as fre-
quently at this time as any other, though
there may to the groin, which clearly ac-
counts for this {ympathetic affetion. This
likewife {hews, why the tefticle 1s not
often irritated by a gonotrheea, in its high-
elt ftate of irritation, and why the inguinal
glands fympathize more frequently than the
tefticle with the gonorrhoea. That the epi-
dydimis 1s not often firft affected, I appeal
to the profeffion; and the want of commu-
nication proves the improbability of the
virus being conveyed toit.  Befides, as I juft
obferved, the poifoen muft pafs on to the
proftate gland before it can be tranflated to
thetefticle. Now, no oneacquainted with the
natureof thofe parts, will fuppofe, that thev/-
rus can pafs along, without manifefting itfelf

; by
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by fuch fymptoms as are peculiar to the morbid
attion of thofe parts : but admitting it other-
wife, it would rather {hew that fome caufe had
fufpended this tendency to a fympathetic af-
fection, than that it was from wvirus conveyed
after irritation had altogether ceafed in the
urethra ; efpecially when we confider, that
-1t 15 the body of the tefticle almoft inva-
riably, that is firft attacked with a fullnefs,
tendernefs to the touch, &c. En paflant,
let me intreat the reader to compare page 54
with ¢5, of Mr. Foot, and fee what a perfeét
unifon prevails in his opinions. In page 54
we are told,  that when the patient con-
cetves himfelf quite well, there is nothing for
the tefticle to fympathize with ; there is no
pain, no inflammation, no irritation in the
urethra, to provoke a {ympathy in any other
part.”

Afterwards, that ¢ the fwslled tefticle
muft be produced from irritation in the ure-
thra, or from wirus conveyed to the tefticle :
but laftly, that it is incapable of being af-
fected, without the immediate altion of virus,
and that the {ymptoms proveit :” {o that the
tefticle is capable of {ympathizing, then
not: and again, “if the fymptoms in the

vt urcthra
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urethra ceafed, on the tefticle being affected,
the {welling might be faid to originate from
irritation without virus, or from {ympathy.”
This is generally the cafe, and I defy Mr.
Foot to deny it, The abfurdity of thefe
counter paragraphs might have excufed me
from replying ; but I am willing to give Mr.
Foot more than his due, rather than weaken
his arguments, that truth may manifeft it-
{elf, for I have only noted them, as I wifh to
do his diction in page 57, as evidences of his
fallibility, that they may teach him more
candour in his language, when {peaking of
Mr. Hunter, than he has fhewn in his writ-
ings. The frivolous appeal, at the conclu-
fion of this fection, to Mr. Hunter’s honour,
1s beft anfwered, by referring to his treatment
of the fwelled tefticle,

(s) As I do not mean to copy either the
falfe wit, or the illiberal perfonality of Mr,
Foot, conceiving them inconfiftent with a
difputant, or the gentleman, fhall therefore
pafs over the fection of the ¢ {fwelling of the
glands from {fympathy,” perceiving nothing
deferving of an aniwer,

OF

(s) Fgot, page 56,
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OF THE DISEASES OF THE LYMPHATICS IN
A GONORRHOEA.(?)

AN candour juftify Mr. Foot in muti-
lating Mr. Hunter’s arguments, and
tranfpofing his words ? - The latter fays, (u)
‘“ Another fymptom which fometimes takes
place in gonoirheea, is a hard chord leading
from theprepuce along the back of the penis,
and often direéting its courfe to on&of the
groins, andaffecting the glands. Thereis moft
commonly a fwelling in the prepuce at the
part, where the chord takes its rife. This
happens fometimes when there is an excori-
ation and difcharge from the prepuce or
glans, which may be called a venereal gonor-
rheea of thofe parts. Both the {welling in
the groin, and the hard chord, we have rea-
{fon to fuppofe, arife from the abforption of
pus, and therefore are the firft fteps towards
a lues wvenerea ; but as that form of the difeafe
{cldom happens from a gonorrheea, I f{hall
not take any further notice of it in this
place :” when he proceeds nearly in Mr.
Foot’s words, as in the latter quotation.

The
(¢) Foot, page 6o, (») Hunter, page 5g.
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The intention of this perverfion was ap-
parently to form a pretext for writing ; and
in the dearth of argument, Mr. Foot created
a fhadow, thathe might, Quixote like, here-
after have the pleafure of encountering it,
which I envy him not ; but to humour his
wifhes, will ¢xtend my remarks a little fur-
ther. * The fymptoms of a gonorrheea,”
Mr. Foot fays,  are held in contempt by
Mr. Hunter : that he ¢ is eager at all times
to repeat to us, that the difcharge 1s harmlefs
that flows from a gonorrheea, and that his
doubts of bad confequencesareall at an end,”
&c. Now, 1s not the quotation from Mr.
Hunter above, a flat contradi€tion to Mr.
Foot’s affertion, of the difcharge being harm-
lefs ? Does not theformer point out theabove
cfiects as fometimes following a gonorrheea ?
Does he not declare them as the firlt {fymp-
toms of an approaching flues venerca? Hashe
not dedicated fome chapters of his work to its
cure? Then, how can Mr.Foot affert again{t
_ truth, that the difcharge from a gonorrheeais
perfeCtlyinnoxious? Isitbecaufe Mr.Hunter
has faid, ““attacking fecreting furfaces, 1t fome-
times ceafes {pontaneoufly, and that the in-
flammation can only aft a certain time ?”

Yet
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Yet he never tells us that this favourable
event is fo frequent as ‘to juflify our
negleéting a gonorrheea, but fully refutes the
{fuppofition by his practice ; and Mr. Hunter
further fays, (x) ¢ that the matter ating
on a now fecreting {urface, and producing
an ulcer or chancre, the parts {o affected
are capable of continuing this mode of ac-
* tion for ever;” and as to the fuppuration of
the glands, particularly the inguinal ones,
Mr. Hunter is fo far from faying that they
are not infeted with the poifon, that he
declares (y) < he fufpects, when they inflame
from the abforption of matter, they gene-
rally fuppurate.” To Mr. Foot’s fring of
7fs, 1 anfwer, let him prove the aflertions
from Mr. Hunter by candid quotations, and
I will then reply to what he deems excep-
tionable. Mr. Hunter doubts their always
. being venereal, (though he does not fay they
are never) becaufe they do well, with the
common treatment of inflammation, with-
out mercury. He likewife fays, (z)  that
as far as his trials extend, wounds are but
indifferent abforbing furfaces.” He fuppofes
K the

(») Hunter, p. 33. (x) Idem, p. 51, and 58,
(y) Hunter, p. 19, and 36.
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the difcharge from the wound wafhes off the
wirus, before its altion takes place. Mr.
Hunter could never have imagined that his
idea of wounds being but bad abforbing
furfaces, would be applied to the fmall-pox;
becaufe there is no analogy, there being no
ulcer till the inflammation excited by the
infertion of the variolous matter produces
fuppuration, the action of which on the
part is vifible before the conftitution is af-
feted : befides, he has before obviated the
objection, by remarking, ¢ that any kind of
irritating matter, applied to thofe parts of
the body {ufceptible of irritation, changes
them from the heaithy ftate to the fpecific
morbid nature of the irritating caufe.” I
would juft afk Mr. Foot, before I proceed to
the next fection, whether folly, perfonal
enmity, or candour, dictated the abfurd in-
formation in page 637 1t is too grofs to
gain belief, and how can we reconcile it
to paft or future declarations ? Such illibe-
rality requires the patience of an Anchorite
to read; it is too much, to meet with abufe
mftead of argument.

SHOR'T
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SHORT RECAPITULATION OF THE VARIETIES
OF THE SYMPTOMS,

ERE I muft congratulate Mr. Foot

on the acquifition of his intuitive
prefmence his fingular fecond fight, that
led him to the perception of what has been
obvious to every reader; for Mr, Hunter,
when permitted to fpeak for himfelf, with-
out the polithing hand of Mr, Foat, is not
{o inconfiftent as the latter would have us
to belicve, but caufes the fhaft to recoil on
his oppanent, for in the very paragraph be-
fore this quoted, Mr. Hunter fays, (z) “In
general, the inflammation in the urethra does
not extend beyond an inch or two from
the orifice.” Now, this only, independent of
numberlefs parts where he makes ufe of the
words fpecific diffance, fully proves that he
only alludes to the ufual feat of a gonor-
rheea in the urethra: that the fenfe is not
definite, for he 1n no inftance declares it ab-
folutely, nor any regular uniformity of
{fymptoms ; indeed it would not be poffible
for him, but in this feftion recapitulates a
¥ 2 few

(z) Hunter, p. 6o,
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few of the moft material or common va-
rieties ; and I'am well aflured Mr. Foot is
not fo emulous of fame, as to contradict
Mr. Hunter’s narrative.

OF THE CURE OF THE GONORRHOEA.

E are now come to the pomnt

to which our paft reafoning has

had {fome reference; and to adopt Mr.
Foot’s language, I fhall confider myfelf
as counfel, the public, however incongru-.
ous, both judge and jury in the prefent
caufe at iffue; and as ourindefeafible right,
infift on my client being permitted to fpeak
for himfelf, or rather I for him, in his
language. Truth calls for the adoption of
that admirable maxim of the no lefs ad-
mirable and juftly celebrated Lord Mans-
field, Audi alteram partem. But before I
proceed, I muft beg my reader’s attention to
Mr. Foot’s Obfervations from page 65 to

* 85, both as to manner and fubftance,

The hope that my readers will candidiy
weigh the merits of the queltion between
us,
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us, and confider how far our opinions are
confonant to truth and found practice, be-
fore they give their verdiCt, has been the
fole with that urged me to the prefent un-
dertaking, and nothing perfonal ; for I am
neither wedded to any man’s opinions, nor
have I the moft diftant defire, 1f I pofieffed
the power, of mifleading any man’s judge-
ment. [ only with to weigh every notion
without prejudice or favour, whether Mr.
"Hunter’s or Mr. Foot’s; for I declare, I
fhould be as happy to coincide, if my judge-
ment would permit me, with the latter as
the former; but when I fee opinions op-
pofed for oppofition fake, I cannot help
feeling myfelf interefted in parrying their
effects ; and as Mr. Hunter’s ideas, though
frequently fingular and different from other
men’s, are generally founded on experi-
ments, and as he has thrown more light
on the animal ceconomy than any man be-
fore him, his doétrines delivered in the
prefent Treatife furely demand the exertion
of our candour and cool enquiry, until we
are fatisfied, either by our own obfervations,
of their force, or by more folid reafoning
than Mr. Hunter has advanced in their

| favour,
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favour, that they are injurious or imprae-
ticable; but mnot by empty declamation,
mere #pfe dixits, or by pretending to fhew
the fallacy of Mr. Hunter’s reafoning from
mutilated fcraps. To expett an immediate
adoption of any theory, would be abfurd,
and might be injurious ; it is better that it
fthould be canvafled difpaffionately, yet it is
to be regretted that fome individuals are
too timid, or indolent, whilft others, flaves
to old cuftoms or practices, deem every
improvement an innovation of the facred
Palladium of antiquity ; but their numbers
are not now formidable, the ruft of pre-
judice wears off, and we are enabled in our
prefent enlightened days, to put a juft and
not exaggerated value on their labours ; for
truth, though long obfcured, will ultimately
prevail; and Mr. Hunter, I hope, before he
finifhes his earthly career, will be enabled,
in fpite of the envy of modern Zoilus’s, to
fay with Ovid,

Famgque opus exegi, quod nec Jovis ira, mec ignes,
Nee poterit ferrum, nec edax abolere vetufias :
Cum wvolet illa dies, quee nil nifi corporis hujus
Fus haber, incerti [patium mibi finiat @vi, &c.

1 bcg-




( 4y )

I beg my readers’ indulgence, for this dis
greflion ; but the more I enter, the more
I find myfelf interefted in the bufinefs;
though to tread the ground over again, after
what I have faid on gonorrheea, will not be
expected of me: but as Mr. Hunter tells us,
we have no fpecific for a gonorrheea, it is
fortunate, that time will frequently (is clear-
ly underftood from his paft reafoning and
prefent deductions) cure itfelf. However
Mr. Foot may be difpofed to quarrel with
Mr. Hunter for this opinion, I confefs my-
felf obliged to him for the fuggeftion ; the
hope held out, I am fure, was dictated by
philanthropy and foftered by benevolence :
and could we inftil the belief of the pofii-
bility of fuch a favourable iffue into our
patients, though not founded finftly in
truth, it would conduce to their benefit, by
appeafingtheir fears, and infpiring them with
greater confidence in the means recommend-
ed. As to the {pontaneous cure of a gonor-
rheea,I muft confefs pyfelfincompetent togive
a decifion ; further experience muftenable me
to yield a full concurrence, fo far as my ob-
{ervations extend, or if two cafes can warrant
a decided opinion, I am then competent to {e-
cond Mr, Hunter’sdeclaration, from the {fmall

{hare
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fhare”of medical help very often neceflary.
I fincerely {fubfcribe to the idea, that it may
fometimes happen, and that this is Mr.
Hunter’s opinion, is evident from his general
reafoning («) and treatment ; his praétice is
calculated to eftablifh the faét; and he al-
lows that art accelerates the cure; that very
troublefome effetts fometimes follow it, (c)
the inflammation extending beyond its ufual
bounds, along the whole courfe of the ure-
thra, to the bladder and even the kidnies;
the glands likewife of the urethra inflame
and often fuppurate, and he fufpects that
Cowper’s glands fometimes do the fame.----
That a (d) gonorrheea will often continue
an amazing length of time, the parts being
fo habituated to this 1rritation as hardly to
be affeted by 1it; and that by this means
fooner or later, as circumitances influence,
the cure 1s effected, though not always the
confequences. (¢)—(f) That itis very feldom
that the conftitution is tainted by a gonor-
rheea, yet that it fometimes does, and the
patient 1s attacked with a Jues venerea. I

deemed 1t neceflary to give this fummary of
Mr.
(a) Hunter, p. 69. (4) Idem, p. 6o.
~ {¢) Idem, p. 38. (¢) Idem, p.6g, & 10q.
(¢) Idem, p. 15, 16, & 59.
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Mr. Hanter’s pratice, as a counter-part to
Mr. Foot’s afertions, to fhew their fallacy;
before I proceeded to the latter’s objections.
My reafons, befides thefe given before, for
~ believing the poflibility of the fpontaneous
cure of the gonorrheea, and the incompati-
bility of the living principle of the difeafe
continuing in this, any more than 1n others,
the fame action; for when it fhifts its in-
fluence, and produces new effects, and is |
ramified, as Mr. Foot fays, page 69, into all
the venereal fymptoms that were ever known,

it is then, after the conftitution is affected,
a lues venerea, and no longer a gonorrheza.
What ftill further confirms me in the belief,
are the various and almoft contradictory
means adopted by individuals for its cure;
and whether this end 1s attempted by local
or general remedies, let them be as oppofite
as they will, the event is nearly alike: and
though mercury is allowed to be a fpecific
m the lues venerea, a gonorrheea may ge-
nerally be cured without it; and when given
internally, it can have no effe& on a local
difeale of the urethra, when the conftitu-
‘tion 15 not contaminated : nay, many practi-
tioners have deemed it rather injurious than

G beneficial,
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beneficial. ‘And further, the inflammation al-
ways ceafing of itfelf, nearly as foon without
artificial aid, aswith, (if general) let themeans
be what they may, for this difeafed action, as
I have faid before, cannot continue its influ-
ence, but muft ceafe of itfelf (f). Yetitisnot
to be inferred, that becaufe the inflammation
has ceafed, that the danger is always over,
for the difcharge, as I have obferved, under
the article of pus, is capable of being fup-
plied after fuch ceffation, or we could not
reconcile it with the conjecture of its being
conveyed in this form, to the South-Sea
Iflands: (g) nor i1s the event declared
by Mr. Hunter, to be fo frequent or regu-
lar as to juftify us, in the neglect of the ne-
ceflary means to deftroy its action. What at
once overturns the aflertion, is his remark-
ing, that the matter from a gonorrhea and
chancre are alike, and that the latter is the
fymptom of an approaching lues venerea.
The poflibility of the fat Mr. Foot admits,
when he fays, that ¢ after the urethra 1s
infenfible to the irritation of the vzrrus, 1t is
capable of fhifting its influence:” but
with Mr. Foot’s leave, there muft be an

idio-

(/) Hunter, p. 33. (g) Idem, p. 14
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idiofyncrafy or pre-difpofing caufe in the
habit ;.it is not a fixed rotine, after the fuf=
ceptibility of one part is deftroyed, to re-
move to another: but in Mr, Foot’s grant-
ing this infenfibility, I appeal to difpafiion-
ate minds, if it does not ftrengthen the pro-
bability of Mr. Hunter’s opinion being well
founded ; and it 1s further fupported by the
teftimony of one of his (5) opponents, who
fays, that he has feen many inftances where
water drunk for a confiderable time hascured
the clap, or gonorrheea, full as well as any
medicine whatever; though I think it will
call for the faith of a zealot to attribute any
{pecific influence to water,

After what has been proved from MTr.
Hunter, independent of the laft fection Mr,
Foot animadverted on, of the poflible ef-
fects of a gonorrheea, would any man but
himfelf have been fo wild as to fay, the hope
held out warranted, becaufe it might happen
the omiflion of the means in our power to
deftroy the difeafe, and that the attempt
would be a prejudication of Mr. Hunter’s
honour.

G 2 | From
£%) Dr. Swediaur.
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From Mr. Foot’s defultory manner of
treating this fubject, I am reduced to the ne-
ity of frequently recurring to the fame
thing ; but asl have before obferved, Mr.
Hunter could not be fo abfurd as to {ay, un-
conditionally, that the difeafe would tire it-
felf out, and yet dictate the mode of cure
neceflary to be adopted. Yet fuch 1s theidea
Mr. Foot would palm upon us; he feems
moie defirous of rendering Mr. Hunter ri-
diculous, than himfelf re{pectable, and en-
deavours to amufe us with wit, (but not fter-
ling attic wit) where he cannot be argumen-
tative. His reafoning in his heat, overturns
unfortunately his deductions, as I have be-
fore proved; and where he ftrives to deftroy,
he ftrengthens Mr. Hunter’s theory, as in
the direful effeéts fometimes following a go-
norrheea, (7) ¢ which ¢can only be prevented
by thofe remedies of art, whofe application
deftroys the ftimulating power of the wzrus,
and put an end to all irritation.” Now, thisis
only prefenting us with Mr, Hunter’sidea in a
different drefs, for hefays, (4) ¢ the only thing
neceflary to be done for the cure, is to de- °
ftroy the difpofition and fpecific mode of ac-

tion in the folids of the varts; and as thatis
changed,

(¢) Foot, page f:g.. (') Hunter, page 69,
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changed, the poifonous quality of the mat-
ter produced will alfo be deftroyed.”

I have a pleafure in acquiefcing with Mr
Foot 1n the opinion, that a prophylactic, 1
believe, will prevent the venereal action from
taking place; fo does Mr. Hunter, {page 378):
but I cannot agree unconditionally, that the
fame 1s expedient at all times, and in all con-
ftitutions, after the irritation has taken place,
and runs high ; or that it ought to be con-
tinued, though poffibly it fometimes may,
yet the inftances muft be fo rare, as to call
for the difcrimination of a praltitioner’s
judgement to dire¢t when, for no definite
rule can be laid down. I have {een inftances,
where, I am clear, a mercurial injection (and
that from Mr. Foot’s fubfequent remarks,
feems to be the prophylactic hinted at) has
been extremely injurious, by increafing the
irritation, and confequently the {pecific ac-
tion of the venereal poifon, and producing
thereby a ftronger difpofition to abforption.
But by adopting in thofe inftances the feda-
tive or quieting plan, relief has been ob-
tained, and a favourable iflue followed.

I am
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I am happy in acceding with Mr. Foot,
to Mr. Hunter’s opinion, (/) that irritation
ating on a fufceptible part, tends to leffen
its {ufceptibility ; though I differ with the
former in its confequences, fatisfied, that in
time, on the ceflation of the ftimulus, 1t re-
covers its fenfibility, and that fome pleafures
are increafed by repetition.—I wifh for Mr.
Foot’s fake, as well as mine, that he had
omitted thofe invidious and partial quota-
tions, (7) which his reafons donot juftify; nor
do they make any thing to his caufe, and on-
ly gratify a difpofition that ought not to be
indulged. Our opinions fhould be formed
from a man’s general views, or reafoning,
and not from detached fentences, I have al-
ready given a juft narration of Mr. Hunter’s
theory, which might ferve as an anfwer to
Mr. Foot’s objettions ; I fhall however add,
though naturally averfe to the prattice, an
extract or two from himfelf, by way of fpe-
cimen, to convince him of the injuftice of
the meafure, ' | |

| (n) He fays, the application of the reme-
dies (of art) deftroy the ftimulating power
of

(/) Foot, p. 71. (m) Idem, from p. 74 to 78.
() Idem, p. 69.
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of the wirus, and put an end to all irrita-
tion : thus, is the immediate attack removed,

and the future evils guarded againft and
prevented.

(o) Here is a wirus of a {pecific quality,
and which is only temporarily local ; and
although it produces its firft effects by irri-
tation, yet it does not ceafe to act when ir-
ritation can no longer be fupported.

Now, the ceffation of the irritationis the
cure i the firft, but not in the fecond ex-
tratt. (p) Again, the great variety of in-
Jeétions given, and every inflammation get-
ing well during their cure, are ftrong cor-
roborating circumfitances in favour of the
opinion, that they all tend to one end.

(g) I fay that a mercurial injetion is a-
fpecific in the cure of a gonorrheea.

Does then the term injection, in Mr.
Foot’s idea, convey a fpecific charm? His
imagination to me feems his zgnis fatuus.

Was

(¢) Foot, p. 72. (p) Idem, p. 88. (g) idem, p. 107.
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Was I here difpofed to follow his practice,
I might aftk him, the modus operandi of
his remedies, and cuz déno his reafoning
but the tafk is really too painful to purfue.

Mr. Foot’s airn {eems to be, to confound
rather than elucidate; for Mr. Hunter’s
fyftem i1s not to be learned from mutilat-
ed quotations: but, if the reader adds the
following words, between the firft and fe-
cond citation (page 8o) of Mr. Foot,
“(r) for I have already obferved, *that
fome people are very fufceptible of this
jrritation, who are as it were infenfible to
others ; and on the contrary, many are ea-
fily affeCted by common inflammation, who
are infenfible to this;” he will readily per-
ceive the drift, fcope, force, and propriety
of his reafoning, with the fitnefs of his
practice thereto. But I repeat it again, to
form a juft idea of Mr. Hunter, rationale,
and of the fallacy of the ight held out, the
reader muft refer to the original work, be-
fore he forms his opinions; for was I to
make the quotations neceflary from Mr.
Hunter, to obviate Mr. Foot’s remarks, I

{hould
(r) Foot, p. 70.
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fhould unavoidably extend my Eflay to amuch
greater length than I with. If I am happy
enough to ward off the fhaft of malevolence,
and induce fome practitioners to recur to
Mr. Hunter’s Treatife, the aflurance of their
thanks for the benefit they reap, connected
with the confequent fatisfaction of relieving
my fellow creatures in diftrefs, is the ampleft
recompence I look for; but I beg their in-
dulgence, if from a ftudy to avoid this er-
ror, I fhould have unfortunately run into
the oppofite, fo as to become obfcure from

brevity.,

() If the term *¢ irritable inflammation”
was not obvious to Mr. Foot’s perception,
he was to be commended for making the con-
feffion, but had no right to level other peo-
ple’s capacities to his ftandard.

Mr. Foot, in page §2, convinces us, as
he has frequently before done, on what
a forlorn hope he refts his objections,
when to fupport the fhadow of an argument,
he 1s forced to advert to the perverfion of
his opponent’s reafoning, to make a ftand,
and uncandidly infinuate, that Mr. Hunter

H advifes
(¢) Foot, page 81,
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advifes us to let the gonorrheea tire 1tfelf out;
when he pofitively fpeaks of the inflamma-
tion, {«) * which if great, and of the irri-
table kind, no violence 1s to be ufed in the
cure, for it will only increafe the fymptoms, -
unlefs we knew that the great degree of in=
flammation arofe entirely from a fufceptibi-
lity of this 1irritation, and that there was
no general irritability i the conftitution,
which feldom can be afcertained. In cafes
where the {fymptoms run high, mnothing
thould be done that may tend to ftop the
difcharge, either by internal or external
means, as that does not put an end to the
inflammacion. 'The conftitution is to be
altered, if pofiible, by remedies adapted to
each difpofition, with a view to alter the ac-
tions of the parts arifing from fuch difpo-
fitions, and reduce the difeafe to its fim-
ple form,” when the cure may be pro-
ceeded to without interruption, or the ne-
ceflity, as Mr. Foot pathetically laments, of
being fhut out from the moft alluring enjoy-

ments.
. e

(«) Hunter, p. 71.

OF
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OF LOCAL APPLICATIONS, &c¢. (%)

rg“\HE quotation given here is amongft
‘ F the fairelt, though the fenfe 1s fome-
what 1mpaired by the omiflion of wniver-
fally, (y) which {hould have been placed
after, * but ccrtainly this is not the cafe;”
yet it may have been cafual, therefore ve-
nial. The avidity with which he feizes
the remark, ¢ of every fuch complaint cur-
ing itfelf in time,” (z) would lead one to
fuppofe, that he forgot the laft ftand that
he made, and, in the eagernefs to catch at
this phantom, had forgot the following exas
planation, (¢) “ I think, however, that it
appears from practice, that an injection will
often have almoft an immediate effet upon
the fymptoms, therefore they muft have
fome power;” and further, (4) ¢ as many
injections 1mmediately, or at leaft foon af-
ter the application, remove the {ymptoms,
and prevent the formation of matter, &c.”

H 2 , If

S Erla

(x) Foot, p. 86. (y) Hunter, p. 74.
(=) Foot, p. 87. (a) Hunter, p. 76, (&) Hunter, 77.
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If T err not, this proof of delinquency
fhews a determined refolution to cavil at
every thing Mr. Hunter fays, for here aretwo
pages of ufelefs declamation, a repetition
of what has been more than once attended
to before, and as frequently anfwered, fo as
 really to become irkfome : I fhall only once
more remaik, that mercury is not a fpecific
for a gonorrheea, as we can cure the com-
plaint without it. From the tenour of Mr.
Foot’s Obfervations, one would be tempted
to fuppole that he has but one form, or re-
medy, for all venereal complaints, confti-
tutions, ages, and circumftances; fo that
his, if infallible, muft be a {fpecific. But
unfortunately for him, thefe are not the
days of credulity, and the want of confift-
ency in-him, weakens one’s faith, efpecially
after an avowed incapacity to compre-
hend the merits of the work in queftion. (¢)
(d) He fays, Mr. Hunter affumes fuch a
{yftem as he knows nothing fimile aut fé-
cundum to it. I am unwilling to irmtate
his feelings, by urging this matter fo much
as his condu& towards Mr. Hunter de-
ferves ; my fympathy is raifed for his fita-

ation :

(¢) Foot, p. g1, 83, & 95. (¢) Idem, p. 8q.
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ation : fhall therefore leave him to reconcile
the abfurdity of pretending to cenfure what
he does not comprehend; the confeffien is
the greateft, and I might add the only mark
of candour we have hitherto met with;
and though it weakens the evidence of his
remarks, and excites our concern, that a
profeflional man fhould have fo wafted his
time, and mifappIied his talents, yet fome
degree of refentment 1s united with our
pity, to fee him fhill perfift in holding out
fuch partial, imperfect, and mutilated quo-
tations, that if we took his word, might be
faid to countenance his afiertions, and prove
Mr. Hunter’s theory, not only the moit ab-
{trufe, but the moft complex and abfurd
that ever was foftered by man. However,
juftice requires us to advert to the original
work, that by comparing the extracts with
Mr. Hunter, the conduct of Mr. Foot may
be expofed in a fuitable light.

In the prefent fetion there is an ample
{cope for animadverfion; and i1t may not
be amifs to put (¢) Mr. Foot in mind, that

there

(¢) Foot, p. 94.
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there is in general no ulcer in a gonor-
rheea, thercfore no analogy. Mr. Hunter’s
reafons for forming this opinion, are given
in the quotation in part, and more fully in
the paragraph following that cited; and in
a note to page 36, fo as to fave me the
trouble of noticing them here. The mo-
tive 1s not on account of the noxious ef-
fects of the difcharge on the part, but by
removing it, the medicines are allowed to
come in contact with the inflamed furface,
and thereby leffen the difpofition to abforp-
tion. Befides, Mr. Hunter never fays that
the neighbouring parts are exempt, or that
the matter cannot act by lodging on the
furface of the urethra in its paffage, {o as to
increafe and poflibly extend its {pecific ac-
tion, which the frequent application of the
mnjection will obviate, -as cleanlinefs does
the Eryfipelatous affeltion, that attacks the
neighbouring parts of old ulcers.

Mzx. Foot obferves, (f) ¢ that heisata
lofs to determine which of the five words,
but, probably, feldom, bappen, and believe,

Mr.

(/) Foot, page 95.

-
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Mr. Hunter is the moft indebted to.” The
remarking this invidious attack may be
thought ill natured in me at the firft view,
and an exception to my declaration of
avoiding every thing perfonal ; but a little
refleCtion will obviate the fuppofition,
though I acknowledge it was not worth a
reply, for every reader will naturally deem
their adoption a mark of diffidence or mo-
defty, a virtue that would not have difgraced
even Mr. Foot, but would have taught
him to deliver his dogmas in a tone more
confiftent with his talents, fituation, and
former (g) profeffions, and have infhtilled
fuch a fhare of candour as to permit Mr,
Hunter to deliver his own fentiments with-
out his polifhing hand. I have before ob-
jected to this liberty he takes, of marring
Mr. Hunter’s opinion, though I can allow
it might for once have been cafual; burt
that the repetition fhould, is rather impro-
bable. He further adds,  they are his coat
of armour.” Now this thews him a difcrete
warrior, for none but madmen heedlefsly
throw off their armour, and neglect their
guard, 1n an engagement : does not every

{wordfman

(g) Foot, page z.
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fwordfman endeavour to parry his adverfary’s
attack, whilft he is watching to make a
home thruft himfelf? And however the con-
trary conduct may pleafe Mr. Foot’s fin-.
gularity, he would find few to agree with
him ; for fuch a conduct could not arife
from true courage, but would be temerity
in the extreme. To drop the metaphor, we
are in reafonings to judge of the proprietyof
a meafure from the force, juﬁ:nefé, and
cogency of the arguments advanced, rather
than by the pofitivenefs with which they arg
delivered, |

I am glad Mr. Foot (4) now confeflcs
~what has been before remarked, that
he is incapable of extricating us out of
the chaos he has himfelf created, and
obliged us to recur to Mr. Hunter for
the clue of his own Obfervations. What a
misfortune, that he does not pofiefs the
power of elucidating {ubjeCts {o well as he
~does of confounding them! On his own
account (7) he has to regret, that in ex-
panding the leaves before us, he has exchanged

ar

(%) Foot, p. 93. (/) Idem, p. g8.
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or forfeited the title of a reputable prac-
titioner, for that of a feeble, illiberal critic,
in attacking opinions he profeffes not to
underftand, and reducing himfelf to the
confequent neceffity of difingenuoufly tating
Mr. Hunter’s arguments, to fupport the
fhadow of reafoning, and of faubftituting
farcafms inftead of fatts, endeavouring
thereby to leflen the merit of Mr. Hunter’s
performance, condemning the Treatife as
inutile. However, notwithftanding Mr.
Foot's fiat, 1 fhall not {cruple to aver
with confidence, and fear not being fup-
ported by the teftimony of better judges
than either of wus, that it abounds with
more ufeful mformation, conveys a better
theory of the difeafe, and a fuperior rationale
of the action of remedies, than any we are
acquainted with, the method of cure being
treated of on that extended {cale as does
credit to the enlarged views and genius of
its Author. It is true, there is nothing for
the quack, but the judicious practitioner may
receive confiderable benefit; though, fince it
‘is a human frailty to err, we are not to ex-
pect perfection, There may be fome trivial
opinions, that when tried by the teft of ex-

(A perience,
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perience; may be overturned, though nothing
that Mr. Foot has hitherto advanced 1s
capable of weakening their evidence, nor

is any idea advanced that does not deferve
our {erious confideration.

OF THE TREATMENT OF THE CONSTITUTION
IN THE CURE OF THE GONORRHOEA.,

(k) HE objection ftated after the
quotation from Mr. Hunter, is,

that no further notice being taken of this,
he prefumes that the whole venereal concern
was at an end ; yet the only inftance where
he ever faw a gonorrheea difappear in this
manner, the confequence was, that the
patient endured the moft confirmed /Jues
venerea that he ever faw. Though I doubt
not the fact, yet it is no exception, nor
does it weaken Mr. Hunter’s evidence; on
the contrary, it is a confirmation of his fub-
fequent words, (/) < In others I have feen
all the fymptoms of the gonorrhea ftop
by

(£) Foot, p. g8. (/) Hunter, p. 83.
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by the coming on of a fever, and return
again when it went oft.” (m) ¢ Although
a fever does not always cure a gonorrhcea,
yet as it may, nothing fhould be done
while the fever lafts; and if it continues
after the fever is gone, 1t 1s then to be
treated according to the fymptoms.” But
Mr. Foot fays, the iflue of his patient
proves directly the reverfe of Mr. Hunter’s
opinion, (z) ¢ that no two actions can
take place 1n the fame conftitution at the
fame time ;” yet unfortunately for him, the
latter fays, (o)  the Jues and the [fmall-pox
may exift together ;” that is, parts of
the body may have bgen contaminated by
the venereal poifon, and the fmall-pox may
take place, and both may appear together,
but not in the fame parts; that he {uppofes
a fever produces the fufpenfign, or cure of
a gonorrheea;” and Mr. Foot unaccount-
ably admits, that perhaps he is right; but
immediately after, as though he Lad re-
pf:n;ted of the conceffion, and was perplexed,
or as if halting between belief and doubt,
atks, “ Does Mr. Hunter pretend to fay,

{ that

{m) Hunter, p. 8. (#) Idem, p. 2.’
(o) Idem, p. 2.
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- that the wiras was dormant whilft it was
abforbing from the urethra into the habit?
The queftion 1s worded in fuch a queftion-
able manner as. hardly to deferve an an-
{wer ; it betrays an unpardonable want of
attention : but leaft it thould be thought I
was quibbling about expreffions rather than
replying to facts, or what might be fap-
pofed was Mr. Foot’s meaning, I fhall not
thrink from the affertion, that here the
Jatter difeafe deftroyed the local action of
the gonorrheea. Even the cafe related by
Mr. Foot proves the fufpenfion, though
after the fever ceafed 1t might recover its
action, and abforption then taking place,
would produce the Jues wenerca; indeed, if
not put an end to, would not the relaxed or
enfeebled habit which enfues after fevers,
predifpofe to fuch an event? |

Mr. Foot {ays, (p ) ¢« that a mercurial in-
jection is a {pecific in the cure of a gonor-
‘theea.” Though I have replied to this
queftion befoie, I muft add, that I am fo
confident of the mmpropricty of ufing a
mercurial injeCtion indifcriminately, that I

ftake
(g} Eoot, p. 151
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ftake my credit on the juftnefs of a contrary
practice. 'Wherever there 1s either this
extreme fufceptibility in the parts, a pre-
difpofition to a very high degree of the fpe-
cific action, or the irritable inflammation,
as Mr. Hunter calls 1t, 1s prefent, a quieting,
rather than irnitating plan, cannot be in-
culcated too often for the patient’s good;
and this difpofition of the parts or fyftem
may very often be difcovered from the
patient’s account, either from fome former
infection, or the violence and peculiarity
of the prefent fymptoms; yet I readily
agrec with Mr. Foot, that frequently his
practice may be eligible, and as far as my
experience leads, always fuccefsful, if made
ufe of as a prophylactic, though it deferves
not the name of a fpecific in a gonorrheea,
as other remedies are equally advantageous :
and when Mr. Foot fays, under every cir-
cumftance, (g) ¢ that the cure is only made
more difficeit and important from pro-
craftination, by permitting the wvirus to ex-
tend its 1ll effetts, and by widening the in-
flammatory furface,” I am induced to afk
him, if fuch ferious confequences arife from

' 1ts

(g) Foot, p. 101,







OF THE TREATMENT OF THE AFFECTIONS
OF THE BLADDER.

FTER the quotation from Mr.

Hunter, Mr. Foot adds, {#) ¢ but
with me it 1s more than conjeture. This
13 one of the local evils out of many more,
not to mention thofe that arife from ab-
forption, that will moft certainly fucceed
from neglected gonorrheea, or from fuch
as are abandoned to their own cure.”

It 1s almoft needlefs in me to repeat
again, that Mr. Huater, from his practice,
teaches us not to depend on what may hap-
pen, but recommends the moft approved
method of cure; then why repeat the cir-
cumitance fo often? It cannot be forgot,
what has been fo frequently anfwered, nor
will the invariable adoption of a mercurial
injection under all circumftances, from the
firft, fecure us any more againft this at-
tack, than cure it alone ; efpecially, if de-

pending

(#) Foot, p. 105.




(. Y2 )

pending on the abforption of the poifon j
becaufe it cannot, if we were to admit it
to be a fpecific, reach the caufe. I have
tried it, and am f{o far from conceiving it
calculated either univerfally to prevent or
cure, that I have feen it take place un-
der the practice, and ftrongly fufpect that
it fometimes aggravates the difeafe, where-
as a fedative anodyne plan immediately
gives relief,

©F THE TREATMENT OF THE SWELLED
TESTICLE.

(u) § PERFECTLY agree with Mr. Foot,

that let men alone who fet off
upon a wrong theory, and they will en-
tangle themfelves; for the truth that he
has effeted this predition, I appeal to the
candid reader, and adduce the evidence of

paft facts.

The paragraphs before us are difingenu-
uuﬂy ftated, and mutilated with the fame
invidious

(«) Foot, p. 108.
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invidious view as thofe before remarked;
but if we take the whole of the paragraphs,
they tend to explain themfelves; indeed
we fhould attend to each entire fection, to
fee the {fcope of Mr. Hunter’s reafoning.
In page 58 he fays, ¢ the fwelling of
the tefticle has feveral peculiarities; it is
often quick in its increafe, and not be-
ing of the true inflammatory difpofition, it
requires lefs time for the removal of the
inflammation and tumefattion than when
proceeding from other caufes.” The fame
remark is made in page gz ; yet the different
periods of time in which the hardnefs ceafes,
depend often on the treatment, but more
on the conftitution than the nature of
the virus. After the repeated liberties taken
with Mr. Hunter’'s words, which I have
pointed out, the declaration from Mr. Foot,
that (z) < if he were invidioufly to feek for
contradictions, he fhould defpair of coming
ever to a conclufion,” is not, I think, fin-
gularly opportune ; for if the aflertion was
well fupported, why has he fo ftudiouily
endeavoured to mifreprefent ? Facts and de-
clarations are againft each other; and I

K defy

(«) Foot, p. 108,

D
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defy Mr, Foot to reconcile his conduct with
his profeffions in page 32, where he fays,
“ I truft that my readers will not attribute
any quotations that I make to a defire of
trefpafling on their patience, or of fivell-
ing this pamphlet; nor am I ambitious,
however highly I refpect the talents of Mr.
Hunter in general, of idly ingrafting into
‘my humble performance what fo particularly
belongs here to him. But that Mr. Hun-
ter may not have a wrong confirution put
1 pun his meaning by me, it is as neceffary to
my character and to his own, as to the
caufe of truth,” |

I have now gone through the Firft Part of
Mr. Foot’s (x) Obfervations, and as far, it
may be prefumed, as he will wifth me, or at
leaft as becomes neceffary on the prefent
{ubject: for if I have been fuccefsful, my
Reply will fhew the inutility of his Obfer-
vations on the Gonorrheea, and enable the
reader to form a pretty correct judgement of
the remaining parts of his performance, the
.prefent being a prototype of the others;
and if otherwife, that I have failed of my

: end,

(x) Foot, p.109.
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end, it is more than enough of a fruitlefs
cffay. The illiberality of the language, I
muft once more repeat, is fuch as no error
(either real or fuppofed) of Mr. Hunter’s
could juftify ; nor can I conceive what af-
finity there can exift between a gonorrheea
and a pack of cards, flight of hand tricks,
a-fober game of whift, a horfe race, a jockey,
or the whiftling of a groom, &c. Thefe are
idle conceits, and betray a depraved tafte.
Nor can I reconcile, either to delicacy or
propriety, that folace or confummate va-
nity with which he encircles himfelf on
his prefent Effay; he might at leaft have
waited till an impartial Pyblic had decided
on its merits. If the laudable love of fame,
or really the defire of oppofing any injurious
innovations, had been his motive, he ought
to have divefted himfelf of prejudice, to have
been cool, difpaffionate, and argumentative,
inftead of being intemperate and abufive.
Againft the authority of Fobnfon on Sym-
pathy, I have given f{ufficient teflimony to
overturn his fingle opinion; and it can .
therefore be no breach of charity to fup-
pofe, that he might not attend to the full

extent or meaning of one word, when we
2 know
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know that there are a many in our lan-
guage which are not to be found in him:
and [ doubt not, that whenever a new lex-
icon comes out, that it will fully eftablifth
the conftruction given by medical Authors;
and as neither South nor Locke were either
of them lexiographers or profeffional men,
their authorities cannot be decifive (y).

. If T bave uttered any exprefltons in the
courfe of my Reply, repugnant to decency
and perfonal refpect, I beg my Reader’s for-
givenefs, afluring him that it was foreign
from my intention : for, however I have
fucceeded, I have been fedulous in avoiding
the error, and am certain, that I have facri-
ficed fometimes a fhare of the force of my
argument to the wifh of obviating it;
though it 1s 1impoffible not to feel an in-
tereft in what one has undertaken to de-
fend ; and, unfortunately, I cannot at all
times command a f{toical apathy: fo
that I may with all my care, have, un-
fortunately,

(») To the authorities already given on Sympathy, 1 beg
leave to recommend to the candid attention of unprejudiced
minds, an ingenious Treatife wrote by Dr. Seguin Hewry

Fackfon, which I had not the pleafure of meeting with tilk
mry prefent Effay was nearly printed off.















