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ha*r. :‘KVI._ A _Treatise on the Lues Bovilla, or Cow-Pox. By

Benjamin Moseley, M.D., Physician to the Royal Military Hos-

Pi[a']l of Chelsea, &e. 2d Edition, ,with considerable Additions.
8vo. pp. 142. 5s. sewed. Longman and Co. 1805,

THE respectable rank in the profession which Dr. Moseley

.~ holds, as Physician to a great national establishment, might.
justify much higher pretensions than such as are supported by

‘the merits of the treatise before us. We have seldom seen a

work-which bore, more distinctly than the present, the stamp

of an intemperate endeavour to carry beyond the reach of ra-

ticnal investigation, a subject of the highest importance to

mankind ; and we cannot sufficiently reprehend the disposition,

which:so universally appears through the whole of this per=

formance, to impose on the judgment 'of the public, by the
substitution of bold assertion and illiberal invective, for a can-

did and philesophical inquiry after truth. With those who

have time and disposition to examine, this publication bears too’
many internal evidences of error to mislead: but where it is
merely known that a Physician of standing and respectability
comes forwards, with an appearance of candour, of zeal for
the honour of his profession, and regard to the interests of the
public, to stem the torrent of popular prepossession, by what
are represented to be unquestionable facts and incontrovertible
reasoning, it becomes the more necessary to put in a caveat, if
there be any circumstances connected with his work which

diminish our confidence in its accuracy.

In che very first page of the preface, we find an observation
which gives no flattering idea of the author’s judgment. He
there tells us that it is his firm opinion ¢ that experience is not
necessary to know, the cow-pox cannot be a preventive to the
small-pox.—Tor on the principles of pathology, and analogy ;
from the laws of the animal ceconomy, and the want of rgi:
procity between the two diseases, it is 1mpossible to believe
without an entire subversion of our reason, that either shuuld’
render the human frame unsusceptible of the other.’ It rea
quires but little philosophy to know that we are not intitled to
infer any thing but from experience. Analogy is frequentl
delusive; it may be employed with caution in the absence n%
dlrect_cwdtnc&: but it would be the height of extravagance ¢
conceive that it can supersede fact, or render inquirg unneﬂ
cessary. We presume that Dr, Moseley is not appriz:ﬂ of th*
nature of that constitutional change, which produces un uf
ceptibility to small-pox in those who haye gone through :hst
disease ; and we take it for granted that he would hardgly ve;
ture a conjecture on those minute differences in organization

which
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which existed before and after its attack, Until he is able to
inform us on ﬂ}ﬂﬂ. points, and to prove that the ultimate
changes in orgamization, effected by small-pox and by cow -pox,
are not the same, he will go but a little way in his attempt to
Interrupt vaccine inaculation, by any thing but an appeal to
facts and experiments.
_ The Doctor is obliged to admit that cow pox lessens, for a
time, the disposition to receive small-pox : but he says that in
this it does uo more *than the Scaldhead ; or a violent srate of
the Itch ; or the Yaws; or the Leprosy ; or the Pustule Malignes
or the temporary influence of any morbid inoculation from
diseased animals; or the bites of venomous creatures; or
wounds, that dissecters of dead bodies sometimes accidentally
give themsclves” When we hear an & priori argument gravely
employed against the possibility of cow-pox doing what it is
pretended that it can effect, is it not fair to ask, what is
the minute and essential difference between an action which
produces a change of impression for a short time only, and
that which keeps up the change for a long series of years, or
for life It will hardly be asserted that there is an affinity be-
tween small-pox, and any of those ¢gomplaints which are enu-
merated as affording a temporary protection against it; nor is
it at all necessary to concede that such affinity should also exist
between that disease and cow-pox, in order to render the one a
preventative of the other.  Dr. Moseley 1s a friend to analogy :
but, while he has recourse to it where it can have no place, he
omits to apply it when he can do so with propriety. He tella’
us that he has the fullest conviction, that the quality of vario-
lous matter used for inoculation will not influence the quality
of the disease arising from it 3 and that, if a subject in the
small-pox have < inveterate Scurvy, Scrophula, Itch, Syphilitic
infection, or Consumption, matter may be taken from it for
inoculation, with as much safety as if none of these disorders
had been present: but what peculiarity can he prove in the
case of the matter of cow-pox, to justify the supposition that
this is not governed by similar laws with other animal poisons?
As the idea which he entertains on this subject is repugnant te
the usual course of natuse, it may be justly retorted that it
¢ has been adopted in open defiance of every principle of pa-
thology and of analogy in medicine.’ s
The author seems to be anxious to prove that vaccine inos
culation teems with evils of every description. Its ravages are
even not to be confined to the corporeal part, like those of its
prototype of Pandora. "This modern Prometheus hesitates at
receiving the proffered gift on account of its bestial origin, and

makes many amusing though indelicate allusions to the trrl;}l-
: ' able
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bable ¢ mutations’ which may be produced on the human cha-
racter, by ¢ quadrupedan sympathy.

‘Dr. M. advises an anti-cowpox-author to € imitate the alli-
gator, on entering the lists; and to swallow a great deal of
dirt before the combat, to enable him to sink his antagonist in
the mud.’ This piece of advice it might fairly be expected that
he himself would practise, were it not readily discernible that
it is unnecessary for the purpose of enabling him to cloud the
elements of controversy ; for his constant dread of the ¢ pa-
roxysms of belluous fury,” produced by the ¢ brutal’ influence
of cow-pox, has given rise to such a sensorial fermentation, as
we doubt not will be sufficient for all the purposes of contest,
during the whole of a long protracted literary warfare.

Dr. Moseley asserts, with an imposing confidence, that none
among the middle and inferior rapks of society in the metro-
polis, unless attacked by surprise or with threats, or cajoled by
artifice, will now expose their children to cow-pox inoculation.
What may have been the means employed by anti-vaccinists
to stifle all inquiry into the nature and effects of cow-pox, we
know not : but the insinuation here made is offensive and dis-
graceful, and it comes within our own knowlege to be able to
contradict the unqualified assertion combined with it.

The whole of the 1st part of this treatise is oceupied with
general remarks on cow-pox, which are lively and amusing,
though for the most part sarcastic and illiberal’; with the evi-
dence before a Committee of the House of Commons, of medical
men on Dr. Jeaner’s petition ; and with the history of the
measures which have been adopted to bring vaccination into
practice. The 2d part is intended to prove, 1st, that the cow-
POX 18 not a security against the small-pox; 2dl ¥, that the cow-
pox gives rise to many serious complaints, which do not occur
from variolous inoculation; and 3dly, that it does not afford
any prospect of exterminating small-pox.
cu::c{:-u:{? l:ﬁt tll:;eeh:::rigd:l :;u; t;;::;ince to examine into the ac-
small-pox after cow-pox. Dr Mrﬂﬂﬁ“tmg ﬂ:m oratgeite 5
of this kind, which itpia ;mt nec VRN o
e, :hat L Icr:ssar.y t;: particularize 3 :.:m:l he

he mischief and fail f ]F 7 W et
th P and failure ot .cow-pox, which he will take care
sha laid befc:r-:: the world.—Such a mass of evidence proves
too much j and it must tend to affect the doubts of many who
WETE even .unhelievers in vaccination. To suppose that I:I}::r:rc is
only one virtuous physician in the metropolis, who will st
forwards as the champion of truth, and that ttl].e_-m 18 a2 > e[;
system n‘f frand pursued by the profession in order :0 nfgll::;
4rc opinions as singular as that it should haye happened ouly to

ong
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‘one man, or set of men, to see instances of failure, which
others have in vain tried to produce. When it is known that
the individual who thus presents himself has been a decided
enemy to vaccination frem the commencement,—that he has
condemned, as useless and absurd, any examination into its
efficacy,—and that he has been anxious to vilify and decry it by
every means in his power,—it may well be asked whethersuch a
person, who does not, by his own admission, know any thing
about cows-pox practically, has the common qualifications for
examining into and collecting evidence on the subject? Would
Dr. Moseley himself have been inclined to give implicit credit
to the cases adduced by the furious opponents of variolous inocu-
lation ? and would he not rather have preferred the evidence
of personal experience, and the testimony of men who, at least,
carried with them the appearance of candour ¢ Pertinacious
opposition is always to be suspected 3 and we doubt even whe~
ther the delicate remedy for ophthalmia, mentioned in a note to
page 86, and recommended for the committee who reported on
the cases at Fullwood’s Rents, would be able to clear the eyes
of Dr. Moseley and his friends, sufhiciently to capacitate them
for accurate and dispassionate observation on the subject of
COW-pOX.

‘We have already made some remarks on the occurrence of
small-pox after vaccine inoculation *¥, and the effects which this
.occurrence should have on the practice. To those, therefore, we
ishall refer our readers; only observing at present that, though
we feel satisfied as to the general preventative powers of cow-
pox, we by no means are of opinion that inquiry into the ex-
tent of it ought to be prevented. Let adverse cases be exammedF
with attention and candour; and let it be the fndn.::avn_:mr. of
medical men to discover what proportion the cases, in which
ismall-pox occurs after cow-pox, bear to those in which small-
pox appears a second time. The possibility of the latter 1s de-
nied by the present author, but we believe it to be irrefragable.
Dr.Moseley gives a long catalogue of evil consequences resulting
" from vaccine inoculation: but, from the cases'w]nch he ad-

duces in support of them, he seems to us to ascribe to the ]::‘F-
fects of that practice every complaint which comes on wit :;:
many months afterward. He appears to be easily satished wi
_evidence of the ineflicacy or danger of cow-pox, but sets at
nought every document of an opposite nature. Death by cow-

ox he mentions as a common event : but we can;ut :3
yeadily forget the uniform mildness of its symptoms observ

* See the account of Mr. Goldson’s pamphlet, M. R. for No-
wember last. \ w
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MEDICINE,

AnT, ﬁ&.—ﬂ&sermﬁms on some late Att i
* - M ts to depreciate the Va-
I'-rﬂ-e ﬂﬂd EmML:I"I' {!’f Vacciﬂe Iﬂﬂ‘ﬂ . Emp P crare the V¥ d

. . hmi B b
8v0. pp. 35, “Murray. 1805. e Rl

an?ﬁﬁ&g;le‘]ga:sed tfwth much satisfaction these calm, candid,
aEtete ob therva :Ens ;' and earnestly recommend them to the
ity ose whose r:m:ﬁd.ence_m the cow-pox may have
cen shaken by the declamatory effusions of Dr. Moseley. The
greater part of Dr. M.’s deductions, Mr. Merriman Justly observes
are formed according to the absurd and exploded axiom, *© post .-Eu:n:JI
ergo propter hoc,” And among the dire v::rmse-:,'lufa-ru':ﬂes,'ml'f ~nr‘.|a.r:¢:imalr
moculation, which he has described, not one disease is mentioned
](53“ the gr een itch, which no practitioner has seen) which has not
IEng he_t;n familiar tu_me[lical mgnin this country ; but ‘to attributg
those diseases to vaccination, which are the same now as they have
bee_n for fifty years past, which are curable in the same way, and
which do not oceur oftener than formerl ¥, is a strong mark of ‘want
of candour, liberality, and proper investigation.” ». 95. Mz, Mer-
Timan takes a slight retrospective view of the opposition which was
made-. to the inoculatien of the small-pox, and it appears, tiat &
very similar catalogue of eruptions, wastings, and ¢ bodily defeda-
tmns,. was made out by the prejudiced antagonists of that valuable
ractice. The case of idiss Rolt, which was published by Dr. Bryan
ﬂ;_.ﬂﬂ_m.": and attested by the Hon, Mrs. Rolt, the lady’s mother,
.'n_::n_;tnlta,ms a more qism'al history of ulcers, imposthumes, and eratﬂing
b:::n::s, the consequence of small-pox inaculation, than any which
;D;r. _Mt:-sele_v has attributed to the vaccine disease. And 1 owgrave's
triumphant exclamation on the subject is,mutatis mutandis, the pro-
totype of some of Dr. M.’s. Of the manner of Dr. M.’s argumen-
tation, we have intimated enough. We shall now quote a passage
or twerfrom Mr. Merriman’s pamphlet, ralative to the authenticity
ﬂf.h-i:‘- I:R.CTE- ‘The third casein Dr. Moseley's appendix is as follows :
“ Richard Curling, aged nearly six years, son of Mr. Curling, No. 18,
- Geurge-street, Portland chapel, had the cow-pox in May 1800 ; inocu-
lated by My, Ring, apothecary in Swallow-street, Hanoversquare.
Nine months after he had the small pox in the patural way; he had
ulcerations about his body, and was otherwise much disordered
after the cow pox.” But what is the account which Mrs: Curling
gave to Mr. ‘Merriman and Mr. Henning? * That the boy was
inoculated for the cow-pox by Mr. Ring; that some months after,
the exact time she caunot recollect, hie had, what ske thought the
small-pox. . That she shewed the child; whilst under the eruption,
to Mr. Leighton, surgeon of Welbeck-street, and Mr. Draper,
apothecary of Bulstrode-strevt s who both declared that the erup-
tion was the chicken-por ; that they both saw it when it was at or
near the height ; that Dr. Moseley did not see the child daring the
time of the eruption, nor did any other medical mun, except those
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