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Dr. THOMAS DENMAN.

tion of his' New Forceps with Three Blades, together with an

elegant Copper-plate Print of that Inftrument. From this
Publication, though attended with confiderable expence, he derived
no advantage, fince it was chiefly intended as a compliment to his
Pupils, and to fuch other Gentlemcn of the Profeffion as were par-
ticularly engaged in the province of Midwifery. * Of this I can
{peak with confidence, as I had at that time the pleafure of attending
the Do&or’s Lectures, and was, therefore, well acquainted with the
truth of the particulars which I now mention. I was likewife one
of the many, who, from the principles on which it was recom-
mended, thought this a valuable addition to the Apparatus of Mid-
wifery ; nor has my experience of its ufe in Practice hitherto failed
to confirm this opinion. But the merit of Dr, Leake’s Forceps refts
on a much better foundation than any thing I can pretend to ad-
vance in its favour, Many of the beft Accoucheurs, both at home
and abroad, have been pleafed to commend it as a confiderable Im-
provement ; many commiflions were foon received by the Inftru-
ment-Makers, for fending it to different quarters; and to my cer-
tain knowledge, it has been for fome time paft a familiar Inftru-

IT‘ 1s now above three years fince Dr. Leake publithed a defcrip-

* It is true, when his Introduflory Letter was lately publithed, his paper on the
Faorceps was annexed to it, but without being mentioned in the Advertfement, or
making any addition to the price,
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ment in the hands of feveral Practitioners of the firftk name in

France, Ruffia, and Holland, as well as Great Britain and Ireland.

With fo many and fuch refpectable Suffrages in its favour, I
thought the credit and ufe of the mew Forceps had been univerfally
eftablithed, till I was lately convinced, by perufing your Remarks
on that Infirument, that there was at leaft one diflenting veice. When,
or in what manner,- thefe Remarks ‘were firft uthered into light, I
will not take upon me to fay; but I am apt to think they had a
clandefiine Birth, as I do not remember to have feen them advertifed
in the ufual way; a circumftance which would not have readily
efcaped me, as my fondnefs for Improvement, efpecially at fo great
a diftance from Town, makes me always very attentive to the Ar-
ticle of new Publications. It was by mere accident therefore, and
only very lately, that I had the happy opportunity of feeing this
ftriking Specimen of your Candour and literary Talents ; and as foonx
as I had glanced it over, } was determined to employ my firft in-
tervals of leifure, from the duties of my Profeflion, in vindicating:
Dr. Leake from fo 1lliberal and injurious an Attack.” ‘Together with
this motive you may attribute as much as you pleafe to the vanity
of a young man, whom you may fufpe&, perhaps, of fecking for
an occafion to try his ftrength in the lifts of Controverfy ; and in-
deed, to be perfeftly ingenuous with you on this head, I will' frank-
Iy own, that fo far as it may be natural to take courage from the
weaknefs of an Adverfary, 1 did think I could never hope for a bet-
ter opportunity of making a firflt eflay with'fo little hazard to my
Reputation.

In cenfuring Dr. Leake’s Forceps, which you are pleafed to de-
clare an ineffectual as well as a dangerous Inftrument, you alledge
the public good as your fole inducement for undertaking the trouble
of your precious Remarks upon it. . This is certainly a good Plea,
and worthy of a good Man ; but it has been fo often hackneyed and
abufed, that we are fometimes apt to fufpe a counterfeit. Itisa"

' convenient

..
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convenient. pretence, however, when a man is either athamed or a-
fraid to avow his real motives, and in the prefent cafe, it would not
perhaps be difficult to affign others. But as this may be a matter

of conjecture only, I fhall not infift upon it, as I would not wifth to
attack even an ungenerous Adverfary, by the fly method of Tnfinuation.

Allowing you, therefore, the full merit of your pretended zeal for
the public fafety ; let me atk you, why you did not found the alarm
fooner, when you fay and would have" it believed, ‘there was 1o
much impending ‘danger, and fuch dreadful confequences to be appre-
hended from the ufe ' of this inftrument ?  Let me il further alk
you, why at length, thefe benevolent remarks of yours were not
exhibited to the world in a public and open manner, inftead, as I
am informed, of being privately handed about, ameng fuch young
and unexperienced Gentlemen of the Profeffion as were not compe-
tent Judges of the fubje ? Did you mean that the poifon conveyed
in this artful and infidious manner, fhould have time to operate and
produce its effects before an antidote could be adminiftered ?

As every man has an undoubted iright to approve or difapprove
of whatever is prefented to public view, I by no means blame you
for making Dr. Leake's Forceps a fubje& of enquiry, provided you
“ had done it in the way of a candid examination, founded on the
evidence of his own Defcription : a mode of trial to which no Au-
thor can reafonably object; and to 'which every one has an' undeni-
able claim, But how far you have done juflice to that Gentleman
in your Quotations, or the conclufions you draw: from them, will be
left to the following Strictures, and the Reader’s judgment without
farther anticipation.

You will pleafe to obferve, Sir, ‘that contrary to your method, I
fhall quote and examine thofe your remarks fairly, without pervert-
ing your meaning, where that is to be found, or omitting one part

and inferting another, as beft fuits my purpofe. I muft likewife
B 2 inform
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inform you, that in quoting an Author you have no right cithes

to alter the Dition or tranfpofe the Sentences, efpecially in points

of Controverfy, becaufe from thence may arife an alteration in
the fenfe, which may wholly mifreprefent the original meaning ;
both which you have frequently done without ceremony, in
your Remarks on Dr. Leake’s paper on the new Forceps. With
the fkilful and candid, I believe, that paper might very fafely
have been left to vindicate itfelf ; but left your Remarks, puerile
and fuperficial as they are, thould chance to miflead the unex-

perienced, who fometimes miltake found for fenfe, I will proceed.

to examine and placa them 1n their proper point of view.

I fhall pafs over in a general way, the f{elf-conceit, and fini~

cal precifion, as well as the childith vanity and formal parade

with which you are pleafed to bring forth your elaborate trifle ;

which examined in all its parts, will appear to every eye but

your own, a jbapelefs abortion, deformed, unfinithed, and fent
before its time.

In the firft article of your Remarks, you take the liberty to’

affert, that Dr. Leake’s Defcription of the Forceps is not correct s
but in what manner you make goed that aficrtion, the Reader will
beft be able to judge, from an exact quotation of his Defcription,
compared with your own.

Dr. Leake’s Defcription of the Far.fe;&x is as follows : ¢¢ The

“¢ Forceps ufed n Midwifery may be confidered as an Inftrument
¢ confifling of two Levers, which a& i contrary Direttions from
¢ one common Centre or Fulerum, where their Blades unite and
¢ are fuftained by each other, confequently, their power on the
¢ Body to be moved will be in Proportion to the Length of their
¢¢ Levers or Handles.”

The following is your Defcription. The Forceps ought to be
confidered as an infirument confifting of two Levers, ating alter-
nately

i o ey
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mately from two centres, which are thofe parts of the child's bead
undergoing the greatefl friction.

To fpeak thus, i1s to affert that the Forceps, which is the
altive body, finds a Fulcrum or refting point upon the Child’s
head, which is wholly paffive, being the very part which is to be
extratted. 1 fhould be glad to atk, How the Chi/d’s head can be
the part from awhich the Blades aft, fince it is demonflratively
the part atied upon 2 A very flender knowledge of Mechanics
might have taught you that every Lever muft neceflarily aét
from its centre of motion ; but on the contrary, if the Child’s
head afforded a centre of motion to the Blades of the Forceps, as
you have ignorantly afferted, then it would follow, that thefe
Blades, confidered as Levers, would not aft from, but towards their
own centre of Motion 5 a thing [o contrary to reafon and common
Jenfe as to deferve mo furibher attention. In a word, Sir, you have
palpably confounded the idea of the part acted upon by the Lever,
with that of the part from which it aés. But perhaps you are
about to eftablith fome new Principle in Mechanics, which may
folve this Paradox, and prove that an active and a paffive bedy is-
one and the fame thing.

You fay—1t is true, with refpeci to themfelves, viz. (the Blades)
the Centre of Motion will be at that part where they unite ; but when
m the hands of the Operator, and containing a body wwithin their
Curve, the alternate motion neceflary for the extraction of that body
through a fmall [pace, changes the whole circumflance.

It 1s wholly inconfiftent and improper, thus to talk of Motion,
or a Centre of Motion 1n a body (the Forceps) which as above,
you are deferibing totally at reft ; that 1s,- unemployed and not in
the hands of the Operator.

Again, you fay, That when the Blades are really in the hands of
the Operator, then the awhole circumflance is changed—Without

doubt the circumftance is changed, but not at all in the manner
you
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you apprchend ; for if the blades contain a body within™ their
Curve, the ation for the extrattion of that body, muft fkill be
derived from their Junétion as a refting Point, otherwife they
would want a Fulecrum, and therefore could not a&t at all.—If
this is difficult to be underftood, you may, if you pleafe, fup-
pole tws Blades avithout fuch junélion, to be pafled up along the
Child’s head, and as thefe Blades could not poffibly then be
locked, they would not a& on the Child’s head, and confequently
1t could not be extra&ed.

Befides, the Blades of the Forceps, confidered as two Levers,
do not act alternately as you tell us; for as both of them clofely
and equally embrace the Child’s head, the one cannot poffibly
be made to a&t without the other; their ac&ion therefore is not
alternate but fimultancous.

Such frivolous and far-fetched Objecions fhew that you have
taken great pains to find them out, and that you have been at
whip and fpur in purfuit of Game; but like an unfkilful Hunts-
man who miftakes the metal of his Steed, as well as his own
you have unfortunately quite unborfed your(elf in attempting the
Jfive Bar-gate. Upon the whole, either your knowledge of Me-
chanics fhould have becen greater, or your prefumption lefs, in
contradicting eftablithed and felf-evident principles.

So much for your Accuracy and Skill ;5 I fhall next quote your
fecond Article verbatim, as a curious fpecimen of your Candour,
and the refpe@ due to your Superiors :—Reader, pleafe to attend
to the following modeft Affertion. ‘

Profeffors bave generally mifled us in the purfuit of praéiical
knowledge, being too often of ‘that order of men, who are the bane
of real improvement. Inquirunt, fays Dr. Harvey, non quomodo
res funt, fed quid alii dicuut.

If fuch Profeflors are any where to be found, your preceding
Remarks evidentlty thew, that you have no fmall Tiile to be

included




L9 ] | s

mcluded in their number.  Nomine mutato, de te fabula narratur.
In a word, 1f fuch Reflections in one of real confequence, whofz
judgment was ripened by time and experience, would juftly be
thought uncommonly prefuming, and fo replete with arrogance
as to have got the better of both prudence and decency ;—What
then fhall be faid of —Dr. Thomas Denman 2

Thus you proceed : |

I believe there are reafons for [ufpeciing that M. Cramtz is but
little qualified for laying down Rules for the ufe of Infiruments in
Midwifery, and M. Levrette is mot unexceptionable authority..

You ouvght to have mentioned thofe Reafons at large, other-
wife an aflertion {o rude and injurious, on your own flender autho-
rity, is claiming more credit than the Reader may be willing to
allow you ; for you muft know that M. Cran/z was an eminent
Profeflor of Midwifery at Pienna, and that he wrote judicioufly
on the Ufe of Inftruments, in his Differt. de re inflrumeniaria in
arte obfieiricaria, a baok very neceffary for your perufal,

M. Levretie, you fay, is not unexceptionable authority—If
none but yours is oppefed to it, I believe it will remain un-
exceptionable. To tell any other of the profeflion but yourfelf
who Levrette was, would be unneceflary ; but as you have {pelt
his name wrong as often as you have had occafion to mention
it, it appears you have no better acquaintance with him than
with the former Gentleman, whom you have fo uncivilly cen-
fured, Levret of Paris is fufficiently known throughout Ewxrope,
both by his writings and public Lettures. In fhort, the Merit
and Judgment of the two refpetable Authors in queftion are fo
. univerfally acknowledged, and ctheir reputation fo {uperior to
your infignificant Cavils, that the prefent circumftance would be’
apt to put one in mind of a Village-cur barking at the Moon.

I fhall now proceed to quote the fubftance of what Dr. Leake
has advanced, and to examine the propriety and validity of your

Remarks
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Remarks on the prefent {ubjett.—In his defcription of the Foreeps
he {peaks thius :
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¢ H. Crantz, profeflor of Midwifery at Vienna and Levret of
Paris, both obferve, that when the Child’s head is wedged
within the bones of the Pelvis, (capite incuneato) it can fcarcely
ever be extralted by the common Forceps recommended by Swmellie,
becaufe of their fhortnefs ; and as their blades are only curved
in one Direfion, whenever it happens that the Hind-head is
forced over the Symphyfis of the Pubes, it cannot be got hold
of within the curve of the Blades, which being only applied
along the LEars in a ftreight Diretion, are therefore apt to
flip downwards over the Face, and to foil the Operator in the
Extradtion of the Head : This will the rather happen, becaufe
they are made taper towards their Points, which will diminifh
their contact on the head and prevent them from taking a firm
hold ;—/o that they are the leaft ferviceable in thofe very Cafes
where they are the moff wanted,—that is, where the Pelvis 1s
narrow ; for it muft be allowed, of all Difficulties that which
happens from the above caufe, is by far the moft infur-
mountable obftacle to the birth, fince it can only be overcome
by very f{trong Pains, which comprefs the head and force it to
conform to the bony Paflage.”

Your remarks on the preceding Paragraph are as follow W hen

the Head is incuneatum, enclavée, or wedged in the Pelvis, if is a

cafe in awhich Forceps of any kind cannot be ufed with prudence.

we did try them, we fbould bappily mifcarry in the attempt, for if we
Jucceeded, dreadful awould be the confequence to the parts of the
Mother, crufbed between the Child’s head and Forceps on one hand,
and the bones of 1he Pelvis on the other.

The Reader i1s here prefented with a. dith of all forts,—a

perfect Oleo, but without a fingle grain of falt or ﬁ_aiunmg,
curioufly garnithed with frefh rhetorical fiowers, but of the exotic

Eind 3
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kind; fuch as that of mifcarrying happily ; fuccefs being attended
with dreadful confequences, &c.

You tell us that, The Doélrine of applying Forceps éry%rf the
bulk of the Head has paffed the fuperior aperture of the Pelvis, carries
great danger and infurmountable difficulties on the face of it.  Thofe
awho have endeavoured to reduce it fo praitice (for it is an old and
obfolete Doctrine) have in their accounts given us Hiffories of their
attempting it, of the difficulties they met with, of the mifchicfs they
did, and a retraction of their Errors. '
~ According to your account, this Dotrine wears a very frighiful
and gorgon-like countenance.~—Alas poor proftituted word Doctrine !
how miferably art thou profaned and mifapplied ; I fear thou
wilt next be tack’d to the method of making peafe-pottage,
or manufaturing mutton-pies. But to be ferious ; was it not
doing injuftice to Fohn Bunyan by the comparifon ; I (hould think
I had been reading his defcriptmn of the Pilgrim’s Progrefs through

the Vale of Tears.

When the greateft “bulk of the Head has paffed the f{uperior
Aperture of the Pelvis, the greateft difficulty is over, as appears
by the following quotation from Dr. Leake, and therefore the
Forceps are feldom ever then neceflary, except Floodings or
other dangerous fymptoms fhould fuddenly exhauft the Patient’s

ftrength.

¢ The fhort Forceps may indeed be effectually applied when the
¢ Child’s head 1s low in the Pelvis, but where that is the Cafe,
¢ artificial Afliftance is feldom neceffary, the principal Difficulty
¢ being then over ; and fhould any ftill remain, it will now be
“ removed by the Concurrence of two Caufes, viz. the inferior
¢¢ Parts of the Pelvis will gradually dilate and give way to the
¢ Preflure of the Head, which, at the fame time, will be
¢¢ fqueezed into a longitudinal Form, and therefore its tranfverfe

¢ Diameter, in refpe@ to the Paffage, will become confiderably
& ‘¢ lefs

LY
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“ lefs and lefs ; both which Circumftances have a manifeft ten-
““ dency to facilitate the Birth.,”

Thofe then, and fuch like your Remarks, are more than fuffi-
ciently anfwered by the following quotation from Dr. Leake’s
Paper, which fhews the neceflity and propriety of the practice

he recommends, and alfo that- he was not unaware of Cavil and

Critici{m.

¢¢ I know that the Application of the Forceps is objected to by
‘¢ fome, till after the Head has got below the Brim of the Pelvis,
“ on the Suppnﬁtmn that the Force applied to bring it down

““ would prove injurious to the Mother ;—but the ﬂwk#r and
““ Jong comtimued Compreffion of the [oft parts, viz. the Vagina and

¢ Neck of the Bladder, &c. when {queezed between the Head and-

¢¢ Bones of the Pelvis, two folid Bones, will be much more
¢¢ liable to endanger the Patient—Since inftances may be found
¢ where a Mortification has been the Confequence, and where the
¢ Child, which always fuffers in Proportion, was alfo dorn dead.

¢ In cafées, therefore, extremely laborious, when the Head 7s
‘¢ Jarge, — the Pelvis marrow, or both : — where the Patient’s
¢ Strength is exhaufted by a Flooding,—where fhe is fuddenly at-
¢ tacked with Convalfions, Faintings, or other alarming Symptoms,
‘“ and confequently, where the Jabour Pains are infufficient to bring
¢¢ forth the Child ; the long double curved Forceps, hercafter de-
¢ fcribed, may be ufed with great fafety and advantage, either
¢t with or without the Lever or #hird blade, as occafion may re-
¢t quire—Every one who has had much Experience knows, that
¢¢ 1t 1s often improper, as well as difficult and dangerous to turn
¢ the Child, and fometimes even mpraéticable without burfling
¢¢ the Uterus, or applying fo much violence as might be fatal to the
¢« Mothers; and 7o open 1he bead of a hving infant, before the long
¢ Forceps and every other Expedient had been tried in vain, would
¢« furcly be deemed rafb and unnatural Praclice

It
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It may be obferved, that whatever Dr. Leake recommends, he al-
ways gives his reafons for it ; but what you advance is only mere
matter of affertion, or if you attempt any thing further, fuch is
your {uccefs, that what you endeavour to prove, {till remains to be
~ proved by fome other perfon.

The queftion 1s—What fhould be done for the fafety of the Mo-
ther when her ftrength 1s exhaufted, and her pains infufficient to
. bring the Child ; {fo that the is every moment in danger of dying
undelivered }~—Dr. Leake admits, there 1s danger in the Operation,
but at the fame time fhews why there is much more, when it is
negleCted, and therefore, of two evils, the leafl is to be chofin;
efpecially fince there is no other alternative, than that one of ks//-
ang the Child, by opening its head ; for he has thewn that.Smellie’s
Forceps are much too fhort to reach and extra& it thus fituated,
and that it is by no means eligible to turn the child : fo that all you
have been able to advance againft this practice, is mere snveitive
and not argument ; being nothing but a few formidable Epithets to
excite horror, and to deter the weak and timorous from ufing the
Forceps recommended by Dr. Leake ; and leff his ingenious Invention
of combining the attion of the Forceps and war, Jhould chance 1o
pluck a feather out of your wing.

You tatk of dreadful confequences, and crufthing of heads, as
others would talk of cracking nuts; but if fuch reafoning as this
could prevail; then the ufe of the fhort Forceps, of which you are
fo fond, fhould alfo be rejeCted, even when the Child’s head is
below the brim of the Pelvis ; for fear of lacerating the Perineum;
and for the very fame reafon if it could be found to have any
weight, no Surgeon would ever venture to cut for the Stone, left
the patient thould die by the confequence of the Operation.

You fay,—1t is fuppofed that the hind-head is forced over the Sym-
phyfis of the Pubis. Whenever this is the Cafe it is not poffible 1o apply
Korceps of any kind, with advantage, or without the utmoff danger ; and

fong I call
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I call upon every Gentleman converfant in praétice to confirm the fruth

of the Affertion. .
It is not poflible, you fay, to apply Forceps of any kind. Dr.

Leake being apprized of the difficulty attending the application of =

all Forceps in this particular cafe, becaufe of their lateral preflure,
which 1ncreafes the longitudinal diameter® of the head, and forces
the Occipur {till more over the Pubes, has therefore, invented
a third Blade, which combined with the Forceps aéts as a Lever,
applied immediately to the refifting point of the Occiput ; and that
without the lealt danger of hurting the mother ; a circumftance
which has often happened by the ufe of the common Lever.

Thofe things premifed and duly attended to, I think it will fol-
low that you may call on Gentlemen converfant in praltice a long
time before they anfwer to the truth of your Aflertion, without your
appeal 1s made to thofe who are as much averfe to improvement as
you feem to be yourfelf, and who rather chufe to grope in the dark,
than to walk in open day-light.

'The following Abftra& from Dr. Leake's defcription of bis Forceps,
will ftill more fully illuftrate and explain the true nature and ufe of
the Lever or third Blade, and thew under what particular circum-
{tances its application becomes neceflary and advantageous.

¢« When the fore-head prefents to the Os Sacrum, and the hind-
¢« head to the Pubes, the long axis of the head interfects the thort

¢¢ axis of the Pclvis, and therefore, thefe parts may be confidered as .

¢« two Ellipfes or Ovals crofiing each other; a Pofition of the head
¢« very unfavourable to the Birth of the Child, Whenever this is
«s the Cafe, a very capital Inconvenience, even in the long double-
¢« curved Forceps will occur, for when they are thus applied on the
<« Sides of the Head, the more it is there comprefled by the A&ion
¢« of the Blades, the more will the Hind-bead be forced over the
¢ Pubes, and the Fore-bead againft the Sacrum, which will {till add
« to the difficulty, and confequently it cannot be extracted in this

*‘ manner,

."1:;-



iw

€t
i
1
13
(14
(13
[ 11

(1

&
111
14

(1
(13
L 11

[T

(1]

e

(1
17
L 14
ik
L1
(14
1

§ TR

manner, without great violence both to the Mother and the
Child : — This Circumftance has happened to me in Pradice
feveral times, particularly in two laborious Cafes, where the re-
peated Application of the Blades at the fides proved ieffctual ;
and dangerous Symptoms appearing, I was afraid of further
delay, and therefore, (the patient being placed on her fide) I
introduced them at the Sacrum and Pubes, that is, on the Face
and Occiput, and extralted the Head with eafe at the firft
effort.

As this Succefs was plainly owing to the Compreflion of the
longeft part of the Head, it firft fuggefted to me the Hint of ap-
plying a pair of Forceps with three Blades, one of which may be
occafionally ufed as a Lever, which will a& on the fame Prin--
ciple as that of Roonbuyfen’s.

¢¢ But notwithftanding the feeming ‘Simplicity of Roonbuyfen’s
Lever, it may be attended with the utmoft Danger ; for, as the
Symphyfis of the Pubes is the Centre from which it a&s, and
the Point upon which the whole Strefs is laid ; whenever much
force is applied to bring down the head, (Action and Re-ation
being the {fame) the Vagina, Neck of the Bladder, and nervous
Parts may be fo violently bruifed, as to occafion a Mortifi-
cationy or even the very Symphyfis of the Pubes may happen to
give &ay.-

]
¢ To'remedy this Inconvenience, which is the principal Ob-

jeétion to the Lever, 1 have, for fome years paft, in my Courfe
of Lectures on Midwifery, recommended an Infirument confifiing
of three Blades, being, in fa& a pair of Long Forceps with
a double Curve, and the Addition of a Lever, which may
be applied without the leaft danger of hurting the Mother ;
for here the Fulerum of the Lever is removed from the Pubes
to the Junétion of the two Blades, which not only a& as a Pair
of Forceps, but at the fame time afford a firm refting Point
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for the third Blade, by means of a fmall Pivot or central Pin,
placed on the under Side of the lower Blade. :

¢ After ths Introdution of the Blades at the Sides of the Child’s
head, and ftrongly tying their Handles, this Lever is to be pafled
up between the Occiput and Pubes, and as the Pelvis there forms
a kind of Arch, and is alio extremely fhallow; by inclining the
Handle towards the Perinzeum, 1t may be introduced without the
leaft Degree of Violence, or difficulty.

¢ The additional Blade or Lever applied immediately to the re-
fifting Point or Occiput, where it refts at the Pubes, will not
only effeCtually fhorten the Head, and detach it from the Place
of its Obftru&ion, but will always prevent the chei}s from flip-
ping; for if they tend down towards the Face, the Lewver,
which is fixed at the Hind-head, and {uftained at the Jun&ion of
the Blades, muft be drawn down with them, and confequently
the head alfo will ftill be more brought into the Centre of
the Pelvis, and therefore more eafily extradted; which may
be better underftood by referring to the third Figure in the
Copper-plate.

¢ In thort, thefe two mechanical Powers of the Forceps and Lever
thus combined, will mutually afiff each other ;—F or the Lever will
not only prevent the Forceps from flipping, but will alfo fhorten the
Head, and bring it down below the Arch of the Pubes into the
Centre of the Pelvis, by which means it may be the more eafily
extralted ; on the other Hand, the Forceps will afford a refting
Point to the Lever, from which it may effeGually a& witbhout any
Sort of Danger to the Patient, {o that we have the Advantage of
both Inftruments, without the defeéts of either.”

Dr. Leake does not here vainly magnify the merit of inventing this

New Inflrument, but plainly and modeftly tells us, it was owing to
a mere matter of accident which occurred to him in practice.

You
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You tell us that—T%he cenfure of Dr. Smellic’s Forceps is unpro-
Jfitable—You cannot then fay, that Dr. Leake is mercenary ; but I
muft inform you that to cenfure and to difapprove are very different
things : Thofe who are beft acquainted with Dr. Leake well
know that he is lefs difpofed to cenfure than commend ; and it is
apparent he has not treated Dr. Smellie in the difrefpe¢tful manner
with which you mention the names of M. Leveret and H. Crantz.

You next proceced as a panegyrift—Dr. Smellie was a Man of
great candour, indufiry, and ingenuity, and we are all indebted to bim.
I have often heard Dr. Leake in the courfe of his Leftures men-
tion his name with great refpe&, and chearfully fubfcribe to his

merit.

You fay—/We are all indebted to bim. Thofe who have attended
his LeCures I prefume, will not deny 1t; for your Part, Sir,
had you been as grateful to the Gentleman from whom you
received your Inftrutions in Midwifery, we fbould not have
Jeen you engaged with bim in a News-paper Billing [zate conteft,

4. D.1569. |

Again you fay—Dr. Smellie’s Forceps are not taper at the point
—Not fo taper as the point of a Sword ;—but they are taper—
verily they are taper.

You add—The largenefs of the head, and narrownzfs of ithe Pelvis
are relative T erms, &c.—T'his {cems to be a new and very notable dif~
covery, and what makes 1t the more valuable, 1t 1s not more difficult
to be demonftrated, than that two and one make three.

You fay—The cafe fuppofed in this Raragraph, I believe, never
can happen at the upper part of the Peluvis.

In what Paragraph? for you do not fay, whether in Dr. Leake’s,
or your own. Pray Do&or what Profeffor, except fuch as you have
mentioned in the beginming of your Remarks, ever talks of a Cafe
happening at the upper part of the Pelvis ; I fuppofe you mean
a cafe where the Child's head could not happen to be fo placed

at



[ 18 ]

at the upper part of the Pelvis ; if this is not your meaning, ‘the
cafe you allude to muft be a headlefs .cafe, a cafe without a head ;—
a very piteous cafe indeed, and fuch as probably never happened to
any one cxcept Dr. Thomas Denman.

You pl‘{}ﬂ{:n:d-——-f'r@; rny'f::?i far‘ pr‘gﬂ?rrfng the ﬁ!‘ffgfhf FE?FT@I 15 a
conviction that this opinion is true, and that under thefe circumflances
the curvilinear Forceps become inconvenient.

Your reafon i1s a convition that this Opinion is true :(—A very
curtous reafon indeed ; but I fhall fay no more on this paffage, left
I make a miftake; for T confefs ’tis far too {ublime for my com-
prehenfion.

Agam, yeu {ay—T know enough of the Hiftory of the Veiles, in
as able ‘hands as Roonbuyfen’s, to convince any reafenable man, that
much mifchief may, and bas been done by theim.

For this very reafon Dr. Leake has contrived a Lever or Ve&tes,
which occafionally combined with the Forceps, will produce all
the effets of a Lever without the leaft danger of hurting the
Mother.

Thus you proceed—Roonhuyfen’s Vedtes changes its centre of attion,
and though it may be fixed againft the Symphyfis of the Pubes, the
Ramus of the Ijchium, near ihe obtufe procefs, muft become the Ful-
crum, or you will not be able to extract the bead.

Here it 1s prefumed you meant to have faid ignoramus, but that
by fome unaccountable blunder of the Printer the word Ramus
unluckily flipt in, and marr’d the proper meaning.

You tell us that—The refifting Point is not particularly where the
bind head preffes againjt the Pubes ; but that the bead is wedged and
preffes on many Points.

You feem here to have forgot what every Pm&itmner in Mid-
wifery ought particularly to remember, viz. that the Brim of the
Pelvis 1s an Elligfis from fide to fide, for m=afured in that direc-

tion, it 15 ome inch wider than from Sacrum o Pubes ; and confe-
quently
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quently the Head thus wedged in the 6af{y paflage, muft of courfe
meet with moft refiftance wﬁerf the Pelvis is narroweft ; particularl Y
when the long axis of the Head is turned to the narrow axis
~of the Pelvis, or, as Dr. Leake exprefles it, where two Ellipfes
crofs or interfect each other ; and therefore, contrary to your affer-
tion, the refilting point muft neceflarily be where the hind-head
prefles againft the Pubes.

You fay—2%u object to the ufe of all curvilinear Forceps—1 fup-
pofe then you mean to make ufe of none at all ; for all Forceps
muft be curvilinear, or they could not be Forceps; but all Forceps
have not a two-fold carve, which I prefume is the thing you mean.

Thus, Sir, you continue to {peak, and left the elegance of
your expreflions fhould fuffer by the leaft alteration, I fhall fet
them down wverbatim. ¢ The curve of M. Levrett’s Forceps feems
¢ the moff convenient, and Mr. Otborn has contrived a very elegant
“ pair, by diminifbing the fize of Levrett's and very little alteration
¢ befides.”

Juft now you objefted to the ufe of all fuch Forceps, but now
all of a fudden Levres’s are the moft convenient ; if fo, Dr. Leake’s
are alfo convenient, for they are conftructed on the fame principle ;
how does this accord ?

Befides, as you fay that Mr. Ofborn’s Forceps differs very little
from Levref’s, except in fize, it 1s not eafy to conceive how a
diminution of the fize alone, can properly be confidered as a new
invention. But here let me afk you, Whether this Contrivance of M.
Ofborn’s, whatever it may be, was prior or fubfeguent to that defcribed
by Dr. Leake. A dire&t anfwer to this fimple queftion mrght pro-
b&bl}' unfold the myftery, and determine what fhare of merit 1s due
to Mr. Ofborn from his very elegant pair of Forceps.

Again you fay—Allowing Dr. Leake the full force of bis own rea-
Joning, I cannot conceive the advantage arifing from this complicated In-

Sirument.
D Here,
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Here, like the Satyr in the Fable, you blow het and cold with
the fame breath; for hitherto you have endeavoured to controvert his
reafoning in the beft manuer you were able ; but now comes a kind
of aukward and indiret affent.

You fay—2%u cannot cenceive the advantage arifing from this
complicated Infirument.

The Forceps recommended by Dr. Leake is by no means com~
plicated, for whenever the Lever is unneceflary, they may always
be applied without 1t, with the fame eafe and fafety, and generally
with a much better effe&t than any other, for the reafons which he
has {pecified.

Thus you proceed—If we aét witlh the Forceps from bandle to
bandle, the third Blade can do no fervice.

The Lever or 7hird Blade will effe&tually prevent the Forceps
from {lipping down over the Child’s Facc, which is a very capital
advantage, efpecially as it cannot in the leaft injure the Mother
more than the other two, although we a& with them from handle
to handle.

Agam you {ay—1If wwe ai awitl the Lever, the Forceps are fy@fﬁ
or J,{.‘x._;.rsmc..?;.

You have before allowed that Rosnbuyfen’s Lever 1s a dangerous
Inftrument ; but as Dr, Leake has proved to a demonftration, that
the Lever mmbiucd with the Forceps, may always be fafely and
advan'ageoufly applied, both your aflertions become evidently
oroundlefs.  Indeed, throughout the whole of your performance,
from a doating aftc@ion for every thing you have faid on the
{fubje&, you have never been fortunate enough to diftinguith the
Vely: Bret difference between _fimple @_‘I‘EM ‘ons, and folid  proofs ;
the fi ﬂc are always ready at every man’s calleupon the Jaft de-
pend the fair and fq_urmb]e decilion of all PUEI‘:ES of cuﬁtroverfy
whatever,

I have

=

E-.-\—:'ri_.- + 4 ﬂ_: -~



[ oor ]

I have now examiiied moft of your Remarks, yet I confefs that
fome of them are abfolutely unanfwerable ;—thofe, Sir, alone are
they which are utterly unintelligible; and to conclude, if I am not
as much miftaken, as you were, when in [peaking of the Ioreeps,
you miftaok the Child's Head for their Cenire of Mution, all your
Views centre 1n yourfelf; though even that part of your defign you
have executed but very indifferently, for your Style 15 clumfy, af-
fuming, and pedantic; your Objections are frivolous and unfairly
urged, and your Affertions, though pofitive, and highly expreflive
of {elf-importance, are unfupported by reafoning or matter of faét.
—In a word, confidering the air of exultation with which you fet
out, it may be faid with great juftice and truth, that the whole of
your pecformance 75 moff pomponfly poor indeed.

You tell us, that you pay great regard to Dr. Leake’s Abilities ;
I wifth I could with a fafe confcicnce fay as much’ for you 3 for if I
was difpofed to compliment you on vour abilities, your candour
muft fuffer; and if 1 had an opinion of your candour, it muft ne-
ceflanily be at the expence of your Abilitis.

Thus, Sir, you have thot your lilliputian Arrows and wounded
nothing but Air; when you can fpare a little more of your pre-
cious time to advance any thing further on this fubject for the
fublicigood, 1 {hall 1iot be wanting in giving it due Attention.
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