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evacuated its contents.,” This contention is disposed of very comple-
tely by Mr. Lawson Tait who says, — ,,He certainly must have seen
»and divided the pedicle, for he describes the disease as being of the
wleft ovary, therefore he saw the pedicle, That he performed a com-
»plete ovariotomy is certain from his having noticed secondary
»eysts, as well as from the recovery of his patient.” Moreover the
report bears clearly not merely that he ,evacuated the contents”
(as Dr. Peaslee represents), but that he dealt with ,large pieces of
membranes, which seemed to be parts of the distended ovary.” At
the end of his paper Houston adds: ,/The manifest success in his
uncommon case may be of use and may show, that we ought not
to despair too soon, in distempers that are seemingly most dange-
rous.”

Mr, Lawson Tait points cut that Houston had proposed operative
treatment — a bold procedure justified by modern experience — in
another case, communicated by him to the Royal Society (Philoso-
phical Transactions, vol. XXXII, London, 1725): —

~An account of a case of Extra-Uterine Foetus, taken out of a
woman after death, that had continued four and a half years in the
body” (with plate). The woman had declined his offer of an opera-
tion: if he had been allowed to operate, and if success had attended
him as in the ovariotomy, it would have afforded a still further dis-
tinction in the same kind of practice. An element in the successful
result of the Ovariotomy Case lay, no doubt, in the dressings applied:
wSeveral compresses dipped in warm French brandy; and because
I judged that the parts might have lost their spring, by so vast and
so long a distention, I dipped in the same a napkin four times fol-
ded, and applied it over all the dressings, and with a couple of
streng towels, which were also dipped, I swathed her round the body.”
In this ample use of spirit, we have a form of antiseptic surgical
dressing : another Glasgow surgeon, as is well known, Sir Joseph
Lister, while Professor in the University there, introduced his an-
tiseptic methods more than a century and a half later, and thereby
robbed ovariotomy of some of its dangers. The only other literary
contributions of Dr. Robert Houston known to us 1) are two little
bucks published by him, wviz., ,Lithotomus castratus; or Mr.
Cheselden’s treatise on the high operation for the stone, thoroughly
examin'd, and plainly found to be Lithotomia Douglassiana etc,
under another title; in a letter to Dr. John Arbuthnot, with an ap-

Y A cross eference in the American Inder Catalogue, from Dr. Robert Houston
to yHoadly”, arrises from a confusion with Dr. William Houston,
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