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R PR O PER
T O T:HE

Sergeant Surgeons, &c.

5

A R. Lke, having abundint reafon to
L% complain of the Treatment he had re-
A% ceived at Chelfea Hofpital, and finding all
private Avenues to Redrefs clofed againt

him, thought 1t might not be deemed impertinent to
fubmit a fair and candid Account of the whole Pro-
ceedings to the Judgment of the Public 5 and appre-
hended himfelf more peculiarly juftified in this Ap-
peal, as the extraordinary Oppolition he met with was
not merely a perfonal Concern, but, in fome meafure,
affe€ted the Welfare of Mankind in general.—Had the

a4 Athw
petty Confideration of an Hofpital Allowance been
the, only Point in difpute, he would have fpared his
3 pULc, |
Opponents and  himfelf the Trouble of this public
Conteft, and have fpent his time ‘much more profic-
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ably in the Courfe of a fuccefsful private Practice ; but
when an honeft Propofal for his Majcfty’s Serv:u. the

Relief of his afflited Veterans, and the Benefit of the -

Revenue is treated as a Chimera, and the Author of it
as an Impoftor, only becaufe it may interfere with the
Intereftand Vanity of fome dignified Profeflors, Silcnce
would be criminal; and a paﬂlvc Acquiefcence under
fuch Calumny would imply as great an Indifference in
Mr. Lee, with regard to his Reputation, as thefe Gen-

tlemen feem to have fhewn to theirsin their unwarrant-
able Attack of him..

Tuis Motive occafioned the Publication of a Pam-
phlet inttled, 4 Narrative c?f fome Proceedings in the
Menagement of Chellea Hofpital, as far as relates to the
Appointment .f’uffo‘?éﬂ-ﬁF ¢f Samuel Lee, Surgeon.
As this Piece contained a fuccinét and phain Recital of
Falts juftified by the Minutes of the Board, and cor-
roborated by the Teftimony as well as.Oaths of nume-
rous living Witnefles, it had the good Fortune to ¢b-
tain fuch a degree of Credit, as to render the Inno-
cence of Mr. Lee’s Oppofers not totally indifputable
even among their beft Friends and greateft Supporters;
to remove which unfavourable Impreffion no Diligence
was fpared, no Art left unprattifed, every Far of
Quality was befieged, every Toilet haunted and.the
Miftrefs of it alarmed with fome dreadful Account of
Mpr. Lee; while their phyfical Emiffaries were in{truc-
ted to roar out in' every Coftee-houfe Timpoflure, Bri-
bery, Quackery, Perjury, &c. however, this method
of exc u!p‘[mﬂ' themfclves not being judged fufficiently
fatisfattory, they found the emfelves at length reduced
to the difagrecable neceflity of expofing themfelves in
Print, and hoped, though unable to confure, they might
at lealt be {uccefsful enough to confound, and imagined
t’ntafﬂmj Legerdeinainof Names, Dates, Affertions, Mif-

reprefentalion .,,I;.,u (or to ufe their 0V moie fw..mcanc
_ Term
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Term) falfe-Fails, would pafs with the inattentive for
an Anfwer.  Accordingly by the united Affiftance of
various medical Committees, and feven months clofe
application, an elaborate Performance zmkes its Ap-
pearance, milcalled——Tbe true dccount of all the Tranf-
actions before the Right Honourable the Lords and otber

Coinmiffioners for the cffairs of Chellea Hofpital, &c.
fan&tified with the authoritative Names of Joun
Raney and Casar Hawxins, Serjeant Surgeons to
bis Majefty. It 1s obfervable, that in whatever low
and infignificant a Light Mr. Lee had been reprefent-
ed by his Adverfaries, that nothing now but thefe ¢bi-
rurgical Generals taking the Field in Perfon is thoughe
capable of oppofing his Progrefs, and though the lat-
ter of thefe Gentlemen may plead the excule of having
had but an Inmnﬁdcr ble thare in thefe T r‘mﬁﬂmnn

yet, as he has thought proper to become a Partner in
the Avowal of thfn‘*, he muft fubmit to the PL_nﬂIty,
which tn.m.hlily attends the Indlﬁ.n.mm of keeping Jad
Cﬂfﬂﬂf’r ¥ " :

“BuT not to detain the Reader any longer than pofli-,
ble upon a Subject which, though it may excite his In-
dignation, 1.wll afford him Ii ele matter of Entertain-
ment, ‘we fhall proceed in the moft fummary manner,
F;}ﬂ, to examine thefe Gentlemen’s Aecouut of @ Rup-
ture. Secondly, to deteét the Infufficiency of what
they wm:ld willingly  have underitood as an Aifwer.
And, Thirdly, recapitulate fome material- Falts to
which they have been prudent enough not to attempt.,
giving any Aufwer at all ; in the courfe of which it
will r.de'uJ'} appear, that, how ‘fkilful foever our
Serjeant Surgeons mdy be in the Anatomy of the Parts
of the IMEI}’, they are fomewhat L]th.ﬂh‘i’:.. in that of
the Powers of the Mind ; s and that i it impliés no con-
tradition toafiert, That o 2 very grm . rng:;r may be a
very Zﬂ:ﬂ*d Arthor. - ced
THzeszs,
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Tuese Gentlemen fet out with informing the Reader,
that—"*¢ They long befitated whether they ought, or, in-
deed, whether it was worth their while to take any public
Notice of the Charge which bad been alledged againft them,
beping that their Charalters would fkreen them from Suf-
pf:fw:, ard that Time, who generally does juftice to Mo,

would prove their Defender.” But finding at length
that the former was rather too frail a Security for their
Innocence, and the Verdiét of the latter was by no
means in their Favour, it feems they were obliged at
laft to put themfelves on their Defence at the Bar of
the. Public, and endeavour, by fome other method,
to obrain that Acquittal which experience had fhewn

peither their CHaracTERrSs or TiME had been able
to procure them. .

However general and fuperficial our learned Ser-
Jf::iﬂtg Definition of a Rupture may be, yet, for bre-
vity’s fake, we fhall agree with them, “That it 15
an external Swelling at the bottom of the Belly, eafily to
be felt and feen, occafioned by the Gut or Caul, or both,
forcing their Way, out of their proper Situation within
spe Cavily of the Belly, through Openings ncturally de-
JSigned to give Paflage to particular Veffels only, which O-
penings are [o tight and fnall in the right and natural-
State of the Body as not to permit the Gut or Caul to pafs
along with thefe Veflels, and it is anly from fome acciden-
tal and preternatural dilating of them that the R frp*:fr.f,'
proceeds.” To which they fhould have added, and
that it is only by fuch Applications as bave a Power to
contradl this preternatural Dilatation that the Cure can
be effefled. Now the only eflential Queftion in this
Controverfy is, whether Mr. Lee has difcovered any

fuch Means of producing this Effect as were either un-
known or unpratifed by his Brethren of the Profeflion;;
to-invalidate his Pretenfions to any merit of this fore :
while his Succefs remained doubtful, the Cure of a
| Rup-
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Rupture was treated as an Innovation altogether incon-
filtent with the Tenets of chirurgical Orchodoxy 5 but
when Falts began to accumulate and come in public
competition with their private Opinions, a new Doc-
trine is to be inculcated, the Difficulty of Cure is to be
exploded, and the Science of the Surgeon is to be fa-
crificed to the Mechauifin of the Trufs-maker ; a Ban-
dage is atonce invefted with every miraculous Power
neceflary to this End, and, if you will believe our Ser-
jeant Surgeons,—*¢ The Infant, in whom this is fearce
-t0 be reckoned as a Diftemper, is ecfily cured by o Bai-
dage.” To thofe * In a growing Age, the Bandage
well fitted and conflantly worn for a proper length of Tine
proves a certain and infallible Cure”’—In * Grown-up

Perfons, provided the Trafs is early and well fitted, and
the Cure favoured by Reft for a length.of Time, the di-
lated Opening is often compleatly firengthened again, and
the Rupture cured.”——In * Old Men, the conflant wear-
ing of a good Trufs frees the ruptured Perfous from Pain
and all kind of Danger, and moff commonly renders the
Diforder -a flight Inconvenience only, and not an Oljftdcle
to any of the Offices of Life, and foinetimes perfecily
‘cures.”’ — Wonderful Effects of Steel and Cotton | —
.and for the Difcovery of which the Public will,-no
“doubt, hold themfelves greatly indebted to thefe Gen-
tlemen ; but as Writers, of authority in Surgery,
have generally thought it expediert to bring rgu-
ment and Faf? in aid of their Dofrine, it may {eem
fomewhat fingular that -our dignified Profeffors have
not condefcended to produce one fingle Cafe in Ilu-
ftration of their chirurgical Dogina, or given any o-
ther reafon why a Trufs fhould have this extraordi-
nary Virtue, except thatdecifive feminine One—DBe-
caust 1T HAS.—Butif a Trufs is fuch a Specific, it
may be enquired, why have Infants, and thole of Qua-
lity, been configned over from thefe very Gentlemen
- themfelves to the Care of Mr, Lee? was it, becanfz a Rip-

fuie
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nre et that Age was ﬁarrf{y to be reckoned a Diftemper 2
Why have Perfors of a growing age, though attended
by thﬁﬁ: Gentlemen, been keptin Irons from Infancy to
Manhood ? Was it, becanfe they had iot worn them for a
proper Length of Time to prove a certain and abfolute
Cure 7——Why are our Armies drained, and Hofpitals
crowded mth Soldiers deemed unferviceable by this
Diftemper in their Prime of Life? Is it lecanfe the di-
lated Opening is ﬂﬂm compleatly firengthened again in a
growi-up Perfon, and the Rupture cured by a Trufs 2——
Why do our Hofpitals echo with the continual La-
mentations of afflited Veterans? Is it lecaufe in old
Age, the wearing of ‘a good Trufs frees thé rnpmrfd
Perfon froin Paiii and all kind of Danger, and renders

the Diftemper no Obftacle to any of the Offices of Li ff: i
ﬁmanmﬁ Pﬁrf ﬂ{} cures £

BuT our Serjmnm fhould have forefcen, that while
they are enhancing the Efficacy of this Machine, they
are unwarily impeaching their own Intcf-ri[; for may
it not furnith matter of Sufpicion, that the Army
fhould be fuffered to lofe fo mary Men, and the Ga-
vernment o zuch JL!{??’E:}’ on Account of a Diftemper
fo ary'f}' andg-fmu ly cured ? Nay, may not thefe Gen-
tlemen’s private Patients begin to think, the cenffant
Aniuities they are ﬁ.lb_]{.&ﬁd to by this Complaint ra-
ther the refult of Policy than Neceffity ? efpecially
when 1t 1s confidered, that our Profeffors have by no
Means rendered their vifitorial Interpofition unneceffa-
f}f, but lnvt: prudently referved to themfelves, the

’!ﬁ”mh this Infrument,——the Core of Inflammations
Luiing thewearof it,——and the fial Decifion of ihe Cure.
L'p:m which laft ljaint,'in particular, we are told in
the following myftical Terms, “ That Sz:rgm;:s are
often a:-f‘fg’fr,,c’n, but cannot be delernined by any Appear-
ance or Fxapiiation of the Parts s but muft be guided in
their Opimionsy by their general Rules from Expemrfre;

an
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and the Circumftance and Hiflory of each pariicular Cafe s
and that two or three Monibs at leaft are neceffary (with
no doubt frequent Vifitations) before they can wupon any
Juft Foundation conclude the Cure really compleat and per-
Jez> All this! todetermine whether a Man’s Guts
are actually down; or the Hole biggaough for them to
fall through.

Trovucu the Efficacy of the Trufs has been induftri-
- oufly pleaded in Diminution of Mr. Lee’s Merits with
refpect to common Cafes, yet it {feems, there are fome
complicated ones which do not come within the curative
Power of this magic Circle. What then is to be done ?
Why, Authority is to be oppofed to Experiment, and
the Reader is boldly affured, in Perbo Chirurgorum,
that they are incurable.—* It fometimes bappens (fay
they) that the Gut and Caul, from a long Neglei of ve-
turning them into the Belly, adhere andgrow to the Parts
furrounding them:. this Adbefion of Courfe ever afterwards
prevents the Return of the Rupture into the Belly, which
thus becomes an 1NcurRABLE Case.”—To fuppofe
thefe Gentlemen finned againft Knowledge, in affert-
ing this Species of a Rupture to be incurable, might
be deemed an Affront to their Sincerity ; to fuppofe
Want of Knowledge the Occalion of it, no great
Compliment to their Abilities: If the former is the
cafe, Mr. Lee has Charity enough to forgive their -
Malice ; if the latter, Generofity enough to reltify
their Miftake, by convincing them that it is not only
curable but has atually been frequently cured ; and
however unneceffary our Serjeants have thought it to
produce Cafes in fupport of their Doétrine, Mr, Lee
apprehends the Sanétion of the following (out of many.
others) will by no means leffen the Authority of his.

Mr. RutH of Pudding-lane had been afflicted with

a Rupture forty Years, which, when Mr. Leg under-
B : , took”
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took him, was about the Size of a Child’s Head, with
various Adhefions of the Caul in the Scrotum—the
Gut being reduced, the Adhefion of the different Parts
of the Caul were feparated in about two months, with-
out any Incifion, and the Cure afterwards fo perfectly
compleated that he has made no ufe of any Bandage
for thefe three Years laft paft.

MRr. Soromon of Church-fireet, Sobo, had been rup-
tured about thirty Years, the Caul adhered below.
He applied to Mr. Lee the 6th December 1751, the
Adhefions were all feparated without any Incifion by
the2 5th Day of the fame month, and the Caul entirely
reduced, though, from the great Diftention of the Ori-
fice, a fmall Part of it fometimes flid through, but
was perfectly cured in about eight months: He conti-
nued to wear a Bandage till the 20th of February 1753,
ever {ince which he has never once put it on, or ex-
perienced the leaft Symptom of the Return of his Di-
ftemper.

MRr. OakvrEY of Chelfea was ruptured 26 Years,
when Mr. Lee, being called in by another Gentleman
of the Profeflion, he was of Opinion that a large Quan-
tity of the Caul was fallen into the Scrotum with a
fmall Portion of the Gut, and, as he thought, the
Adhefions of the former too ftrong to be feparated
without an Incifion, propofed an Operation, to which
the Patient {ubmitted, and three Days after, the Gut
being reduced, he took-twenty-three Ounces of the
Caul out of the Scrotum, the Wound was healed, and
the Patient perfectly cured in fix weeks,®

AFTER

* We fhould not have made fo free with thefe Gentlemen's Names
had they not already generoufly appeared to teftify their refpeive
Cures, upon Qath, in open Court; and it is remarkable that wﬁi}e

il'.
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ArTER this, will our Serjeants infift, —— “ That 4
Rupture attended with an Adbefion is incurable 2’
That “ @ Trufs well fitted is fufficient to effek every poffible
Cure?”——That “ all Experiments made by the Knife and
Cauftic bhave been unfucce[sful 2 And will the Public
be induced to give an implicit Affent to their bare Affir-
mation, that—< gll Medicines, internal or external, are
of triffling Effei in this Diforder, and unable to pene-
trate deep enough even to qffift or fborien the Cure 2”°
Had thefe Gentlemen added, Al Medicines known to
them, 1t would at leaft have been an inftance of their
Modefty if not of their Science ; but that their Know-
ledge fhould be the Bouirdary of all chirurgical Dif-
covery may by fome be held no very logical Conclu-
{ion. Does not every Surgeon’s Apprentice
know, that there are Medicines capable of pervading
‘the whole Mafs of the human Body, and that almoft
inftantaneouflly # ———— Why then unable to pene-
trate to the Seat of this particular Diforder ? And as
the Complaint proceeds from a preternatural dilating
of the Opening at the bottom of the Belly, may not
an Application of a contraéting Quality, able to reach
this Part, bid fairer for Cure than any Bandage what-
ever, which, however ufeful it may be to keep up the
Gut or Caul till the Part fo contracted recovers its na-
tural Strength and Tone, is by no means an adequate
Caufe of that Contration. Hence it is that although
the Patient may experience fome degree of Relief, me
the Trufs preventing the Defcent of the Rupture, yet,
without fome more effectual Application, he is feldom

B2 ex-

Mr. Oailey, who lived in the Neighbourhood, was under Mr. Lee’s
Care, fome phyfical Spies were almolt hourly difpatched from the
CoHege in order to get the earlieft Notice, had the Operation proved
unfuccefsful ; but being difappointed in a Subjeét of Clamour, they
took care to conceal the Cure as much as poffible from the Know-
ledge of the Public, by obferving ever after a profound Silence on
the Occafion.
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extricated from its difagreeable Bondage during his
whole Life.

WouLp not that Pratitioner be deemed a Novice
in his Bufinefs, who becaufe it may be neceffary in the
Treatment of a Fratture, fhould afcribe the Cure to
the fole Virtue of the Bandage? Which of itfelf is
full as capable of fetting the Bone as of contracting
the ruptural Orifice. Does not every Day’s Prac-
tice demonftrate that external Applications are made
ufe of for violent Strains, which penetrate to the Parts
affeCted? And that the Bandgge 1s only called in Aid
of the Operation of fuch icines as are fuited to re-
ftore the relaxed Mufcles¢to their natural State and
Tone ; in fhort, a Trufs, and that only, in fome Cafes
may afford a temporary Relief, by keeping up in fome
meafure the Gut and Caul ; but will hardly ever be
capable of effecting a Cure, by the Contraction of the
Paffage through which they defcend : It may indeed
alleviate the Effe€ts, but cannot remove the Caufe.
And for the truth of this we may appeal to the ex-
perience of thofe who have only made ufe of this in-
adequate Remedy, as well as to the State of our Hof-
pitals, inone of which at leaft our Serjeants have not
beeni able to produce a fingle Inftance of Cure per-
formed by this Means; and which, could they have
done, it is prefumed the Public would not have failed
of havmg ample Information. This Advantage there-
fore Mr. Lee may juitly claim over his Opponents,
that, whether he has performed any Cures or no is at
leaft a matter of fome Difpute, that they have perform-
ed none admits of wo Difpute at all,

To eftablifth this Doérine, That @ Ban-
dage i5 the only Remedy fuited to the Cure of Ruptures,
the Practice of Sir Tunomas REnTon 1s to be im-
peached : But altho” that Gentleman’s Method might

not
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not prove fuccefsful iz every Cafe, furely it by no means
follows that it fhould be unfuccefsful . all; and
that it really was not {o is even within the Knowledge
of our Serjeant Surgeons themfelves, to whom one of
the prefent Commuffioners of Chelfea Hofpital has de-
clared, that he was actually cured by Sir Zhomas, and
temains perfectly well to this Day. What Opiion
then muft the Public entertain of thefe Gentlemen’s
Sincerity, when they roundly affirm, ““ That
awithin the Courfe of a feww Montbs the Ruptures of all the
Perfons who bad been under the Care of Sir Thomas re-
turned, and none proved to be cured 27’ But were
this the cafe, how does it affect the prefent Difpute ?
Would they infer, that becaufe Sir Thomas Renton,
who made ufe of one Method, did not ; therefore Mr.
I ee, who makes ufe of another, cannot, {ucceed ?
Excellent reafoning! and however peculiar to our
learned Profeffors, may not be thought altogether fo
conclufive by their Readers.

Our Serjeants being aware that the Difappearance
of the Rupture might, to vulgar Apprehenfions, in-
duce a Belief of the Cure, and well knowing that Mr
Lee had frequently given this degree of Proof, find it
expedient to affure their Readers “ That Mr.
Lee was miflcading every one to judge, from their Rup-
tures not being down at any fingle examination, that the
Men were cured.” By which they would un-
fairly infinuate, that Mr. Lee would not permit more
than ore Examination. How difingenuous muit this ap-
pear to thofe who, by the NARRAT 1vE, will perceive
that one of Mr. Lee’s principal Complaints 1s, the being
refufed, not refufing, Examinations. Do his con-
ftant Attendances on the Board to folicit Examinations
upon Examinations, His frequent applications
to Mr. Chefelden and Mr. Ranby to repeat their Infpec-

ions, or his Agreement with the former to
[ =]
ex-
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examine his Patients three times a week for a Month
together, Does this Behaviour juftify the Re-
flection, ““ That free and fair Examinations were
denied by Mr. Lee.” But it feems, by our Pro-
feffors calculation, “ two or three months at
leaft are necefary for the Decifion of a Cure.”
If to this it 15 anfwered, that Mr. Lee’s Patients paffed
through a State of Probation for an equal number of
Years, with reiterated Infpections, we are then to be
told, ““ That even repeated Infpeitions at fixed
¢imes, if the Perfon bas it in bis power to prepare bimfelf
accordingly, are fEill infufficient.”’ What Chica-
nery is this! and who would not from hence be apt to
conclude, the Belly and Bowels of the Patient fome-
what like the Jugler’s Cup and Balls, equally at the
difpofal of the Surgeon’s dexterity to be bocus pocus’d
in and out, juft as a Deception becomes convenient or
profitable. But may not the Pratitioner who
can thus dexteroufly produce an apparent Cure, be
threwdly fufpected of not being the moft ignorant in
effeCting a real one? How true f{oever then
their Poftulatum may be, ““ That @ Jingle FEx-
amination is infufficient to determine a Cure,”’ it
muft be allowed to be very inconclufively applied on
the prefent occafion; and for any reafons thefe Gen-
tlemen have condefcended to aflign, fome may ftill be
inclined to hold,—T hat whenever the Infeffine 1s found
to be reduced, and the Opening at the bottom of the
Belly contrafied to its natural Dimenfions,~—a Cure may
juftly be pronounced without the Authonty of fuch
extream cautionary and eternal Re-r¢-examinations and
Re-re-infpeitions. 1f a broken Leg was once fet and
reftored to 1ts ufual Funéions, wc-uld our Serjeants
themielves hefitate to ratify the Cure only be-
caufe it might again be fubject to the like Acci-
dent?

But
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But who can forbear {fmiling to fee unfimilar Si-
miles brought in fupport of illogical Arguments.
An Ague 1s compared to a Rapmﬂ, and becaufe the
Abfence of the Fit on the intermittent dayvs of a perio-
dical Diftemper is no Proof of a Cure, therefore the

Difappearance of the Symptoms in a continual Com-
plaint 1s equally inconclufive.

Twuus much for our learned Serjeants AccounT
OoF THE NATURE OoF A RupTurEe. And how fkil-
fully they have acquitted themfelves as to the Nature,
or how ingenuoully as to the Aecount of this Diftem-
per, we fhall fubmit to the Reader’s Determination 3 2
and proceed to examine that part of the Performance
which is intended to juftify their Proceedings, in op-
pofition to Mr. Lee, at Chelfea Hofpital ; in which it
will appear, that thefe Gentlemen are full as unlucky
in point of Fa/7 as they have been in point of Opinion,
and that the one 1s as 1ll fuited to eftablith their Juuo-
cence as the other to authorize their Fudgment.

It is agreed with our Serjeants, that Mr. Le¢ found-
ed his application to the Chelfea Board upon a recom-
mendation from Sir William Yonge, and {everal Certi-
ficates of Cures, two of which, it feems are now only
to be found (or were perhaps thought proper for the
public Infpection:) However, Mr. Lee thinks himfelf
obliged for the communication of thefe, as they con-
tain an additional Evidence of his Abilities, which
had before been omitted as not effential in the Difputes
between him and his Oppofers.  The Cerrificates are
as follow :

““ This is to certify, that I Robert Pitt, Coachmaon
to Sir William Yonge, being troubled with a Rup-
ture, did, in December 1747, apply to Myr. Ran-
by, Serjeant Surgecn, for the fume 3 wha told me I

- was
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was tncurabley but that I might poffibly find fome
benefit from a Trufs, which, by bis Direflion, I
" got: But norwithftanding that, my Rupture came
down very often, and was.at laft fo troublefome that
I was obliged to leave off my Trufs, and continue
without till November 1749, when the Rupture
was as large as ever s and I, by Sir William
Yonge’s direflion, then applied to Mr. Samuel
Lee of Arundel-ftreet, by whom I was, in three.
Weeks, cured, and have continued quite well in that
refpelt ever fince, though bave continually drove the
Coach and bad a violent Cough, In Witnefs where-
of, and that I now find myfelf quite well, I bave fet
sy band this 28tb of January, 1749.”
Robert Pitt.”

In order to invalidate the truth of this Certificate we are
only told “ That poflibly this Man might ap-
ply to Mr. Ranby,” ““ That poflibly the Trufs
be direlted, not being a good one, might fail in keeping up
the Rupture,” ““ That poflibly, bad it been well
fitted, the Rupture might not bave come down 3
but ““ that it was abfolutely impoffible Mr. Ran-
by fhould fay, that be was incurable.” To which
the Reader may be apt to add, that all thefe Poffibilities
may poffibly be true, and yet nothing to the purpofe,
fince the only material point 1s, Whether the Man was
aCtually cured ? Which, if a Fact, our Serjeants might
at leaft have added one more PossiBivLiT v, with which
they by no means feem inclinable the Public fhould be
acquainted, Viz. That Mr. Lee can cure that Rup-
ture, which Myr. Ranby cannot. ——— The other Cer-
tificate runs :

«« Thisis to certify, that I John Sackville, aged 60,
bave been troubled with an Hernia (Rupture) for

30 Years laff paft, which for about three Years bas
been
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been [0 bad that I could not walk five yards without
the moft exquifite pain; in September laft 1was
examined by Mr. Ranby, Serjeant Surgeon, who
then told Mr. Lee if be could cure me that be fhould
then be convinced that be was able to relicve that
Complaint, which be thought was by all decined in-
curable.  In witnefs whereof, and that I was com-
Pleatly cured by the faid Mi. Lee of Arundel-ftreet,
and afterwards examined again by the faid Mr. Ran-
by, who confelfed the faid Cure was compleated, and
that I bave not fince bad the leaft Symptom thereof, 1

bave fet my band this 5th day of December 1749
John Sackville.”

muftnot the Credibility of thisEvidencein Mr. Zee’s Fas
vour vanith at once when our Serjeants come with their
convincing Suppofes 2 — ¢ Is it ({ay they) o be fuppofed,
that My. Ranby fbould tell Myr. Lee that if be cured this
Man be fbould be convinced that be was able to relieve
that Complaint, which he thought was by all deemed in-
curable” again “ Isit 1o be fuppofed,
(that though Mr. Lee produced the Patient in three
months time with his Rupture up, and no Appearance
of a Swelling) that Mr. Ranby fhould confels te Mr.
Lee that the Gure was compleat,” and indeed
whoever confiders the Relutance Mr. Ranly has
fhewn throughout thefe Tranfaétions; to make fuch
{ort of Confeflions, mult allow there is fome weight
in the Obju:.&mn notwithftanding this new kind of Ca-

fuiftry in confuting Fails with Suppefitions.

(11

Bur it feems Mr. Ranky was fo far from
confeffing the Cure compleat’ upon this Evidence,
that nothing lefs “ than repeated Examinations,

and that not of one man only but of Numbers perfeiily cur-
ed”’ could induce him to give a Certificate in

Mr. Lee’s Favour, by which 1t appears, that as the
C Num-
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Numbers are indefinite and the Examinations perpetual,
Mr. Lee had but a very diftant profpect of receiving

any Advantage from this fcrupulous Gentleman’s Te-
{timonium.

Troucu the Acutenefs of our Serjeant Surgeons
has enabled them thus fully to detect the Falthood
and Infufficiency of thefe Certificates, yet it is appa-
rent the Commuffioners were unequal to {o nice a Dif-
covery, fince upon this Authority they were pleafed
to order ¢ That Mr. Lee fbould make experi-
ment upon fuch of the In-Penfioners as fhould voluntarily
Jubmit themfelves to bis Care.” Thus much of
the Order our Serjeants have thought fit to publith,
but “ That for bis Trouble and Attendance be
Jhould bave a reafonable compenfation” 1S pru-
dently omitted, in order, it is prefumed, the better to
reconcile it with that part of the Difcharge by which
it appears Mr. Lee was difmiffed without any compen-
Jation at all.

W are told by our Serjeants, they were told by
Mr. Chefelden, that after this permiflion was given
to Mr. Lee the following Terms were propofed to
him:

FirsT, * That the Men [hould be previeufly exa-
mined by Mr. Chefelden as to the Condition of their
Ruptures.”

What an evafive Advantage Mr. Chefelden took of this
pretended Article the Reader will foon fee.

SEcONDLY, “ That the Penfioners thus examined (if
they were not known to bim before) [hould be brought
to bim once or twice more that be might be able to
remember their Pfrﬁm, /e ﬁ Jrom ibe Similitude of

Faces
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Faces or Uniformity of Gloathing be might mifiake
one Man from ancther.”

Why the extream caution of this Article ? Had Mr,
Chefelden at this time reafon to fufpect Mr, Lee would
be guilty of fuch unfair Procecedings as to palm faife
Men upon him, or did he forefee the heinous Mal-
Practice he was afterwards charged with ? If
M. Lee was then upon good terms with Mr, Chefe/den,
as not having yet committed the unpardonable Siz of
Cure, was it decent to imply, by the very terms of his
Agreement, that Mr. Lee was a Rafcal, or would he
have fubmitted to {fuch an Imphcatmn ? But
if Mr. Chefelden’s Eyes were fo very fubjeét to a Mi-
ftake, would not thofe of his faithful Affiftant Mr.
Thomas been able to rectify 1t, efpecially as the Precau-
tion of taking down the Men’s Namcs in writing was
always {trictly obferved ?

Lastry (fay they) it was agreed, ——— ¢ T)us
whenever Mr. Lee fbould declare any of the Cures
compleat, and defire Mr. Chefelden’s final Report
of them, be or bis Affiffants might then bave the li-
berty of vifiting and examining the Men as ofien as
be fbould think proper, in order that they themfelves
might be witnelfes whether the Men bad entirely left
off the Ufe of their Truffes, and that their Ruptures
did not come down.”’

And how confonant Mr. Lee’s Behaviour was even to
this other pretended Article of Agreement, the Courfe
of thefe Tranfattions fufficiently teftifies, which thews
That they had not only the liberty of vifiting
and examining his Patients as often, but were even
prefied by him to do it much oftner than they thought
proper That Mr. Chefelden himfelf repeated
bis Examinations till even hé declared his full fatisfacti-

2 on
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on in point of Cure ; but his private opinion and pub-
lic Certificate were, 1t feems, two very different thmgs

The firft he thc:-ught he might fafely give, as it could
¢ of no Service to Mr. Lef, the latter he prudent-
ly refufed, as it might be of fome Differvice to himfelf.

Bur how formal and circumftantial an Account is
here drawn up, of a Treaty between two Parties who
themf{elves had never a {ingle Conference upon the occa-
fion, and which has no other Foundation in faét than the
" following Circumftance when Mr. Lee feleéted
the firlt Sett of Patients, Mr. Thomas, the Affiftant
Surgeon, hinted to him “ That it might be
more [atisfactory to the Commiffioners if Mr. Chefelden
and himfelf were to examine the Men prior to any Ap-
plication of Mr. Lee’s, and as he was to dine with Mr.
Chefelden that day they would, after dinner, make fuch
Examination, and if they had any Ob]e&mn to the
Cafe of either it thould be left in writing with the Man
fo objetted to: But if by Monday no fuch objeétion
was left, Mr. Lff was to proceed” (See Nar-
rative Page g.) accordingly, no Objection” being: left,
Mr. Lee pmceeded in the Cures ; but fometime after,
when they were produced at the Board perfectly well,
and Mr. Chefelden and Mr. Thomas were examined to
their Cafes, the former (fay our Serjeants) alledged
““ That be bad not been privy to the Condition of the [aid
Men before they put themfelves under the Care of Mr. Lee,
and therefore could not be thoroughly acquainted with the
nature of their Cafes, or judge of the Performance of the
Cures.” It is to be obferved, that not a word
was at this time mentioned concerning the neceffity of
repeated Examinations, this Expedient was to be referv-
ed for future Exigencies, and the only Objection then
offered was the Want of previous Infpection : But it
may be afked, How does it appear that Mr. Che/elden
had not actually infpeéted them ? Did not thefe

very
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very Men receive Trufies by Mr. Chefelden’s Orders ?
Did not Mr. Chefelden, while they were under
Mr. Lee’s Care, tell the Deputy Governor, — ¢ That
two of the Men bad but very fmall Ruptures, and one,
viz. Hanna was not ruptured at all 2 Did
he once, during the time of the Cure, make this ob-
jection of not having examined them ? Is 1t
to be fuppofed, when Mr. Thomas dined with Mr.
Chefelden, that they neglected the promifed Infpe&tion,
or ought their Negligence to be pleaded in Mr. Lee’s
Disfavour ? But if Mr. Chefelden did not know
thefe Men were ruptured, Mr. Thomas, by whom they
were delivered into Mr. Lee’s hands, could certainly
have fatisfied the Board in this point. How
candid therefore and equitable foever our Serjeants
may pronounce this Conduét of Mr. Chefelden’s, the
Reader may be apt think it had fome fufpicious Mar[-;s
of Evafion and Infincerity,

HowevEeRr, feven more Men were taken at two
different times l.lIldE'I‘ Mr. Lee’s Care, and whom our
Serjeants allow “ were previoufly examined by
My, Chefelden, and though declared cured by Mr. Lee,
yet no Report was made of any of them to Ibﬁ Board by
My, Chelelden #/l the 16th of January 1750-1.”

Is not this Delay one of Mr. Lee’s Complaints? And
does it not thew what difficulty he had to drag his Op-
ponents to a public Decifion of his Pretenfions 3
“ At a Board held the 11th of May, Mr. Chefelden
pretends he cannot conveniently attend himfelf, but
will fend for Mr. Thomas to carry his Report, whom he
knew to be gone to London hours before.” Mr.
Chefelden 1s then ordered to make bis Report the next
Meeting, which, being held the 6th of September 1450,
Mr. Chefelden does not make his Report or

Appearance, and is therefore again ordered fo examine
M.
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My. Lee’s Patients without delay, and make bis Report
the next Board-day which being held the 21ft
of November 17 50, Mr. Cbhefelden does not
make his Report, but fends a Letter to mifinform the
Commiflioners, “ that Mr. Lee had two days
before agreed that he fhould continue to examine his
Patients one month longer,” though Mr. Lee
then affured the Board that he had not feen Mr. Che-
felden for near two months before. —— This pro-
duced another Order for Mr. Chefelder’s perfonal Asten-
dance the 28th, when he at laft condefcended to obey
the Commiflioners and made the following extraordi-
nary Declaration, ““ That be had never examin-
ed any one Man that bad been under Mr. Lee’s Care.”” —
(See Narrative, Page 14.)

“ This Interval of time (fays our Serjeants) 4/l the
10th of January 1750-1, paffed in continual Altercations
between Mr. Chefelden and Mr. Lee, in relation to the
different Methods of examining the Men s and that M.
Lee was perpetually teazing and labouring by all Arts and
Means to prevail with bim to fix a peremptory day for the
examination of thefe Men, on which fingle Examination
My, Chefeiden was to make a conclufive Report, whether
the Men were cured or not, ftill harping upon
the Fallibility of a fingle Examination. But are Mr,
Lee’s conftant Complaints to the Board, of Mr. Chefel-
den’s refufals to examine his Patients, @ Prosf of Mr.
Lee’s infifting upon the Validity of 2 fingle Examina-
rion ? Is the Confent of Mr. Lee (and which
ts allowed by thefe Gentlemen) That Mr. Chefelden
fhould infpect his Patients three times a week for one
Month, a Proof that Mr. Lee depended on the Securi-
ty of a fingle Examination, or Is Mr. Chefel-
dew’s Letter to the Commiffioners, informing them,
“ that Mr. Lee had confented he fhould con-
tinue the Exxaminations of his Patients one Month lon-

get”
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ger”’ a Proof of Mr. Lee’s refufing niore than
one Examination ? However demonftrative
fuch kind of Inferences may appear to Mr. Lee’s Op-
ponents, he need be under no great appichenfion of
their prEJUdIClng him in the {}plnlc}n of the Public,
who, from what has been faid, it is prefumed, will
form a very different Cﬂn{:luﬁﬂn That it was
rather the Want of {ufficient Inclination, than {uffi-
cient Evidence, that protraéted Mr. Chefelden’s chirur-
oical Fiat, and ““ that (to ufe their own words)
be ought to bave publifbed Mr. Lec’s Succefs to the World
on fuch Authority as conld not bave been difputed.”

“ Itis to be obferved (continue our Serjeants) zhat
there bad not as yet been any Proof produced to the Board,
that Mr. Lee bad performed a [fingle Cure, befides bis
own and the Mew's Affertions.”’ How fhould
there, as Mr. Chelefder had conftantly refufed to do
Mr, Lee Juftice, by giving the Commiflicners any fa-
tisfattion whatever ? But does this perpetual
obftinacy and Neglect of Duty in Mr. Chefelden juftify
(as is infinuated) the Board’s taking no Notice of Mr.
Lee’s Petition ? And was not this tacit Submiffion, in
fome degree, a confirmation of Mr. Lef’s and the
Men’s Affertions ?

““ At length, it feems, Mr. Chelelden (poor Man)
barraffed and tired out with Mr. Le€’s Importunities,
and unbappy left the Commiffioners fhould give any credit
to the many Complaints Mr. Lee bad made of bim, re-
Jfolved to do” What? Why, what he ought to
have done long before, make a Report of the State of
Mr. Lee’s Patients, But who would not wil-
lingly fubmitto a like Perfecution to be {o pathetically
lamented by his phyfical Brethren.

THus
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Tuus our Serjeants have affured us upon their
words ““ That the only reafon why Mr. Che-
felden refufed to examine the firft Sett of Men was’ —
Becanfe be bad not previoully injpected them :
¢ That the only reafon why he did not report the
State of the reft was” Becaufe be had not in-
Jpected them fufhiciently : And ¢ That
the only reafon why he refufed to certify the Cures af-

ter 2 Month’s Examination was” Becaufe ano-
ther Month was neceffary : All which 1s clofed
with this definitive Demonftration, ¢ Tuais

WE WERE INFORMED OF BY MRr. CHESELDEN
HIMSELF. Indifputable Evidence. What!
Prince Volfecius kill Prince Volfcius ! Mr. Che-
Jelden impeach Mr. Chefelden! but it fhould
feem our learned Serjeants are not Logicians enough to
diftinguith, that all they have hitherto advanced a-
mounts to nothing till they have firft eftablifhed thefe
previous Poftulata ift, That becaufe My, Che-
felden told them fo, it mufl certainly be true. 2dly,
That it is certainly true Mr. Chefelden told them fo.

WE are now arrived at the Board held the 16th of
January 1750-1, when Mr. Chefelden made his Report,
the whole Tranfactions of which (we are warned)
““ require fome Attention.”

“ A Memorial of Mr. Lee’s (fay they) was read at
this Meeting, fetting forth, that Mr. Chefelden, long
before the Month’s examinations which had been agreed
upon between them were compleated, told Mr., Lee
that he might {pare himfelf any further Trouble, fince
the Men were as well as ever they were in their Lives ;
and that he found not the lealt appearance of a Rup-
ture in any of them, and promifed to make a Report
in Mr. Lee’s Favour” — but how can this be true, aftk

our Serjeants, when Mr. Chefelden did attually report,
“ That
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““ That two of the three Men brought 1o bim by
Mr. Lee on the 3d of December had their Ruptures
down, and that twe of four Men brought to
bim the Friday following bad their Ruptures down.”
This is fomewhat like confuting a Faét by acknow-
ledging the Commiffion of it; and from thefe Gen-
tlemen’s new Method of Reafoning it fhould follow,
That ‘it i1s impofiible Mr. Chefelden’s Report
thould be difingenuous, Becaufe he made it.
The Reader will however be pleafed ' to obferve, that
at this time three Ruptures out of feven had difappear-
ed from the penetrating Sight of this Argus-eyed Exa-
miner but, in order to give fome degree of
Sanction to the truth of this Report, the [olemnn Tefti-
mony of Mr. Reid attefted by Mr. Zhomas, both Affi-
ftants to Mr, Ranby, is fince added by our Serjeants.

Friday, December 7.

“ M. Lee brought to the Infirmary the following
Men to be examined, John Hanna, Peter Curtis,
John Tanner and William Storey Mr. Che-
Jelden, Mv. Thomas and I, examined three of 1hem,
viz. Tanner, whofe Rupture was at that time up ;
Peter Curtis and William Storey, the Ruptures of
both thefe appeared in the Groiny but Mr. Lee
would not allow the Swellings that appeared in their
Groins to be Ruptures, though Myr. Chefelden 7g-
duced them into the Belly with his Hand in my

Sight.”’

Though the Competence of thefe Witneffes might ad-
mit of fome difpute, yet, even by their [Glemn Teftime-
#y, it appears, one Man was not at that time ruptur-
ed, and whether the others were {o ornowas at leaft a
difputable matter, and tho’ Charity may induce us to
believe thefe Gentlemen would not fiz in point of Ful?,

it will be no breach of it to fuppofe they might errin -
point
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point of Fudgment, and that too complaifant a De-
ference for the Opinion of their Malfter and Superior
in Science might in fome meafure influence their De-
termination (which Is no uncommon cafe in phyfical
Confultations) Would it not therefore have
been fomewhat more fatisfactory, had they defcribed
the Nature and Dimenfions of the Sweilings, fince all
fuch are not ruptural ? Would not a Defcent
of the Inteftines, or a Dilatation of the Opening thro’
which they muft pafs, be rather a more evident Mark
of a Rupture, and, had thefe Symptoms exifted, is it
to be fuppofed thefe nice Enquirers would have con-
fined themfelves to the general and evafive Term of a
Swelling in the Groin, and that only in Appearance ;
and. which, it is to be obferved, Mr, Chefelden’s hand
alone was permitted to reduce? Therefore,
notwithftanding what our Serjeants have advanced in
defence of their trufty and well beloved Brother, it
may ftill remain a matter of fome {mall doubt
Whether Mr. Chelelden did not acquiefce in the Cure

: Whether be did not decline any farther Examina-
tion, and Whether be did not promife to report
in Mr. Le€’s favour, efpecially as the whole was au-
thenticated by the Oaths of the Men themf{elves ; which,
with thofe who (like our Serjeants) do not hold Pover-

ty and Integrity entirely incompatible, may have fome
little weight.

TrESE Gentlemen farther obferve, that at this
Board Mr. Lee infifted “ As Mr. Chefelden
reported thefe Men not cured whofe Ruptures were down,
be ought, in juftice to bim, toreport the others cured whofe
Ruptures were up”’ and to which they can by
no means affent ; {o that it feems, #p or down
Bandage or no Bandage one Examination or feve-
val all are equally unfatisfattory: But thefe
Gentlemen, it is apprehended, would not have mﬂdf fo
. ree
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free with this obfervation had they remembered that
it came from a much better Authority than Mr. Zee,
fince in reality it was the Pay-masTER, who was
pleafed to obferve “ That as Mr. Chefelden re-
ported only two of the Men not cured, he ought equal-
ly to report the State of the other two” which
Mr. Chefelden evading, the Secretary was ordered to
draw upa Minute “ That two Men were cured,
and admitted to be [o on an Examination of Mpr. Chefel-
den’s :*’ But the Pay-matfter, ftill thinking this
not firong enough, ordered it fhould ftand
“ That two Menwere admiited to be cured on a Re-ex-
amination of Mr. Chefelden’s.” — Who but muft
here obferve the Difference between the Fact and their
Account of it! and does it not demonftrate, that when-
ever they find Mifreprefentation convenient they are
far from holding it to be unjuftifiable — and tho’
for Mr. Chefelden’s Report they carefully examined the
Minutes of the Board, yet this of the Pay-mafter’s,
which muft ftand in the fame Page, was thought by no
means proper to be felected for the Nowice of the Pub-
lic.

BuT after this point was decided our Serjeants in-
form us ““ Mr. Lee defired that four Men who
attended without might be called in, and examined by Mr.
Chefelden in the prefence of the Cominiffioners, tho’ they
had been three times examined by bim before 5 and Mr.
Chefelden being called upon to declare bis Opinion pecially
of their Cures, f[aid That for ought appeared to
him two of the faid Men were cured, be not finding the
Orifices open.” May not the Reader from all
this fufpect the Candour of our Serjeans in all they have
hitherto advanced? Will it not be objected
that Mr. Leg’s Defire of fo public an Examination, and
that by his profeffed Enemy, was no great Sign of his
Intention to deceive ? — Will his calling upon

D2 Mr,
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Mr. Chefelden for a fourth Infpection of the fame Men
eftablith the Charge urged againft him, of refufing
repeated Examinations ? Will Mr. Chefelden’s
declaring that, for ought appeared to bim, two of the Men
were cured, be ajuﬂ: foundation for the Public’s believ-
ing them not fo ? And though the odd expref-
{ion for ought appeared to bim may denote Mr. Chefelden’s
Unwillingnefs to pronounce the Cure, it feemsno very
cogent reafon for thefe Gentlemen’s Conclufion ——
$ That be certainly did not believe it :” But our
Serjeants for once venture to differ with their Brother,
and though Mr. Chefelden thought the Orifice, being
clofed, was an Indication of Cure, they cannot pofiibly
fubfcribe to his Opinion ; yet, however ready they are
to acknowledge Mr. Chefelden’s Want of Judgment,
they are particularly careful to conceal his Want of
Ingenuity upon this occafion, by cautioufly avoiding to
acquaint the Reader that one of the Men Mr. Chefel-
den then allowed to have no Appearance of a Rupture,
was the very identical Peter Curtis who, by his Report
of the fame day, is declared to be ruptured. (See the
folemn Teftimony of Mr. Ranby’s faithful Affiftants be-
fore mentioned.)

Burt fay thefe Gentlemen “ The Orifice be-
ing clofed is no more than what is every day produced by a
Trufs,” if fo frequent, may not their own Pa-
tients entertain {fome unfavourable Scruples for not be-
ing fuffered to experience fo falutary an Effect, and if
“ totally leaving off the &"rﬂﬁ —_—s tht
proper Proof of Cure, what pity the Hofpital, in
which one of our Serjeants prefides, has not been able
to produce a fingle Inftance’of this Evidence in favour
of his phyfical ﬂdmmlﬁmnun, nutwnhﬁandlng the fo-

“rtrgn Efficacy of this Machine,

Trz
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Tuae NARRATIVE takes notice ¢ that Mr.,
Lee was furprized at the Commiffioners not permit-
ting the Affidavits made in his jufhfication to be
read,” but our Serjeants tell us ¢ M.
Liee might bhave known this was the reception they would
meet ‘with” and indeed, had he at that time
been as well acquainted with the intentions of the
Board as they feem to have been, he fhould certainly
have been of their opinion — ¢ That no Credit
would be given to thefe Affidavits of the Penfioners (even
though the Men appeared to be well) in contradittion
to Mr. Chefelden.”

Bur it feems the SEcrRETARY AT WAR In par-
ticular concurred with the Serjeant Surgeons, as to the
Invalidity of the Affidavits, and has given them per-
miffion in his Name to publith,

““ That He bad a very bad opinion of thefe old Men’s
Affidavits, and thought no Credit was to be given to
them.”

What ! before he had feen them ? But how
great an Act of Generofity muft it appear in this Ho-
nourable Gentleman to fupply the Deficiency of our Ser-
jeants Credit with the Loan of his fterling Opinions,
which, as they are now paffed in public Payment,
we may at leaft be permitted to examine into their
Currency.

In all Schemes of Fraud fome Intereft 1s propofed ;
but, in this Affair, what was to be the mighty Reward
of thefe poor old Men’s forfwearing themfelves!
Was the uncomfortable Situation of remaining
in their afflited State a Motive for their fallly infifting
on a Cure? Was the Inconvenience that might

attend the rendering themielves obnoxious to their Ru-
lers
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lers {ufficient encouragement to their falily juftifying
Mr. Lee, in oppofition to their Inclinations ? And
1s it not probable, had they offended in this refpect, it
would rather have been on the fide of Power than a-
gainft it ? Yet however vendible a Commodi-
ty Oaths are reprefented to be among thefe Men, it is
apparent our Serjeants have not been able to procure a
fingle one in their Favour ; and if they had Truth on
their fide (as they pretend) muft it not appear unac-
countable that fuch a Number-of Perfons thould difco-
ver fo much more Alacrity in jufifying the Guilty, than
in vindicating the Innocent ! Has not this Point
of Cure been more than once eftablithed in open
Court, by the Teftimony of Gentlemen, Merchants,
Tradefmen, &c. Is then Perjury peculiar to the Penfi-
oners, and only to them in this particular Hofpital ?
Since the Veracity of thofe in another has never been
impeached.

BuT we are told, Bribery has been practiced, and
Poverty it muft be allowed is {ufceptible of Corrup-
tion. Was not, {ay Mr. Lee’s Oppofers,
“ FirTEEN SHILLINGS given to be fpent among thefe
Men 27 Poor compenfation for the Souls of fo
many Penfioners : And from whence one muft be in-
clined to think, that thefe Men had full as little regard
for their Souls, as the Surgeons feem to have had for
their Bodies. Yet when the various Attendances of
thefe forfworn Wretches on the Board, and the Ser-
jeants themfelves, on Mr. Lee’s Account are confider-
ed, this Bounty may perhaps be rather deemed a mg-
gardly Gratificetion than an extravagant Degree of
Corruption.

From all which the Candour of the Reader may
induce him to think there is fomewhat lefs of Charity
than Truth in this boneurable Gentleman’s Refleétion,

and
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and that it {hill implies no contradiction to fuppofe,
that The Oath of a poor Penfioner may pos-
sieLy be as wrue as the #ord of a Serjeant Sur-
geon.

It will be perceived, that hitherto the learned La-
bours of thefe Gentlemen have principally aimed to
exculpate Mr. Chefelden, and that on the indifputable
evidence of his ewn relation ; but as they now became
Principals themfelves in the following Tranfactions, we
fhall examine, whether they have not been full as un-
lucky in the juftification of their own Conduét, as in
that of their trufty Ally.

In confequence of an Order made by the Board this
16th of Fanuary, ““ That Mr. Chefelden do
“ examine the faid four Men in the prefence of Mr.
“ Ranby and Mr. Hawkins, Serjeant Surgeons to his
“ Majefty”” —— * Mr. Lee (fays the Narrative) pro-
“ duced three of thofe Men, namely, Hanna, Tanner
‘“ and Storey, together with one Benfon who had never
““ been ruptured in his Life, to thefe Gentlemen at
Mr. Chefelden’s Apartment, when no cbjection was
“ made to the Welfare of any but the laft, who they
“ very unluckily pitched upon as ruptured ; and, evad-
ed certifying in what State they found them, becaufe
they pretended, as ene Man appeared uncured, their
Certificate could only be a partial one, and therefore
defired a fecond Examination, to which Mr. Lee
confented 3 and accordingly, on the Monday fol-
lowing, attended the Serjeants by their own ap-
¢ pointment at St. Geerge’s Hofpital, with Hanna,
“ Tamner and Benfon (Storey being taken ill of a Fever)
where each was infpeted by the Triumvirate and
feveral others of the Profeffion, at which time no
objettion was made to the Cure of either, even of
Benfor himfelf ; but {till they refufed to certify thac
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“ they had ever examined them at all: Inftead of
¢ which they propofed Mr. Chefelden’s old Evafion,
““ that Mr. Lee thould take another Sett of Men un-
“ der his Care, whom they would examine while ill,
“ and when cured would certify.”

LeT us now fee our Serjeants account of the Tranf-
action at this Meeting, who tell us, —— “ That they
Jfirt enquired, whether Mr. Chefelden knew the Men be-
Jfore bim to be the fame be bad formerly examined and found
ruptured ? Who declared upon bis honour that be believed
they were not all the [ame, only two or three of 1hem’ —
in this Mr. Chefelden was pretty right, for there were
but four in all, and Beafon he had moft certainly not
examined before a Proof however, by the way,
that he was actually there.

““ They then afked Mr. Chefelden, wbhether be knew
thofe Men bad been without their Trufles for any time
previous to that examination ? Who told them, M; Lec
bad not permitted bim to make any fuch Enquiry.”
But how could Mr. Lee prevent it, as they refided in
the Hofpital? And indeed the Men’s Breeches were
almoft continually unbuttoning to fatisfy the Curiofity
of the Surgeons, or their Affiftants, in this point: But
M. Chefelden might at leaft have informed thefe Gen-
tlemen, “ That he himfelf had examined
three of them five or fix times in different months,
when they had no Truffes on or Ruptures down.

NEexT our Serjeants affure the Reader “ That
they examined them all, and took notice that there was not
the leaft appearance in the parts which conld induce them
to believe any Alteration whatever bad been produced by
medicinal applications.” Why this equivocal
Expreffion ? Had it not been much more fatisfactory
to fay, whether they had any appearance of a Rupture

or no? If by this they would have it underftood that
they
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they were all 1L1; how does it agree with Benfoi’s
Cale ? If that they were all weLL, how is it reconciii-
able with their Sincerity ? Butas this was the firlt ume
they had infpetted them, how was it poffible for them
to know that #o alteration had been produced in them
by medicinal applications, efpecially as by their own ac-
count ““ the Ruptures were not down’
nor could be brought down with all the Coughing,
Jumping, and other Exercifes impofed upon them?
Though it is obfervable that, with refpect to this laft
circumftance, a profound Silence is obferved by our
Examiners.

“ One only (fay they) whofe Name was Hanna, bad
bis Rupture appearing in his Groin™ 5 the Ruptures of
the others were not down, but fome Marks upon the Skin
T made them diftruft their Truffes had been wore within a
Short [pace of time.” How artfully do they here,
in order to fave their credit, metamorphofe Benfon into
fanne ! but if Hanna was the Man, why did they
refufe to acknowledge - Benfon well, who had never
been 7/, as the Marks of the Trufs could not appear
round his Hips if Benfon was the Man, then
it follows, that Hauna’s Rupture did not appear; a
circumitance as will be fhewn hereafter was by no
means convenlent for them to allow. ——— And as
the only Symptoms thefe fharp-fighted Examiners were
able to difcover of a Rupture was a Rednefs t]"if'}"
thought they faw on the Hips, why fhould they be fo
much {furprized, as they pretend, at Mr. Lee’s Requelt
of their certifying “ The Men appeared 2o ke
well”” ———— or why thould they refufe a Certificate
of enly in what State they found them, which in faét
was all Mr. Lee defired. May it not then be

E pre-
* In their Narrative prefented to the Board ——— It is 2 fmall
Appearance.
T Ibid. They thought they faw Marks.
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prefumed, that this Refufal procecded rather from
the too favourable Appearance of Cure, than any
confcientious Diffidence of it in thefe fkilful Anato-

mifts ?

Acain they afk “ With what propriety
could they certify thefe Men cured, when they bad no one
Proof whatever of their being fo, when the Rup-
ture of one appeared in the Groin, and with refpeit to the
others there was no Evidence that - one part of
thein bad cver been ruptured 2’ To which it may
be anfwered, might not they with {till more Propriety
have faid, when l:hf: had no one reafon to object to it,
except the pretended Rednefs on the Hips (the ufual
Effect of the Waiftband of the Breeches) Is
the Appearance of the Rupture in the Groin of ome, a
reafon for not certifying the Non-appearance of it in
the other three? And is not The Want of Evi-
dence, that they bad ever been ruptured, an invincible
Argument that they were at that time wel/, and if
well, does it not follow that two of them at leaft, viz.
Tanner and Storey, muft have been cured fince they
were delivered into Mr. Lee's Care by Mr. Chefelden
himfelf as very bad 2

IT may be proper to remark how induftrioufly they
have endeavoured to puzzle the Reader in this place,
with refpect to the Number, in order to conceal the /-
dentity of the Men produced at this. Meeting,. ¢ Se-
veral old Men (fay they) attended” ““ One bad
bis Rupture down’” ——— ** Others bad no Sign of ever
baving bad a Rupture” “ Others whom Myr.
Chefelden bad lknown to be ruptured, no Evidence ap-
peared of their baving laid afide their Truffes”
Would it be 1magined that all thefe amounted but to
FouRr, and that thefe were Hanna, Tanner, Storey and
Benfon 2 But had they fpecified the Number, or Names,

they
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they were cunning enough to' difcover that from their
own account it would then appear, They muft
either have found Benfon, who had never been ruptured
in his life, to be #/l; or Tanner and Gertres—who had
been pronounced very bad by Mr. Chefelden himfelf, to
be well 3 neither of which was proper the Public fhould
be acquainted with.

But our Serjeants themfelves feem to have had
fome Qualms of Confcience about hefitating to autho-
rize the Welfare of thefe Men, by propofing a fecond
Examination, fo foon after as the Monday following,
at St. George’s Hofpital, yet this Propofal they are
willing to evade by obferving — ¢ That Mr.
Lee, inflead of new Men with Ruptures down for them
to infpeék, asfrefb Subjects for bim to cure, brought with
bim the fame Men they faw at Mr. Chefelden’s Apart-
ment, to whom the fame Olbjellions they made before were
Sillvalid; this they declared to Mr. Lee, which was the
whale that paffed E:'e.!wem them at the Hq[ ital that 'day.”
What! have they forgot the folemn Exami-
nation of thefe Men that day in the prefence of feveral
others of the Faculty ? But confefling this might im-
ply, that thefe were the identical Men it was agreed
Mr. Lee thould bring for their Determination, and not
a new Sett of ruptured Ones for their Infpeltion. Can
it be fuppofed a fecond Examination fhould be meant,
of thofe Men they had never feen before ? Befides, it
was thought ftill more neceffary to conceal this Cir-
cumftance, as the Reader might expet to be acquain-
ted with the Event of it, Whether they found the Men
at that time #//, or well ; if they pmnﬂunced the for-
mer, it might be rather too notorious a Contradiction
to the Senfe of fo many Witneffes then prefent ; if the
latter it would by no means coincide with their Report
at the enfuing Board, of “ two of the Men be-
ang ruptured.” From thefe Obfervations it is

E 2 not
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not doubted but the plain and candid relation of this
Tranfaction, in the NarraTivE, willbid full as fair
for Belicf, as our Serjeants puzzled and evafive Account
of it. |

AT a Board held April 24, 1751. The Serjeant
Surgeons again attended with Mr. Chefelden, when
——— “ Myr. Lee (they tell us) was very earncft for
an immediate Examination” how 1mpolitic this;
what, again expofing himfelf to the danger of a public
Detection, while thefe Gentlemen more prudently pre-
fer the Security of a private Determination ; but the
Pay-mafter enquiring if there were any among the
Men whom Mr. Chefelden knew to have been ruptur-
ed, Mr. Chefelden named Peter Curtis and Fobn Tan-
ner'y upon which Mr. Ranby and Mr. Hawkins were
defired to examine them, who accordingly did, and
inform us, this was their Report ““ That their
Ruptures were not down (this was the third time the
Serjeants had experienced this unlucky Conviction with
refpect to Tamner) but they took notice that the Openings
of the Mufcles, through which the Ruptures ufed to de-
Jeend, were large and unclofed, in fuch manner that they
concluded their Ruptures would come down fooner or later,
apon their ufing Exercife, and that thefe Men were not
cured.” It is pity thefe learned Anatomifts had
not told us how large and unclofed thefe Openings
were, though it is plain they were fmalland clofe enough
to keep up the Rupture without a Bandage, which,
perhaps, 1s all a Patient may require, or Mr. Lee pre-
tend to ; but how can this be deemed a Cure —*¢ fnce
fooner or later it may come down again® — yet, notwith-
itanding this terrifying Prediction, fome may think it
no uncomfortable Degree of Relief, to exchange a pre-
Jent and certain Calamity for fuch a future and preca-
rious Rerurn of ity and be very far from condemning

' - = him
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him as an Impofior in point of Cure who was able to
perform fomething fo very like it.

THE Reader 1s next amufed with a notable Difco-
very thefe Gentlemen at that time made, wviz.
““ That one of the Men buttoned bis Waifkcoat into bis
Breeches, which they thought an excellent Subflitute for a
Trufs.” What wretched Shifts muft Men be
drove to, when no lefs than three or four Pages are ta-
ken up to eftablith {fo very materiala Fact; and does it
not appear, that as the not having an a&ual Trufs
might imply no abfolute Want of it, they were willing
to feize any opportunity of adopting a Subflitute in the _
place of it; fince the Truth is no more than this :i/asz,
laxr&awsisy who is between Seventy and Eighty years of
Age, had long accuftomed himfelf to wear two or
three Waiftcoats, the under one of which being Flan-
nel he conftantly tucked in his Breeches, no uncommon
prattice with others, and which he had ufed many
Years before he had the Misfortune to be ruptured.—
Will not the Reader here be apt to apply the Fa-
Ridiculus Mus nafcitur

ble

Tuis is all the account our Serjeants have thought
proper to give of the Proceedings at this Board, but
not 2 Word of the following particulars.

“ Tuat they then reported Tanner and Curtis’s
“ Ruptures to be down, when they examined
“ them at St. George’s Hofpital.”

“ Tuat they allowed them well upon their exa-
- mination in an adjacent Room, but reported
“ them ill on their Return to the Board.”

 Tuat upon the Commiflioners and Sir William
¢ Yomge’s examining and infpeting the Men
' ' “ them-
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“ themfelves it appeared, that the Serjeants bad
““ never before this day feen Curtis, and that both
“ he and Zanner were perfectly well.” —Lafily,

“ Tuat though they had examined fix ruptured

“ Men the 2d of February preceding, at Mr.

“ Chefelden’s Apartments, in order for a farther
tryal of Mr. Lee’s Abilities, they now abfo-
“ lutely denied before the Commiffioners that
“ they had ever dined at Mr. Chefelden’s, or ex-
“ amined one Man there.,”” (See Narrauve, P.
19, 20.

i~
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WE are next informed, that three days after this
Board was held Mr. Chefelden deteted Tanner with his
Trufs on, and, in revenge for which difcovery, he
made a very extraordinary Affidavit, to the following
purpofe : ““ That Mpr. Thomas, the affiffant
Surgeon, dragged him by force fram bis Bed, on which be
was lying, to Mr. Chefelden’s Apartments, at the door
of which be faw the Serjeant Surgeons s that My. Che-
felden offered bim a Dram, which was not above alarge
Spoonful in a Glafs, which be drank, but thought it did
.not tafte like Brandy, though M. Chefelden 70ld bim it
was.”’ If fo, we are told (the Narrative ob-
ferves,) ““ that 1t muft be allowed to have pro-
“ duced a very unufual Effect; for the poor old Man
¢t was immediately feized with a violent fhaking and
“ trembling, which continued many days, attended
“ with a great difficulty in drawing his Breath, info-
““ much that his death was hourly expected ; but he
¢ happily recovered. Now if it be confidered
“ how convenient bringing down this Man’s Rupture
“ would be to the Trumvirate, it requires no great
¢ Stretch of Credulity to fuppole fome forcing Medi-
““ cine adminiftred for that purpofe, and which indeed
“ feems to be the cafe ; for the Serjeant Surgeon foon

‘ after,
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“ after, waiting on Sir William 2onge, told him, that

“ Mr. Lee had {ufficient reafon to be angry with Mr.
“ Chefelden, butnone with him.”

LT us now fee in what decifive a manner, and
with what Energy of Reafon and Argument, the
Credibility of this whole Story is at once deftroy-
ed.

““ This Story (fay our Serjeants) is all of a-piece, Mr.
Ranby never faid this to Sir William Yonge. There
is mo fuch Medicine known as a forcing Medicine to bring
down a Rupture His Ilinefs, after ke left Mr.
Chefelden, s @/l a Fifiion The Serjeant Sur-
geons were not at My. Chefelden’s There is no
one circumflance true but Myr. Chefelden’s giving bim a
Dram. Neverthelefs, thefe Gentlemen, ap-
prehending that their concife method of confuting
Fadts by mere Denials might not be thought almm:—
ther fatsfactory, produce the foll lowing account given
by Mr. Thomas, to the beft of his memory (almoft
three years after) in aid of their Credit. y

April 24, 1951.
Mpr. Chefelden divefied bim to go to their Wards, after
dinner-tisme, and bring Tanner and Curtis to bim af
bis Apartment, which be did accordingly : Mr. Che-
felden examined them, found their Truffes on, and
on their Removal their Rupiures came down : Mr.
Chefelden then expoftulated kindly with them, afking
Tanner in particular, bow fo old a Man, between
80 and 9o years of Age, with one Foot in the Grave,
could go to deceive the Board and give falfe teftimo-
ny, that be badleft off bis Trufs, and even make an
Affidavit of fuch a Falfbood ? The Men feeimn-
ed concerned at Mr. Chelelden’s difcourfe, upon
' whick
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which be gave them a Dram and bid them go and
bave a betier way of thinking for the future.

How unhappy is it that this corroborating Account
of their faithful Friend and Servant, Mr. Thomas, was
not better calculated to anfwer the purpofe intended.
Does it in any fingle Point authenticate our
Serjeants Denials? Does it not rather leave the
Reader at full iberty flill to conclude, that for aught
appears to the contrary Mr. Ranby might fay
this to Sir William Yonge That there may be a
forcing Medicine to bring down a Rupture That
Tanner’s lllnefs might not be a Fiction That
the Serjeant Surgeons might be at Mr. Chefelden’s Door
and that there may be more circumftances true
than Mr. Chefelden’s giving him a Dram.

. Bur though thisaccount of Mr. Thomas’s unluckily
proves no way advantageous to our Serjeants, it cer-
tainly was meant to bf‘: difadvantageous to Mr. Lee,
by mifinforming the Reader ““ That at . this
rz'me the RMPIH?‘H did come down That Mr. Che-
{elden expofiulated with them for giving falle Teftimony to
the Board, that they bad left off their Truffes, and even
making Affidavits of fuch a Falfbood” yet per-
haps 1t may feem fomewhat odd that the Ruptures
thould come down at this wery private examination,
which had never dene {o at the many previous public
ones 3 and that Mr. Chefelden thould cenfure thefe Men
for a Teftimony they bad never given, and Affidavits
they bad never made 5 all which happens to be the cafe.
Is it then to be fuppofed, that Mr. Chefelden’s kind
Expoftulations fhould {fo deeply affect thefe Men as to
render his reviving Dram neceflary to alleviate their
Concern.

THo
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THo’ enough has been faid to evince, that an im-
plicit Beliel ought by no means to be the Refult of this
Deputy Surgeon’s Relations, yet our Serjeants feem
very defirous to eftablith thofe of his Mafter, as Arn-
cles of the Reader’s Faith ; and after fome exalted En-
comiums on his chirurgical Character . Ik
to be fuppofed (fay they) that fuch a Man, retired as be
was then from private Bufinefs in fo honourable a public
LEmployment, would not have rejoiced at an opportunity of
introducing, under bis own Patronage, [o general a Bene-
Jit to Mankind as a [peedy, certain and radical Cure of
Ruptures 2 Aye; but as this Attempt was
made in open Contempt of his own Patrenage, and
even to become a Sharer with him in his Jo bonourable
and public Employment, might it not fomewhat abate
his Zeal in a proper Encouragement of it? Was
Mr. Chefelden 1o totally unfufceptible of the Impreffi-
ons of Pride, Vanity and Intereft, as to be in no de-
gree actuated by them whenever the Public Service
came in competition ? — And though Mr. Lee’s
Succefs might not injure him in a private Bufinefs from
which he was rctired, our Serjeants at leaft have no
fuch prefumptive Plea to countenance their Oppofiti-
on, asone of them in particular has not yet approved
himfelf fuch a pbyfical Patriot as to refign the Emolu-
ments arifing from a private, the better to attend the
Duties of his public, Practice

Acain (continue they) Is it to be fuppofed that fuch

a Man could be capable of ufing the loweft and bafefi Arts
to fiifle a Difcovery which, if veal and efficacions, be muft
ve very [enfible would very foon be proved fo to the Pub-
lic 7 ————— Not altogether fo foon perhaps, fince
thefe Gentlemen prudently referve to themfelves the
fole Right of determining the Merits of it.
Might it not therefore with equal propriety be afk-
ed, Why al this unexampled Induftry to ftifle
I3 a
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a Difcovery which, if noT real and efficacious, wau!d ve-
vy foon be proved fa to the Public.

““ Mr. Ranby aund Mr. Hawkins, we are informed,
now thought (and it is prefumed hoped) this Affair en-
tirely at an end, as from this time till the Board beld 2d
of April 1752, they beard but once from Mr. Lee, which
was to defive their Infpeilion of the Men they bad examin-
ed at St. George’s Hofpital when ruptured, and who be
then [aid were cured.” But thefe Gentlemen are
willing to forget no lefs than three meetings within that
Interval, the frft when Mr. Lee waited on Mr. Ranby
to thank him for fome obliging things he had been
pleafed to fay of him to Sir William 2onge, to which
he anfwered, ““ that he thought they were no
‘“ more than what he juftly deferved, and promifed,
‘¢ that, when either of the two Men he had laft under-
 taken, viz. Harvey and Hamilten, appeared to be
‘¢ cured by a Bandage or any other means, he would
“ gladly do any thing to {erve him.” ol A
however courtly he was in his Promifes, he was full as
courtly in the Performance of them ; for on the Zhur/-
day following, when they again met Mr. Lee at Sir
William Yonge's, thefe two Men being produced (and
though no objetion was made to the Cures,) they re-
fufed to ceruty, Becaufe Mr. l.ce thought it prudent to
continue the Ufe of their Bandages fome time longer. Be-
ing then deflired by Sir William to examine one Hanna,
who attended at their own requeft, this they declined
—— Becaufe they bad never [een bim when ruptured. —
Sir William once more requefting their Infpection of one
Mergan, who they had examined when ruptured at Mr.
Chefelden’s Apartments, this likewife they refufed, de-
nying They bad ever examined bim at all, and
then took their leave,

THE
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Tue third Meeting was on the 3d of September,
when Mr. Lee again waited on Mr. Randy to defire his
farther Infpection of Harvey and Hamilton, above men-
tioned, examined by him at Sir #illiam Yonge’s, when
he roundly denied baving ever examined any Men at Sir
William’s, adding “ That as the Commilfi-
oners bad left it to bim and the oiber two Surgeons,
be would take care that Mr. Lee jhould never be pre-
fent at any futwre Examination, &c. (in which point
he has punctually kept his word.) Mr. Lee then ob-
ferved, any farther application to him would be unnef-
fary, fince one of the Men, viz. Benfon, he had de-
clared #// had never been ruptured in his Life. To
which our Serjeant replied, “ That he wonid
take care wno more fuch Tricks fhounld be played him
for the future.” And thus they parted. (See
Narrative, P. 22, 23, 24.)

It 1s a little furprizing that all thefe Tranfattions
fhould be deemed unworthy the Jeaft Notice in our
Serjeants Defence ; but as the Honourable Gentlemen a-
bove mentioned was privy to {o great a part of them,
it fhould feem they feared their ufual Method of Con-
futation, by round Denials, might here be dange-

T'OLs.

AT a Board held the 2d of April 1752, the Ser-
jeant Surgeons again attended ; but, inftead of abiding
a full and fair Examination of Mr. Lee’s Patients before
the Commiffioners, only delivered their Opinions con-
cerning the Cure of Ruptures in writing, by which
they reprefented.

“ That the Method of [ecing and examining Men, who
~ for ought they knew might bave worn their Truffes
till the time they were prefented to them for Exami-
nation, could not give them any real and [atisfaltory

F 2 Proof
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Proof of their being cured, becanfe thofe Ruptures
which have been kept up by Bandage any time, fel-
dom appear and drop down at once without Exer-
cife, or fome ftrong Motion of the Body, &c.”

Tue Progrefs of thefe Gentlemen’s Infidelity is very
obfervable,  The only Criterion of Cure at firlt re-
quired of Mr. Lee is, the Ruptures keeping up: No
fooner is this effected but the Suppofed Marks of a Trufs
upon the Skin is held an Indication of the Continuance
of the Diftemper: Thefe Symptoms being no longer
pretended, now the bare Poffibility of having wore a
Trufs is objected againft the Ratificauon of the Men’s
Welfare : But why had they not procured even this de-
gree of Evidence ? Were not the Men refident in -the
College, were they not feen publickly every day, was
Mr. Lee their Keeper ? And after he had pronounced
their Cure, had he any thing more to do with them ?
Were they not as much fubject to the Command of the
- Surgeons, or other Officers of the Houfe, as if they
had never been under Mr. Lee’s Care ? Nay, do not
our Serjeants allow that, with refpect to two of them at
leaft, Mr. Chefelden had obtained a fpecial Order twelve
months before, to infpect them as often as he thought
proper, and can it be fuppofed that he was negligent
in fatisfying either his own, or their Curiofity to the
full in this Point ? Can then their Refufal to enter into
an Examination at this time be thought to proceed
from ““ Mr. Lee’s not having given them an
oppartunity of knowing whether the Men bad left off their
Trufles for wny time 2 And if Exercife or a
ftrong Motion of the Bc}dy will bring down thofe Rup-
tures which have been kept up by Bandages, had they
not full conviction, that the fevere Difcipline of Cough-
ing, Jumping, Sneezing, with fome other more unwar-
rantable Mcthods had not been able to produce this Ef-
fect in Mr, Lee’s Patients ? Mutt not the Rea-

d-:;
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der therefore imagine our Serjeants Flight proceeded
rather from a Confcioufnefs, that the Men’s Welfare
would now be eftablithed beyond all contradiction,
fince two Gentlement then attended to examine them,
whofe Capacity to diftinguifh a Cure admirtted of no
conteft, and whofe Ingenuity in allowing it could not
be fufpetted. However we are informed, that after
their Departure two Certificates of Dr. Thompfon’s and
Mr. Mitchel’s were produced, the firlt fetting forth,
‘““ That they had examined fix of the Men in
¢ the November preceding, when they found them
¢ all cured, having no Appearance of their Ruptures
“ at that time.” ——— The other informing the
Board, ¢ That they had at that prefent re-examined
‘ the fame Men, and found not the leaft Sign, Symp-
tom, or Appearance of a Rupture, and all the Men
declared they had not wore a Bandage for fome
months of any kind whatfoever.” ——— But in our
Serjeants opinion this was not fufficient to authorize
their Determination of a Cure, fince they ought to
have known whether thefe Men continued from Novem-
ber to April, ““ without ever once wearing their
ST ogfess’ and therefore conclude thefe Gen-
tlemen certified a great deal more than they themfelves
poffisly could (or rather willingly wounld) yet the Docltor
and Mr. Mitchel finding the Rupture reduced, and
the Openings clofed to the natural Dimenfions at both
thefe diftant Infpections, might think it little to the
purpoie whether the Men had wore their Trufies ence,
or a hundred times, during this Interval ; fince they
knew the Trufs could never produce fuch a Contraction
of the ruptural Orifice in which alone the Cure con-
fifts. ——— But when Mr. Lee’s Opponents are able
to demonftrate that a Precaution to prevent the Return
15 a Proof of the Continnance ot a Diftemper, he will
have Candour enough to confefs the once wearing of a
Trufs in fix Munths, an evidence of the exiftence of a
Rup-
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Rupture, and even refign all future pretenfions to the
Cure of it.

Bur it is not thought fufficient to difpute the Judg-
ment of Mr. Lee’s phyfical Friends on this occafion :
The Veracity of another Gentleman, who attended at
this Meeting to teftify his Cure, muft likewife be im-
peached, by telling us, “ That when Mr,
Roebuck gave bis Evidence in Weltminfter-hall, 7n the
Caufe between Mr. Ranby and Mr. Lee, be fwore be
wore the Trufs but a Day or two; yet when crofs exa-
mined, be faid be kept it on mot more than a Fort-
night.”’ "Till by a new kind of Arithmetic a
day or two can be made more than a Fornight, the
Reader may not perhaps think this fuch a glaring Con-
tradiction as to merit the following invidious refle€tion,
 Surely, from a Gentleman, at leaft a confiftent
“ Ewvidence might bave been expefied.” Altho’ this
Gentleman’s Character is as much above our Serjeants
Malice, as they are below his Refentment, we fhall fa-
tisfy the Reader whence this feeming difference arofe.
The Exhibition of the Fire-works happening
about a fortnight after Mr. Roebuck had left off his
‘Trufs, and he, apprehending that the Crowd and Tu-
mulc might affect fo recent a Cure, thought it prudent
to put it on again for that day ; which Circumftance
he recollected upon his crofs examination, and includ-
ed that time in his calculation : Thus, notwithftanding
thefe Gentlemen’s Triumph, it was rather a fcrupulous
Adherence to Truth, than a Defign of violating it,
that occafioned this boafted Inconfiftency. AN
EXAMPLE WORTHY THE IMITATION OF OUR CON-
SCIENTIOUS SERJEANTS.

Tue following Minutes, {fay thefe Gentlemen, were
entered upon the Proceedings of this Day.

John
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John Ranby and Ceefar Hawkins, Eiqs; Serjeant
Surgeons, attended the Board, and declared their
Opinion in writing concerning the Cure of a Rup-
ture.

Mr. Lee, Surgeon, attended with Dr. Thomfon
and others, who gave thetr opinion on the [ame Sub-
Jeét.

And after confidering what was offered on both fides,
the Board came to the following Refolution :

That Myr. Lee may undertake the Cure of fuch In-
Penfioners, afflicied with Ruptures, as fbould volun-
tarily put themfelves under bis Care, &c.

Does not this manifeft whefe Opinions appeared moft
fatisfactory to the Commiflioners ? And if they had
thought Mr. Lee’s Pretenfions unjuftified, would they
have agreed that ““ He fbould receive 100 1. for bis
next Year’s Attendance 27 Which Agreement,
though made in the Prefence of Dr. Thomfon and Mr.
Roebuck, was afterwards centered in their Books, with
this material Alteration, ““ That in iwelve months
““ after, the operations of bis Cures will be confidered by
““ the Board, and be will be rewarded accordingly.”
At whofe inftigation this was done, we muft leave the
Reader to fuggelt,

Mgr. Chefelden dying foon after, Mr. Ranby no {oon-
er fucceeded this Primier in the Hofpital but (we are
told) He obtained an Order ¢ for him or his
“ Deputy to examine, as often as they thought ne-
““ ceflary, fuch Men as Mr. Lee had affirmed to be
“ cured, which fay they, implies having left off their
““ Bandages entively.” How fo? If a Cure confifts
in a Reduétion of the Rupture, and Contraction of the

Ori-
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Orifice through which it defcends, may not a Man
who wears a Bandage be as effeCtually cured as one
who does not? Should a Perfon who had never been
afflicted with this Diftemper in his Life put on a Trufs,
would our learned Anatomifts, for that reafon, pro-
nounce him ruptured ? Is the Precaution of an infirm
old Man, in occafionally putting on, oreven conftant-
ly wearing his Bandage, to be deemed a Continuance
of the Sympmms?‘ Is the Rupture down, becaufe he
wears a Bandage ? Is the Orifice open, becaufe he wears
a Bandage? And if thefe Appearances ceafe to exilt
when it is off, who but our Serjeants would hefitate to
acknowledge him to be well, though ke bad not left it
off entirely 2 Thefe Gentlemen feem t6' miftake the
Bandage for the Rupiure itfelf, fince the mere Wear
of it is to conftitute the Diftemper. ———— We muit
here beg the Reader to obferve, how careful thefe Gen-
tlemen have been to inculcate, throughout the whole
difpute, this nororious Fallacy, that ‘ Becaule
“ Mr. Lee’s Patients fometimes wore their Bandages,
¢ therefore they could not be cured :” ——— Tho’
Mr. Lee’s Pretenfion to cure, they well knew, were
not founded on the intire leaving off the Bandage, but
on the Rva.'L’s not falling down when it was left off,
and which was frf:qhnrntly experienced for Weeks,
Months, and even Years, ——— an Effe& at'leaft
they have not been able to pmduct during their whoif:
phyfical Adminiftration in this Hofpital.

But nothing lefs will ferve our Serjeants purpofe,
than at once deftroying the Credit both of Mr. Lee
and his Patients; to which end they tell us,

“ Mr. Ranby was always very confident the Men were
not eured s He bad reafon to fufpeét they fill continued the
Wear of their Bandages 3 and if be proved this, it would
be a Matter of Fall, point blank, the contrary to what
My, Lee bad affirmed to the Bogrd, and to what the ME?‘;
ba
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bad fworn. But was it not incumbent firlt to prove,
that Mr. Lee did really affirm, and the Men jfwear,
what our Serjeants wnu]d infinvate ; and as neither was
the cafe, what then becomes of their Point-blank Con-
tr&riety? “ Is the Men’s fwearing that they
were well, and, confidering their Age, could walk as
well as ever in their Lives, without feeling the leaft
Pain, Preffure or Symptom of their late Complaint,”
| is this fwearing they had left off their Bandages
entirely ? “ Is Mr. Lee’s affirming his Patients
had left off their Bandages for a Month, or Months;
in order to fatisfy the Surgeons and the Commifiion-
ers, a proof of his Denial that they ever put them on
afrerwards ¢’ And can the Perjury of the former,
or Falthood of the latter, be inferred from thefe Pre-

mifes ?

BuT the Reader by this time will perceive that
Fa:j’é' Faéis (to ufe their own Phrafe) and Falfe Reafon-
zg are the only Pillars on which they have refted their
Defence, and that the Charge they have exhibited a-
gainft Mr. Lee is comprized in the following Accufa-

tions *

Firft, His Refufal to admit of more than one Exa-
mination. _

Second, That the Men did fometimes wear their Ban-
dages. ~And,

Third! ; That both Mr. Lee and his Patients deny

this Fact.

Now if it appears, from what has been offered, that
the firft is abfurd ; the fecond mothing to the purpofe s
and the laft a downright Fib; What is left for the
Friends of thefe GE‘I‘IEIE!‘I‘IEH (lf any fuch remain) but
to with they had either had a better Caufe, orabler Ad-

vocates to defend it.
G “ Mr.
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“ Mr. Chefelden (continue our Serjeants) found bis
Sufpicions well grounded with regard to Tanner and Cur-
tis, and had bis Life been [pared, wounld in all probability
bave made the full difcovery of the Wickednefs of all the
other old Men, which afterwards fell to Mr. Ranby’s
Lot ‘What Wickednefs? What, the having,
never {worn, or denied fometimes ufing their Banda-
ges! and if this was the cafe, to what end was Mr.
Ranby’s firlt Enquiry, ¢ 70 find out whether the old Men
bad really left them off ° Why all this extreme Cau-
tion ufed by himfelf, his Affiftants, and the Servants of
the Houfe (whom it feems he thought the moft pro-
per Evidence) to catch the Men off their Guard, In
order to detes? what they were ready to admit 2 Aye,
““ but bad they been [ent for in Formn they might have left
““ their Trufles at bome;” a fhrewd Sign this however
of their not being fo abfolutely neceffary : And fhould
a lame Man do the fame by his Crutches, fome might
be apt to conclude he had no great occafion for them.
But upon thefe Gentlemen’s Principles, muft not Mr.,
Lee’s Patients have even left their Skins at home like-
wife, fince, by the Marks of the ‘T'rufs remaining there-
on, our Surgeons would have had all the Evidence they
required of the Deficiency of their Cures. Up-
on the whole though we fhall readily agree
with our Serjeant Surgeons that fome of the Men did
““ fometimes wear their Bandages,” We
can by no means admit the Conclufion, that — ¢ zhey
were therefore ruptured.” But it feems S dke
Ruptures now came down immediately on the Removal of
thefe Bandages.” — Strange that this Effect thould
only be difcoverable at their private examinations, fince
at a public one before the Board, 4pril 24, 17351, it
appears, on their Infpection of Tanner and Curtis,
““ That their Ruptures were not down 3’ and 1s
not this immediate and general Defcent of the Rup-
tures, at this time, a juftification of their Doétrine de-

livered
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livered 1in writing to the Commiflioners, “ That

thofe Ruptures which have been kept up Eﬂ’ Bandage any
time, [eldom appear or drop down at once.’

AT a Board held the 14th of March 1753, and of
which particular care was taken Mr. Lee fhould have
no notice, Six Men were produced and examined by
the Commiflioners, aflilted by Mr. Thomas, “ and
Jurely (fay our Serjeants) the Commiffioners were compe-
pent Fudges whether the Men wore their Bandages fill
and as to the Point of Cure,” who was to deter-
mine ? Why, Mr. Ranby and Mr. Thomas. But let
us fee what notable Evidence this examination pro-
duced.

“ Jouwn TanNeRr got a Fall about fix months ago,

and then bis Rupture came down 37 to which they
might have added, but not of the fame fide he had
been cured: ““ His Trufs was on at the Trial”
True and bis Rupture came down now.”
Poflibly true too, as Mr. Lee had been no farther con-
cerned for him fince his laft Accident, but giving him
a Bandage.

WirrLriaM Storey bas now bis Rupture down —
If you believe Mr. Thomas,—Had bis Trufs on before be
came into the Room. What then ? Went
without a Bandage for four Months. — Tolerable
Probation. Myr. Thomas fays, bis Rupture is
now in the ffate it was when Mr. Lee firft undertook bis

Cure. Bad Authority! and why not afcertain
the State ? Wears bis Trufs [ometimes when be
walks, deplorable Condition. The Rup-

ture grown larger while be was under Examination.
How much ? Has made two Affidavits &qﬁ:re
Manley, and fays be made but one ready to make
a third to the contrary.

G 2 TP
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Perer Curtis, another Trial Man, ano-
ther tried Man they fhould have faid, bis Rup-
ture as [mall at firf} as it is now. How {fmall

was that, and who fays fo? Why, Mr. Thomas again.
Waore bis Trufs till laff week. Very
likely. — Wore it for Security and Warmth by the
Advice of Mr. Lee. Good Advice.
Made an Affidavit of hbis Cure before Manley, by the re-
commendation of Mr. Lec and Impulfe of his
own Confcience.

STEPHEN CowEL, A LARGE RUuPTURE
When ? At his coming under Mr. Le¢e’s Care.
Had bis Bandage on before the Board.

Allow-

ed. Could not fwear that be was cured,
but thought fo. Never left off bis Trufs.
Prudence.

Joux Couvrson cannot tellwhat be figned in bis Aff
davit becaufe the Juftice read it to him,
Leaves off bis Bandage by Night, but not ly Day. ——
May be true. His Rupture now down,
fays Mr. Thomas. Is well with a Bamfﬁge on.
Impofiible, fay our Serjeants. — To wear
the Bandage by Mr. Lee’s Order aslong as be lives.——
Prudent Precaution. — Had bis Bandage on when
be made Affidavit. Never denied it
The Contents of it were writ. As moft Affidavits
generally are. That be was well, for ought be
knew. Well for their Patients, if they could
fay as much.

Truomas MERRIMAN fays be is not cured, and

found no Bencfit from Mr. Lee. Becaufe taken
out of his hands into the Infirmary within a fortnight.
But a Trufs from Mr. Chelelden did keep up bis
Unufual Effe®, yet plain it did not

cure

Rﬂpﬂf?’e
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cure it. Mr. Lee reporied be was cured.
And would have remained fo, had he not come into

their hands.

It is very remarkable, that thefe Examinations now
taken, wviva voce, thould be almoft literally the fame
as thofe in writing cooked up 8 months before by Mr.
Ranby, Mr. Thomas, andother menial Servants of the
Houfe ; but as this was to determine Mr. Lee’s Me-
rits, furely his Prefence was at leaft neceflary to pre-
ferve the Air of Impartiality : Yec this it féems was a
Circumftance to be particularly guarded againft, for
though our Serjeants could by no means be prevailed
on to enter into a public xamination of Mr. Lee’s Pa-
tients before the Board, when Doctor Thomfon, Mr.
Mitchel, and himfelf were prefent to confront them ;
yet now they are very ready to fubmit to it, when left
in fole Poffeffion of their chirurgical Authority. But
what were the Commiffioners to determine? Why,
whether the Men had entirely left off their Bandages :
A Point which has before been fully proved to be no-
thing to the purpofe, the phylical Determination was
prudently referved to Mr. Thomas, and his general
Terms of the Ruptures being down — in the [ame
State it was when Mr. Lee firft undertook the Cure
as fmall at firft as it is now ; however fatisfaltory to
the Board, may not be deemed altogether particular
enough to eftablifh an univerfal Belief of the Deficiency
of Cure ; efpecially when it is known, that all the Men
then publickly infifted on their Welfare, in oppofition
to his Opinion. If this Examination was defired for a
full and fair Satisfaction of the Commiflioners, Why
were thofe Men, to -whom even the Continuance of
the Trufs could not be objetted, thought improper
Subjects of their Enquiry, more particularly Harvey;
as the Event of his Cure, it had been exprefsly agreed,

fhould determine our Serjeants Judgment in Mr. Lee’s
Fa-
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Favour ? May not then the fame Scruples ftill
remain in the mind of the Reader concerning this
Tranfaction, as are mentioned in the NaRrRATIVE,
1/£, *“ Becaufe Mr. Lee was not permitted at this Ex- .
¢ amination to be prefent. 24, Becaufe it was made
“ by Mr. Lee’s Adverfaries. 3d, Becaufe a Swelling
“¢ 1s rather too precarious a Term to afcertain a Rup-
“ ture, and which, inftead of the Size of a Child’s
“ head (once the cafe) may imply little more than a
“ Pimple. 42b, Becaufe the Men then affirmed their
“ Welfare. 5th, Becaufe Mr. Ranby had himfelf be-
“ fore allowed Zanwer and Curtis to be cured. 62b,
“ Becaufc thefe two laft had, mn open Court, proved
““ the fame. 7tb, Becaufe Mr. Raﬂfzy had publickly de-
“ clared, that he would never certify any thing in Mr.
“ Lee's FEVDLH' And, laftly, Becaufe Mr. Lee, (not-
¢ withftanding our Serjeants obfervation) flill pub-
lithes in Capitals, — ¢“ THAT HE 1S READY
TO SUBMIT THE WELFARE OF THESE VERY MEN
TO THE CANDID JUDGMENT OF ANY IMPARTIAL
TrisunaL,”

Can it be conceived the Commiffioners would have
paid any Regard to this Farce of an Enquiry, had not
the fame Fallacy been impofed upon them which thefe
Gentlemen have all along endeavoured to pafs upon
their Readers, viz. ““ That the Continuance of
the Bandage was a a'ema?gﬁmfsw Evidence of the Conti-
nuance of the Diftemper.” And might not the
Mifinformation given the Board, that the Men had
affirmed, and even fworn, they had entirely left off their
Bandages, create a Sufpicion of Mr. Lee’s Ingenuity,
and be a Motive of his Difmiffion.

AzrouT this time we are told, Mr. Raniy delivered
in a dreadful Mufter-Roll of Examinations, Certificates,

and Declarations, in Proof of Mr. Lee’s Infufficiency
in
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in the Cure of Ruptures, &¢. but as moft of thefe are
almoft in the fame Words, and founded vpon the fame
Principles with the Examination of the fix Men before
mentioned, we fhall not tire the Reader with a parti-
cular Detetion of them, efpecially as they have no bet-
ter Sanétion than the difputable Authority of Mr. Ranby
himfelf, his traflty Afliftants and their Apprentices,
Apothecaries and their Journeymen, with {fome other
intertor 'Officers of the Houfe ; the few who have been
prevail’d on to fign their Declarations it is notorious no
Arts were left umtrﬂnpted to gain, Threats were to
intimidate the obftinate, Promifes to encourage the
willing ; but it is pleafant enough to obferve how our
Sr:rieants would avail themfelves of the bare Declara-
tion of the very fame Men whofe Oaths they have all
along endeavour’d to invalidate! Thus their Intereft is
to be the Criterion of Truth, and juft as Cure or no Cure
is the Word, they become “either perjur’d Rafeals, or
creditable W’:twﬁu However, it may not be amifs to
beftow a few curfory Remarks on this Bundle of Evi-
dence, as far as it relates to the Men who have them-
felves figned their Declarations,

Two of thefe Certificates are taken up to prove, that
¢“ Serjeant James Morgan refufed to be examined 3 By
whom ? by Mr. Ranby’s Deputies 5 who were conti-
nually teazing him and the reft of Mr. Les’s Patients,
by pulling down their Breeches, and feizing them
wherever they found them, either in their Wards or in
the Street. Morgan therefore infifted they thould ex-
amine him no more, without Mr, Lee or fome of his
Friends were prefent; and for this High Crime and
Mifdemeanour was fent Prifoner to the Guard-houfe,
where he thew’d the whole Guard that he was cured,
and hud no Bandage ; ‘after which he was difcharg’d
the Hofpital withour any Examination.

Brocas’s
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Brocas’s Declaration isintréduc’d to prove ,—-—
that be was cured by Mr. Lee, and bad left off bis
Bandage three Weeks s but, by a Fall when he was
drunk, got ruptur'd again. An Accident Mr.
Lee will undertake to prevent, when thefe Gentle-
men will allow that a fecond Fracture 1s a Proof that
the firft was never reduc’d 3 but the Man’s prefent
Complaint, that he has never been able to obtain the
leaft degree of Relief from Mr. Ranby ever fince, is
deem’d an Article of no Importance to the Public.

Joux WevLcH fays, that be paid Mr. Lee 2 Gui-
seas in part, but was not cured. The reafon of Mr.
Lee’s taking the Money was, that he was not a Penfi-
oner in the Hofpital, and kept a Houfe in Fews- Rotw.
The reafon why he apprehends he was not cured at this
time is, Becaule Mr. Ranby had, unknown to
him, taken off his Bandage and put him on a Steel
Trufs.

HowEevER atrocious an offence it may be in Mr, Lee
to expect a confideration for his Affiftance, yet it is a
Species of Mal-Praétice which perhaps thefe Gentle-
men’s Patients may not totally acquit them of 3 but the
Charge on which the next Certificate is founded is of a
very different nature, thatof Giving, not Receiving.

Wirriam Fiernine (i feems) was worfe for Mr.
Lee’s Attendance, this, at leaft, muft be allow’d
a fingular inftance, and ““ be received f[o much
pain from Mr. Le¢’s burning Medicine that it took the
Skin off bis Groin.” Certainly this Man’s Skin
muft be of a more delicate Texture than that of all Mr.
Lee’s other Patients, who it is not even pretended ever
experienc’d any fimilar Effect 5 but burning Medicine

was thought a proper chxrurgtcal Scare-crow, to be fet
up in. Terrorem to the Public. Laft of all, this Man
< ance
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¢ osice veceiv’d a Treat, and feveral times Money from
Mr. Lee” but the confideration of this Bounty is
prudently conceal’d: the firft wasan Acknowledgment,
as has been before hinted, for the various Journies he
had made on Mr. Lee’s Account 3 the latter, an A&
of Charity, when, in a high Fever, all Medicines were

refus’d him at the Hofpital, only becaufe He was Mr.
Lee’s Patient,

Ranpar COLEMAN fays be was fome time under Mr.
Lee’s Care, but was not cured, A very commion
phyfical cafe, and not at all extraordinary in this, as
Mr. Lee never drefs’d him but three times, and the
Rupture being {mall the Man defir’d nothing farther
than a Bandage.

Jouny Warpen’s Declaration is calculated for the
Benefit of the Trufs-maker to the Hofpital (an Inftance
at leaft of Mr. Ranby’s Regard for his Brother Place-
man and Fellow Pratitioner) °¢ the Steel Trufs was
more effestual in keeping up bis Rupture than Mr. Lee¢’s
Bandage,” but certainly not in curmg it, ﬁnce, after
havmg been kept twelve Months 1n Irens, he 1s pro-
nounc’d as bad as ever. But how could the Conti-
nuance of this Man’s Illoefs be plac’d to Mr., Lee’s Ac-
count ? and tho® Mr, Lee’s Bandage would not keep up
this Man's Rﬂpﬁ'ﬂi"t’, it feems 1t was all-fufficient for
that purpofe with the next.

Joux Henry, who declares, ¢ that during the two
Munths be wore Mr. 1.e€’s Bandage it kept up bis Rup-
ture, and that he would bave continued longer under bis
Gare but that a Mifunderflanding arofe betwwecin Mr.
Chefelden gnd Mr. Lee.” An excellent Article of In-
di@tment againft Mr. Lee, for not having cured him !
but more Bribery again : this Man was likewife invited
to partake of the Fifteen Shillings {pent at Hanna’s,

H Joux
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Joun HamiLTon confeffes, ¢ that at times, wben
be bas a Cough, wbhich is generally from the time the cold
Weatber begtns, be always wears bis Bandage by way of
Precaution. Demonftrative Proof of the Defi-
ciency of Cure. But left this fhould be thought
too favourable a Symptom, they make fhift to. perfuade
him that fomething comes down now and then, but not
Jo low as it did before ; and Mr. Thomas once made
the lucky Difcovery of fomething like a Pin-cufhion
in the Waiftband of his Breeches, which, like the
Waiftcoat before mention’d, is immediately vefted
with the Virtue of a Trufs.

RicHarp BurBrIiDGE, we are inform’d, ¢ bad
been two whole Moanths under My. Liec’s Care, when a
Fall brought down bis Rupture again. A Proof, by
the way, that Mr. Lee in fo fhort a tume had produced
the falutary Effect of keeping it up, and which, for
aught thefe Gentlemen know, might have remain’d fo .
had not this Aceident happen’d : but it is certain
the Benefit this Man receiv’d was by no means adequate
to the Pain occafioned by Mr. Le’s Medicines,
which oblig’d him to keep bis Bed Nine Days.
Another chirurgical Scare-crow. |

HowzvER our Serjeants may plume themfelves upon -
the above Declarartions, yet their Triumph 1s fomewhat
clouded by being obliged to confefs that there was one,
viz. Harvey, who had pals’d thro’ their phyfical In-
quifition without being conviéted of having any Traces
either of Rupture or Bandage remaining 3 and how un-
lucky is it that this fhould be the wery Man on whofe
Cure our Serjeants themfelves had agreed to reft the
determination of Mr. Lee’s Pretenfions. It can hardly
be fuppos’d thefe Gentlemen would have feleéted the
moft favourable Subject on this occafion, and if it was
as they then pronounc’d it, a wery bad ome, we have

this
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this Inftance, at Jealt, that Mr, Lee can cure a very
bad Rupture, which is all we have aim’d to prove,
and they have fo induftrioufly endeavour’d to conceal
from the Public. ——— Suppofe Mr. Lee to have
fail’d in the particular Cafes they bave mention’d, Has
he not fucceeded in others? and ought not this to be
rather a Foundation for Encuur‘}gmncnt than fuch an
unexampled Oppofition, efpecially as his firft Prop ofal
was only to be of more Service in this Diftemper ibaﬂ
bad bitherto been experienced in our Hofpitals ¢

But it feems the Teftimony of living Witnefles was
notdeemed fufficient to Mr, Lec’s Conviction, the Bodices
of the Dead are hkewife to be ranfack’d in fearch of
Evidence againft him ; and the following awful Certi-
ficate is uther’d in, in no lefs than two or three Places :

Whereas it bath been reported, that John Hanna,
whofe dead Bedy we bave this day infpeited, was perfeil-
Iy cured of a Rupture, under which be fome time labour'd,
We do bereby certify, that the Perforation of a Rupture
on the right [ide was fo large as eafily to admit of three
Fingers : a moft certain Proof that the faid Hanna bad
not been cured of bis Rupture.

Benjamin Hoadly,
24 Fuly. Meffenger Monfey,
Signed in my Prefence, C. Hawkins,
H. Fielding. T. Hawkins,
W. Hunter,

D. Middleton.

If the Extenfion of this Perforation is now to be held

a certain Symptom of the Difeafe, ought not the pro-
per Contraétion of it to be allow’d a Proof of the Cure ?
yet this we have feen our Serjeants could no way be in-
duc’d to admit. Bat is it not fomewhat {trange that,
in fuch a relaxed State of the Body, the Rupture fhould
El' 2 not
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pot have been affually down, efpecially as there wag
nothing to prevent its Defcent, and which muft have
been confiderably forced by the Agonies of Death ? yet,
whatever magnifying Spectacles fome of thefe Gentle-
men might make ufe of for the Difcovery of this borrid
Chafm, 1t is certain one of them, and the very Perfon
who opened the Body, was oblig’d to apply to Mr.
Lee for Information to know on which Side the Man
had formerly been ruptur’d. Another Gentleman of
the Profeflion then prefent, butnotof their Sett, feeing
- the violence with which they bored their Fingers into
the Part, obferv’d, ¢ That it certainly was pofiible by
a proper degree of Force to open a Paflage for the
whole Hand down into the Scrotum :»* Nor could this
Gentleman agree with them in another material point,
which indeed was the principal one this Confultation
was fummoned to fanllify, viz. That the Man died a
matural Death. Surely there is fomething very fingu-
lar in Hanna’s Cale ; no fooner had Mr. Lee felected
him for Cure, but Mr. Chefelden aflures the Deputy-
Governor, be was not ruptur’d : no fooner is he cur’d,
but the utmol(t Efforts are made by the Triumvirate to
prove him ruptzr’d. And if this pretended Perfora-
tion was {o large when dead, is it not even miraculous
that when Mr. Ranby met him, juft before he died, in
the King’s Road, and made him unbutton his Breeches
to fhew he had no Bandage on ; is it not, Ifay, mjra-
culous that the Rupture thould not then drop thro’ fo
capacious a Paflage, particularly as he was walking,
and that fo luftily, as made our Serjeant tell him,
““ He was fure be muft bave a Bandage on, or be could
not walk fo well” | |

Tur Reader’s Surprize, that fo great Solicitude
thould be fhewn by our Serjeants to prove this Man in
particular ruptur’d, will ceafe when he is inform’d,
that this was one of the 4 Men who were produc’d at

i the
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the Duke's Apartments to teftify his Cure, and, when
Mr. Ranby atterwards told His Highness that he had de-
tected two of thofe very Men wearing their Bandages,
join’d in an Affidavit that they had #ever feen My,
Ranby, o7 wore a Bandage, from the time of their be-
ing fo produced.

AFrTeR our Serjeants had been fuccefsful enough to
procure Mr. Lee’s Difmiflion from Cbeﬁ}@a, they were
ftill apprehenfive that his Appointmeat in another Hof-
pital might induce a Diftruft that fomething more than
mere Demerit was the Occafion of it, and therefore
thought it convenient to fanétify their Proceedings by
the Verdi& of {fome of their Brother Praétitioners ; 5 nor
was this the firft time they had fought Refuge in the
Sanétuary of a phyfical Inquifition, which was always
too complaifant to refufe Protetion to Brethren in fo
elevated a Station : accordingly we are told, ¢ M.
Ranby invited feveral of the principal Perfons of the
Profeffion to dine with him, in order to obtain the follow-
ing Certificate.

July 13, 1753.
The following In-Penfioners of Chellfea Hofpital, viz.

- * Stephben Cowel,

* Fobn Colfon,

* Yobu Brocas,

* Sobn Hamilton,

¥ William Storey,

* Fobn Tanner,

* Peter Curtis,
Thomas Merriman,
Thomas Clark,
William Fielding,
Randaf Colman,

were
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were feverally examin’d by us whofe Names are under-
writienn s they bad every one of them Trufles on, upon the
Removal of which Truffes all the Ruptures, except Peter
Curtis’s, came down.

Fobn Ranby,
Cefar Hawkins,
D. Middleton,
Peter Sainthill,
Edward Nourfe,
Robert Adair,
Samuel Sharp,
Fofeph Paul,
William Hunter,
Fobn Thomas,
Alexander Reid,

As here appears to be a Surgeon to every Man, it
may be expected they fhould have been a little more
particular in the defcription of their feveral Cafes, and
not by fuch a lumping Certificate exalt an implicit Be-
lief, in what was intended (if intended for any thing)
to furnifh Matter of Conviction ; but as the Myftery of
this Examination may, by our Serjeants, be thought
of too folemn a Nature to be communicated to vulgar
Ears, we fhall be prophane enough to expofe fuch part
of it as has come to our Knowledge.

Twuus then fay the Men themfelves ; and, as they are
not upon Oath, perhaps they may bid fairer for our
Serjeants Allowance of their Credibility.

StepueNn Cower, Mr. Ranby order’d me to take
off my Bandage, and then faid ‘¢ See, this
Man is not cured, and be bas taken an Oath that be is
cured.” One Gentleman then touched me, and

Mr.
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Mr. ‘Ranby again faid, ““ He i5s not cired.”” — e
But the Gentlemen never fpoke a word. I was
then fent out.

Joun Covson. I was ordered to loofe my Ban-
dage; Mr. Ranby then faid, ¢ He is not cured,
and this Fellow bas been with Lee fince.” The
Surgeons never touched me, and 1 was turned out.

WiLriam StorEy. Mr. Randy firft told the Sur-
geons, “That I bhad [wore before Mr. Manley
that Inever was to wear a Bandage, and that be took it
off the next day.” After this they bid me take off
my Bandage, and then made me Cough and Jump for
about a Quarter of an Hour, and without touching me
bid me withdraw.

Joun Taxxer. Mr Raﬁby firft faid, Eulf
I can doit, your Ears fball be cut off and nailed to the
Pillory, and you turned out of your Bread for ever : —
then faid, It is pity fuch an ancient Man as you fhould be
ferved fo.”’ I then took my Bandage off, and
one of the Gentlemen touched me; then Mr. Ranby
faid, “ You may fee be is not cured:”’ And
the Gentleman an{wered, “ I cannot fee that any
thing ails bim.”” —— I was then ordered to put up my
Breeches and go out.

Peter CurTis. Mr. Ranby afked L
wore a Bandage 27 1 anfwered, Yes. The Gen-
tlemen then afked, —— “ if I was cured 2” I
faid Yes; and unly wore my Bandage by way of Pre-
caution. I then took it off, and the Gentlemen exa-
mined me, when, I df:c]ared I was as well as any
Man 1n the World : Mr. Ranby {aid that “Twas
an impudent Fellow.” Then fome more of the
Gentlemen examined me: I was then ordered to walk

round




(64) |
round the College feveral times, and up and down three
pair of Stairs, ’till I was quite tired. Then I re-
turned to the Surgeons, who again examined me, and
faid, I was juft the fame as I was before.”
Mr. Ranby then mfifted “ that I was as bad as
ever I was.” Several of the Gentlemen then ex-
amined me again; and I faid, Take a Knife and
open me, and 1 will ffand ity for I am as well as any Man
in England. —— Then I was turned ous.*

N. B. PorTs, one of the Men Mr. Lee had laft un-
dertaken by Order of the Board, then offered himfelf’
for Infpection, but was not admitted.

ArtER {o nice, fo critical, and fo truly Surgeon-
like an Examination, Is it not amazing that thefe poor
deluded old Men fhould ftill perfift in their Welfare,
and be infatuated enough not to think themfelves obli-
ged to make a Surrender of only twoe of their Senfes to
the Authority of fuch an infallible Judicature, a Judi-
cature which, from all appearance, muft even be en-
dowed with fupernatural Talents, fince nothing lefs
than the Gift of a Second Sight could certainly enable
them to difcern what neither the Patients themfelves,
or any other Perfon who had not the Microfcope of a
Diploma, could poffibly difcover. It is plain thefe
Gentlemen were far from having the incredulous Cu-
riofity of the Arostie, and thought thrufting their
Fingers into the Man’s Side by no means a neceflary
Article of Conviction; but perhaps the Profeflors of
the O/d Baily may have the fame prudent By-Law
with thofe of Warwick-lane, *“ That no junior Gradu-
ate fhall, on any occafion, prefume to call in Quefiion
the Fudgment of bis Semior :* If fo, we may rather

wonder

* Hamjilton was not afked a Queftion, Some of the other Men

are dead, others can’t be found, and Brocas told them as in his De-
claration.
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wonder that one of thefe Gentlemen fhould be found
to differ with our Serjeants in point of opinion, than
that ¢// fhould fign fo plump a Certificate in fupport
ol ““ The Ruptures came down,”’
fay they, but nota Symptom is to be explained, whe-
ther of the Caul or the Inteftine Whether in
the Groin or in the Scrotum, nor are the Dimenfions
thought a Matter of any neceffary Information ; yet,
as we find theyfwere not Jlarge enough to convince the
Men themfelves that they were really ruptured, they
may perhaps be thought o0 fmall to convince any one
elfe (befides thefe Gentlemen) of it. Thefe learned
Practitioners well knew that even aSwelling in the Parts
1s far from being any certain Mark of the Diftemper,
and if any fuch had appeared, would not a Reduction ot
the Rupture have afforded them the moft unerring E-
vidence of its Reality; but it appears, feveral were dif-
mifled untouched, and almott all wungueflioned, by thefe
Examiners ; they were too polite to be inquifitive, and
too regularly bred to difpute our Setjeants concife de-
termination, ““ He is not cured,” and
which definitive Sentence feems folely to have direét-
ed the Opinions of the whole Board on this chirurgical
Inquett,

May it not excite fome unfavourable Sufpicions
that, among fo many Surgeons, Mr. Zee thould be the
only one that was thought improper to be fummoned
on this occafion : Or was it confiftent with the Candour
of thefe Gentlemen, to proceed in an Affair which fo
materially concerned the Intereff as well us Reputation
of a Brother Practitioner, in his Abfence ? Might
not Mr. Lee have informed them of fome particulars
which our Serjeants would by no means be inclinable
fhould come to their Knowledge ? And if the former
was to be excluded, why were the /at7¢r not only to be
admitred, burt even fuffered to prefide at the Head of

J thag
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that wery Fury whofe Verdict was to determine the Rec-
titude of their own Conduit ? Has not Mr. Lee then
ample reafon to enter his Proteft againft a Sentence
obtained under fuch partial Circumftances, efpecially
as former occafions have evinced that his Brethren in
general are far from being the mgff forward Advocates,
or Witneffes, in his Favour ? Has not Mr.
Lee annihilated fome of their ruptural Annuities 2 And
though we fhould not prefume fuch a confideration
could poflibly pervert their Iutegrity, it may be fup-
pofed to give fome little inclining Biafs to their Fudg-
ment. Quod volumus facile credimus. How
facred foever thefe Gentlemen’s Characters are repre-
fented to be, if they are not totally unfufceptible of
the Frailty of Human Nature, they may probably ex-
perience fome fmall Emotions of Spleen at Mr. Lee’s
Pretenfion to excel them in any one particular Branch
of their Profeffion ; for, as Mr. Laocke obferves,
“ Would it not be an infufferable thing for a learned
““ Profeffor, and that which his Scarlet would bluth
“ at, to have his Authority of Forty years ftanding
“ over-turned in an Inftant by an upfltart Novelift,
“ and he made to confefs, that what he taught his
¢ Pupil thirty years ago was all Error and Miftake.””
In fhort, the only material Points this Certificate feems
to eftablifh are, That thefe Gentlemen certainly
dined with Mr. Ranby, and were very grateful for their
Entertainment.

Y& however full this Certificate may be thought,
“ That on the Removal of the Truffes all the Ruptures
came down,” it is not ftill compleat enough for our
Serjeants Withes, as being qualified with the exception
of Peter Curtis’s, and therefore they warn the Reader
that ““ there is fomething worth notice in his

Pﬂl_'-n
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particular Cafe, whofe Rupture did not come down
this day,” and inform us,

His Rupture was down, ecember 7, 1750.
Was not down, April 24, 1752.
Was down, Jimese.. 1752,
Was down, March 14, 1752.

And this Day was not down, July 15, 1753.

All which, fay they, is fufficient to convince any one,
~— ¢ that a fingle examination can give no Proof
that a Perfon is perfeitly cured.”’ Or how, up-
on thefe Gentlemen’s Principles, would it be at all
more fatisfactory, if thefe Examinations fhould be re-
peated to Eternity 2 But however this may convince, it
will certainly furprize the Reader, — That this
Man’s Rupture fhould only luckily be down, when the
Triumvirate or their Affiftants were in fole poffeffion
of the Enquiry ; and unluckily #p, when any other
Perfons were concerned in the determination of this
Point.

TrHus have we examined every material Part of
thele learned Gentlemen’s Performance, thro® which,
if the Reader has had patience to follow us, he will at
leaft think it ftrange thac Mr. Lee fhould have been fo
peculiarly unfortunate as not to have effeCted one fingle
Cure, even though he made ufe of that all-fufficient
Remedy, a Trufs; and which, upon our Serjeants
own Authority, in growing Perfons “ worn
for a proper Length of time proves a certain and infallible
Cure,” In grown up Perfons, ———— ¢ often
compleatly cures,”’ and, in Old Men, *¢ fome-
times perfeitly cures.”” So that it feems this chirurgical
Machine is only ineffe¢tual when applied by Mr. Lee.

But will not the Public think 1t ftill ftranger,

that this fatal Spell upon Mr. Lee’s Practice fhould be
Iz con-
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confined to the Walls of zhis Hofpital only, fince his
Succefs in another has received the Sanétion of indif-
putable Authority 3 and where fingle Examinations could
not be pleaded in juftification of Doubt, but every
Means were as fully, tho’ fomewhat more fairly, made
ufe of to deteét an Impofture, as thofe practifed by
our Triumvirate themfelves, tho’, it muft be confef-
- fed, the poor Men were left in pofleflion of their See-
ing and Feeling, without incurring the imputation of
Perjury for adhering to the Evidence of two fuch de-
ceitful Senfes.

Uron the whole then, Why this Diftemper fhou!d
be fo manifeftly curable at GREENWIcH, and {o of-
Jlinately incurable at CHELSEA, 1s a phyfical Pheno-
nom, we fhall leave the Faculty to explain, and will
only fuppofe, that there muft certainly be fome effen-
tial difference between a Marine and a Land Rupture ;
or that the Air of the two'Places 1s not equally fuited
to the fuccefs of this Operation, fince upon thefe prin-
ciples it is only poflible to jufify our Serjeant Surgeons
Conndué?, and account for the following odd kind of
Contraft in the fame Character.

At CHELSEA,
Mr. Lee is an Impoftor.

Mr. Lee has been guilty of Mal-
Practice.

Mr. Lee never cured one Penfio-
NEr.

Mr. Lee’s Cures are denied by

S:rja:ant Surgmns.

Mr. Lee's Patients are not to be
credited on Qath.

At GREENWICH,

Mr. Lee 1s an able Sargeon.

Mr. Lee's Condu& is unanimouf-
ly approv'd.

Mr. Lee cured upwardsof Forty
Penfioners.

Mr. Lee's Cures are acknowledg-
ed by Surgeons of his Majefty’s
Yards.

Mr. Lee’s Patients are credited
wuhﬂut an Qath.

Mr.
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Mr. Lee's Patients’ Ruptures are
always down when infpedled
by his Oppofers, but always
up when infpetted by indiffe-
rent Perfons.

Mr. Lee's Patients never leave off
their Bandages

Mr. Lee is deem’d ﬁnwmth}r his
ltipulated Salary.

Mr. Lee’s Merits arc determin’d
by the Reprefentations of his
chirurgical Adverfarics.

Mr. Lee is condemn’d by a Board
of 5§ Commiflioners,

Mr. Lee is difcharg’d with Igno-

miny,

As our Serjeants NARRATIVE

Mr. Lee's Patients’ Ruptures are
always upwhen inlpeéted cither
by Friends or Foes.

Mr. Lee's Patients frequently leave
off their Bandages,

Mr. Lee is thought worthy more
Advantages than his Salary.

Mr. Lee’s Meritsare confirm’d by
the Sanétion of the Surgeons of
his Majefty’s Yards, and the
whole Board.

Mr. Lee is jultified by a Board of
Forty Governors.

Mr. Lee is continued with Ho-
nour.

(every Part of

which i1s more fully fet forth in the preceding part of
their Defence) feems only to be inferted in hopes a
Repetition of Fats thould be miftaken for a Multipli-
cation of them, we fhall forbear taking any notice of
it ; and after having expofed the Infufhiciency of their
pretended Anfwer, only by way of Appendix, recapi-
tulate fome material Falts, to which they have been
too prudent to give any Anfwer at all.

A PPEN-
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A-P-P E-IN-D-]1 5K

] S the Serjeant Surgeons have prudently paffed
A over the following Faés, it may be prefumed
the Reader will be induced to place them among the
Credenda of the NARRATIVE.

Page 8, Itis faid ——— * That upon Mr. Lee’s
firft going to the Hofpital, Mr. Thomas produced only
three miferable Objefts, almoft expiring with other
Complaints, as Subjeéts for the Experiment:”
to which Mr. Lee objetting, He was told,
““ Thofe were all afflicied with Ruptures in that Hofpital ;”
but applying to the Deputy Governor, the
next day he found no lefs that Thirty-fix impatiently
waiting for relief. Mr. Themas being reproached
with this Difingenuity, anfwer’d, “ That Mr.
Chefelden and be did not trouble themfelves about fuch
old infirm Fellows as were afflified with Ruptures, for it
was not worth their while to bave any thing to do with
them.”’

Page 9. Mr. Chefelden 1s charged with telling the
Deputy Governor, ¢ That two of the Men Mr.
Lee felected for Cure had but very [mall Ruptures, and
that one, viz. Hanna, was not ruptured at all ;”’
tho’ Sir Koebert Rich confirmed his being difcharged
his own Regiment for that Diftemper, and on his
admiffion into the Hofpital being reported by Mr.
Chefelden himfelf to be ruptur’d very dad.

Page
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Page 13. Mr. Chefelden is accufed of fending a Let-
ter to the Board, informing them, “ That
baving met Mr. Lee two days before, it bad been agreed
between them that be fhould continue bis Examinations of

the Men one Month longer,” tho” Mr. Lee had
never {een him for near two months before.

Page 13, 14. It 1s obferved, ““ That Mr. Lee,
being directed to produce the Men he had cured, at
the Board the 28th November, for a final determina-
tion of the Affair, found, upon his going to the Hof-
pital the day before, Orders had been given that None
of the Penfioners thould ftir from the Hofpital the
Board-Day ; upon which he procured the Affidavits of
the Men to their Cure, and that Mr. Chefelden had ex-
amined them, which, on Mr. Chefelden’s Denial at the
Board, ———— ¢ That be bad ever examined one Man
awho bad been under Mr. Lee’s Care he pro-
duced, fomewhat to this Gentleman’s Confufion.”

Page 14, fets forth, ¢ That an Agreement
being made that Mr. Chefelden fhould examine the
Men for one whole month, he, after three Examina-
tions, declared — ¢ That Mr. Lee might [pare
bimfelf any farther trouble, fince the Men were as well
as ever they were in their Lives, and that he found not
the leaft Appearance of a Rupture in any of them, pro-
mifing to make a Report the next Board-day in bis Fa-
vour — Yet on the 16th Yanuary, 1750, re-
ported, ““ That two of the [aid Men had their
Ruptures down at the time be examined them, and that
the Examination was given up at Mr. Lee’s Requeft.”

Page 17 alledges, —— ¢ That our Serjeant Sur-

geons and Mr. Chefelden, upon an examination, de-
clared
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. clared 2 Man, viz. Benson, to be ruptur’d, who had
never been ill of that Diftemper in his Life.” *

Page 19 charges our Serjeants with reporting to the
Board held Apn! 24, 17515 ‘“ That they had
examined Peter Curtis, in particular, at St. George’s
Hopital, and found his Rupture down,” — when
it appeared they had never feen that Man 1n their
Lives, and who, being then called in before
the Commiffioners, was found to be perfectly well.

Page 20 informs us, — ¢ That tho’ the Ser-
jeants had examined fix ruptured Men at Mr. Chefel-
den’s Apartments, in order to be put under Mr. Lee’s
Care, yet at this Board they denied Having
ever examined one Man there.”

Page 20. The Serjeants are accufed of publickly

declaring “ That tbqy would never certify any
thing in Mr. Lec’s Favour.

Page 22 acquaints us — ¢ That our Serjeants
refufed to examine, at Sir William 2Yonge’s Houfe,
Harvey and Hamilton, Becaufe they bad not en-
tively left off their Bandages : to examine Hanna,
——— Becaufe they bhad no ﬁfﬂ him when ruptured
to examine Morgan, who they had before acknowledged
to have infpected at Mr. Chefelden’s, Becaufe
they now faid they bad never examined bim at all.

Page 24 fays, “ That four of the Pen-
fioners were examined by feveral Noblemen and Ge-
neral Officers at the Duke’s Apartments, all of whom
feemed fatisfied of their Welfare; but Mr. Ranby foon
after affured his Royal Highnefs — ¢ That be

bad

* N. B. Our Serjeants, in order to acquit themfelves of this un-
lucky mitake, think it {ufficient to change the Name of Benfon inte
Hanna ; bt this Evafion has been fully expofed in our Reply.
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bad, fince the Examination, been at Chellca, wbhere be
Jfound two of the aforefaid Penfioners wearing their
Bandages, and ruptured as bad as ever,” ——— In
contradiction to which an Affidavit of the four Men
was prefented to his Heyal Righnefs, fetting forth—
¢ That Mr. Ranby had never {poke to them, or had
they wore any Bandage from the time they were pro-
duced to the time Mr. Randy had fo mif-informed his

Royal Highnefs.””*

Page 46, 77 Expofes our Serjeants —— ¢ unfair,
tho’ unfuccefsful, Endecavours to defeat Mr. Lee’s Ap-

pointment at the Greenwich Board.

~ Page 48 t0 75, thews ——— * how inconteftibly
Mr. Lee’s Cures were eftablithed, in open Court, by
Gentlemen, Merchants and Tradefmen, as well as the
Penfioners of both Hofpitals,” — on all which
our Serjeants have not beftowed a fingle Remark, ex-
cept that frivolous one relating to Mr. Rocbuck.

Page 83, complaing ——— ¢ That none of the
Men who were put under Mr. Lee’s Care, after his
Agreement with the Commiffioners, were examined
cither by them or the Surgeons,”’ ~— {o that the
very fervices that were to entitle him to the Reward
were the only ones left uninquired into at the D-:”:tﬂml—

nation CDI’ICL!’H]I’E‘T It.

Some fcrupulous Readers may be apt to think all
thele particulars required at lealt fome alleviating Jul-
tification 3 but our St::_;P'tnts, finding Faéis too ﬂu

born for their Cafuifiry, deemed Silence their beft Se-
curity,

N. B. Our Serjeants are weak enongh to imagine that their now
faying, it was f2vo other Men they dete@ed with Bandages om, ais,
Tanner and Curtis, Is fufficient to clear them of this intentional Im-
pofition.
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curity, and had they obferved the like prudential
Caution with refpect to the #¢f of thefe Tranfaétions,
they might have been lefs expofed, if not lefs criminal.

SuouLp any one be of opinion that too great a Free-
dom has been taken with thefe dignified Profeffors, in
the courfe of this Reply, let the Provocation prove
‘our Apology ; and furely fome little fpirited Sallies
may be excufed when it is confidered, that not onl
the Livelibood of Mr. Lee was to be the Victim of his
Opponents Malice, but every Page of their Perform-
ance is pointed at his Reputation, and calculated to
{tigmatize him with the odious Crimes of Suporwa-
TioNn and ImprosTURE ; yet, however deficient Mr.,
Lee may be thought in point of Decency, he is deter-
mined not to offend in point of Gratitude, but make
this public Acknowledgement of his Obligations to
thefe Gentlemen, for the additional Emoluments he
has experienced in Practice from their Oppofition, tho’
perbaps an accidental Advantage they by no means
intended him,

@%@@@@@@@@@@@
POSTSCRIPT

: S, by way of Poftfcript, a Letter is added in

proof of the new difcovered Virtue of the
‘Trufs, to render Men ferviceable, we fhall produce a
recent Inftance to prove that neither this miraculous
Moachine, or even our Serjeants Fudgment itfelf, is
fufficient to prevent ferviceable Men from being deem-
cd, and paid, as wnferviceable.

Josepn
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Josepu Puirrips, late of the Hon. Colonel Hozw-
ard’s Regiment, aged 48, was difcharged at Invernefs
in Oélober 1752, and admitted on the Chelfea Penfion
in the December following, for a Rupture; he was
fent by his Colonel (with two others who were dif-
charged the fame Regiment for the fame Complaint)
to Mr. Lee about two months f{ince, who infpeted
them and informed the Colonel that Phillips was not
ruptured : the Colonel told him he muft certainly be
miftaken, for not only the Surgeon of the Regiment
had certified it, but he had been reported fo on the
Examination of the Surgeons at Chelfea. Mr. Lee ftill
perfifted in his ﬂpinion, and propofed fatisfying the
Colonel, with any other Gentlemen he fhould think
proper, in this point: accordingly, fome time after,
he attended at the Colonel’s Houfe, where, in the
Prefence of feveral Perfons of Quality and Diftinction,
he tapped the Scrotum and brought away above a
Quart of Water. ————— What opinion muft the
Public then entertain of our Serjeant’s learned Ac-
COUNT OF THE NATURE OF THIS DISTEMPER,
who, it appears, was at leaft capable of miftaking
a Hydrocele tor a Ruprure.

N. B. There 1s reafon to think that many of thefe
miftaken Cafes may be found among the Pen-
fioners, and thofe on the Bounty Lift, who very
unneceffarily remain ufelefs to their King and
Country, and burthenfome to the Revenue.

i e T

ErRRATA.

P. 35. Lin¢ 4. for Curtis read Storey.
P. 37. Line 14. for Curtis read Tanner.


















