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Advertifement.

HE Author begs leave to inform the

public, that he has been long conver-
fant in the method of Inoculation treated of
in the following pages; has been feveral years
entrufted, by the Sutton-family, with all the fe-
crets of their practice and medicines ; with the
principal conduét of their foreign bufinefs and
connections, and is now commiflioned by them,
by articles authenticated under the great Seal of
London, to regulate and extend their art over
the Kingdom of Ireland. This commiffion he
fhall ufe his utmoft endeavours to execute in the
beft manner for the fafety and benefit of the
public 1a general ; by giving the greateft atten-
tion to the practice, and taking into partner-
fhip men of abilities” and eminence in their
proteflion,

Mr. Samuel White’s, Grafion-ftreet,
Dublin, Aprilg, 1768.
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INTRODUCTION.

H E Small-pox, tho’ mnot a
native of Great-Britain, has

been fo long ingrafted in it, that
it 18 now become a general and
national difeafe. Nor 1s it ever pol-
fible to banifh it from thefe realms,
without dropping all intercourfe
with foreign nations, and putting
a f{top to a commerce that extends
to every part of the globe, This
confideration of the uniyerfality,
added to the fubtle contagion and
fpeedy fatality of the Small-pox,
throws a gloom, 1n general, on
‘people’s ‘minds, and gives them
the utmoft difquietude, in not be-
ing fecure from the attack of fo
dangerous an enemy to life. And
indeed,
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indeed, the diftrefs of fuch perfons
1s not to be adjudged a ridiculous
and extravagant apprehenfion, {ince
daily experience confirms a havock
made by this diftemper; aggrava-
ted, perhaps, with the fudden lofs
of an affe&tionate hufband, a ten-
der wife, an only child, or a fin-
cere friend. With feveral, the ap-
prehenfion operates {o forcibly, that
no 1inconfiderable detriment to their
affairs enfue. For how many weigh-
.ty concerns of bufinefs are neglect-
ed, and how many Iucky oppor-
tunities are refufed, from a dread
of meeting this mortal foe! And
when pleafure invites to public a-
mufements, how f,requent]}r does the
alarming thought {poil mirth, and
e ﬂm,%e t;ﬂc, heart in the ff*:c{;} of

Jjoyy Jforrowful. ”

As
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AS every age, fex and confti-
tution are fubject to this plague,
melancholy would the refletion be,
was not 1noculation, that happy
means, difcovered to alleviate the
diftemper, and  free us from the
ravages and danger of it. But hap-
y as the difcovery was for man-
kind, Inoculation, like other Arts,
has been e:{tremely flow in its pro-
grefs; owing,  perhaps, to the
fluggith = genmas of the country
where firft practiced, or to the
prejudices of thole nations, where
introduced and attempted to be ef-
tablifhed. But its progrefs, in Eu-
rope, feems to have been much re-
tarded by the 1ill fuccefs of the
firft artifts; whole patients (exclu-
five of many that died) had the
difeafe fo extremely heavy, that
little eflential difference was per-
ceived between the natural Small-
pox, and that conveyed by ino-

culation.
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culation.—---- However within the
laft twelve years the practice of
inoculation has taken rapid ftrides
towards the fummit of perfe&tion ;
has broke loofe from the i{hackels
of i1gnorance and prejudice, and
like the fun, unveiled from a thick
cloud, fhines, at this moment, 1n its
full {fplendour. -—-The merit of this
perfection I fhall readily attribute,
without the leaft apprehenfion of be-
ing contradiéted, to the fkill and in-
defatigable labours of the Sutton fa-
mily, who now practice inoculation
in England with the moft fingular
and unparalelled fuccefs ; and who,
by means of refpe&able partners are
extending their art over all Europe,
as will more fully appear in the
following T'reatife.

INDIS-



INDISPUTABLE FACTS

RELATIVE TO 'THE

SUTTONIAN ART, {&c.

T may not be improper to premife the
I reafons that induced the author to trouble
the public with thefe. obfervations. The Sut-
tonian art of inoculation having met with confi-
derable encouragement in Ireland from  the
practice of Meflrs. Blake and Sparrow, furge-
ons and partners to the Sutton-family, and
many applications from feveral of the faculty
in this kingdom having been made, re-
quefting to be appointed agents for extending
the faid practice; the aunthor was fixed
on to be fent to execute this bufinefs, to

inftruct and appoint partners in the Sutton
name, and to ufe every means to put their

art on the moft fafe and refpectable footing.
B On
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On his arrival, a few days fince, in Dublin,
he found that feveral unfavourable afperfi-
ons had been thrown out againft the prac-
tice, which, falfe, wunreafonable, and un-
phyfical (if I may fo fpeak) as they are,
have gained ground, tho’ they feem but too
evident the artfice of thofe whofe intereft is
more immediately hurt by the Suttonfan art.
Be this as it may, I have thought it neceffa-
ry to lay before the public feveral circum-
ftances, from which they will be better ena-
bled to draw conclufions and form opinions
of the practice, than from flying and fufpi-
cious report. At the fame time, perhaps,
the writer does not vainly flatter himfelf, that
the following pages will give fatisfaction
to many in this kingdom, who wifh to have
a particular information of .a practice fo fin-
gular and fuccefsful in itfelf, fo much calcu-
lated for the fafety and happinefs of man-
kind, and which is fo rapidly extending over
the World.

The @ra of the Suttoman difcoveries in
art of inoculation was 1755. And here for
a moment would I ftop and afk, who is
the man that will ftep forth and fay, #He
snoculated *in the prefent method before that peri-
od! Some prattitioners have fince, indeed,

privately picked up the faplefs limbs which
the
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the Suttons lopped from their tree of know-
ledge; but thefe, if their confcience go-
verns, muft acknowledge the genuine root,
notwithftanding they will never be able, wsth-
out leave and affiffance to climb the tree and
tafte the fruit. But to the purpofe———Mr.
Robert Sutton, fen. who is now living at Fra-
mingham-Earl, near Norwich in England, is
by profeflion a furgeon and apothecary, and
ated as fuch many years before he practiced
inoculation. I mention this circumftance the
more fully, becaufe it has been infinuated,
among other things, 1n order to difcre-
dit his art, that the inventor could lay
but little claim to. medical erudition, But
notwithftanding many valuable difcoveries
might and have been made, in the arts and
fciences, by men who are no proficients there-
in, yet the above infinuation 1s totally ground-
lefs; and will give the propagator of it an
opportunity of being afthamed by his own
enquiry. I have the happinefs to be moft
intimately acquainted with Mr. Sutton, and
am pofitive that his fkill in medicine infinite
ly exceeds the knowledge of many a prag-
matical coxcomb who has cenfured his prac-
tice. But his fkill, if compared to his dif-
pofition, 1s rivalled; and the many hundreds
of poor he has ordered to be inoculated gra-
us, has defervedly gained him an efteem in
| B 3 his
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his neighbourhood, which few can boaft of
But however pleafing it may be for me to
dwell on his private character, I fhall haften
to bring him on the ftage of the public.

Some little time before the above memorable
@&ra, Mr, Sutton had his eldeft fon inoculated
by a furgeon of his acquaintance. He had
the Small-pox extremely heavy, and it was
with the utmoft difficulty that his life was
faved. Mr, Sutton was fo much concerned
and tortured, as it were, for a while, for the
fate of his fon; and the extreme danger to
which he had expofed him, had fuch an ef-
fet on his mind, that he determined, from
the moment of his recovery, to dedicate his
thoughts folely to the Small-pox; to endea-
vour te inveftigate a means, whereby the
force of that diftemper might be, leflened,
and danger, if poflible, prevented by inocu-
lation. After fome months intenfe ftudy and
confideration, he had conceived (as he exprefl-
es it) a confufed number of things, relative
to medicine, operation, manner of conduct-
ing patients thro’ the feveral ftages of the
diforder, &c. &c. which were fo interwoven
in his brain, that his greateft difficulty (as he
afferts) was to reduce his thoughts into any
order, This however, was at length perform-
ed, and his plan had the appcarance of re-

gularity
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gularity at leaft. But all was yet untried, and
doubt and diffidence were - powerful. On a
‘maturer examination of his plan, hope ra-
ther than confidence was perdominant, ’T'was
probable, he faid, that he might fucceed, and
his intention was good. As he cannot, it
is impoflible for me to defcribe the alternate
agitations of his mind. Let it fuffice to fay,
that after many wavering refolutions he deter-
mined to make an experiment of his new
and fingular plan. He did fo, but had pre-
vioufly taken the greateft precaution, and faw
that the patient obferved the ftricteft prepa-
ration and rcgimen. The iffue of his expe-
ryiment made him the happieft of men.
He quickly repeated it and with equal
{fuccefs. A feries of tryals foon follow-
ed, and convinced him that he had made
fome valuable difcoveries for the benefit of
his fellow-creatures. This reflection, he has
aflured me, carried with it an infinite re-
compence of reward; which, I am confident,
from my knowledge of the man, is the on-
ly recompence. he would have withed to re-
ceive, had not the thought of benefiting his
large family by the difcovery, tenderly and
naturally occurred. And who, with candour
and juftice, can ftigmatife this intention with
the epithets, mean and felfith! The govern-
ment has frequently honoured far lefs noble

difcoveries
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difcoveries with ample premiums: on which
account, I would intimate, with the utmoit
fubmiflion, that had a public reward been
offered, the Sutton family would have long
fince divulged every eflential of their prac-
tice. But this being adjudged undeferved, or
perhaps, never thought of, the Suttons have
endeavoured, by means of partners, to ren-
der their art general, for the benefit of man-
kind, and for their own private emolument.

Mr. Sutton, at the time of his difcoveries,
had eight fons, moft of them getting into
manhood, and three daughters. His firft ftep
therefore, after he had the fulleft conviction
of the juftnefs of his practice, was to com-
municate to his three eldeft fons the prineiples of
his method of inoculation.———— Here was
an interval of fome years, during which 1
can give the reader no other fatisfaction,
than that thefe fons continued with their fa-
ther, under his nftruction, and endeavoured
jointly with him, from rather a private and
confined practice, to difcover, if pofiible, any
new lights, that may tend to render their
future praétice more accurate and perfet.——
About the year 1561, the abovementioned
fons' were on the point of feperating, 1n or-
der to make public and eftablifh their fin-
gular method of inoculation; which intenti-

on
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on feemed to have been retarded by a me-
lancholy accident in the family; no lefs than
the fudden death of the fecond fon (f I mif-
take not) who was unfortunately killed on the
{pot, as he was one day out a fhooting, and
carelesly going through a hedge with his
gun cocked. Soon after however the eldeft
fon, Mr. Robert Sutton fettled at Bury St
Edmunds, a capital place in the adjoining
county of Suffolk. Here the practice met
with confiderable encouragement; more in-
deed than could be expeéted, as it was dia-
metrically contrary to the then prefent methed.
But ftill it was confined to a fmall diftnét,
nor had Fame as yet founded her trump for
thefe candidates. 'The fuccefs, notwithftanding,
that the eldeft fon met with, encouraged the
third fon, Mr. Daniel Sutton, to fettle at In-
gateftone in Effex the adjoining County to his
brother. This was about the latter end of
the year 1962. For the firft three months
he had nota fingle patient, altho’ he repeat-
edly advertifed his practice in the county pa-
pers. Difpirited and almoft on the point of
quiting the field, he thought of the expedi-
ent of inoculating fome poor people gratis,
But {o great was apprehenfion, and prejudice
fo prevalent, that it was not without the moft
earneft intreaties he prevailed on a few to
permit the operation. Succefs {miled on

him;
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him; and the patients were thankful ; In

gratitude they were rich; their hearts were

warm in his praife, but the tale was heard on-

ly at their humble fire’s fide. Yet poverty has

its power, and humility, influence ; for a few

days after, two or three poor families volun-

tary came to him, and begged the blefling of

his art, as they exprefled themfelves. He re-

joiced in the opportunity, and fuccefs was fo

much his friend that not one of the patients

was confined a moment to bed. The united

voices of thefe, added to the loud praife and

pofitive declarations of the former, gained cre-

dit with fome neighbouring families who rofe

fomewhat above the level of poverty and dif

trefs. They were curious; they fought

" in themfelves experience, and were convinced.
It would be no lefs tedious than frivo-
lous to continue to thow by what flender begin-
nings, by what gradual fteps, the practice, un-
der, Mr. Daniel Sutton, gained ground. In
fhort, by the beginning of the year 1764, he
had inoculated a very confiderable number of
of patients frem divers parts of Effex and other
counties. But an occurrence in his practice hap-
pened about this tme, which, as it is unprece-
dented, ought defervedly to be particularly
mentioned. The Small-pox had broke
out violently at the borough town of Malden
in Eflex ; which daily fwept off feveral of the
inha-
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inhabitants. The diftemper, not having been
in the town for many years, greatly alarmed
the people; who were the more concerned as
they were apprehenfive their market would
be ruined, if the difeafe continued any time.
It was propofed therefore by the heads of the
town, that every perfon fhould be inoculated
who chofe it. A fubfcription was inftantly fet
on foot to defray the expences of inoculating
the poor: Mr, Daniel Sutton was ap-
plied to; he undertook it on very reafonable
terms, and on one day inoculated four-hundred
and feventeen poor, befides feventy of the tradef-
people and gentry. They were from eighty
years of age down to one month; the
major part of them followed their particular
cccupations during the whole procefs not
one died ; and in lefs than three weeks from
the operation, not ten'perfons in the place re-
mained to have the Small-pox. Speedy means
were ufed to cleanfe the town from infection -
the market revived, and the public were
left in equal furprife and admirarion of the fafe-
ty of the practice, and fkill of the operator.
"This faét is notorious, and is alone fufficient, in
the eye of candour, to characterife and eftablith
the Suttonian art for ever.

& Fame
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Fame now expanded her wings, and exten-
fively proclaimed the merit and fuccefs of the
Suttons, The father had large praétice in Nor-
folk ; Mr. Robert Sutton, jun. had full employ
in Suffolk ; and Mr. Daniel Sutton, more than he
could attend, without the utmoft fatigue, in
Effex. — The father had not been idle nei-
ther in refpect to his other fons ; one of whom,
William, he had already fixed at Barnet, about
ten miles from London ; where he was acquiring
much bufinefs; and three others were almoft
qualified to follow the example of their bro-
thers. This was the {ituation of things,
about the year 1765, when the fluices of ma-
lice, envy and detraction were opened againft
this new mode of ineculation. Old practitioners
were alarmed for their practice ; and many who
had confiderable incomes from attending pati-
ents under the natural Small-pox, afraid they
fhould have nothing to do. It is {carce conceiv-
able that human nature can be fo depraved and
cruel, as to oppole a practice becaufe it leflens the
weight of a moft dreadful diftemper. Or in
other words, that there thould be men {o devoid
of humanity, as privately to wifh, from views
of felf intereft, to fee their fellow creatures la-
bour under a moft horrible difeafe, rather than
encourage and recommend a practice, which

{ubdues the tyrannous plague; and which, it
can
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can be demonftrated, has fucceeded in above fif-
ty thoufand inftances. I fhould think myfelf
highly culpable to pafs this fevere cenfure did
not the ftrongeft evidence juftify me. To fuch a
length was the oppofition carried in f{everal parts,
that profecutions were commenced againit the Sut
tons for nuifances ; but which were as conftantly
quafhed by lord Mansfield, or by Grand. juries.
When the difappointed and inveterate enemies
were baffled at law, they had recourfe to dirty
{currility, and prupogated the moft mean and ri-
diculous falfhoods, Some reported it was not
the Small-pox the Suttons inoculated; others,
that their patients had the diftemper a fecond
time ; fome, that their medicines diffolved the
bones of patients, which when broken could ne-
ver be fet again; others, that dreadful effeéts
would appear at fome diftant period ; but when,
or what effects nobody pretends to determine -
again, fome reported that the Suttons ino-
culated other diforders with the Small-pox ; o-
thers, that Bath, Scarborough, and Tunbridge
were filled with their patients, labouring under
diversdreadful diftempers; with many fuch-like
afperfions, equally abfurdand groundlefs.
Againft the united oppofition of a multitude did
this practice ftand; thro’ all the dirt of feurrili-
ty has 1t waded, and over malice, envy, detrac-
tion and fophiftry doesit triumph,

s The
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The beginning of the year 1766, Meflrs. Sut-
tons, particularly Mr. Daniel, had fuch exten-
five bufinefs, that it was impoflible tocarry it on
without the afliftance of partners. Mr. Peale,
an eminent {urgeon, was appointed for the coun-
ty of Kent; in which he inoculated, within
eight months, above five thoufand perfons ; with
the lofs only of a carpenter’s apprentice at Chat-
ham in that county; which patient was proved
by affidavits to have been four times drunk dur-
ing his inoculation, The practice having
made, by this time, a great noife in London, Mr.
Daniel Sutton was advifed and much invited to
remove from Ingateftone to Town. Hefoen
complied with the numerous requefts, and pur-
chafed a moft elegant houfe, near Hyde-park,
for the reception of patients. The pro-
orefsof the practice in {feveral parts of England,
was now too rapid for my pen to keep pace with
it. Every paper throughout the kingdom eccho-
ed with its fuccefs, Eminent phyficians and fur-
ons were daily applying to the family to be ap-
pointed partners for particular counties, or for
foreign parts, Connections have been made with
many gentlemen of the faculty, while others
continue ftill to apply for that purpofe Such
was, and is, at this hour, the encouragement
and popularity of the Suttonian art. As it may

be fatisfactory to the public, I fhall here intro-
duce
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duce an account of the prefent places of prac-
tice and refidence of the Sutton family, and
thofe of all the gentlemen now in actual part-
nerfhip with them. This may alfo prevent the
public from being impofed on by thofe preten-
ders, who advertife that they practice the new
method of inoculation, or according to the Surzs-
nian method. 'The names of fuch gentlemen,
as may in future be appointed partners, elpeci-
ly in this kingdom, fhall be publickly certified,
At prefent, the following is a perfect lift of all
who are acquainted with the knowledge and
principles of the Suttonian practice of Ino-
culation,

Framingham-
Mr. ROBERT SUTTON, fen. { Earl
Norfolk, |

Mr. Robert Sutton, jun. } P

Jofeph Power, M, D. partner,

Meflrs. Dan. Sutton,
Will. Sutton, } London.
Peale, partner.

Mr. Jofeph Sutton,
J Siill padier } Oxford.

Mr. Tho. Sutton, Newport, Ifle of Wight
Mr. Jas. Sutton, Wakefield, Yorkfhire.

Mr. Heuitt, fon-in-law to Mr Sutt::-n,} Ha
Alex. Sutherland, M. D, partmer, gue.

Mr.
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Mr. Shuttleworth, fon-in-law, &c.
Birmingham, Warwickfhire.

Meflrs. Rodbard,
Ford, } Briftol.
Ludlow.
Mr. Read, Gloucefter.
Mr. Vaux, Hereford.

Mr. Vaux, junior,  Worcefter.

Mefrs. 'i'Iﬁ:i’i'liE:lllcm’ } Salifbury,

Mr. Jones, Bradford, Wilts.
Mr. Marfh, Highworth,
Meflrs. Smiths Winchefter,
Mr. Jones, : Portfmﬂuth,} tiant,
Meflrs. Sampfon,  Sherborn,

Jey, Maiden Newton, } Dorfet.
Mr. Affey Taunton, Somerfet,
Mefirs. Bromley, Exetér,

Hooper, Plymouth, } rasak 5
Mr. Campble, Truro, Cornwell.
Mr. Steed. Ingateftone, Effex.
Mr. Buck, Ipfwick, Suffolk,
Mr. Argles, Wifbeach, Cambridgefh,
Meflrs. Byne, Chertley,

Newland, Guilford, 3 Surry,

Kerr, Darking,
Mr. Barnwell, Suffex.

Meflrs,
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Meflrs. Levet, } Buckingham,

Saunders,
Pent, © Terners, Buckingham,
Mr. Bond, Northampton,
Mr. Richardfon, Huntingdon.
Meflrs. Bevil, = Manchefter, T anaafh: 1
Goodwin,  Liverpool, e
Mr. Lynn, Shrewfbury, Shropfhire.
John Denman, M. D. Bakewell, Derbyfhire,
Tho. Rutherford, M. D. Durham.

Meflrs. Lyde, Brechnockfhire,
Wales,

.Bevan, Glanmorganthire,
Mefirs. Houlton,
Blake, Dublin,
Sparrow,
_ John Haley, M. D. Cork.

- John Mongan, M. D. Strabane, Tyrone
Meflrs. Vachell,

Ward, Soon to be appointed
Shields, to particular diftricts
Arnold, in Ireland.

Mr. Jewitt, Jamaica.

Mr. Smith, Virginia,

No
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No perfon is at prefent in connection with the
Sutton family whofe name is not to be found in
this lift. Some other gentlemen, indeed, are in
treaty to go abroad, the Suttons having been
honoured with invitations from feveral foreign
courts, and repeated applications from the prin-
cipal inhabitants of many capital places. Itis
certainly no lefs juft to the above gentlemen than
to the public, to fpecify their namesand diftricts
of their pratice, in order to prevent impofiti-
ons ; asitis natural to {uppofe that the great fuc-
cefs attending, and emoluments arifing from the
futtonian art, may induce many to become imi-
tators of their method of inoculation. And in
fatk this is fo much the cafe, that in every coun-
ty in England you meet with the advertifements
of thefe pretenders and itinerants ; whofe fre-
quent bad fuccefs has not a little hurt the real
practice ; as they were fuppofed to be in partner-
thip with the Suttons. Some of them as before
obferved, advertife that they inoculate according
to the new method ; others according to the Sut-
tonian method , while others have the modefty to
deck their impofition with the ftile of, “ The
¢ Suttonian art improved, > without having ever
acquired a tittle of the artitfelf. Nay fome of
thefe pretenders have not only the aflurance to
impofe on the public themfelves, under colour of
practifing the new difcovered method, but actu-

ally
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ally appoint their agents for the fame purpofe,
Some, I am informed fince my arrival in Ireland,
are now travelling over feveral partsof the king-
dom, and are fent out by two perfons in Eng-
land who call themfelves Porter and Perfeét.
But I can pofitively aflure the public, that not
even their principals, Porter and Perfect, much
lefs their agents, ever had the leaft conneétion
with the Suttons. Whatever their pratice is, it
is their own. They may have gathered, indeed,
fome trifiing advantages from the outlines of the
Suttonian art, but in regard to the medicines,
the principles or fundamentals of the practice, on
which its great fafety, fuccefs and fingularity
depend, neither they nor any man will ever afs
certain, unlefs communicated to them,

[ fhall now take fome notice of the refpect that
has been paid to the Suttonian art of inoculati-
on by feveral eminent men of the faculty.
The learned Dr. Baker, phyfician to her Majefty’s
houfhold, was the firft who publithed his opinion
of the praétice. His pamphlet appeared about
two years fince ; in which he enquired into the
caufes of the fuccefsof inoculation, as practiced
by a certain perfon and bis fons, (as he terms the
Sutton family) in feveral parts of the kingdom.
Dr. Baker had imbibed ftrong prejudices a-
gainft the old method of inoculation, and there-
fore feemed pleafed, thro’ the whole of his pam-

i phlet,
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phlet, with the new practice of which he had
received many particular accounts. But as thefe
accounts could furnifh Dr. Baker with no certain
information relative to the principlesof the prac-
tice, he attributed the fuccefs of it, in general
terms, to the free ufe of cold air. This en-
quiry was followed by a letter from Dr. Glafs,
an eminent phyfician at Exeter, to Dr. Baker ;
in which he alfo mentions to have received many
particular accounts of the practice of inoculati-
on by acertain family. Dr. Glafs was rather pre-
judiced in favour ofthe old method, and there-
fore gave it as his opinion, that the fuccefs of the
Suttonian practice wasfounded on a critical per-
Spiration. — T hefe pamphlets were foon fucceeded
by another from Mr. Chandler, a Surgeon of con-
fiderable repute at Canterbury. Mr. Chandler
was fo fully convinced of the rectitude of the
Suttonman art, that he ftrove moft earneftly to
driccever the principlesof it, and to copy it in his
own practice. He fays,  every part of Mr.
¢ Sutton’s practice fhows the moft accurate judg-
““ment.” From hence an indifferent perfon
would beapt to conclude that Mr. Chandler had
.difcovered the art, even to the very minuti® of
it. But the fagacious  obferver will not, per-
haps, draw confident conclufions from Mr.
Chandler’s treatife, when he 1s told, that this

gentleman differs very effentially from the above
phyficians,’
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phyficians, and attributes the {fuccefs of the Sut-
tons to their inoculating patients with crude va-

riolous lymph.

Dr. Dimfdale next appeared on this fubject.
His treatife is written with the beft intention and
with the utmoft candour ; and at once evinces the
author to be a fcholar and a gentleman: but
whether his pratice of inoculation 1s built on
futtonian principles I fhall prefently enquire.
———Dr. Dimfdale informs us by his preface,
Shat he practifed inoculation many years before
he adopted his prefent method ; that he had con-
fiderable {uccefs, but yet faw much reafon for
mprovements from the many inconveniencies
and uncertainty that attended the praltice. On
which account he exprefles himfelf in the fol-
lowing warm and grateful manner ;  “ In this
¢ fituation I firft heard, and with the utmoft f{a-
“ tisfaction, thatin fome parts of the nation,
¢ a new and more fuccefsful method of inocula-
“ tung was difcovered, than had hitherto been
¢ practifed ; of which the relators gave moft in-
¢ credible accounts.”  And page %8, he fays,
¢ The reports, however, of this practice ftill
¢ gained ground, and upon the ftricteft enqui-
 ry, 1found they were for the moft part true,
“ and that fuch who were treated in this way,
“ pafled thro’ the diftemper in a more favoura-
“ ble manner than my own patients, or thofe of

D 2 “ the
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¢ the moft able practitioners in the old method
¢ of inoculation;” and in the next page he
adds; * all doubts were at laft removed by the
#¢ authenticated accounts that I received of thefe
“ particulars, and of the good fuccefs that at-
¢« tended the practice. ” From thefe paf-
{ages it appears that Dr. Dim{dale had conceived
the fulleft conviction of the juftnefs and fafety
of the new difcoveries in inoculation ; and there-
fore “ as he thinks it our duty to avail ourfelves
¢ as much as poflible of all difcoveries tending
¢« to the common benefit, he embraced every
¢ juft opportunity of informing himfelf of fadls,
« circumftances, and events, that either public
“ fame or more precife relations brought to
be i The refult of all this was, that
Di. Dimfdale relinquifhed his old method of ino-
culation, and founded a practice on what report
had told him of the new. Hehas the ingeniouf-
nefs to acknowledge this ; gives the merit where
due, and {peaks of * thofe being entitled to our
¢ gratitude who affifted us in this important
¢ procefs.

That Dr. Dimfdale is a worthy good man;
that he acquired knowledge from all he could
difcover of the Suttorian practice, and that he is
a refpe€table inoculator, I readily allow; but
that he has inveftigated the main principles of
the new method, is acquainted with the medi-

cines
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cines, and knows for what reafons, and under
what circumftances they are adminiftered, I
~mutft as readily deny. Pofitive proof of this it
is impoflible for me to give, confiftent with my
engagements ; but the following circumitantial
evidence muft have weight in the eye of can-
dour. '

As it cannot be pretended that the Suttons
ever communicated any part of their knowledge
to Dr. Dimfdale, let us for a moment confider
how much of the practice it was poffible for him
or any man to acquire from repors. And that
the fulleft evidence may be given which the na-
ture of the thing will admit. I will fuppofe that
the Dr. received the authenticated accounts he
{peaks of, from numbers of patients inoculated
by the Suttons. ‘The fum, then, of their uni-
ted informations could amount to no more than
this: ¢ That they were prepared with two or
¢ three dofes of medicines which differed in
“ quantity according to their different ages;
#¢ that the preparative medicines for children
“ were not of the fame colour as thofe for a-
¢ dults:— that the operation on their arm
was very {light ; that the Suttons frequently
examined their incifion, after which they
would give one, two, three, or more pills:
that a child was fometimes ordered three pills,
when a robuft man, ioculated at the fame
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 time, took but one: that the pills operated
‘ on fome by ftool ; toothers were diuretic, and
¢ on fome they had no fenfible effect at all :
“ that about the eight or ninth day from the
“ operation, they fickened; when fome had
“ pills given them, others a hquor called
“ punch. The day after the appearance of the
¢ eruptions, fome were ordered to eat meat and
“ drink wine, while others were to abftain;
¢“ and that fome few were ordered meat and
“ wine even before the eruption. > ——— No
more information, if {o much, could be given
by the patients; from all which not a ray of light
was to be feen, much lefs the principles of the
practice dilcovered. For the patients could nei-
ther intimate the compofition or nature of the
medicines they took, as they differed in therr
operation on different perfons: but more efpe-
cially were they ignorant of the reafons for
which the medicines were adminiftered. They
were as much at a lofs to guefs what induced’
the operator fo frequently to view the incifion;
what were the {ymptoms he faw or withed to
fee ; and whether the pills he adminiftered were
given 1n confequence of a good or bad appear-
ance. They were as compleatly ignorant of
the nature of the management during the erup-
tive ftate, and wholly at a lofs to account for
the difference they obferved in the treatment of

patients ;




g 13

patients; which varied in each of them in fome
ftage of the difeafe or other. Four perfons, for
example, were inoculated the fame time, when
on the fubfequent day two pills were given to
one, four to another, a powder to the third, and
nothing to the fourth; to reconcile which they
were as unable, as to folve many other fingula-
rities they obferved in the courfe of the prac-
tice,

- No one I flatter myfelf, can accufe me of fo-
phiftry or want of candour in the above repre-
fentation. Itis a juft and fair one; and the de-
ductions I would wifh to make muft be obvioug
to every reader. 1 am rot difputing the efficacy
or fafety of Dr. Dimf{dale’s pratice, nor that of
any other man : all that I infift on is, that the
Suttonian art of innoculation is fingular, is con-
fined to thémfelves and partners, and cannot be
attained by repor. 'The externals of the practice
are feen, but their fundamentals are hid; and
will remain fo, unlefs the learned of  the faculey
fhake off a few of their {tubborn tbeoretical pre-
Judices, whichhave for centuries paft blinded their
underftandings and led them into error. 1 will
prefume to go a ftep farther and affert, that]
4m poﬁtivé the meaneft of the Suttonian artifts
would gladly enter the lifts with the firft phyfici-
an in the world, and inoculate with him head
for -head. "The Sutton family have long

moft
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moft earneftly wifhed that the government
would order a public tryal tobe made by the fe-
veral artifts who boaft of their practice of ino-
culation. The fubjeét is certainly of {ufficient
mement to deferve it. Were three or four
hundred orphans appointed for the purpofe, all
cavalling would end ; honour would be adjudged
where due, and the fuperiority of the practice
afcertained by comparifon. It would then ap-
pear that numbers were mere pretenders to the
art, that a private family had merited the uni-
verfal thanks of mankind, and that ¢ a few fo-
“ lid practical obfervations (as Dr. Baker ob-
“ ferves) are of more real value, than all the
“ unfupported theories which the art of man
¢ ever 1nvented.

The publications hitherto mentioned were all
in favour of the Suttonian method: but two
pamphlets fucceeded Dr. Dimfdale’s, which
were manifeftly wrote to depreciate and decry
the pra&tice; one by a Dr, Langton, the other
by Mr. Bromfield, furgeon to the Princefs Dow-
ager of Wales, Dr. Langton endeavoured
to prove that it was not the Small-pox the Sut-
tons inoculated, in oppofition to above forty
thoufand inftances. Mr. Bromfield ftrove to
overturn the practice by preferting us with an
account of the fuccefs of his own method, and

finding
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finding great fault with every other. Thefe

two gentlemen attacked the Suttons with fuch
inveteracy and indeed downright {currility, that
the difcerning |public juftly fufpected their inte-
reft to be much hurt by the new practice, and
defpifed their publications. However Dr. Giles
Watts, an eminent phyfician, was charitably
concerned for their failings ; undertook to vindi-
cate the new method of inoculation, and to an-
{wer all the obje&ions of Dr, Langton and Mr.
Bromfield. This he executed in fo candid and

fatisfactory a manner, that I doubt thofe gentle-
men will not be very fond of {peedily appear-
ing again in print.

Previous to Dr, Watts’s vindication of the
new method, I fhould inform the reader that
the author has not the leaft acquaintance
or connettion with the Suttons. He feems to
have wrote from the fulleft convition of the |,
fuperiority of their practice, (having had four
of his children inoculated by Mr. Peale, their
partner) and with a moft benevolent defign ; to
expofe funifter objections, and to recommend a
method calculated for the good of his fellow-
creatures. Dr. Watts obferves in his preface,
¢ When Mr. Sutton firft came into Kent to ino-
culate, and fuch ftrange accounts were almoft
daily received of the furprifing fuccefs of his
practice, as were enough to ftagger the faith of

E any
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any man, he himfelf, amongft others, was mi+ h
inclined to {uppofe there was fome deception or
other in the matter. However ashe had for ma-
ny years entertained an opinion thatit was in the
power of art to render the Small-pox much
lighter on patients, than it generally proved in
the old way of inoculation, he was willing to
fufpend his opinion of the matter, ’till he could
have an opportunity of feemg, himfelf, fome
of Mr. Sutton’s patients actually under the dif-
temper. Several {uch opportunities foon offer-
ed : and the author had many times occular de-
monftration, not only that the diftemper was
extremely light on Mr. Sutton’s patients, but
alfo that 1t was the trwe genuine Small-pox
on which he was now no longer furprifed at the
many accounts he had before heard of this gen-
tleman’s great fuccefs.” Dr. Watts concludes
his pamphlet as follows; “ I cannot forbear
thinking, that as the difcovery of the prefent
improved method is an honour to the author of
i, fo it refleCks likewife the higheft degree of
credit upon the art of medicines in general, that
it 1s thus enabled to triumph over a cruel and
mercilefs diftemper, which has, for fome centu-
ries paft, committed greater ravages amongft
the human {pecies, than famine, the fword, or
even, perhaps the peftilence itfelf. ”

About
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About this time alfo appeared a pamphiet by
Dr. Thomas Rufton, a phyfician well known in
London. His treatife related chiefly to the prac-
tice of inoculation in America, but neverthelefs
he could not help paying the following compli-
ment to the new difcovered method. “ The
authors (fays Dr, Rufton) of the chief perform-
ances that have been written of late, have pro-
tfefled no more than to attempt to find out a me-
thod, which has hitherto with great care been
kept a fecret; andfuch a curiofity wasfufficient-
ly juttihable from the amazing fuccefs that bas ar-
tended that prallice. Dr. Rufton thinks
the fuccefs 1s principally owing to evacnations.

The laft pamphlet on the fubject was publifh-
ed a few months fince, written by Dr. Watfon,
a member of the royal college of phyficians.

Dr. Watfon’s planis only to give an account of
the fuccefs of inoculation in the foundliug hof-
pital in London, towhich he isone of the phyfi-
cians, It cannot therefore be expeéted that
a gentleman will fpeak very fanguinely in favour
of a practice, at a time that he is relating the
fuccefs of his own. However he pays fome ref-
pect to the Suttonian method, as follows; ¢ The
fuccefs of inoculation at the hofpital has been
fuch, as no practitioners need be afhamed of,
Very great fuccefs has likewife attended inocula-

B.a 1on
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tion in many parts of this kingdom; even tho’
it has of late defcended into very illiterate
hands. But among thefe laft, I do not mean to
include a cerzain family, who has practiced inocu-
lation with great fuccefs. They have deferved
well, not only on account of fome real improve-
ments they have made in this procefs, but alfo
for the confidence they have excited in the pub-
lic by which vaft numbers have been inoculated,
who otherwife would not.”

The opinion of his Majefty’s phyficians and
furgeons, concludes the notice that has been ta-
ken by the faculty of the Suttonian practice of
inoculation, But this opinion I can inform the
reader, crept into one or two of the public pa-
pers forely againft the inclinations of thofe fatel-
lites of phyfick. For it was intended only for
the fight of the imperial ambaflador, who had
made an application to the Suttons to fend an
artift to Vienna. 'The proprietors of moft of the
papers were either athamed or afraid to publifh
*1t; and lucky had it been for fome others had
f?hey taken the fame precaution. This opinion
Is {fo replete with inconfiftencies and contradicti-
ons, that it is difficulty to fay whether it is
wrote for or againft the Suttons. His Majefty’s
phyficians and furgeons condefcend to  allow
that the Suttons have made * fome improve-
ments 1n the art of inoculation, ” that by

ftrictly
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“ ftrictly adhereing to the cool regimen, by a
judicious treatment, and by an obfervance of
{fome other rules, their great {uccefs is to be af-
cribed. ” Nay thefe high and mighty ones
have the good nefsto intimate, that notwithftand-
ing the Suttons may meet with a mifcarriage or
two, yet it isno objection to their practice. But
alafs! thefe are fhort-lived compliments:
for in other parts of the opinion we are told, that
*“ the greateft fuccefs attended inoculation fefore
the time of the Suttons,” notwithftanding they
are allowed to have made improvements in the
prachice; ““ that the cool regimen has proved
unfuccefsful ’ notwithftanding they afcribe the
great fuccefs of the Suttons to their expofing pa-
tients to cold air ; and “ that their praétice has
frequently done harm,” votwithftanding they
allow a mifcarriage or two to be no objection to
7#.  But there 1s an an infinualion couched in
the concluding fentence of the opinion, which
would have better become the pens of.a fet of
Jefuits. Thus it ftands; < All their (Suttons)
improvements have been adopted by other ino-
culators, and in the hands of thefe the art feems
to be carried to very great perfection.” ‘That
is, 1n the hands of the Suttors the art 1s not car-
ried to great perfection, they being not mafters
of their own improvements. If I have given
this fentence a perverfe interpretation, his Ma-
jefty’s phyficians and furgeons intended towex-

prefs
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prefs, that others, who adopted the improve-
ments, carried the art to very great perfection,
but that the Suttons themfelves carried it to the
Freateft perfection. But 1 doubt much this laft
inteepretation ; it fuits not with the general te-
nour of the opinion ; neither would fuch a com-
pliment been pradent, if they wifthed the Suttons
not to fend an artift to Vienna,

Here then was a pofitive, magiftenal, tho’
an inconfiftent contradictory opinion of a prac-
tice given, by men, infa&, who were never
the leaft converfant init. Is not every candid
man moved with indignation when he is told
that not one of thofe mighty dictators ever faw
the progre(s of inoculation on a fingle patient of
the Suttons; much lefs know their medicines,
and the general ground work of their pradtice.
They have attributed the fuccefs of the Suttons
principally to expofing patients to co/d arr; but

 the Suttons to convince the world how totally ig-
norant his majefty’s phyficians and furgeons are
of the real caufes of their fuccefs, are ready
to enter the lifts with them for ten thoufand
pounds, will inoculate any number of patients
propofed, and will be bound not to expsfe a fin-
gle one of them to the cold air. The cold air
may be ferviceable, but it is not ndifpenfably
neceflary; and comparatively {peaking, is one
of the leaft ¢ffentzals in the Suttonian art of in-

oculation,
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oculation, ——— Their opinion affords an am-
ple field for criticifm and ridicule ; butas the
Suttons have commenced a profecution againft
their high mightineffes, I fhall leave them to a
Court, that will doubtlefs, juftly reward them
for truth and candour, for their impartial and dif-
tnterefled conduct.

Thus have I taken notice of every publicati-
on, pro and con, relative to the Suttonian prac-
tice. Many are the eminent phyficians, whofe
names I could with to mention, who dai-
ly enforce it by their recommendation. Sir
JohnPringle, has, indeed, fo publickly efpoufed
the practice, at home and among his learned
phyfical acquaintance at foreign courts, that the
Suttons are happy always to acknowledge the ho-
nour with the utmoft gratitude,

Nothing throws greater influence and cre-
dit on the Suttonian art, than the various caufes
to which the foregoing writers have affigned the
fuccefs of it. Difference of opinion in {o eflfen-
tial & point, is a plain demonftration that there
is fomething fingular, fomething more in the
practice than they are able to fathom. Had the
Suttons only  obferved common and former
rules” as his majefty’s phyficians and furgeons
would infinuate, whence this difagreement about
the caufe of their fuccefs? what neceflity for

all
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all thefe publications? Whence this univerfal
clamour and encouragement of the practice?
But that the reader may make his own reflecti-
ons on this circumftance, I fhall give him a
full view at ence of the difference of thefe opi-
n10NS.

Dr. Baker attributes the fuccefs of the Sut-
tonian practice toa * free ufe of cold air. ”’

Dr. Glafs———— *“to a critical perfpiration.”

Mr. Chandler————*¢ to the inoculating with
crude variolous lymph. » *

Dr. Dimfdale—— ““ to the inoculating with
recent fluid matter, and in the management of
the patients at the time of the eruption. ” Que-
ry, what is that management ?

Dr. Rufton ‘““ to evacuations. ”’

His Majefty’s phyficians and furgeons———
« to expofing patients to cold air, and the ju-

dicious obfervance of fome other rules. ” Que-
ry, what rules ?

* Dr. Watts aferts page 39. ““ He has feen a great num-
ber of perfons inoculated in the new way with well con-
cofted yellow matter, taken from the natural, as ‘well as
the inoculated Small-pox, all of whom had the ::{:Hr:mper
full as lightly as thofe who have been inoculated with crude
wariolous lymph.”

Iy,
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All the above gentlemen write very fpecioufly
and pofitive ; but whom are we to credit! what
will the reader think of meif I declare,
and which I now do in the moft facred manner,
and appeal to any future dif covery of the prac
tice by the Suttons for the truth of my affertion,
that neither of the above opinions developes the
chief bafis of the Suttonion art of Inoculation.

Before I conclude, perhapsthe reader will ex-
pect that I thould mention the number of pati-
ents which have been inoculated by the Suttons
and their partners fince their difcovery of the
new method; as alfo the number that have died.
Thefe partu,ulars cannot be accurately afcertain-
'Ed, as the accounts of the foreign partners have
not as yet been delivered in, and as feveral hun«
dreds of poor have been inoculated, whofe
names were not entered. However on an exa-
mination of the family books, and thofe of 3]]
their partners in England, it appeared a few
imonths fince, that about fifty five thoufand had
been inoculated by them fince the year 1560 4
of which namber fix only had died. It has been
found, that thofe Arguments are not the beft
which prove too smuch: 1fhall not attempt there-
fore, however true, to convince the pnblic that
four of thofe fix died of accidental diforders,
which were totally independant of the {mall-

pox, and that the deathsofthe othertwo were abio
F lutely
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lutely owing to their own and friends impru-
dence and Breach of the rules prefcribed. But
if the enemies to the practice think proper, I
will allow that four times fix patients have died,
provided they will favour the public with a more
fafe and excellent method of inoculation than
the Suttonian.

On candid confideration it will appear almoft
miraculous that fo few have mifcarried, not from
inoculation, but from accidental diforders during
the time of the progrefs of it. I amnot fkilled
in the doctrine of chances; if the reader is, let
him calculate the number of deaths that may reafon
ably happen among fifty thoufand perfons from
accidental complaints, in the fpace of three weeks*
fuppofing they were all well and healthy at
the commencement of the reckoning. I doubt
not but according to the common chance
of things five times more may be expected to die
than havemifcarried under the Suttons and their
partners, If fo, how greatly may the chances
-be encreafed by including the act of inoculati-
on! And yet wefee much fewer have died in
the {pace of three weeks, whohave been made
ill, than might be expecied, independent of inocu
lation, in the {fame number of perfons, who were
perfecily healthy preceding the day of calculati
on. Add to thefe confiderations the many ex-
" = T'he time that patiemai are generally under inoculation,
cefles
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ceffes, irregularities and violations of rules pret-
cribed to the patients, their friends, or atten-
dants; the effects of which, by the bye, have
been frequently unjnftly attributed to a defici-
ency in the art itfelf, by" the prejudiced, the ig-
norant and f{elf-interefted. If thefe circum-
ftances with many others which could be menti-
oned, were weighed in the {cale of unbyafled reas
fon, the Suttonian art of inoculation would be
found not only infinitely fuperior to every other
practice exifting, but worthy the gratitude and ad
miration of mankind. Ina word was the fuccefs of
the practice examined by the ftricteft rules of im-
partiality and truth, it would be demonftrated that
its general tendency was fo beneficial to the world,
that no fingular accident, which was a f2&, much
Jes 1dle and ridiculous reports, would lay a
foundation for real objections. I obferved be-
fore, that nothing has hurt the Suttonian art o
much as the ill fuccefs of thofz who have attempt-
ed, without inftruction, to practice it, They
gull the public, by profeffing to inoculate accord-
ing to the wew method, and bring difgrace on the
true practice by their prefumption and ignorance,
The Suttonian artifts would be eafy was the pre-
judice to reft here ; but the ill fuccefs of preten-
ders and adventurers is frequently laid at the
doors of the Suttons or their partners, when
they have never feen the party who has died, or
been feverely. handled by fuch inoculation. |

could
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could inftance reports of this kind, that I have
heard repeatedly fince my atrival in Dublin.
But I will not, Icannot fuppofe the unfuccefsful
operators encouraged fuch reports ; therefore I
fhall be filent ; and indeed, no man is infallible,
All I wifh is, in juftice to the merit of the Sutto-
nian difcoveries, that every moculator would fa-
ther the offspring of his own prackice, and
that many wonld be fatsfied of the truth of a
report before they giveit credit : by which means
honour and difhonour would be afcribed where
due, and many a réputed parent of fuccefs, and ill
fuccefs would be found rot the rea/ one,

I now conclude by obferving, that I am fen-
fible many will imagine I have wrote the more
{fanguine in defence of the Suttonian practice of
“inoculation, becaufe I am interefted and con-

cened init. The fuggeftion, I confefs, is fo
natural, that it would have occurred to me in
the perfonof any other man. 1 beg leave, how-
ever, to reply, that there is not a principal cir-
cumftance in the foregoing pages, relative to the
practice, but what any one may afcertain by ea-
{y and {peedy enquiry. To the facts themfelves
I appeal. "T'o many honoured names of princes
and robility do Iappeal. To thoufands of ref~
pectable gentry, and all degrees of people, in
in England, do I thus humbly appeal fora con-
firmation of this account, of the fuperior fafety
ard eafe, the {ingular difpatch, and unparalell-
ed and extenfive {uccefs of the Suttonian art of
inoculation, 3
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