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with the officers and Council, I have offered every
facility and means of information in my power. In-
stead, however, of any attempt at redress, the injury
to myself has been greatly aggravated, and the in-
terests of the Association at large completely compro-
mised, by the publication of what professes to be a faithful
narrative of these, but which I am sorry to say is filled with
misrepresentations, contains a letter in which there is an
interpolated passage, and is drawn up in the most disin-
cenuous manner,—recourse being had to the double un-
fairness of suppressing most important evidence in my
favour, and producing at the same time, documents which
have never before been seen by me, or formed any part
of the transactions of the Council or its officers with me.

As soon as a copy of this statement reached me, I
proceeded to examine it, but found that it was quite im-
possible to make any progress without information
derived from the records of the Association, to which I
was unable to get aceess, Such being the case, I resolved
rather to wave my rights of publication than attempt to
reply to a document of such a character, which resolution
I urged on the Council without any satisfactory re-
sult. Some correspondence ensued between us, and the
following is the last letter I addressed to them through
their Secretary, which never obtained a reply, or even the
common courtesy of an acknowledgment.

To Col. Sabine,
Cieneral Secretary to the British Association for the
Encouragement of Science.

13 A, George Street, Hanover Square,
drd Dec. 1341.

Sir,
Your letter of the 30th ult. containing the resolution
of the Council of the British Association, has surprised



3

me very much, as most certainly there have not been
any laches on my part. I have over and over again
offered to produce all the original papers, documents,
and evidence, to prove the correctness of my statements,
but I have never been allowed to do so. After I received
the printed pamphlet (a great part of the contents of
which were perfeetly new to me) in the middle of
August last, which came in a blank envelope, without
any communieation whatever, I wrote to three of the
officers of the institution, without being able to obtain
the explanations and information I required respecting
it, nor have I yet received any; and the fourth officer I
applied to, stated that he had resigned his situation.
Had the Council, upon receipt of Mr. Owen’s letter,
called upon him, as I conceive they ought to have done,
to verify his statements, they wounld at once have dis-
covered the fallacy of them, and all trouble and delay
would have heen avoided. As it is, you are only now
talking of printing irregularly the abstract which ought
to have been done in its simple form two years ago, the
report having been obtained from me under that express
condition alone. Under these eircumstances, and after
this lapse of time, 1 must again protest most strongly
against the Council having the same now published
at all, and also against their right to do so, more
especially with the addition of a statement and docu-
ments appended to it which, as I have already informed
the Council, are in most material parts erroneous, and
not founded in faet, and the doeuments themselves not
correct copies of what they pretend to be, but even appa-
rently altered to suit some purpose. I have done all I
can, and have always been most anxious and ready to
produce everything necessary for satisfying the judgment
of the Couneil, but without effect; and I can only,
therefore, repeat my most decided protest against their
B 2
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making any use whatever of my abstract now, or in any
way sending the same forth to the public, more especially
with a statement annexed which at the least must be
considered personally libellous as regards myself.
I have the honour to remain, Sir,
Your very obedient servant,
ALEX. Nasmyra.

The only knowledge of the determination of the
Council which I have been able to gather, is from the
appearance of a volume of the Transactions, containing
what is entitled an “ Addendum to the Report of the
Transactions of the Sections in 1839;” being a literal
copy of this objectionable statement. It is, therefore,
now formally before the public under the sanction and
approval of the Couneil.

I now also find, that previously to my protesting against
such a committal of the Association, this statement had
been strenuously objected to by Mr. Yates, the very officer
through whom the correspondence had been carried on,
but whose respect for justice and propriety has prevented
him from aequiescing in the course which has been
adopted by the majority of the Council. I find, more-
over, that a lengthened protest and remonstrance had
been presented by one of its most upright and honourable
members—Dr. Hodgkin. The opinions of these gentle-
men, authoritative as they are from their high personal
character, must carry with them conviction, when it is
known that they have examined with the utmost care every
particular of the case, and have attentively perused the
entire original documents in my possession, from which
alone a just estimate of its merits could be formed. 1
have reason to believe also, that other members of the
Council, on the same prineiple of justice, have been at the
trouble of exereising their individual judgment on the
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merits of the case, taking an interest in it from the begin-
ning, and constantly urging on the Council the necessity
of doing me justice.

Notwithstanding such admonitions, the weight of
which it was impossible not to acknowledge, the publi-
cation of this statement, still more injurious to the As-
sociation than to myself, has been persisted in.

This has imposed on me a most disagreeable and irk-
some task, and places me in a most anomalous position,
Although I am fully persuaded that the individual noble-
men and gentlemen who compose the Council are men of
high honour and integrity, the proceedings of the aggre-
gate body appear to indicate the operation of very oppo-
site principles; and it is extremely painful to me to be
compelled to act in a manner so diserepant from my con-
viction of individual merit. It must be quite evident to
the most superficial observer that the controversy in
which the Council of the British Association has involved
itself with me, arising out of the arbitrary proceedings of
its Editorial Secretary, has now merged in a simple en-
deavour on the part of the Couneil to exhibit some excuse
for its conduct. It would have given me the greatest
pleasure to have assisted in the aecomplishment of so
desirable an object at any and every stage of the
proceedings ; but a very unaccountable resistance ha
all along been offered to such aid, and the result is the
dilemma in which the Couneil is now unhappily placed.

As the ecircumstances of the case may possibly be
new to your Lordship, I think it right briefly to reca-
pitulate them, and in so doing it will be necessary to refer
to events which have found their way into the discussion
as matters of history, though somewhat antecedent to
the main transaction to which I solicit your Lordship’s
attention.



(i)

Being professionally much interested in researches
connected with Odontology, and having been personally
engaged in such pursuits, my attention was directed to
the microscopic investigations of Professor Retzius, of
Sweden. I obtained the loan of a copy of his eriginal
account of these researches, which, from their appearing
to me to form a new era in Odontology, I immediately
had translated into English, with a view to publication.
In the course of my own inquiries, I applied to Mr.
Owen, the conservator of the musenm of the College to
which I belong, to point out to me such preparations as
might throw light on the subject of my pursuit. Mr.
Owen having come to the knowledge that I was in pos-
session of the translation above mentioned, borrowed it
of me. Seeing that Mr. Owen was interested in the
subject, I wrote a letter to him, inquiring whether he
had any intention of publishing upon it, and saying that,
if he had, I would relinquish my arrangements, and assist
him to the utmost of my power. He sent me, in answer,
a letter in the following terms:

“ July 25, 1838.

“ Dear Nasmyru :—Many things have intervened to
“ prevent my returning you the translation of Retzius
“ earlier, but as you have not sent for it, I hope without
“ inconvenience to you. AslI have before said, I have
“ neither desire nor object in bringing before the public
“any of the general observations on the structare of the
“ teeth, which I once hoped were new, but now perceive
“ to be mainly anticipated by the industrious and sharp-
“ sighted Swede. It will obviously, however, be a source of
« oreat eredit,and a matter of importance, to whoever prac-
“ tising in the line of dental surgery should combine
“ these discoveries with the practical or remedial part of
“ the science. And I have only again to add, how happy
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therefore, no right to make use of, and which he had
returned to me, as the reader has seen, with an assurance,
that he had “ neither desire nor object in bringing be-
“ fore the public any of the general observations on the
“ strueture of the teeth.”

Not feeling much interest in the kind of explanation
which Mr. Owen might give of such incomprehensible
conduct, I determined to avoid discussion, though per-
fectly aware of the real character of the transaction.
Presuming that his interference, therefore, was at an
end, I proceeded with my projected publication, and
circumstances having oceurred which induced me to
send him a proof of the preface, he, to my astonishment,
informed me in return, that he also was in the press with
an extensive work on the same subject! Still determined
to keep at peace, I quietly pursued my course, notwith-
standing his persistence in this strange and unlooked-for
opposition, set up on the ruins of confidence between
man and man.

Having conceived a very high opinion of the upright-
ness and integrity of the British Association for the
advancement of Science, and not being aware at the time
that Mr. Owen was one of the ruling body of that Asso-
ciation, I selected from among the drawings I had
accumulated in the course of my investigations, a certain
number, illustrative of my own notions of the intimate
structure and development of the different tissues of the -
teeth. I had made, at no small cost, fifty large drawings
of these, for the purpose of illustrating two memoirs on
that subjeet, which I offered to the Association, accom-
panied with a separate communication on the intimate
structure and development of the epithelinm. 1 took
with me also to the meeting the preparations from which
these drawings were made, and about one hundred and
fifty small drawings. These contributions were accepted,
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the papers read, and drawings exhibited, accompanied
with demonstrations of the subjects, to two different see-
tions of the Birmingham meeting. Mr. Owen himself was
present at this meeting of the Association, acting in his
capacity of councilman, and producing reports which the
Association had employed him to make. These trans-
actions took place in the beginning of September, 1839.
The Editorial Secretary, Mr. Phillips, after some delay,
requested me to make an abstract or consecutive report
of all my three memoirs, comprehending a description of
the diagrams. This was done, and the report trans-
mitted by me to Mr. Phillips. He retained it in his pos-
session for a considerable time, and returned it to me
with proposed abbreviations, which being acceded to by
me, I saw no more of it till I received from the printing-
office a proof, under cover of a note from Mr. Phillips,
by direction of which I carefully corrected the press,
under the express condition guaranteed by him, that he
“ gladly” acceded to its appearance in the forthcoming
volume of the Transactions. He referred me to the printer
for the private copies which I required. These were
delivered to me by the printer, and on the title-page were
inserted by Mr. Phillips or his agent,—certainly not by
me — these words, * Reprinted from vol. 8th of the
Transactions.” There being no restriction as to the
use I was to make of these private copies obtained by
me under sanction and authority, I immediately applied
them to the purpose for which they were intended,
namely, circulation. Thus I conceived that my first
transaction with the British Association had terminated
in a manner satisfactory to all parties, and that I was
about to reap some share of the benefit held out by
that Association as an inducement to contribute the
fruits of years of laborious investigation on a very diffi-
cult subject, to say nothing of the pecuniary sacrifice
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of many hundred pounds expended by me in prepara-
tions and illustrations. This hope, however, proved illu-
sory, and a series of incomprehensible proceedings on the
part of the Council has terminated in an act which I
think ecannot meet with the approbation of right-think-
ing men, either in or out of the Association.

In the Compte Rendu for the 16th of December, 1839,
less than four months after the presentation of my mewmoirs
to the British Association, Mr. Owen is reported to have
presented one to the Academie des Sciences of Paris, “Sur
“ ]a Structure et la Formation des Dents,” &e. This was
one of the branches of the different subjects which I had
confided to his care as a councilman of the British Asso-
ciation, and the absence of all mention of my memoirs on
the same subject, and exactly to the same purport, is ex-
tremely difficult to reconcile with the character of an
upright guoardian. The preparations which afforded
materials for the observations detailed in that Memoir
were, I believe, taken from the shelves of the Museum
of which he was conservator. From whatever source,
however, the preparations were obtained, the illustrations
derived from them were transported beyond seas, to
claim for their possessor the ecredit of being the first
to demonstrate the self-sume theory which it was the
sole object of my memoirs and illustrations on that
particular subject, to demonstrate to him and the publie
at Birmingham, not four wmonths before this foreign
promulgation of his opinions! As conservator of the
Museum of the College of Surgeons, he was guardian
of the preparations which formed the materials of my
studies; as a Councilman of the Association, he was
guardian of the fruit of those studies: how far he has
fulfilled these trusts, I leave it to your Lordship to deter-
mine from the history of the transaction.

Shortly after this, he transfused these opinions into the
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work which he stated to me he had in the press, and
gave them to the world; which proceeding, however,
did not escape the animadversion of the Medical
Journals.

The peculiar manner in which Mr. Owen conducted
himself throughout the public discussion which ensued
between him and his reviewers, precludes me from express-
ing personally any opinion on the subject, and nothing
but the necessity of self-defence, and the calls of duty to
my fellow-associates, could have induced me to allude to
it at all. The feelings connected with the question of
priority of discovery discussed in the journals has merged
in others of a far more serious nature. These, however,
I must excuse myself from expressing, and will therefore
simply quote the sentiments of some of the journalists
themselves.

So violent was Mr. Owen’s language, that the Lancet
rejected one of his articles with the following remarks :—
“ To a simple rejoinder from Mr. Owen we should have
«“ offered no objection, for that might be read, and would
“ have suited our space; but into another dozen pages of
“ solid octavo print we will not convert a bushel of abuse
“ and eriticism, containing one grain of matter to the
“ point. That we decide with propriety in not suffering
“ our pages to be occupied by this fresh correspondence,
“ leading to endless counter-statements and reviews of
““ the questions in dispute, will appear from a single
“ extract, taken from such part of the manuseript as most
“ readily allows an isolated quotation to be made.”* Then
follows a passage, abounding in coarse personalities,
which it is unnecessary to quote.

The Medical Gazette animadverted on Mr. Owen’s
peculiarities of diction in the following terms:—“ As
“if conscious of the weakness of his cause, he resorts

* Vide Lancet, vol. ii. 1839-40, p. 623,
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** at once to angry words, and such reckless abuse, as no
* prudent controversialist, much less a man strong in the
“ consciousness of truth and in the justice of his position,
“ would ever have recourse to.”"—Med. Gaz. vol. ii. 1839
—40, p. 596.

The editor of this journal, as he had inserted the
allegation against Mr. Owen, felt bound to admit his
reply also, violent as it was; but he took care, for
the credit of his journal, to print it as an appendix,
so that it need not be bound up with it, and, to use his
own expression, it was not without “pain” that he
published it even there,

The Dublin Medical Press, after discussing at length
the point at issue between Mr. Owen and his reviewers,
and decidedly condemning the unjust eonduect of that
centleman towards me, thus speaks of his mode of diction
inthe Laneet :—* Professor Owen,indeed, has not remained
“silent, but his elamorous exclamations only seem to us
“ caleulated to make his castigation the more ludicrous.”
*# % % % % After quoting some of his abuse, it says
— This is undoubtedly the vernacular slang of Billings-
“ gate, and of the costermongering fraternity ; or, it may
“ be, of a man seeking to divert by ridicule the weight of
“ a heavy accusation; but we beg to assure Professor
“ Owen that it is neither the language of philosophy nor
“ of good society, and that such expressions cannot fail to
« fall back with redoubled violence to the source from
“ whence they came.”*

Mr. Owen was also convicted by the Reviewer in the
Medical Gazette of having fabricated a statement favour-
able to his object, and then attributed it to me ; and also of
having made assertions with respect to facts which were
directly at variance with truth: and to these charges he
has never made any defence. I shall content myself with

* Dub. Med. Press, vol. iv. p. 122,
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quoting the reviewer’s remarks on the first of the above-
mentioned delinquencies, which will serve to explain
some of the documents and observations which follow.—
“ At p. 507 of the last Number of this Journal, he (Mr.
“ Owen) manufactures what he is pleased to call Mr.
“ Nasmyth's ¢emphatic statement’ of September, 1839,
“ ¢ that so far from being the ossified pulp, it (the dental
“ substance) was altogether a distinet formation.” In
“ making this fabrication, he appears to have been as-
“¢gisted by a friend; and, in order to give it greater
“ weight, he takes the trouble to inform us that the cha-
“ racter of that friend “is the very antipodes of impu-
“ dence and duplicity.” Now of this passage, which he
“ gives as quoted from the ¢ Lit. Gazette,” p. 598, only the
“ last four words will be found, on reference to that journal,
“ to be correctly copied : all the first part of the passage is
“ the composition of Mr. Owen. Mr. Nasmyth, by this
¢ perversion of his report, is made to say that the dental
“ substance is altogether a distinet formation, whereas he
“ never mentions the dental substance at all; and his real
“ meaning evidently is, as we have shown above, that the
“ cells of the ivory have undergone a distinet formative
“ process in their transition from the cells of the pulp.”—
Med. Gaz. vol. ii. 1839—40, p. 596,

Such is shortly the character which this affair was
made to assume by the party with whom it originated,
and in whose behalf the Council of the Association has
thus involved itself. To the eredit of Mr. Owen, how-
ever, it must be remarked, that he sought to expiate these
offences by a public apology, wherein he states that * so
“far as I am concerned the controversy” “is at an end,”
and adds, “but I owe it to myself to express my regret
“that the irritation produced by the charges so pertina-
“ ciously advanced against me, should have led me, in
“ some passages, into the employment of language which
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“my calmer judgment disapproves.” This apology,
however, contains the following sentence: “I have
“ asserted nothing in my published observations upon
“ this subject which I do not know to be true.”*
Mr. Owen’s repentance would have worn an air of
greater sincerity, if the sentence last quoted had been
omitted.

Strange to say, the editorial officer and Council of the
British Association espoused such a cause when it had
arrived at such a stage, and commenced a series of arbi-
trary measures, ending in a most remarkable deviation
frow moral rectitude. It is to the extraordinary character
of these measures that I shall now take the liberty
of eraving your Lordship’s attention, although I most
reluctantly apply myself to the task of making such an
exposure, after having exercised forbearance to the utmost
limit—protested and appealed in every conceivable way—
and expressed my desire to wave my rights of publication
altogether in order to avoid it.

In the excitement of the moment, Mr. Owen, as an in-
dividual, requested the Editorial Seeretary, Mr. Phillips, to
annul the deliberate acts which he had officially coneluded
with me. That gentleman, without any orders, or any com-
munication with those for whom he was acting, and on his
own responsibility alone, withdrew the report which had
been inserted in the volume, he having obtained it from me
in trust for that specific purpose. Indoing this, I conceive
that he inflicted on me a gross personal affront, and an
injustice without law or precedent. The abettors of this
transaction in the Council, by means of allegations
which turn out to be utterly void of foundation,
obtained the approval of a majority to Mr. Phillips’s
conduct, and got the matter committed for inves-
tigation without ever citing me, or examining original

* See Med. Gaz, vol. ii. 1839=40, p. 783, as also Lancet.
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evidence at all! To justify such extraordinary proceed-
ings, argnments of no common texture were required ; and
accordingly the * Addendum to the Report” of my trans-
actions with the Association now published is as singular
as the conduct which it isintended to justify is anomalous.
Evidence is withheld,and doenments never before seen are
brought forward ; allegations utterly unfounded are as-
sumed as true ; and, what is worst of all, evidence is actually
Sfabricated to give some show of fairness and liberality
to these proceedings. The last of these charges, a grave
one certainly, it is most painful to me to make. The
desire to save myself from this trial formed one of my
prineipal reasons for proposing to wave my rights of pub-
lication altogether, a course which I preferred to the dis-
charge of so disagreeable a task. I have here to remark
that the main excuse held out for Mr. Phillips’s conduet,
was an alleged appeal to the Council by Mr. Owen ; and
what I have particularly complained of is, that the original
document forming the ground of the charges against me
had never been exhibited, nor in fact the charges them-
selves in any intelligible shape. In lieu of this, however,
a set of “allegations™ is now, for the first time, brought
to light, and these are put prominently forward in the
“ Addendum,” as forming the original basis of the trans-
action with me, whereas I never saw one word of them before
they were prepared for exhibition as such to me in common
with the public at large. The totally groundless nature
of these * allegations,” which will shortly be demon-
strated, will at once explain why this document has been
kept out of sight.

Mr. Phillips and the other actors in this scene
must be well aware of the foregoing facts; but in
addition to this unfairness, and presuming, as they
must have done, that the original letter of the 10th
of August, 1840, (p. 5 of the Addendum) had not



been preserved by me, they modify this letter through-

out, and alter the conecluding paragraph.

Unfortu-

nately for these gentlemen, the original letter is still

in my possession,

In order not to oceupy space un-

necessarily, I will merely quote the coneluding sen-
tence, and place it in apposition with the correspond-
ing portion of the printed doecument, pretending to be a

faithful transeript of it :

Concluding sentence of Mr. Phil-
lips's oviginal manuseript letter in
My PoSSession.

“Should you however,
“instead of this easy and ob-
“vious mode of correcting
“any error of mine, resolve
“to appeal to another tribu-
“nal, the publie, I can make
“no other objection than
“that I fear you willnot have
“chosen the course most ad-
“yvantageous to your views,

“] am, Sir,
“Yours very obediently,
“Joun PHivLLips.

* Alex. Nasmyth, Esq.”

The same sentence as given in ils

altered form in the * Addendum,”
at p. 5.

“Should you, however,
““ instead of this easy and ob-
“ viousmethod of correcting
“any error of mine, resolve
“ to appeal to another tribu-
“mnal, the publie, I will give
“you the only proof in my
“ power to offer of an unbi-
“assed mind, by transmit-
‘““ ting copies of all the let-
“ters I have received from
“you, to render any state-
“ ment you may think pro-
“ per to make as complete
“as possible.

“1 am, &c. &e.

« Joax PHILLIPS.

“ A. Nasmyth, Esq.”
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If professions such as those now set forth in the
printed letter had ever been made to me, in sincerity,
and acted upon, the matter would have been very speedily
brought to a conclusion. I should of course have at
once requested a little extension of this generosity of feel-
ing, by a production of the original document on which
the whole of the matter was founded ; this would certainly
have been granted ; and the ungrounded nature of the
allegations contained in such document would immediately
havebeen made apparent, bysimply requesting an exhibition
of evidence. The non-existence of any evidence rendering
such exhibition impossible, the matter must have expired
at the threshold of the inquiry. In direct opposition to
the sentiments here professed, I could not but remark,
that throughout the protracted correspondence between
the officers and Council of the Association and myself,
an entire want of candour and openness had been evinced
in all their proceedings, and a fixed resolution to afford
me no information, but to bring the affair to an arbitrary -
conclusion, no matter on what pretences or by what
means, provided they could exclude my Report. It must
have been with a view to deceive the reader into an oppo-
site belief that the concluding sentence of Mr. Phillips’s
letter has been tampered with.

A copy of this “ Addendum,” however, having found its
way to me under a blankcover, I was willing to test the
sincerity of this liberal feeling, and finding it impossible
thoroughly to understand the statement which had thus
come into my possession, without reference to certain
papers therein alluded to, and minutes of Council regard-
ing these transactions, 1 first applied to Mr. Yates,
under the impression that he still held the office of Se-
cretary to the Council, and I received from him the
following answer :
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“ 49, Upper Bedford Place, August 12th, 1841.
“My Dear Sir,

“In my letter addressed to yon from Plymouth, I ex-
“ plained the reason why I had not laid your printed letter
“of June 10th before the Council when I first received it,
“and I informed you that on receiving your subsequent
“ communications addressed to me at Plymouth, I put
“them into the hands of Col. Sabine, the Acting General
“Secretary, in order that he might decide whether it would
“be proper to call a meeting of the Council to consider
“ them ; he has returned them to me, and all that I can do
““is to return them to you. So far as I have understood,
“‘the matter is considered by the Council as finally settled
“ by their proposed publication of the statement agreed on
“at Plymouth.

“ My correspondence with you on the subject must also
“ cease with this letter,as I never concerned myself in the
“question, except as it was pressed upon me by the office I
“ held as secretary to the Council, and that office I have
“ been unwilling to retain on account of the want of accord-
“ ance between the majority of the Council and myself, in
“ regard to thissubject. As in my official communications
“with you I have always thought it necessary to avoid as
“much as possible all expression of my opinion on the
“ question at issue, you may have inferred that I partiei-
¢ pated in the views and feelings which actuated others,
“and which you have considered as of ahostile or partial
“ character against yourself; I think it right and fit,there-
“ fore, being now able to expressmy private opinion,to con-
“clude our long correspondence with the assurance of my
“ high esteem for your character and talents. I cannot say
“ that I greatly interest myself about the originality or the
“ importance of your discovery in regard to the develop-
“ ment of ivory., Of such questions I do not pretend to be
“a judge ; but of the far more momentous question of the
“charge upon your character as a man of honour and
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“ integrity, I think myself as well able to judge as the most
“ eminent physiologist. This question might have been
“settled by any honest and sensible school-boy in five
“minutes. The charge never had the slightest foundation,
“as no evidence worth a straw was ever brought to prove
“it. I therefore think that it ought not to have been enter-
£ ta.iued for a single day in any quarter, and it is my utter
‘aversion to be employed as an agent, or o appear in any
“way in such a case, that has principally induced me to
“decline the office which for ten years I held with unal-
“ loyed satisfaction.
“ Believe me to remain,
Dear Sir,
“ Yours always, with great regard,
“James Yares.”
“ Alr. Nasmyth, Esq.”

The proceedings of the Council having foreced me to
enter into an explanation of the case, I wrote to Mr. Yates
for permission to make use of the foregoing letter, which
he gave me in the following terms:

49, Upper Bedford Place, April 8th, 1842,
“ My Dear Sir,

“ Having read my letter of the 12th of August, I see
“in it nothing that I should now be disposed to retract,
“ and have therefore no objection to the publication of it.
“ On the contrary, I had rather that my name should not
“ appear, as it now does, in the Report of the Plymouth
“ Meeting, without something to show my dissent from
“ the course pursued by my colleagues in the Counecil.

“ Yours always,
“ James Yares.”

About the same time that I received Mr. Yates’s letter of
the 12th Aug. 1841, applied to Mr. Phillips, whose name is
o 2
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attached to the sophisticated letter quoted above,and subse-
quently to Colonel Sabine, who, I was informed, was acting
as General Secretary, and also to the President, Professor
Whewell. My applications, however, met with nothing
but neglect or evasion, and I am to this day withont the
information which I required, and which the * unbiassed
mind,” professed by Mr. Phillips in his letter, as now
altered, might have led me to expect. Being thus
unable to obtain from the officers any satisfaction as to
particulars, I applied for information to personal friends
in the Council, none of whom seem to have been present
during the discussion, or studied the circumstances of
the case sufficiently to afford me any assistance, exeept Dr.
Hodgkin, who has favoured me with a copy of the Protest
whieh he made against the publication of the statement
in question. This will be found appended to the present
letter. The well-known honour and integrity of this gen-
tleman, and of Mr. Yates, make me proud of the very
unequivocal testimony they have borne in my favour.
That of Mr. Yates acquires increased foree from his
having informed me, at our very first interview, that as
he was an officer of the Association, he felt it his
duty to carry into effect the wishes of the Council, and to
correct any mistake into which I might have fallen, more
especially when, by so doing, he could vindicate or sup-
port the Council. I required little of him, but he
took every pains to make himself master of the subject,
by a simple consideration of the documents in their entire
and original state, a task which Dr. Hodgkin also took
upon himself, although declined by Professor Phillips and
the judiecial delegates of the Council.

After exposing such deviations from rectitude on the
part of the compiler or compilers of this “ Addendum,” and
producing these attestations, which must be perfectly satis-
factory to all who are acquainted with the character of
strict integrity universally accorded to the gentlemen by
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whom they are made, it might appear unnecessary to say
another word on the subject.

Several powerful considerations, in addition to those I
have already mentioned, disinclined me for the prosecu-
tion of this subject, involving, as it necessarily would, a
perpetuation of such disgraceful scenes in the bosom of
an Association, which professes to be the honourable arena
of scientific emulation. In the first place, I was anxious
to avoid the appearance of want of generosity to one
who, throwing himself into an adverse position towards
me, had unfortunately committed himself by intemperate
language, but who had tried to expiate the outrage by a
public apology, and who added to that apology the de-
claration that, *so far as” he was * concerned, the con-
troversy” was “at an end.” In the second place, I was
unwilling to foment any further the injudicious zeal of
Mr. Owen’s friends, who sought to perpetuate, contrary
to this public avowal on his part, a discussion which could
tend to nothing but the prejudice of science, and still
further disclosures of individual delinquency. Lastly, I
was especially desirous to avoid the necessity, even in
self-defence, of accusing the compilers of this document
of want of rectitude in the discharge of the trust reposed
in them, since this would apparently have implicated, in
the same charge, the whole Council of the British Associa-
tion, the greater part of whom, although formally * ap-
“ proving” these transactions, as now exhibited, I conscien-
tiously believe gave their individual sanction to the
“ Addendum” in entire ignorance of the untruths it
contained.

Influential as these considerations were, I have never-
theless détermined, after mature reflection, to extend my
remarks into an exposure of a few more of the peculiar
features of this statement; and this for two reasons :—first,
that by letting the matter drop I might leave an impression
on the public mind, that although I had convicted the
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compilers of the statement of these serious improprieties
in the principal points, there might be other points on
which I shrunk from inquiry; and secondly, that I feel
it right to let the whole Council, many of whom have
thus innocently been committed in an act of flagrant in-
justice, understand precisely the position in which they
have been placed,

In the performance of this ungracious task, I am
under the necessity of reviewing the productions of Pro-
fessor Owen, in a light by no means favourable—a
necessity which I regret the more, because he has him-
self publicly declared that, so far as he was concerned,
he considered the matter at an end.

The principal excuse pleaded by the movers and con-
ductors of these strange proceedings is founded, as I
have already mentioned, on an alleged “ Appeal to the
Couneil” by Mr. Owen, which has been incessantly
talked of, and as incessantly called for by me, as in it
I presumed I should find the distinet charge which the
Council had to prefer against me, and be thus enabled to
meet it with a direct answer. Nothing in the shape of
such an appeal, however, has ever been exhibited to me
till now that a letter designated as such has been pro-
duced, addressed by Mr. Owen to Mr. Yates, and dated
“ Royal College of Surgeons, July 18, 1840,” (See Ad-
dendum, p. 4.) This document, moreover, consists of
mere *“allegations,” into the truth of which no inquiry
has hitherto been instituted by the Council—so that to
this day a regular charge professing to be founded on
evidence is altogether wanting ;—surely a very strange
anomaly in the proceedings of a court of justice, into
which the Council in this case has erected itself,

This letter contains statements which the writer in the
hurry and exeitement of the moment, may have thought
himself warranted in making, but of the ungrounded
nature of which I cannot doubt that he has long ere
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this become convinced. Sinece, however, this document
has been so injudiciously brought to light by the friends
of Mr. Owen, I have no alternative but to expose its
fallacies. The first duty of the Council most certainly
was to have called the party forward who thus sought their
protection against assailants from without the Association,
over whom neither they nor I had any control, and to
have immediately demanded of him distinet proofs of his
“ allegations ;” instead of doing so, however, they took
the truth of his statements for granted, and never so much
as inquired whether I had anything to bring forward in
opposition to them. If this letter be the only doecument
which has regulated the proceedings of the Council, it is
very strange that the measures adopted against me, have
little or no connexion with it, and that the several actors
in these transactions seem not to have attended to it.

But now for the appeal itself. In brief, then, the
allegations contained in it are, I am constrained to say,
totally false. The first of these allegations is, that my ah-
stract, or report, “ has been altered by the author, both in
“ the way of substitution of new matter and omission
“ of old, in order to include a discovery of” his. The
subjeets connected with this “ allegation” have been so
thoroughly discussed by the public journals, that it is only
needful for me to quote their conclusions. These are stated
in the introduction to the first edition of my Memoirs,
whieh, despairing of anysatisfactory arrangement with the
Counecil, I published in their original and entire form, in
the beginning of July, 1841, and from which I make the
following extracts :—

“In fact all inquiry on the subject, leaving out of the
“ question its evident irregularity, was quite superfluous,
“ for the accuraey of my own condensed report had been,
“ some time before the Council entertained the ques-
“ tion, satisfactorily vindicated in the Lanecet, Medical
¢« (Gazette, and Dublin Medical Press, by a reference



24

“ exclusively to the unauthenticated reports of my
“ communications published in the Literary Gazette and
“ Athenzum. In the Lancet for 1839-40, vol. ii. p. 644,
“ the editor states, ¢ Mr. Nasmyth has demonstrated in
“ the clearest manuer that he was acquainted with, and
“ had published, an account of the organised nature of
“ the teeth long before the month of December, 1839;
“ and, furthermore, that he considered the teeth to be
“ developed by a transition of the pulp cells (at, not on
“ the external surface) into the cells of the ivory.”” . .
“ ‘The essence of the theory evidently is a transition of
“ pulp cells into ivory cells ; and this essential element is
“ developed in the papers of Mr. Nasmyth, which were
* published fourteen weeks before the presentation of Mr,
“ Owen’s memoir to the Academy of Sciences.” ”

“ In the Medical Gazette for 1839-40, vol. ii. p. 593, is
“ the following passage. ¢ He (Mr. Owen) will never
* succeed in convineing a single rational being that Mr.
“ Nasmyth, in the papers from which we have quoted
“ above, (viz. the reports in the Literary Gazette and
“ Athensum,) teaches the old doctrine of secretion or
“ exudation of the ivory from the bulb, in contradistine-
“ tion to Mr. Owen’s pretended “ nouvelle théorie” that
“ the ivory is formed by the transition of the pulp to an
“ ossified state.” ”

“The Dublin Medical Press says, in its No. for August
“ 19,1840, p. 121,— We have now given the substance of
“ Mr. Nasmyth’s researches and discoveries, as related in
“ the report of his papers published in the Literary Ga-
“ zette of Sept. 21, 1839, and in the Atheneum of Sept.
“ 14, 1839. The most careless reader cannot cast his eyes
“ over these reports without perceiving at once that they
“ attempt to establish the vesicularity or cellularity of the
“ pulp, and its conversion into the cells and fibres of the
“ivory by the deposition of osseous matter.’

“ As a specific and direet confirmation of the above publie
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* testimonies to the consistency of my opinions, it was with
¢ great pleasure that I was able to submit to the Council the
“ following documents, which contain an aceount of the
“ nature of my communications drawn up by three eminent
“ physiologists, who saw them before I took them to Bir-
* mingham, and consequently, before there could be any
motive for misrepresentation ; but I am sorry to say that
even the receipt of them, as was the case with the other
“ gratuitous aids to inquiry which I have afforded, has
“ never been acknowledged :

“ 6, Holles Street, Mareh, 17, 1841.

“¢My Dear Sir,

“ As you have asked me to state my recollections of a
“ visit to your house for the purpose of seeing your dia-
¢ grams, and hearing your demonstration of them prior to
“ your visit to Birmingham in 1839, I can have no hesita-
“ tion in complying with your wish.

“ On the afternoon of the day immediately prior to your
¢ starting for Birmingham, where you wereengaged toread
“ some papers at a Meeting of the British Association, on
“ the minute structure of the teeth, I availed myself of your
“ invitation, and met several gentlemen, amongst whom I
“ well remember to have seen the late Sir A. Cooper,
¢ Mr. Liston, Mr. Burrowes, Mr. Gulliver, the Rev. Mr.
“ Daniell,and one or two others. On the floor of your room

“ were laida great many very beautiful diagrams on various
“ subjectsconnected with thedevelopment ofivory,enamel,
¢ the pulp of the tooth, &c., as well as some on the micros-
“ copic characters of epithelinm. You explained your
“ views of these drawings, and read various extracts from
“ the papers you were about tocommnunicate to the Associa-
“ tion, and this meeting I considered as a private view
“ to your friends, none of whom I believe were able to
“ be present at the Association.
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“ I distinetly remember being struck with one particular
¢ diagram, which I then considered as demonstrative of the
“views you then expressed as to the conversion of the
“ cells of the reticulations of the pulp into the eells of the
“ivory. Inanswer to several questions of Sir A, Cooper,
“ who told us he had many years before attentively studied
“ this subject with Mr. Fox, you controverted his opinions
“ as to the formation of the ivory being simply an ossific
“ gecretion from a vascular pulp, and showed him the cor-
“ respondence in figure and size between the cells of the
““ ivory and those of the reticulations observed on the sur-
“ face of the pulp. Irecollect, also, most distinetly observ-
“ ing,in the particular diagram alluded to, that there were
“ several leaf-like processes, which I could not help com-
“ paring, in my own mind, with some of the fan-like coral-
“ lines, which were coloured partly blue and partly yellow :
- “ you observed that the artist had in all the diagrams pre-
“served the same colour for similar structures ; thus, in
‘“ all, the yellow represented the ivory, and the blue the
“pulp. Upon being struck with the exact resemblance
“ between the yellow and blue portions of this drawing,
“ we were informed that in the lighter parts (yellowish) the
“ pulp cells were in a transition stage of change into ivory ;
“ and in those more deeply tinted yellow, that change had
“ been completed; and that the original curiously-arranged
“ pulp cells had been converted into bone. There were
“ several other diagrams more or less demonstrative of this
“ fact, but I well remember to have considered,at that time,
“ that this particular diagram distinetly demonstrated the
“faets you then tried to impress upon us, because of its
“ representing in one view the suceessive changes from
“ original pulp cells into the complete ivory of the tooth.
“ My memory does not serve me as to whether the drawing
““ was made from the human or some animal’s tooth ; but I
“ satisfied myself of the correctness of the artist as to the
“ arrangement of the cells and the reticulations, by an ex-
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“ gquestions must be discussed by other modes of publica-
“ tion.” Yet, in the face of this declaration, they on the
one hand, show no respect for the unanimous public
opinions just quoted, nor the private opinions of men
whose authority is looked up to in this particular branch
of study ; neither do they acquiesce in Mr. Owen’s
desire that the controversy should be considered at an
end ; but, on the contrary, they adopt every conceivable
device to deprive me of my rights.

The next “allegation” is that “the author has made
“ use of the proof of his memoir, as so altered, to found a
“ charge of plagiarism against” Mr. Owen. There is
here an equivocation which it is proper to point out. A
few lines above the sentence just quoted, Mr. Owen talks
of my “paper in the forthcoming volume;” but now he
talks of the “memoir” itself, which, he says, has been
altered in the proof. By order of Mr. Phillips, a paper
was certainly drawn up by me to include all the three
original memoirs, with the drawings, deseriptions, and
demonstrations ; and, in this state, it was approved of by
Mr. Phillips, and printed in place of the original eom-
munications. With respect to the assertion that I made
use of the “ proof of my memoir” for the purpose of
charging Mr. Owen with plagiarism, I have no other
expression to apply to it than that it is a pure inven-
tion. The proof was used by me for its legitimate
purpose and no other, namely, that of correcting the
press; and I defy Mr. Owen to bring forward any scrap
of a printer’s proof of my report which has been put by
me to the use asserted, in extenuation of such ungrounded
exculpatory “ allegations.”

If T had desired to bring forward a charge of pla-
giarism against Mr. Owen, I had the originals of my own
communications in my possession, containing all that I
had exhibited, said, and thus published to the world at
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Birmingham, under the guardianship of Mr. Owen him-
self. I had also the reports by others of what they knew
to have been said and shown, contained in the journals,
But the unpleasant task of charging Mr. Owen with
plagiarism did not remain for me to perform. It had
been already accomplished by the public reviewers, and if
Mr. Owen has failed in getting any of the medical jour-
nals of this kingdom to withdraw that charge, the failure
must be attributed to the lack of argument on his part,
and not to the use of my printer’s proof. If I had consi-
dered it worth my while to enter the lists of controversy
with Mr. Owen, I had plenty of materials previously in
my possession relating to other subjects, without having
recourse to the disgraceful expedient of purloining that
which the editor had entrusted to me,

To give greater effect to his tale, Mr. Owen speaks of
the public eriticisms of his book as being “ anonymous”—
a very silly observation, seeing that the editors of all the
journals are perfectly well known, and incur the respon-
sibility of everything contained in their pages, no name
being ever appended to any eriticism.

Mr. Owen makes this assertion respecting the printer’s
proof truly ridiculous, by admitting and stating in the same
letter, that I “ obtained private copies.” He dares not in-
sinuate that these copies were obtained by me in any impro-
per manner, and they having been put into my possession
in the regular way without any restriction whatever, I, of
course, proceeded at once todistribute them, Iimmediately
sent copies to two journals and to the Institute of France.
The others would all have very shortly been circulated had
I not received Mr. Phillips’s ecommunication of the 24th
June, 1840, on the receipt of which, even the two copies
which I had sent to the journals were withdrawn, and no
others were allowed to leave my possession till some were
made use of for the information of the Couneil.
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Mr. Owen again exercises his inventive powers by
stating, that I transmitted copies to *other societies;”
to which all I have to say is, that it is not true.

Having been reluctantly drawn into the necessity of
“explaining and justifying my views of dental develop-
“ ment” by the editor of the Lancet; I, in order to de-
monstrate that there was no occasion for raising a clamour
about the private copies of my own Report that were
delivered to me, made use only of those materials which
were open to all the world—namely, the reports in the
public journals, throwing aside my own report altogether.
Of this, Mr. Owen is quite aware.

When a man brings forward serious charges, with the
deliberate intention of injuring a brother-associate in
the eyes of his fellows, for his own protection against
opinions expressed out of the Association, the chronology
of all events connected with such a charge ought to be
rigidly accurate. So far is this from being the case with
Mr. Owen’s statement, that it contains not a single correct
date. Whether these errors were intentional, or arose
from carelessness, they are altogether unpardonable in
such a case. Mr. Owen twice states that his * discovery”
was published December 16th, 1839, whereas it was only
read on that day, and published on the 23rd. He also
speaks of the Literary Gazette containing a “ verbatim
“report of Mr. Nasmyth’s Memoir, as read at Birming-
“ ham, August 12, 1839,” All which is entirely incorrect,
the fact being that, of three memoirs, one was read on the
Ist of September, and the others on the 2nd of Septem-
ber. It must be added that the use of the word
“verbatim” is a misrepresentation in so far as regards
the memoirs in which he was concerned, it being the
memoir on the epithelium alone, which is stated by the
Editor of the Literary Gazette to have been given “ver-
batim.” Any one reading the Report, in that Journal,
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knows this, as it is expressly stated without the pos-
sibility of mistake. On this flagrant misstatement the
whole excuse for Mr. Owen’s conduct rests.

Such are the materials of which this memorable pro-
duction is composed! In the whole document, there is
not one allegation that is true, and the reason is now quite
apparent for keeping it out of sight, till the business was
sought to be considered at an end. Often as the alleged
appeal or specific charge was called for by me, I never
saw these “ allegations” till I saw them in print form-
ing part of the transactions which are pretended to
have taken place between the Association and myself,
I must remark, also, that the compilers of the “ Adden-
dum” have been guilty of an attempt to deceive the reader
into the belief that I was cognisant of the contents of Mr.
Owen’s letter ; for they have not only given it a leading
place in the “ Addendum,” but they have said at the
middle of page 7, that “ On the 5th of September, Mr.
Nasmyth enclosed to Mr. Yates the following letter, to
be laid before the Council at the same time with Mr.
Owen’s appeal.” Thus endeavouring to imply that I,
being acquainted with the precise tenor of Mr. Owen’s
appeal, desired that my letter should accompany it.

The foregoing statements have, I trust, enabled your
Lordship to estimate Mr. Owen's “allegations” at their
just value,

I now proceed to make a few remarks on the conduect
of Mr. Phillips, and in the first place I would observe
generally, that there seems to be no connexion between
that gentleman’s proceedings and the wishes of Mr, Owen,
by which he professes to have been regulated ; for instead
of giving me the option as proposed by Mr. Owen, of
“substituting the original memoirs” read at Birmingham,
he proceeds at once to * suppress” my report, not
only with regard to what Mr. Owen calls the “ question at
issue,” but also with regard to all other subjects, although
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entirely unconnected with it, and forming nine-tenths of
the entire substance of my memoirs,

In noticing Mr. Phillips’s conduet at this stage of the
business, I must request the reader to keep in mind Mr.
Owen’s method of talking of the “alleged alterations ;”
and then notice the novel turn which the Editorial Secre-
tary gives to the charge, in accusing me of making what
are now called “additions.” This aceusation is contained
in a letter dated June 24th, 1840, which is given at
page 3 of the * Addendum.” He does not deny that he
“forwarded the MS. to be set up,” but pretends to be
“ concerned to find” that I “have made additions to it
since.” My answer to this letter which the compiler of
the “ Addendum,” with a show of justice, presents to the
reader, might, I think, at all events have drawn from
Mr. Phillips a more explicit avowal of the particulars of
these alleged “ additions,” and a statement of the heinous
offence committed in making such *additions,” which
were of course, notwithstanding the attitude of “ concern”
he assumes, as much under his control as the acceptance
of the original manuseript, the sending it to be printed,
the transmission of proofs to me in his own name, and the
delivery of the perfect copies with the words “ Reprinted
from vol. 8 of the Transactions of the Association,” put
in the title-page by him or his agent. He pretends,
however, to be “concerned” at all this having oeccurred,
although he himself wrote to me, referring me to the
printer, from whom I should obtain the private copies,
and admits at page 3 that I was not to “ be regarded as
at all responsible for irregularities,” if such had oceurred.

The manner in which this discussion had already ter-
minated, and the apology made by the person who
advanced the allegations now given as an excuse for
the conduet of the Council, ought surely to have satisfied
Mr. Phillips of the unfounded nature of the charges

acainst me.
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It will, perhaps, be necessary to make a few remarks in
addition to those contained in my letter to Mr. Phillips,
dated 27th June, 1840, regarding the charge of making
“ additions ” or “ alterations,” which Mr. Owen and Mr.
Phillips, each in their own fashion, have advanced against
me, without furnishing the least shadow of proof.

No observation nor theoretical opinion was added by
me to the Report in its passage through the press, nor,
in fact, any new matter at all in connexion with the
subject which Mr. Owen alludes to in his letter to Mr.
Yates.

The whole tenor of the Report on the subject of the
development of the teeth, which is that on which Mr.
Owen arrogates to himself a “ nouvelle théorie,” is sim-
ple and uniform, in exact accordance with the original
communications, and tending distinetly to the establish-
ment of the theory expressed at page 19 of the “ Ad-
dendum,” namely, that “ the ivory is neither more nor
less than the ossified pulp.”#*

This received the sanction of the Editorial Secretary,
after many weeks’ deliberate consideration, and there
being no deviation from it throughout the whole paper,
it ought to have been respected by him, and he should
never have lent himself to such an impropriety as he
committed by obeying the mandate of any individual
member to * suppress” what he had so deliberately
“ approved,”—what he had guaranteed to “ insert in the
forthcoming volume,” and had, in fact, positively inserted,
furnishing me, through his agent the printer, with private
copies.

I allow there was one distinet *addition” which 1
made to the Report while passing through the press.
It is contained in a foot-note, and relates to the investi-
gations of Schwann, of which I gave a particular and
rather lengthened notice in the original Memoir, but as

See the original Memoirs and Drawings, passim.
D
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Mr. Owen professes his total ignorance of Schwann as
an investigator of this subject, notwithstanding the
lengthened notice of his labours which accompanied my
Memoir, was read at Birmingham as forming part of it,
and was partly reported in the jonrnals of the day, it
seems very inconsistent in Mr. Phillips to consider it
“ grievous ” that I, on detecting a deficiency in my report,
should have hastened to do justice to such an accom-
plished investigator, whose labours being avowedly un-
known to Mr. Owen, could not be supposed to interfere
with him in any way.

Another portion of Mr. Phillips’s letter, in which he
says, “ What astonishes me more, is to learn, that without
my knowledge you have received copies of the paper,”
contains a misrepresentation, the evidences of which are
furnished by the compiler himself in the preceding page
of the Addendum ; but are placed at such a distance from
each other, that the reader cannot without care connect
them. It is there stated, that “ when the proofs were
“ finally corrected, Mr. Nasmyth applied to the printer
*“ for 100 private copies, and was informed that without
““ an order his request could not be complied with until
‘“ the volume was published. Mr. Nasmyth then en-
“ closed, or brought to the printing-office, a note from
“ Mr. Phillips to himself, the exaet puarport of which
“ Mr. Taylor cannot now reecall, but which appeared to
“ him at the time to authorise a compliance with Mu.
“ Nasmyth’s request.” (Addendum, p.2.) This contains
another of those misrepresentations in which the narra-
tive abounds. I beg to state that I never requested,
either of Mr. Phillips or Mr, Taylor, that copies should
be delivered to me before the volume was published.
On the contrary, I distinetly intimated to Mr, Taylor, in
speaking of the copies, that I wished for nothing but
what was regular. The above extract, however, will
evince, by the showing of the compilers themselves, that
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Mr. Phillips, previously to his making the assertion in
his letter of the 24th of June, had sanctioned the delivery
of private copies to me. Moreover, he has elsewhere
declared, that I “ could not be regarded as at all respon-
“gible for these irregularities;”—pretending to assume
as such the delivery of private copies to me. The prin-
ters’ evidence, in my possession, corroborates my state-
ment, as will be seen from the following letter :
* Red Lion Court, Fleet Street, June 25, 1840.

“ Sir,—I have a perfeet recollection of seeing Mr,
“ Phillips's letter to you, authorising us to print you
“ separate copies from the Report of the British Asso-
“ ciation; but I saw it only for a few minutes, and have
“ searched repeatedly in vain for it since. 1T still hope it
“ may turn up from among our numerous papers, and
““ if so, you may depend on its being returned to you.

“ I am, Sir,
“ Your obedient Servant,
“ (. GYDpE,
“ For R. and J. E. Taylor.
* To Alex. Nasmyth, Esq., &e. &e. &e.™

Whatever subterfuge may be had recourse to, the ad-
missions which Mr. Phillips himself makes are quite
sufficient to have warranted that gentleman in refusing
to interfere at the instance of an interested party, seeing
that, if any irregularity had occurred, it arose entirely
from my being subjected to the influence of the errors or
negligence of others.

At this stage of the business, I must say I was very
much chagrined and disappointed to find such a decided
resistance made to affording me the least satisfaction by
the officer whose duty it was to arrange these matters. |
certainly conceived that he had no right to address him-
self to me at all on the subject, and that I ought not to
have been obliged to defend myself from such irregular
attacks. If anything had been done it ought to have

D 2
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been by a new transaction, grounded on the exhibition of
evidence. But instead of this obvious course, the records
of the Association were mutilated, and I was left to defend
myself against a concealed enemy, who dared not even
exhibit his charge against me. Notwithstanding this
ungenerous hostility on the part of Mr. Phillips, I offered
to begin the transaction anew with him, to take the trou-
ble of going over the whole of it from the original com-
munications, and even to repair personally to York for
that purpose. My surprise was great when I found that
this offer, which I considered so liberal, was treated with
contemptuous silence. 1 was fearful at the time that this
was the harbinger of measures such as those which have
been adopted, yet I could not but think, that however the
Secretary had forgotten himself, the Council would be
willing to make ample reparation, although I was sus-
picious that he must have powerful abettors to embolden
him to adopt such a course. It turns out to have been so,
and the seeretary’s excuse is now exhibited at p. 7 of the
“ Addendum” for the first time—like most of the other
exculpatory documents contained in that narrative. It is
in the following words:— “Mr. Nasmyth’s offer to convey
“ his original memoirs to York, for Mr. Phillips’s satisfac-
“tion, was declined, as an appeal having been made to
“ the Council, the case was removed out of his jurisdie-
“ tion.”
not only offered to convey “my original memoir,” but

Here is another prevarication, inasmuch as I

“ the whole of my preparations, drawings, and original
“ manuseripts’—the memoirs being three in number, It
should here be observed, that the foregoing excuse for
Mr. Phillips’s conduet, renders it evident that the Couneil
did actually receive my offer from his hands. How that
offer was treated the sequel will show.

The inconsistency of the above excuse must be obvious
to any one. If the case was removed from his “jurisdie-
“tion” in one point, it must have been in all, and ought,
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of course, to have been left in statu quo, until the “appeal”
had been heard. Instead of which, although pretending
to be precluded from exercising his judgment in a simple
matter of fact, he does not consider himself precluded
from exercising his power to the destruction of the pro-
perty of the Association, and the infringement of my indi-
vidual rights.

Without the smallest inquiry into the facts of the case,
the Council approved of Mr. Phillips’s precipitate and
arbitrary proceedings; and notwithstanding they had
thus assumed a serious judicial duty, they at once tried
to divest themselves of responsibility, by devolving on a
committee of gentlemen resident in different parts of the
kingdom, an inquiry quite nnconnected with the correct-
ness of my conduct, or the authenticity of my report.
The most incongruous opinions, amounting to an entire
mistake of the subject of my researches by that Committee,
were the result of the inquiry.

The econductors of this affair, and the framers of
the *“ Addendum,” not content with sacrificing the in-
terest of their friend Mr. Owen, by forcing his fabrica-
tions into view, and aecting in a wmanner diametrically
opposed to his publicly-declared wishes, proceed to re-
cord the above transaction, and place the actors in it in
an unfavourable point of view, in order to keep the truth in
the shade, and gain a colour for a charge against me. In
their resolution of the 15th of September, 1840, a com-
mittee is requested, “ to decide whether the Report of
“ Mr. Nasmyth’s paper, as published in the Literary
“ Gazette and Athenseum, orin either of those periodicals,
“ or the Report of that paper sent by Mr. Nasmyth to
“ Mr. Phillips for publication, in the Report of the
“ Ninth Meeting of the Association, held at Birmingham,
“ is more correct in regard to the points under discussion
“ between Professor Owen and Mr. Nasmyth.,” (Ad-
dendum, p. 8.)
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It is here strange, in the first place, that such a
minute should contain the words * under discussion,”
when the discussion had already terminated. In the
second place, the Council, instead of acting on my offer,
conveyed to them through Professor Phillips, of sub-
mitting to examination the original documents in their
entire state, or directing their delegates to do so, make
no mention whatever of my original documents in their
mmstruetions to the Committee quoted above. The Com-
mittee, thus installed, acts up to the very letter of these
strange instructions, and never even intimates its exist-
ence to me at all, nor asks for the legitimate evidence.

Thus Mr. Owen, as Conservator of the Museum of the
College of Surgeons, and Councilman of the British
Association—Mr. Phillips, in his character of Assistant-
Greneral Secretary and Editor of the Transactions of that
Association—the aggregate body of the Couneil of the
Association convened at Glasgow—and the Committee
of Delegates appointed by the Association—all these, as
well as the compiler or compilers of the “ Addendum,”
while professing to act with one accord, commence hosti-
lities, each by their separate and distinet mode of attack,
against a single member of the Association, not one of
these modes of attack having any direct reference to
what is now brought forward as the groundwork of the
whole, namely, the letter of Mr. Owen to Mr. Yates, of
July 18, 1840,

It is quite evident that the novel tactics preseribed to
this committee of judicial delegates had nothing to do
with the real points at issue between the Association
and myself, namely, whether my conduect was honourable
or not, and my abstract faithful to the original commu-
nication or otherwise. Their only effect was to keep
alive a mischievous dispute, which I had not com-
menced, and never willingly interfered with, and which
the other party had publicly declared “ at an end.”
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However, it seems three gentlemen out of the six, re-
siding in separate and distant parts of the kingdom,
were found willing to engage in such an ungracious
task, and they proceeded to their work in perfect secrecy
so far as I was concerned. I neither knew who had
undertaken the business, where they had met for de-
liberation, or on what evidence they tried the question,
till I received the laconic intimation contained in the
following letter :
“ 49, Upper Bedford Place, Russell Square,

“ November 19th, 1840,
“Sir,

“The officers of the Medical Section of the British As-
“sociation at the Birmingham Meeting, having returned
“ their answers on the question referred to them on the
“ 15th of September, the Council assembled this day, and
* passed the following resolution, requesting me to commu-
“ nicate it to you; viz:

“<That the Council do not consider it mecessary to
‘make any further publication of Mr. Nasmyth’s commu-
“ nication, than the notice inserted in the Report of the
“ Ninth Meeting of the Association held at Birmingham.’

“ I remain, sir,
“ Yours, respectfully,
“ James Y ATES,

“ Secretary to the Council.
“ A, Nasmyth, Esq.”

An earnest remonstrance of mine against such injustice
produced a revocation of this arbitrary ediet, and a new
order to the delegates; but even a simple narration of
this fact cannot be given without another deviation from
truth. In mentioning the reception of my communica-
tion this phrase is used, *“ Expressing his readiness and
“ desire to lay before the Council the engravings from
“ the drawings which had accompanied his papers read
“ at Birmingham.” (Addendum, p. 9.) The fact being
that at this very date, fac similes of them were actually
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in the possession of each individual eouncilman, appended
to separate copies of the report which had been delivered to
me. It will be seen, however, from what follows, that they
did not choose to take these ocular evidences into conside-
ration themselves, or even to remit them to their delegates,
although, in the strong remonstrance which I presented
to them, I stated that, *“ By their means you will at once
“ be able to convince yourselves, indisputably, of the ac-
“ ecuracy of my abstract ; to see, at a glance, the original
“ anatomical evidence on which my papers were founded ;
“ and to estimate the justice of the comments in which
“ its suppression originated. The titles, even, of these
“ engravings, have been copied from those of the draw-
“ ings themselves, so that the whole may be regarded as
“ the actual communication itself. They require no
“ comment, and I respectfully demand your attention
“ to them, confining myself to putting this simple
“ uestion to any person who has examined these draw-
A ings—Haw my report, in order to be accurate, could have
¢ been worded otherwise than it is?”

Hemmed in by this unanswerable appeal to their com-
mon sense, and unable to resist the convietion which
must have followed from an aequiescence in my request,
the Council determine on overlooking altogether this
original and principal evidence, which, if employed to
illustrate any of the accounts given of my researches,
must at once have cleared up every difliculty that could
have been found or invented. It is therefore carefully
kept out of sight in the “ Addendum,” that each of the
councilmen had fac similes of the diagrams at that time
in their possession. They try to get out of this dilemma
by desiring “ Mr. Yates to obtain from Mr. Nasmyth the
“ original memoir or memoirs read by him to the Medi-
*“ cal Bection at Birmingham,” “ and to refer them to the
*“ authors of the report to the Couneil,” “ for the purpose
“ of enabling them to decide upon the correctness of the
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¢ abstract presented by Mr, Nasmyth for publication.”
There is here another inaccuracy, inasmuch as this ab-
stract was not ‘ presented” by me. It was drawn up
by me at the express desire of the Editorial Secretary,
who also directed that it should contain a sucecinet and
“ consecutive” account, not only of the *“ memoir or me-
moirs read by me to the Medical Section,” but also of that
read to the Geological Section,as well as that on the epithe-
lium. It was, moreover, expressly required by the Edi-
torial Secretary, that it should comprehend the diagrams
and their deseriptions. This committee, however, is * re-
quested to report the result of their inquiries” from one
single and isolated portion of the original communication,
with a view to determine the truth of the abstract con-
taining a “ consecutive” account of the whole. It is
really quite astonishing to me, that a number of gentle-
men should commit themselves by such a strange incon:-
gruity, and at the same time suppose that I should ac-
quiesce in it. The whole of my original communications
were free and open to the inspection of every one, and
of course to these delegates. This I intimated both
verbally and by letter; but for a partial investigation I
would afford no facilities ; and also, in the absence of a
specific charge against myself, I should certainly have
objected to engaging in a confliet in the dark with a
body of delegates, invested by the Counecil with the
authority of umpires without my sanction, more espe-
cially as these gentlemen had already fallen into the
extraordinary mistake of supposing that I was treating
of “ dentition,” whereas that subject was never alluded to
by me. Even to these gentlemen, however, they were open
for inspection, if taken in their entire state. But such an
inspection not suiting their purpose, they found it ne-
cessary to invent means of avoiding it, and recourse was
had to the disingenuous expedient of refusing to look at
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them, because I had offered to present them personally,
and point out to them the new and old portions of the
manuseript and the drawings which had been subse-
quently placed in the folios.

In excuse and explanation of these abrupt and arbi-
trary proceedings, a letter signed P. M. Roget, and
addressed to the Rev. James Yates, is now for the first
time produced at p. 10 of the “ Addendum,” and is
introduced there as if it had formed part of the trans-
actions with me. This letter contains an account of
certain seruples of Dr. Macartney’s, concurred in by
Drs. Roget and Rees, which are meant to serve as reasons
for not accepting my offer of delivering to them the
entire original communications as read and exhibited
at the Birmingham Meeting, divested of the matter
since added to them. I beg, however, it may be distinetly
understood that the existence of this letter, like that of
most of the other important documents contained in the
narrative of the “ Addendum,” was entirely unknown
to me till I saw it in print, and consequently, that no op-
portunity was afforded me of overcoming the seruples
therein expressed.

Persisting in a refusal to consider the main portion of
my communications, namely, the diagrams, and request-
ing the renewed assistance of the committee, to which
they add the officers of the Geological Section, the
Couneil, in a printed letter to me, dated March 30th,
1841, remark, « that if they were put in possession of a
** copy of the original memoirs, duly authenticated, they
“ might find it proper to publish an abstract of them in
“ a future volume.” The Couneil could not suppose that
such degradation would be submitted to; and as matters
now stand, I eannot but express my indignation that
such a proposal should have been made to me by the very
body which had received such a document as Mr. Owen’s
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letter, without the smallest hesitation, and whose au-
thorised compiler had been guilty of unwarrantable in-
terpolation.

Not being cognisant, at that time, of the nature of the
“appeal” now produced, I was not aware of the full ex-
tent of the indignity offered me ; but I knew that a cause
had been tried without any definite charge, without any
citation of the aceused, or demand for his evidence ;
that a verdict had been returned and received against
him, which had no direet relation to the matters at
issue between him and the Association:; and that a
uniform resistance had been offered to the consideration
of the most conclusive evidence in possession of every
member of the Council, and to the reception of the
testimony of competent judges. On the back of all this
it was expected that I, for the satisfaction of the gentlemen
acting thus unhandsomely towards me, and in the vague
hope “that they might find it proper to publish an
abstract,” should authenticate an isolated portion of my
communications to be taken as proof of the whole. I
cannot persuade myself that such an offer was ever made
but for the purpose of being rejected, it being obviously
impossible that at such a stage of the proceedings I could
admit of any compromise, or consent to the publication of
anything more or less than my own authentic abstraet.

An explieit answer was given by me to the whole letter
of the 30th March, and circulated to each individual of
the Council, though all notice of that answer is omitted in
the account of the transactions now published. The cause
of this omission may be found in its containing a proposal,
which, from its reasonable and comprehensive nature, was
justly entitled to adoption, and could only be evaded by
silence—namely, to refer the physiologieal part of the dis-
pute between the Council of the Association and myself to
the arbitration of the Royal College of Surgeons, a step
which had become the more necessary, because the un-
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equivocal and united testimony of three eminent physiolo-
gists in my favour had proved insufficient to convince the
Couneil that truth was on my side.* I was additionally
justified in proposing this arbitration, inasmuch as the
Councilhad declared, in their printed letter of March 30th,
p. 3, that “in a matter depending on delicate physiolo-
“gical considerations,” “the Council did not consider
“themselves to be adequate judges.” Declaring this
incapacity, “they therefore thought they could not in any
“ way further the ends of justice and of science so well,
“as by referring the question to the president and officers
“of the Medical Section.” These gentlemen, however,
must, at the least, have been very inattentive, since
they entirely mistook even the subject of my researches,
imagining it to be “dentition,” a theme never once touched
upon in my communications. All notice of this proposal,
and the circumstances connected with it, is entirely kept
out of sight by the compilers of the “ Addendum,” and
the reasons for this remarkable omission must now be
sufficiently obvious.

It was with an earnest desire to give every one con-
cerned an unobjectionable and honourable opportunity of
freeing themselves of all difficulty and embarrassment,
that I respectfully but strongly urged this appeal,
and I certainly thought that the utmost streteh of inge-
nuity could have devised no means of escape from a
proposal so reasonable. The exhaustless tact at subterfuge
was, however, again called into exercise, and a new set of
antagonists brought up against me, who, like the former
classesof combatants, take up an entirely new position, and
come armed with new weapons. Limited as were the for-
mer demands for original documents, my new antagonists
restrict them still further. Notwithstanding the former
refusal to meet me personally, they order me into their
presence, disarmed of everything but the paper which was

* Bee page 25.
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read 1o the Geological Section at Birmingham, and thus
they not only wish to deprive me of my means of defence,
but make a strange attempt to drop the original subject
altogether, and get me to acquiesce in the substitution of
another, involving nothing more than a serutiny as to the
actual writer of a short report, a proof* of which was
sent to me under cover of a note from Mr. Phillips, on the
2nd of April, 1840, wherein Mr. Phillips, the editor, and
therefore the only person whom I knew in the matter, ex-
presses himself exactly as I do in the report furnished by
me, Mr. Phillips confessed himself responsible for that
report, and yet, in the face of his written avowal, still in my
possession, a story is trumped up in connexion with this,
about a report made out by Dr. Lloyd, whose name had
never before been heard of by me in the transaction, but in
which the compilers pretend to find out that a certain sen-
tence is not contained. They have not, however, the hardi-
hood even to affirm that I had anything to do with this
report which was sent to me under cover of a note from Mr.
Phillips, and, therefore, the story is irrelevant and ridi-
culous. The compilers forget that it is acknowledged, at
page 2 of the Addendum, that * all the other sheets of
the volume,” except those of my own reports, of course
including this which was sent to me, *“ passed through Mr.
Phillips's hands in their progress through the press;” and
this being the case, he ought at once to have found and pro-
duced the manuseript of that report which was sent to me,
or to have acknowledged the origin of the whole of this
transaction. It is, however, of no consequence whether
the original manuseript contained the particular sentence
alluded to or not, since even this treasure trove of argu-
ment contains quite enough to frustrate the attempt
which has been founded on the absence of one par-
ticular sentence. So far as it goes, it is conclusive of

* I call it proof, because Mr. Phillips, who sent it to me, calls it proof, and
htis notwithstanding the quibble that is now got up about the word “revise.”
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the character of my views of the “organised cellular
nature” of the ivory. The pulp is said * to be observed
“to be cellular throughout its internal structure, and
“this structure is essentially concerned in the develope-
“ment of the ivory;” this doctrine being the whole
and sole undeviating tenor of that portion of my com-
munications.

The covert insinuation infused into the published
account of this particular part of the transaction is really
too ridiculous to require comment; and I leave it to
confute itself, with the aceompanying explanatory narra-
tive of the now obvious purposes of the proposed con-
ference with me at the rooms of the Royal Society. The
pretended call for “the original paper” will be easily
appreciated, and the abrupt refusal of the terms proposed
by me will be as easily seen through.

In proportion as the exigences of the case were extreme,
the tactics of the Council have been eccentrie, and they
have not only abandoned all ordinary principles of justice,
but have overleaped those regulations and limits of con-
science, which they preseribed to themselves in the con-
sideration of this subject. Three of the delegates, be it
remembered, are the self-same gentlemen who professed
such a conscientious delicacy only a very short time be-
fore, as recorded in the second page of the “ Addendum,”
in these words:—*“ We have thought it right to protect
“ ourselves from all suspicion of being biassed in our
“judgment by ex parte statements or representations;
“and we have accordingly serupulously avoided having
“any communication with Mr. Owen, either directly or
“ indirectly, on the matters in dispute. For the same
“ reason we must decline the proffered interview with Mr.
“ Nasmyth.” What was the real weight of these scruples
may be estimated from the fact, that the very gentlemen in
question, being powerfully reinforced by a reserve sent by
the Couneil to “ assist the Committee in forming their
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judgment,” become suddenly relieved of their seruples, and
have no objection io meet me, provided I bring forward
only one portion of the original documents, and allow
them to change altogether the subject of discussion.

In the printed letter of the Council of March 30th,
1841, it is stated that “in a matter depending on deli-
“ cate physiological considerations,” “the Council did
“ not consider themselves adequate judges,” the geologi-
cal delegates now added, being, of course, included in
this category. Yet, by the 5th of May, these same gen-
tlemen had acquired such a delicate knowledge of phy-
siology, as to become in their own opinion competent
judges of the matter at issue, and wished me to recognise
them, and bow to their authority as such! Any com-
ment on these facts would be superfluous.

This strange narrative ends in a manner worthy of its
commencement and ecourse, namely, by the following
assertion :—** Mr. Nasmyth having thus made no reply to
“ their request to be allowed to see his original papers,your
“ committee cannot proceed further in the inquiry.”
Trifling as this little terminal sentence appears to be, it
is a genuine specimen of the whole composition. It is
another of the ex-post-facto documents, given with all the
air and semblance of a portion of the transactions with
me. It is moreover at variance with fact, though put
forth with no small hardihood, since evidence to the
contrary glares in the eyes of the reader from the opposite
page of the Addendum, where reference is made to two
letters on this subject, dated 17th and 27th of April.
In fact, my original papers were not in the smallest
degree required for the matter then under discussion, and
if required could not have been disjoined from the rest of
the communications. The Couneil had been often told so,
and yet whenever any allusion is made to my original
communications, it is always to an insulated portion of
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them. In the instance to which the word “ thus" applies,
it was only one paper which was asked for, namely, the
Geological one; this being another of those cunning
prevarications in which the Addendum abounds.

Thus the plausible story respecting my not giving up
the original communications resolves itself into this:—
My offer, ““ to convey the originals of my communications
to York,” was declined by the Editorial Secretary, because,
forsooth, ©“ an appeal having been made to the Council, the
“ case was removed out of his jurisdiction.” These are the
words in which the excuse is now for the first time put
forth in this *“ Addendum.” The Council having received
this business from Mr. Phillips’s hands, instead of taking
up the correspondence with me where that gentleman
professes to have dropped it, and immediately acting on
my offer, proceed to entrap three gentlemen, as above
explained, to sit in judgment on an entirely irrelevant ques-
tion, without the slightest reference to my original commu-
nications, and ultimately refuse these original communi-
cations, offered to them, in the exact and entire state in
which they were delivered to the meeting at Birmingham ;
whilst the main portion of these original communiecations,
namely, the drawings with their explanations, although
brought before the notice of every individual member of
the Council, by fac similes of them being transmitted toeach
by me, were excluded altogether from their considera-
tion. They make attempts to evade a faithful considera-
tion of the gquestion, by asking for insulated portions of the
communications ; first for the * Memoirs read at the Me-
““ dical Section” alone ; abandoning that position, they next
ask for the “ Geological” one alone. The compilers of the
statement sanctioned by the Council, at the close of these
transactions, adopt similar manceeuvres, and refuse even
to read or satisfy themselves from the original eom-
munications, in their entire form, which had been before
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the publie nearly ten months previons to the appearance
of the volume containing the “ Addendum.”

In the 23 pages of letter-press, which are occupied
by this “ Addendum,” pretending to be a history of the
transactions which have taken place between the Couneil
of the Association and myself, I have also shown that there
are four documents over which the compilers had a con-
trol, and from each of these an attempt has been separately
made to derive a shadow of exculpation. The discretion
exercised, and the spirit in which this task has been per-
formed, may be gathered from the following brief reca-
pitulation.

The first of these documents, namely, the letter from
Mr. Owen addressed to Mr, Yates, is here advanced as the
source from which all these proceedings have flowed.
This document, so far as I am concerned, has never
found a place in the transactions at all, and, still worse,
it is made up of allegations totally devoid of foundation.

The second document, Mr. Phillips’s letter addressed
to me, Angust 10th, 1840, is set forth to excuse that gen-
tleman’s unjust and illiberal conduet towards me, and
his interference with the rights of the Association. This
document, besides being modified by the compilers, con-
tains a deliberate interpolation.

The third document, namely, the letter from Dr.
Macartney to Mr. Yates, dated the 12th of January,
1841, as well as that in which it is contained, of the 21st
inst., is intended to form a loop-hole for the eseape of the
gentlemen who had been entrapped into the position of
judges in a trial where no charge was exhibited, no de-
fendent cited, and no original evidence called for; the
decision arrived at by them, being in strict accordance
with these unjust and ridieulous proceedings. This is
also another of the ex-post-facto exeulpatory documents,
which have never formed part of the transactions with
me,
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The fourth document is exhumed on purpose for this
oceasion from among the literary sketches of Dr, Lloyd,
and also now introduced for the first time to my notice.
I have no objection to admit that it is well written, and
somewhat to the point, although redundant. The only
thing to be deduced from this evidence is, the demonstra-
tion of an insufficient acquaintance with my researches
on the part of the compilers of the Addendum themselves.
In fact, it is in itself totally inert, though its ];rnductiﬂn
now is another indication of the uniform spirit which the
whole of the compilers’ statements manifest. It cannot be
of the least avail in forming a judgment of the case, whether
or not Mr. Phillips attempts to repudiate this as an
illegitimate production which is fathered on him, and he
has acknowledged, or is the offspring of any one else, it
being quite immaterial as to the affiliation of such opi-
nions by that gentleman, because in the consecutive ab-
stract or Report which I drew up for him, and which he
received, retained in his possession, analyzed, and modi-
fied, printed and recorded, in the Transactions of the
Association, and copies of which he furnished me with for
private circulation—the self-same epitome of the theory of
dental development, derived from the investigations, ob-
servations, and delineations presented to the meeting at
Birmingham by me is contained. It will be seen as thus
recorded by him near the bottom of page 19, and is in
these words :—*“He concluded, therefore, that the ivory
“is neither more nor less than the ossified pulp.”

Under all this mass of opposing evidence, and in the face
of their own productions and statements to the contrary,
the compilers of this document have yet the hardi-
hood to assert that “ the Council having failed in their
“ frequently-repeated endeavours to obtain Mr. Nasymth’s
“ original papers, or assured copies of them, are unable, on
“ the one hand, to publish the latter authenticated as a
“ faithful report of the papers read by that gentleman, at
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“ Birmingham, or, on the other hand, to decide that it is
“ not a fair report of those papers.” (p. 13.)

This assertion is also made to follow the narration of a
trial made to entrap me into a single-handed discussion
with three gentlemen who had been induced to commit
themselves in the expression of an opinion without evi-
dence, to whom were added the members of the Couneil
forming the officers of the Geological Seection; it now
appearing that the subject into which I was to be drawn,
and which they would have discussed, was one in which I
was not at all interested, with which I had nothing to do,
and which involved merely the conduct and merits of their
own officers.

I now leave it, my Lord, to yourself and to the dispas-
sionate portion of the Council, to judge whether the pre-
ceding facts afford materials for gratulation regarding
the truth of this document or the integrity of its authors ;
and your Lordship will now doubtless be able to estimate
the degree of aversion with which I have entered on a
subject, the details of which are so repugnant to all
honour and justice.

That those honourable and upright gentlemen who com-
pose the Council of the Association have been deceived,
and are not individually conscious participators in the
erection of such an unseemly fabrie, I am fully persuaded.
The case has been designedly too mueh involved for them
tounravel. Mr. Owen even may have misunderstood, or
not attended to my investigations, and if such were the
case I wish he had at onee avowed it, as he did his un-
acquaintance with the labours of Schwann, although de-
tailed by me at the same time with my own. Had he pur-
sued this ecourse, there would have been no need of the
inventions to which he and his abettors in the Counecil
have so unhappily resorted.

As the matter now stands, however, an individual mem-
ber of the Association is paramount to the whole, break-
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ing down its regulations, and scattering to the winds the
leaves of its recorded transactions. He has also influence
to induce an officer paid by the members at large to obey
his arbitrary mandates, and, what is more strange, gets a
majority of his brother councilimen to approve of these
disorganizing measures, as well as some person or persons
with hardihood sufficient to brave the public obloquy of
detected deviations from truth.

No apology is necessary on my part for at once laying
this letter before the public, seeing that copies of the state-
ment to which it is a reply, were privately circulated so
early as June 1841, in exactly the same form as contained
in the volume of the Transactions itself, published, I be-
lieve, in April 1842, Although printed copies of the state-
ment referred to had thus been circulated early in June
1841, these words are used by the Council on the 28th of
June 1841: * That copies of this statement be transmitted,
“ as soon as they can be printed, to Mr. Nasmyth.” This
expression being used about two months after they had no#
only actually been printed, but cireulated. On these
grounds, I consider myself quite justified in doing avow-
edly, what was done privately by the Counecil, and thus
endeavouring to apply, as soon as possible, some direct
antidote to the baneful influence of such erroneous state-
ments as contained in the Addendum.

I conclude by respectfully requesting your Lordship to
lay this letter before the ruling body of the Association, in
any manner which your Lordship may think most appropri-
ate, and I trust that, as the Council have given insertion in
the Transactions to the statements contained in the Adden-
dum, they will see the justice of inserting also my counter-
statements.

Allow me to subseribe myself,
With great respeet,
Your Lordship’s very humble servant,
AvreEx. Nasmyrn,
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LETTER FROM DR. HODGKIN TO PROFESS0R PHILLIPS.

Lower Brook Street, 20, 7, 1841,
Respecrep Friexp,

I have received from Taylor and Co.’s printing-office,
a copy of Alexander Nasmyth’s abstract of the papers
read by him at the Birmingham meeting of the British
Association, to which is prefixed the draft of a report
which it is intended to publish along with it, with a re-
quest that they should be returned, with any comments
which the perusal of them may suggest as important. I
regret I have been more tardy in complying with this
request than I could have wished. 1 have throughout
felt this to be a very painful and trying affair, and my re-
gard for both the parties concerned has throughout in-
creased the anxiety which, in common with every mem-
ber of the Couneil, I have felt that the affair should be
satisfactorily and amicably arranged. I am sorry to say
that a very careful examination of the document put into
my hands, in which I have compared part with part, as
well as reverted to the circumstances as they have from
time to time been brought before the Council, leads me to
fear that Alexander Nasmyth will only feel himself ad-
ditionally aggrieved, since, although it is very much made
up of actual copies of minutes and letters, the whole is
made to present accusations, direct or implied, which
would not be the case were the statement complete. It is
not surprising that the anthor of a paper should feel
himself hurt by a letter like thine of the 24, 6, 1840,
although I am fully persuaded that it was not thy intention
to wound his feelings. He, however, immediately re-
plied by an offer to prove that he had inserted nothing
new in his abstraet, but it does not appear that either this
offer, or that subsequently made by him to convey his
proofs to York, were accepted, whilst great stress is laid
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upon his not ecomplying with the request to deliver up
his original paper, without its being made evident what
were the valid grounds for his refusal, viz. that it had
been so employed, in the recording of further researches,
as to render it altogether unsuitable to go out of his own
possession. The suggestion made by Dr. Macartney, for
overcoming this difficulty by obliterating all interlinea-
tions, is what few authors would submit to, although he
might secure a copy of them, as proposed by the Pro-
fessor.* To render the narrative complete, it should
have been stated that the original MSS. were seen by
the secretary of the Counecil, James Yates; and it should
likewise appear in the report, that the original diagrams,
which are as much a part of the original communication
as the MSS., were never asked by the Committee or
the Council, or taken notice of when offeredt by the
author. On the other hand, much stress is laid on the
two reports published in the Literary Gazette and Athe-
nzum, both of which, though traced to the author, and
therefore eertainly of great importance, are not without
essential defects, though even these appear to me to
afford no valid foundation for the charge brought against
the author. An author, in furnishing a hasty abstract,
such as that given to the Athenzum, can scarcely fail to
omit some part of his matter, or to produce it indis-
tinctly, which he will the more readily submit to in the
consciousness that a more ample account will be ulti-
mately given ; but it has been stated by Alex. Nasmyth,
that that report was published without his having finally

* The reader will please to refer to page 34, where a further explanation
connected with this letter of the Doctor’s is given, it being one of those inter-
polations into the transactions which, so far as I am concerned in the affair,
has no place, the account of it never having been seen by me till after the
transaction is sought to be considered as finished.—A. N.

t They were not only offered, but fac similes of them were positively

transmitted to the dwelling-place of each individual member of the Council.—
A.N.
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approved of it, and when he had expressly desired to
retouch if, whereas the report, as it now stands, makes
him give it his entire sanction.* The report in the
Gazette, though more extensive, was given from a rough
copy; and on reference to the journal I find that the
part in which the article is defective, is precisely that in
which the editor admits his difficulty, in a note printed at
page 4,f but which appears to me to be in a great mea-
sure supplied even by Dr. Lloyd’s abstract, as given at
pages 17 and 18. T think that, as the subject is to be
brought before the public in the forthcoming volume, the
report in the Gazette, which is the more extensive, is as
necessary as that given in the Atheneum. The report
of the committee named at the Glasgow meeting, an-
nounces the ambiguity in the two reports referred to, and
it does not appear that they were supplied with by the
Council, or sought for themselves, any document to
elucidate the question. They admit, however, that the
formation of the proper substance of the teeth is effected
by the addition of ossific matter in the original structure
of the pulp, which is precisely the view contained, with-
out ambiguity, in the printed abstract objected to, and

* When a proof of the report published in the Athensenm was sent to me, I
noticed that there was a whole leaf wanting, where my theoretical opinions were
more especially detailed. That proof being hurriedly called for, I particu-
larly desired a revise, hoping that this portion was still to come ; at all events
I set about preparing to supply the deficiency ready for the revise, but I was
astonished to find it inserted as it was, in the published number, two days
after., At the time [ attached no importance to it, nor is it now of much
consequence.—A. N.

+ This is the portion, I presume, where Mr. Owen unfortunately tam-
pered with evidence by fabricating a passage. There is also a word left out in
the article in the Literary Gazette, and a mistake has crept into the report,
although drawn up with great ability, causing a confusion betwixt the re-
searches of Schwann and my opinions, But when it is considered that the
Report was drawn up from a rough MS. by another party, and not seen by
me previous to publication, this is not to be wondered at; but on reference to
the originals, all is very evident and easily understood.—A. N.
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which, as it met with suecessive reductions at thy re-
quests made in Oectober, and at some period between the
24th of 2nd month and 10th of 4th month, it is not
surprising that a change in the wording should have
been effected, both for clearness and abbreviation. In
looking to these dates, I find that Dr. Lloyd’s abstraect,
and also that furnished by Alexander Nasmyth, must
have been at the printer’s together, which may aeccount
for the passage which makes the difference between Dr.
Lloyd’s original and the proof, as sent to Alex. Nasmyth,
and at once rejected by him. The report of the com-
mittee refers to a passage in one of the journals, as ex-
pressly disclaiming the view of the ossification of the
pulp by A. N., and on reference to the paper, for the
grounds of this assertion, I find it evident that this dis-
claimer is not given by him in the statement of his own
opinions, but as a comment upon Schwann’s opinions,
and relates to the mode in which the transition of the
pulp is effected. I think that no doubt on this head can
remain, if the concluding paragraph of the report in the
Athenzum, and Dr. Lloyd’s own abstract, are properly
considered ; but, with the unfavourable bias which the
draft of the report is caleulated to inspire, this conelusion
may escape the notice of the casual reader. When it
is determined to print documents and correspondence,
from which the public are to suppose that they have the
opportunity of judging for themselves, it is very import-
ant that the whole evidence should come before them,
and for the removal of the confessed ambiguity, it seems
but due to the author, when his own explanation is re-
jected, at least to accept that of three most respectable
and competent witnesses, who were made acquainted
with the anthor’s views even before the meeting at Bir-
mingham had taken place, and whose written statements
were transmitted to the Couneil *

* The gentlemen here alluded to were Mr. Liston, Mr. Dalrymple, and
Mr. Gulliver, whose evidence is given at page 24.—A. N,
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It is much to be regretted that Alexander Nasmyth
has not furnished to the Council a verbatim copy of the
original document, when it had consented to receive this
evidence of his actual opinions, as mentioned at p. 12,*
but it is probable, that independently of the difficulty of
making such transeript from the papers in their actual
state, he may have felt that he had done quite enough in
offering the originals to the inspection of the General
Secretary, and in really submitting them to the Secretary
of the Council. I must observe that I urged the expe-
diency of producing this copy upon the author more than
three months ago, and I am glad to be able to add that
since the proof report has been sent to me from Taylor’s,
it has happened that, without the smallest communication
having taken place between us, I received from the author
a printed copy of the original paper, which presents a
view of it as it was actually taken to the meeting of the
Association at Birmingham, and which he is about to
publish in vindication of himself.4 As a friend to peace,
as well as to both the parties concerned, I cannot help
strongly expressing the opinion that it will be to their
interest, as it certainly will be for that of our Association,
to keep out of view in our Transactions any trace of this
unpleasant affair. It will then appear, before the scien-
tific world, that both of these original and laborious
inquirers have been engaged in the same research, and

* Dr, Hodgkin, I see, has taken for granted that the assertions brought
forward in this statement by the Council are correct. On this head I have at
page 40 stated where they are incorrect, in so far that there is not a word of
the willingness to “ publish® my own abstract on receipt of *a copy of the
original memoirs.” The circumstances regarding the rejection of my offers
to give access to the entire original communications have been sufficiently
detailed in the preceding pages.—A. N.

t Yet neither the delegates nor the Council at large accept this, which they
have pretended to call for, although thus pointedly brought under their no-
tice by a man of such probity and sincerity as Dr. Hodgkin, and one who
has proved himself a friend of peace and good will to all parties.—A. N.

F
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arrived, by somewhat different steps, at very nearly the
same conclusions,—I cannot say precisely the same, for 1
think there are shades of difference sufficient to stamp
the originality of each, and which future labours of the
same or other inquirers may hereafter settle. I regret
that I cannot refer to the Comptes Rendus, and I think
that the reader will feel the same difficulty, and must be
sensible that whilst the report of the Council studiously
brings forth matter to conviet a contributing member on
the authority of somewhat irregular evidence, there is not
a sentence of the Memoir from which it has been suspected
that plagiarism has been made. The report will further
record an unconfirmed and unanswered accusation regard-
ing attacks on Professor Owen, and the distribution of
separate copies of the Memoir. These attacks have been
publicly and privately disclaimed by A. Nasmyth, and
the Council has been informed that the copies of the
abstract were received by the author without any restric-
tion as to distribution, but that their further cireulation
was suspended, and the further circulation of those deli-
vered put a stop to, when scarcely half-a-dozen copies
had been given out.

I sincerely regret that my observations on the report
are necessarily given so much in the character of an
advocate, as it places me in a position with reference to
my two friends in which it is distressing to be situated,
but I feel that 1 should not be doing justice to either of
the parties or to the Association which has placed me on
its Couneil, were I to act differently.

I am thine, respectfully,
Tuomas Hopexin.

FRINTED BY 6, J. FALMER, BAVOY STREET, STRAND.
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AND THE COLLATERAL SCIENCES.

THE BRITISH AND FOREIGN MEDICAL REVIEW.
EDITED BY JOHN FORBES, M.D., F.R.S.

“ We have now, for the first time, a Medical Review from the British press, deserving of com-
parison with the most celebrated of the jourmals devoted to literature and general seience. The
articles do not consist simply of an analysis of the work subject to examination ; butof a critical
digest of all the information therein contained, and of all that can be gathered from other sources
unnoticed by the anthor. The most profound research, extensive experience, and eritieal
acumen, are brought to bear upon the subjects discussed ; and the conseguence is, o more satis-
factory epitome of the state of medical science at the present time than we have met with in
any other work which has eome under our observation. The execution of the mechanical part
is fully equal to the literary; and we have mo hesitation in pronouncing * The British and
Foreign Medical Review' the first medical periodical in the world."—The American MNedicel
Library and Intelligencer.

i ¢ The British and Foreign Medical Review® is certainly the ablest periodical now published in
England."—Journal of the Caleutta Medical and Physical Sociely.

THE BRITISH & FOREIGN MEDICAL REVIEW is published Quarterly,
price Six Shillings. The first twelve volumes may be had, elegantly done up in
cloth boards, at the same price as the single Numbers.
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MR. RUTHERFORD ALCOCK, K.T.S.
Deputy Inspector-General of Hospitals, &e.

NOTES ON THE MEDICAL HISTORY AND STATISTICS

OF THE BRITISH LEGION OF SPAIN; comprising the Results of Gun-
shot Wounds, in Relation to important Questions in Surgery. 8&vo, 5s.

L P P

DR. ALLNATT.
TIC-DOULOUREUX ; OR, NEURALGIA FACIALIS, AND

OTHER NERVOUS AFFECTIONS; their Seat, Nature, and Canse. With
Cases illustrating successful Methods of Treatment. 8vo, cloth, 5s.

R

DR. ARNOLD.
Fellow of the Royal College of Physicianz, Edinburgh, &e. &c.

A PRACTICAL TREATISE ON THE BILIOUS REMIT-

TENT FEVER; its History, Causes, Effects, and Treatment, with Experi-

ments on the Temperature of the System in Health, and when labouring nnder

the Disease in its different Stages, and in the Paroxysms of the Tertian or In-

termittent Fever ; together with Remarks on the Connexion of Diseases with

the Changes of the Atmosphere upon Epidemies ; Medical Topography.
Ilustrated by Diagrams. 8vo, cloth, 10s.

DR. JAMES ARNOTT,
Member of the Royal College of Surgeons.

PRACTICAL TLLUSTRATIONS OF THE TREATMENT OF

OBSTRUCTIONS IN THE URETHRA, AND OTHER CANALS, BY
THE MLATATION OF FLUID PRESSURE. 8vo, boards, 3s.

“ The work contains numerous illnstrations of the application and results of this mode of

treatment, in which the dilating process was not merely confined to the urethra, hot was also

extended to eontractions of the rectum. . . . The volume abounds in sound sense and excellent

practical information, and deserves to be read attentively, as well as to oceupy a place in the
library of every practical surgeon.'’— Lancef, July, 1841,

MR. ATKINSON,

Late Senior Burgeon to the York County Hospital, and Viee-President of the Yorkshire
Philosophical Society.

MEDICAL BIBLIOGRAPHY. Vel I. Royal 8vo. 16s.

“We have never encoantered so singular and remarkable & book. It unites the German
research of a Plouguet with the ravings of Rabelais,—the homour of Sterne with the satire of
Democritus,—the learning of Burton with the wit of Pindar.'—Dv, Jolnson's Review.

s

DR. BILLARD.
A TREATISE ON THE DISEASES OF INFANTS;

Translated from the Third French Edition, with Notes, hy JAMES STEWART,
M.D., one of the Consulting Physicians of the Northern Dispensary of the City
of New York., 8vo, cloth, 14s.

This translation of Dr. Billard’s work will sapply a want felt to exist in onr medieal litera-
ture. The author has enjoyed opportunities of pursning pathological investigations to an almost
uniimited extent ; and, as the result, he has presentegl to the world a book remarkable for the
variety and importance of the factz it contains. Of the manner in which Dr. Stewart has exe-
cuted his task, we can speak in the highest terms. " — D, Joknson's Review.,

“ M. Billard held, for some time, a very important station at the Hdpital des Enfans, and
there he laboured with almost unrivalled industry and talent to shed new light npon the general
pathology and treatment of infantile diseases. The work is decidedly a very valuable contribution
to our knowledge, The translator has performed his task in a very correet and creditahle

r}?aqrmr, and his Appendix forms a very important addition.’—British and Foreign Medical
SHENT,
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DR. GOLDING BIRD, F.L.S, F.G.S8,
Lectarer on Natural Philosophy at Guy’s Hospital.

ELEMENTS OF NATURAL PHILOSOPHY; being an Expe-

rimental Introduction to the Study of the Physical Sciences. Illustrated with
Two Hundred and Thirty Wood-cuts. 8vo, eloth, 12s.

“ By the appearance of Dr. Bird's work, the student has now all that he can desire in one
neat, concise, and well-digested volame.  The elements of natural philosophy are explained in
very simple language, and illustrated by numerous wood-cuts, "' —Medical Gazetie.

* This work teaches us the elements of the entire circle of natural philosophy in the clearest
and most perspicuons manner. Light, magnetism, dynamics, meteorology, electricity, &c., are
set hefore us in such simple forms, and so0 forcible a way, that we eannot help upderstanding
their laws, their operation, and the remarkable phenomena by which they are accompanied or

fied, As & volume of useful and beautiful instruction %'or the young, and as a work of
general valoe to both sexes, we cordially recommend it.""— Liferary (Gazefte,

* This work marks an advance which has long been wanting in our system of instruction.
Dr. Bird has succeeded in prodocing an elementary work of great merit, which may be profitably
used, not only by the medical, but by the general student.”"—Adifiensum.

MR. DELABERE BLAINE.

OUTLINES OF THE VETERINARY ART; OR, A TREATISE
ON THE ANATOMY, PHYSIOLOGY, AND CURATIVE TREAT-
MENT OF THE DISEASES OF THE HORSE, and subordinately of
those of Neat Cattle and Sheep. Illustrated by Plates. The fifth edition,
revised throughout. 8vo, cloth, 21s.

DR. BRADY.

Fellow and Professor of Medical Juriapm:l-i:‘tcju ill-x tl:la King and Queen's College of Physicians,
reland.

FOURNET ON AUSCULTATION, AND ON THE DIA-

GNOSIS, CURABILITY, AND TREATMENT OF THE FIRST STAGE
OF CONSUMPTION. Translated from the French. Part L. 8vo. 7s.

SIR ANTHONY CARLISLE, F.R.S,
Late President of the Royal College of Surgeons,

THE MEANS OF PRESERVING HEALTH AND PRO-

LONGING LIFE; apglieﬂ to Hereditary Diseases, the Affections of Children,
and the Disorders of Old Age ; comprising the resunlt of Fifty Years’ Experience,
derived from Hospital and Private Practice. 8vo, cloth, 6s.

S S e e o

DR. CARPENTER.
Lecturer on Physiclogy in the Bristol Medical School.

PRINCIPLES OF HUMAN PHYSIOLOGY ; with their chief

applications to Pathology, Therapeuties, Hygiene, and Forensic Medicine, With
numerous Ilustrations on Steel and Wood. One volume, 8vo, cloth, 20s.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR.

PRINCIPLES OF GENERAL AND COMPARATIVE PHY-

SIOLOGY ; intended as an Introduction to the Study of Human Physiology,
and as a Guide to the Philosophical Pursuit of Natural History. Illustrated
with numerous Figures on Copper and Wood. The Second Edition, with im-
portant additions. 8vo, cloth, 18s.

st | recommend to your perusal a work rmnﬂ;l]:uhlishcd by Dr. Carpenter. It has this ad-
vantage, it is very much up to the present state of knowledge on the subject. It is written in a
clear style, and is well illustrated."’— Professor Sharpey's Introductory Lecture,

& In Dr. Carpenter’s work will be found the best exposition we possess of all that is farnished
by comparative anatomy to our knowledge of the nervous system, as well as to the more general
principles of life and organization.”—Dr. Holland's Medical Notes and Reflections.

# Spp Dr. Carpenter’s ¢ Principles of General and Comparative Physiology,’—a work which
makes me proud to think he was once my pupil."—Dr. Elliotson's Physiology.
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SIR ASTLEY COOPER, BART, F.R.S.
OBSERVATIONS ON THE STRUCTURE AND DISEASES

OF THE TESTIS. Illustrated with Twenty-four highly-finished coloured
Plates. Second Edition. Royal 4to, cloth, 3L 3s.

Edited by BRANSBY B. COOPER, F.R.S., Surgeon to Guy's Hospital.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR,

A TREATISE ON DISLOCATIONS AND FRACTURES OF

THE JOINTS.

Sir Astley Cooper left very considerable additions in MS. for the express purpose
of being introduced into this Edition. The whole of the Plates have been redrawn,
engraved on Wood, and printed with the Text. No expense has been spared in its
typographical execution ; and it is published at a price to make it available to every
member of the profession.  8vo, eloth, 20s.

Edited by BRANSBY COOPER, ESQ., F.R.S.

MR. COOPER,
Professor of Surgery in the University of London.

THE FIRST LINES OF THE PRACTICE OF SURGERY ;

designed as an Introduction for Students, and a concise Book of Reference for
Practitioners, Sixth edition, carefully corrected and considerably improved.
8vo, cloth, 18s.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR.

A DICTIONARY OF PRACTICAL SURGERY ; comprehending

all the most interesting improvements, from the earliest times down to the pre-
sent period, &e, &c. Seventh edition. Ome very thick 8vo vol. £1 10s,

e

SIR ALEXANDER DOWNIE, M.D.,
Physician to Her Majesty's Legation at Frankford, &c.

A PRACTICAL TREATISE ON THE EFFICACY OF

MINERAL WATERS IN THE CURE OF CHRONIC DISEASE. Illus-
trated by Cases. With an Analysis of the most reputed Spas of Germany.
24mao, cloth, Gs.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR.

A SHORT DESCRIPTION OF KISSINGEN, ITS BATHS

AND MINERAL WATERS., Translated from the German of Dr. F, A.
Balling. 1s. 6d.

MR. DRUITT.
THE SURGEON’S VADE-MECUM ; with Fifty Wood Engrav-

ings. Second edition. Fcap 8vo, cloth, 10s. 6d.

....... But while we thus enlarge upon the merits of the work as suitable to the wants
of the stodent, we feel equally warranted in recommending it to the perusal of the practitioner,
as fulfilling the intemtion of the author, in being ‘a short, but complete account of modern
surgery ;' containing evervthing that iz essential to the right understanding of its principles, and
t'n*}hmlzring the experience of the highest authorities as to the best rules of practice.”’— Lanced,
July, 1841,

*This work merits our warmest commendations, and we strongly recommend it to young
surgeons, a8 an admirable digest of the principles and practice of modern surgery. We have
looked completely over the most important chapters, and in all of them we find proofs of Mr.
Druitt's practical knowledge, and of the tact with which he can give extremely instructive and
yet condensed accounts of the various subjects that ought to be contained in a compendium of
surgery.t'—Medica! Gazetle, July 1841,

i




e

MR. CHURCHILL'S PUBLICATIONS. a

DRE. EVANS,

A CLINICAL TREATISE ON THE ENDEMIC FEVERS

OF THE WEST INDIES, intended as a guide for the Young Practitioner in
those Countries. 8vo, cloth, 9s,

* We strongly recommend this work to every medical man who leaves the shores of England
for the West India Islands. It is foll of instroction for that class of the profession, and indeed
contains a great mass of materials that are interesting to the pathologist and practitioner of this
comntry. ' '—Medico- Chirurgical Review.

DR. WILLIAM FARR.

A MEDICAL GUIDE TO NICE; containing every information
necessary to the Invalid and Resident t:hmngen With separate Remarks on all
those diseases to which its climate is caleulated to prove injurious or beneficial,
especially Consnmption and Serofula. Also, Observations on the Climate of
Bagneres de Bigorre, as the most eligible Summer Residence for Consumptive
Patients, &c. Post 8vo, cloth, 5s. 6d.

DR. J. C. AUGUST FRANZ, M.D.

THE EYE: a Treatise on the Art of Preserving this Organ in a

Health Gnndltmn and of Improving the Sight; to w hich is prefixed A VIEW
OF THE ANATOMY AND PH EI‘DLUG‘: OF THE E{‘E With Plates,

post 8vo, 7s. 6d.

MR GRAY
A SUPPLEMENT TO THE PHARMACOP®EIA; being a

Treatise on Pharmacology in general ; including not only the Drugs and Com-
pounds which are used by Practitioners in Medicine, but also most of those which
are used in the Chemical Arts, or which undergo Chemical Preparations.
Sixth edition. 8vo, 14s,

DR. GREGORY,
Physician to the Fever Hospital.

ELEMENTS OF THE THEORY AND PRACTICE OF

MEDICINE ; designed for the Use of Students. Fifth Edition, 8vo, cloth, 16s.

T, AL GRIT Y
Aszistant Physician to King’s College Hospital.

THE PHYSICIAN’S VADE MECUM; OR, MANUAL OF

THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF PHYSIC; containing the
Symptoms, Causes, Diagnosis, Prognosis, and Treatment of Diseases, &c. New
edition, considerably enlarged, and re-written. (JUST READY.)

DR. HENNEN, F.R.S.
Imapector of Military Hospitals,

PRINCIPLES OF MILITARY SURGERY; comprising Obser-

vations on the Arrangement, Police, and Practice of Hospitals; and on the
History, Treatment, and Anomalies of Variola and Syphilis. Illustrated with
Cases and Dissections. Third Edition, with Life of the Author, by his Son,
DR. JOHN HENNEN. 8vo, boards, 16z,

* The value of Dr. Hennen's work is too well appreciated to need any praise of ours. We are

only required, then, to bring the third edition before the notlee of our readers ; and having done
this, we shall merely add, that no military surgeon ought to be without it. "—.H.edum: GFazetie.
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DR. HOPE, F.R.S8,
Late Physician to 5t. George's Hospital,

A TREATISE ON THE DISEASES OF THE HEART
AND GREAT VESSELS, and on the Affections which may be mistaken for
them. Third edition, with Plates, 8vo, cloth, 18s.

“ The addition of one-third of new matter to the present volume, and the care with which the
whole has been revized and corrected, will, [ trust, sufficiently prove my respect for the favour-
able opinion of my professional brethren, as evinced, not in this country only, bat also on the
European and American continents, by the sale of no less than six or seven editions and trans-
lations in as many years.""—Exfract from Préface.

“ When his great work on * Diseases of the Heart' was first published, the whole profession
united in cormmendation of its excellence ; and in the enlarged and improved form in which the
author was fortunately enabled to reproduce it in a third edition, it is now universally acknow-
l-:_‘-'il;gfd to be the best book on the subject in any language.”'— British and Foreign Medical Review,

iy, 1841,

bt

DR. JOHNSTONE,
Fhysician to the General Hospital, and Lecturer on Materia Medica and Therapeuatics at the
Roval School of Medicine, Birmingham.

A DISCOURSE ON THE PHENOMENA OF SENSATION,
AS CONNECTED WITH THE MENTAL, PHYSICAL, AND IN-
STINCTIVE FACULTIES OF MAN. 8vo, cloth, 8s.

*This volume contains a good resumed of the labours of different physiologists ; it exhibits
careful and extensive reading, and a just and candid appreciation of the labours of other men.

The student of the nervous system will derive benefit from the perusal of this work, which is
very creditable to its author, " —Dublin Jowrnal of Medical Science.

DR. HUNTER LANE, F.L.5, F.5.5.A.

A COMPENDIUM OF MATERIA MEDICA & PHARMACY,;

adapted to the London Pharmacopweia, embodying all the New French, Ame-
rican, and Indian Medicines; and also comprising a Summary of Practical
Toxicology. One neat pocket volume, 5s. cloth.

“ Dr. Lane's volome is on the same general plan as Dr. Thompson's long known Conspectus ;
hut it is much fuller in its details, more especially in the chemical department. 1t seems care-
fully compiled, i2 well suited for its purpose, and cannot fail to be useful.”— Brifish and Foreign
Medical Keview,

“ Thiz work containg a concise bot comprehensive account of all the simple and compound
maedicines in nse ; it containg a greater amoont of ehemical information than we often meet with
in a =mall work on pharmacy. The work is worthy of recommendation. " —Lanecet.

il

MR. LAWRENCE, F.R.S.
Surgeon to St Bartholomew's Hospital.

A TREATISE ON RUPTURES. The Fifth Edition, considerably

enlarged, 8vo, cloth, 16s.

“ The pecoliar advantage of the treatize of Mr. Lawrence iz, that he explaing his views on the
anatomy of hernia and the different varieties of the dizease in a manner which renders his hook
pecnliarly nseful to the student, It mnst he superfluons to express onr opinion of its value to
the surgical practitioner. As a treatise on hernia, presenting a complete view of the literature
of the subject, it stands in the first rank.""— Edindurgh Medical and Surgical Journal.

MR. EDWIN LEE, M.R.C.5,,
Corresponding Member of the Medical and Chirnrgical Societies of Paris, Berlin, Florence,
Naples, H:c,ric.

ON STAMMERING AND SQUINTING, AND ON THE

METHODS FOR THEIR REMOVAL. 8vo, boards, 3s.

B

MR. LINTOTT.

THE STRUCTURE, ECONOMY, AND PATHOLOGY OF

THE HUMAN TEETH, with eareful Instructions for their Preservation
and Culture ; and coneise Deseriptions of the best Modes of Surgical Treatment,
equally adapted to the uses of the Medical Practitioner, the Student in Medi-
cne, and of the Fublie. With Forty Illustrations. 24mo, cloth, 5s.
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MR. LISTON, F.R.S.
Surgeon to the North London Hospital,

PRACTICAL OR OPERATIVE SURGERY.
The Third Edition, 8vo, cloth, 22s,

4" This edition has been carefully revised throughout by the Author, is illustrated
with additional wood-cuts, and contains much important new matter.

DR. MACREIGHT.
A MANUAL OF BRITISH BOTANY ; in which the Orders and

Genera are arranged and deseribed according to the Natural System of De-
CANDOLLE ; with a series of Analytical Tables for the assistance of the Student
in the Examination of the Plants indigenous to, or commonly cultivated in,
Great Britain, Small 8vo, cloth, 7s. 6d.

** There is a prodigions mass of elementary matter and usefol information in this pocket
volume,"—Medico- Chirurgical Review, July, 1838,
# This very elegant little volume is a most useful accession to botanieal literature.*—Lif, Gasz.

DR. MERRIMAN, F.L.5.

A SYNOPSIS OF THE VARIOUS KINDS OF DIFFICULT

PARTURITION, with Practical Remarks on the Management of Labours.
Fifth edition, with additions, Plates. &vo, 12s.

“ The merits of this work are already too well-known, and too highly appreciated by the pro-

fession, to require that we shounld express, at any great length, the high opinion we entertain of

what is universally regarded as one of the very best practical books of reference in onr lan-
puage."—Dublin Medical Jowrnal.

DR. MILLINGEN.
Late Resident Physician of the Middlesex Pauper Lunatic Asylum at Hanwell.

APHORISMS ON THE TREATMENT & MANAGEMENT

OF THE INSANE; with Considerations on Public and Private Lunatic
Asylums, pointing out the Errors in the present System. 18mo, cloth, 4s. 6d.
# Pr. Millingen, in one small pocket volume, has compressed more real solid matter than could

be gleaned ont of any dozen of octavos on the same subject. We recommend this vade mecum
as the best thing of the kind we ever perused.”—Dr. Johnson's Review.

MR. NASMYTH, F.L.S,, F.G.S.
Member of the Royal College of Surgeons, &c.

THREE MEMOIRS ON THE DEVELOPMENT & STRUC-

TURE OF THE TEETH AND EPITHELIUM; read at the Ninth
Annual Meeting of the British Association for the Encouragement of Science,
held at Birmingham in August, 1839 ; with Diagrams exhibited in illustration
of them. 8&vo, cloth, 5s

BY THE BAME AUTHOR,

RESEARCHES ON THE DEVELOPMENT, STRUCTURE,
AND DISEASES OF THE TEETH. With Plates, 8vo, cloth, 10s. 6d.

“ Such interesting and important discoveries have lately been made on the stroeture of the
teeth, and so important have these organs become as guides to the anatomist in the classification
of the different members of the animal kKingdom, that a new work on the subject was impera-
tively called for, and the demand could not have been more efficiently responded to than it is by
Mr. Nasmyth in the work before us,"’—Laneet,

i Here we terminate our notice of this interesting and important volume, strongly reeom-
mending it to the attention of all who are interested in the scientific investigation connected
with our profession."—Medical Gazetie,

# The work of Mr. Nasmyth contains an entire translation of the papers of Retzins, illustrated
by many beautiful and original plates; also, a complete view of the researches of those whose
names we have introduced in the present article ; and, lastly, a comprehensive historical survey
of all works on odontology.""—Brifish and Foreign Medieal Review,
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MR. NUNNELEY,
Lecturer on Anatomy and Physiology in the Leeds School of Medicine.

A TREATISE ON THE NATURE, CAUSES, & TREAT-
MENT OF ERYSIPELAS. 8vo, cloth, 10s. 6d.

B e

MR. LANGSTON PARKER,
Professor of Anatomy and Physiology in the Birmingham Royal School of Medicine,

THE MODERN TREATMENT OF SYPHILITIC DISEASES

both Primary and Secondary ; comprehending an Account of improved Modes
of Practice adopted in the British and Foreign Hospitals, with numerous
Formulse for the Administration of many new Remedies. 12mo, cloth, 5s.

“ An excellent little work ; it gives a clear and sufficiently fuoll account of the opinions and
practice of M. Ricord, Desrnlles, Cullerier, Wallace, &c. Suoch a digest cannot fail to be highly
useful and valnable to the practitioner.*’—Dublin Medical Press.

** This little work is a useful compendium of the practice of the French surgeons. The book
Is judicious and well timed, and will save many practitioners from the erroncous dulness of
routine.” ' —MWedical Gozefie,

# This manual, we doubt not, will be extensively read : we recommend our readers to proeure
}IIE 'lmf}h it is not a large one, and & pernsal will afford much information,”’—Dublin Medical
LT,

a————

DR. PROUT, F.R.S.
ON THE NATURE AND TREATMENT OF STOMACH

AND URINARY DISEASES; being an Inquiry into the Connexion of
Diabetes, Caleulus, and other Affections of the Kidney and Bladder with Indi-
gestion. Third edition, with Six Engravings, 8vo, cloth, 20s.

“ Those who have been benefited by the labours and researches of Dr, Prout will be delighted
to see the announcement of the third edition so much enlarged as to be almost a new work, . .
This table of contents will shew the great extent of our author’s inquiries, and we need hardly
assure our readers that the subjects are treated with consummate ability.*—Dublin Journal of
Medical Science,

“ Many of the doctrines contained in this work will eertainly be embodied in the practice of
English medical men during the next half century. . . We would gladly extend our analysis, did
our limits permit ; but that we helieve we have enabled the reader to comprehend thephilosophical
plan on which the work is constructed, and the length to which we have already gone will shew
our sense of its value, "' —Medical Gazefle,

P. RAYER, D.M.P.
A TREATISE ON DISEASES OF THE SKIN. Translated

from the French, by WILLIAM B. DICKENSON, Esq., M.R.C.8. 8vo, 12s.

“ We can recommend the present translation of Rayer's Treatise as an excellent eompanion at
the bedside of the patient. " — Lancef.

* The translation of Rayer has conferred a great obligation on the science of medicine in Eng-
land.""—Medical and Surgical Journal,

DR. JAMES REID,
Lecturer on Midwifery at the Webb-street Medical School.

A MANUAL OF PRACTICAL MIDWIFERY, Containing a

Description of Natural and Diffienlt Labours, with their Management. In-
tended chmﬂy: as a book of reference for Students and Medical Practitioners.
With Engravings on Wood. 24mo, cloth, 5s. 6d.

“ The relative diameters of the pelvis and the foetal head, and the different presentations of the

child, are all usefully represented by wood engravings among the letter-press, and the hook is
thus particularly well caleulated to effect the objects of such a work,”— Lancef.

s AR
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DR. RAMSBOTHAM,
Physician to the Royal Maternity Charity, and Lectarer on Midwifery at the London Hospital, &c.

THE PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF OBSTETRIC

MEDICINE AND SURGERY, IN REFERENCE TO THE PROCESS
OF PARTURITION. Illustrated with Eighty-four Plates on Steel, and
Twenty on Wood ; forming one handsome thick oetavo volume, cloth, 22s,

“ This is one of the most beantiful works which have lately issued from the medical press ; and
is alike creditable to the talents of the Author and the enterprise ofythe Publisher., It is a good
and thoroughly practical treatize ; the different subjects are laid down in a clear and perspicuons
form, and whatever is of importance is illustrated by first-rate engravings, A remarkable feature
of this work, which ought to be mentioned, is its extraordinary cheapness. As a work convey-
ing good, sound, practical precepts, and clearly demonstrating the doctrines of obstetrical selence,
we can confidently recommend it either to the student or practiioner,”—Edinburgh Journal of
Medieal Scienes,

“ This work forms a very handsome volome. Dr. Ramsbotham has treated the subject in a
manner worthy of the reputation he possesses, and has succeeded in forming a book of reference
for practitioners, amnd a solid and easy guide for Students. Looking at the contents of the
volame, and its remarkably low price, we have no hesitation in saying that it has no parallel in
the history of publishing.**—FProvincial Medical and Surgical Journal,

“ It is the book on Midwifery for students: clear, but not too minute in its details, and sound
in its practical instractions. It is so completely illustrated by plates (admirably chosen and

- execated) that the student must be stupid indeed who does not aonderstand the details of this

hranch of the science, so far at least as description can make them intelligible, ' — Dublin Jowrnad
of Medical Science,

“There ig s0 much in the practice of Midwifery which cannot be underztood without pictorial
illnstrations, that they become almost essential to the student; but hitherto the expense has
proved an impediment to their being employed so much as desirable. The work has only to be
known to make the demand for it very extensive."—Medical Gazetie.

“ We strongly recommend this work ; it is a useful contribution to medical literature, and de-
cidedly the cheapest work which has ever issued from the medical press of this country. " —FLancef.

“ We can speak very favourably both of the letter-press and of the plates, and as a large sale
can only remunerate the Publisher, we wish him that large sale which he deserves."— Dy, Jokn-
gon’s Review.

‘i We strongly recommend the work of Dr. Ramshotham to all our obstetrical readers, espe-
cially to those who are entering upon practice. It is not only one of the cheapest, but one of the
most beautiful works in Midwitery."—British and Foreign Medical Review,

¢t We feel much pleasure in recommending to the notice of the profession one of the cheapest
and most ¢legant productions of the medical press of T:he present day. The text is written in a
clear, concise, and simple style. We offéer our most sinceré wishes that the undertaking may
enjoy all the snccess which it so well merits,"—Dublin Medical Press,

DR. ROE,
Fellow of the Royal College of Physicians, and Physician to the Westminster Hospital,

A TREATISE ON THE NATURE AND TREATMENT OF
HOOPING-COUGH, and its COMPLICATIONS ; illustrated by Cases, with
an Appendix, containing Hints on the Management of Children, with a view to
render them less susceptible of this and other Diseases of Childhood, in an
aggravated form. 8vo, cloth, 8s,

“ The present volume is a well-timed and valuable addition to the literature of juvenile disease,
and is highly creditable to its author, as a practical physician.*—MNedical Gazeffe.

e

DR. RYAN,
Member of the Royal College of Physicians.

THE UNIVERSAL PHARMACOP®EIA ; OR, A PRACTICAL

FORMULARY of HOSPITALS, both BRITISH and FOREIGN. Third
edition, considerably enlarged. 32mo, cloth, 5s. Gd.

“ This work is a conspectus of the best prescriptions of the most celebrated physicians and
surgeons throughout the eivilized world. 1t includes every medicine described in the Pharma-
copreias, with the doses and uses, the rules for prescribing, the actions of medicines on the
economy, the various modes of administering them, and the principles on which they are com-
pounded. "™

' A vast mass of information in this little work.”"—Dyr. Jolnson's Review.

r—
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DR. ROWE, M.D, F.5.A,,
Of the Royal College of Physicians, &c.

PRACTICAL OBSERVATIONS ON THOSE NERVOUS DIS-
EASES ORIGINATING FROM MORBID DERANGEMENT OF THE
LIVER, STOMACH, &e., and occasioning Low Spirits and Indigestion. With
Cases illustrating the most successful Mode of Treatment. 8vo, boards, 5s.

MR SAVORY,
Member of the Society of Apothecaries, and Fellow of the Medico-Botanical Society of London.

A COMPANION TO THE MEDICINE CHEST, & COM-

PENDIUM OF DOMESTIC MEDICINE; comprising plain Directions for
the employment of Medicines, with their Properties and Doses; and brief De-
seriptions of the Symptoms and Treatment of Diseases, and of the Disorders
incidental to Infants and Children: with a Selection of the most efficacions
Preseriptions.  Intended as a source of easy Reference for Clergymen, and for
Families residing at a distance from professional assistance.

Second Edition, 12mo, cloth, 5s.

“« This little work, divested as much as possible of technical and scientific phraseology, is in.
tended for the use of travellers, and those humane characters who, resuding at a distance from a
duly gualificd medical practitioner, devote a portion of their time to the relief and mitigation of
the complicated misfortunes of disease and poverty among their poor neighbours, It is, how-
ever, carnestly recommended not to place too much confidence on books of domestic medicine,
especially in such cases as are of a serious nature, but always to have recourse to the advice of
an able physician as early as it can be obtained.""—Extract from Prefuce.

MR. SHARP, F.R.S, F.G.S,
Senior Surgeon to the Bradford Imfirmary.

PRACTICAL OBSERVATIONS ON INJURIES OF THE

HEAD. 8vo, cloth, 7s.

MR SHAW, MSR.C,
Assistant- Apothecary to 8t. Bartholomew's Hospital.

THE MEDICAL REMEMBRANCER; OR, PRACTICAL

POCKET GUIDE: conecisely pointing out the Treatment to be adﬂg,ed in the
First Moments of Danger from Poisoning, Drowning, Apoplexy, Burns, and
other Accidents. To which are added, various useful Tables and Memoranda.
32mo, cloth, 2s. 6d.

*_* This pocket volume will be found a safe practical guide in all cases of sudden
emergency, presenting at a glance the most appropriate remedy.

MR. SKEY, F.R.S,

Consulting Surgeon to the Charter-House, and Assistant Surgeon to St. Bartholomew's
Hospital, &e.

A PRACTICAL TREATISE ON THE VENEREAL DISEASE.

With Coloured Plates. 12mo, cloth, 5s.

“ Mr Skev's work is cleverly written, and contains a store of useful information wpon the sub.
ject, well deserving the attentive perusal of oar readers.""— Laneef, May, 15841.

MR SNELL, MR.C.S.
A PRACTICAL GUIDE TO OPERATIONS ON THE

TEETH. With Plates. 8vo, cloth, 8s.

“Those of our readers who practise in the department of surgery on which Mr. Snell’s essay
E;rﬁal::: will find snme usefml instroctions on the mode of extracting teeth,’ &e. &e.—Medical

asetle,

' This is the best practical manual for the dentist we have seen in the language.'—Athenezum.

— ——
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ME,  SPRATT,
Surgeon-Accouchenr,

OBSTETRIC TABLES; comprising Graphic Illustrations, beauti-

fully coloured, with Descriptions and Practical Remarks, exhibiting on Dis-
sected Plates many Important Subjects in the Practice of Midwifery. Third
edition. 2 vols. 4to, cloth, £2 5s.

ALS0, BY THE BAME AUTHOR,

THE MEDICO-BOTANICAL POCKET-BOOK; comprising a
eompendium of VEGETABLE TOXICOLOGY, illustrated with Thirty-two
coloured Figures. With an Appendix, containing Practical Observations on
some of the Mineral and other Poisons, with Coloured Tests. 10s. 6d., cloth,

MR. STAFFORD,
Surgeon to the St. Marylebone Infirmary.

THE TREATMENT OF SOME AFFECTIONS OF THE
PROSTATE GLAND. With Plate, 8vo, 5s.

“ We have read Mr. Stafford’s work with considerable interest: the great frequency of such
diseases, their difficulty of management, their extreme inconvenience, render every attempt to
improve their treatment worthy of encouragement, and entitle the practitioner who, with a view
to such improvement, ventures out of the beaten road of practice, to our liberal consideration,
our cordial thanks, and sincere gratulations on his success.—Medical Gazeffe,

DR. STEGGALL,
Licentiate of the Royal College of Physicians.
FOR MEDICAL AND SURGICAL EXAMINATION.

A MANUAL FOR THE USE OF STUDENTS PREPARING

FOR EXAMINATION AT APOTHECARIES® HALL. Ninth Edition.
12mo, ¢cloth, 8s. 6d.

A MANUAL FOR THE IGLGLLEGE 0F SURGEONS;

intended for the Use of Candidates for Examination, and Practitioners. By
JOHN STEGGALL, M.D., and M. W. HILLES, Surgeon. One thick vo-
lume, 12mo, cloth, 12s. 6d.

GREGORY’S CONSPECTUS MEDICINA THEORETICZ.

The First Part, containing the Original Text, with an Ordo Verborum and
Literal Translation. 12mo, cloth, 10s.

THE FIRST FOUR BOOKS OF CELSUS. Containing the Text

Ordo Verborum, and Translation. 12mo, cloth, 8s.

*.* The above two works comprise the entire Latin Classics required for Ex-
amination at Apothecaries’ Hall.
‘-".
A new, correct, and complete Edition of

CELSUS DE RE MEDICA, E RECENSIONE LEONARDI

TARG/AE. 12mo, cloth, 7s.

THE DECOMPOSITIONS OF TIE NEW LONDON PHAR-

MACOPCEIA ; with Observations on the most active Preparations. 12mo,
boards, 3s.

THE ELEMENTS OF BOTANY. Designed for the Use of

Medical Students. 'With Nine coloured Plates. 24mo, cloth, 6s.

|
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JOHN STEPHENSON, M.D., & JAMES MORSS CHURCHILL, F.LS.
MEDICAL BOTANY; OR, ILLUSTRATIONS & DESCRIP-

TIONS ofF THE MEDICINAL PLANTS or THE PHARMACOPEIAS;
comprising a popular and scientific Account of Poisonons Vegetables indi-
genons to Great Britain. New Edition, edited by GILBERT BURNETT,
F.L.8., Professor of Botany in King's College. In three handsome royal 8vo
volumes, illustrated by Two Hundred Engravings, beautifully drawn and
coloured from nature, cloth lettered, Six Guineas.

“ So high is our opinion of this work, that we recommend every student at college, and every
surgeon who goes abroad, to have a copy, as one of the essential constituents of his library.''—
D, Tolinson's Medico- Chirurgical Review,

“ The work forms a complete and valuable system of toxicology and materia medica. It will
prove a valuable addition to the libraries of medical practitioners and general readers.”'—Lancef.

“ The figures are equal, if not saperior, to those of any other botanical periedical.” ' —Loudon’s

Gurdener's Magazine.

UNIFORM WITH THE ABOVE WORK.
DR. STEPHENSON, F.L.S.

MEDICAL ZOOLOGY AND MINERALOGY; OR, ILLUS-
TRATIONS AND DESCRIPTIONS OF THE ANIMALS AND MINE-
RALS EMPLOYED IN MEDICINE, AND OF THE PREPARATIONS
DERIVED FROM THEM; including a popular and scientific Account of
Animal, Mineral, Atmospheric, and Gaseous Poisons. Forty-five coloured
Plates, royal 8vo, cloth, £2. 25,

DR THOMAS.
THE MODERN PRACTICE OF PHYSIC; exhibiting the Cha-

racters, Canses, Symptoms, Prognostics, Morbid Appearances, and improved
Method of treating the Diseases of all Climates. Tenth edition. 8vo, 18s.

MR TUKE.
DR. JACOBI ON THE CONSTRUCTION & MANAGEMENT

OF HOSPITALS FOR THE INSANE. Translated from the German.
With Introductory Observations, by SAMUEL TUKE. With Plates. 8vo,
cloth, 9s.

“ We have just received, with very great pleasure, a translation of Dr. Maximilian Jacobi’s
work, and we desire to recommend it strongly to our readers. The whole work is composed
with a rare practical knowledge of the subject, which has seldom marked the recent publications
of the same class. The observations both of the anthor and of Mr. Tuke are such as may suggest
improvements in every institution for lunatics in the country. " —Medical Gazette, August, 1541,

MR. TYRRELL,
Senior Surgeon to the Roval London Ophthalmic Hospital, Surgeon to 8t. Thomas®s Hospital, &c.

A PRACTICAL WORK ON THE DISEASES OF THE EYE

AND THEIR TREATMENT, MEDICALLY, TOPICALLY, AND BY
OPERATION. With coloured Plates, 2 vols. 8vo, £1. 16s.

“ This work is written in a perspicuous style, and abounds in practical information ; we add

oar earnest recommendation to our readers, to procure and read through the two volumes,

assuring them that they will be richly repaid for their trouble. A series of plates, illostrative
of the varions diseases, are given,"—Dublin Jowrnal aned;ml Smme

TRANSACTIONS OF THE PRGVIN[}IAL MEDICAL AND

SURGICAL ASSOCIATION. Volume IX., with Plates, 8vo, cloth, £1. 1s,,
comtaining valuable Communications on Medicine and Eurgery, Medical 'flapo-
graphy, Infirmary Reports, and Medical Statistics.

— . —_——— f—— s ——
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MR TUSON, F.R.8, F.LS5
Surgeon to the Middlesex Hoapital.

ANATOMICAL DISSECTED PLATES.

A NEW AND IMPROVED SYSTEM OF MYOLOGY.

Illustrated by Plates on a peculiar construction ; containing, and clearly demon-
strating the whole of the Muscles in the Huoman Body, in Layers, as they
" appear on Dissection. Second Edition, large folio, £3 12s.

'This is the closest imitation of nature that can possibly be effected on paper. Each muscle,
eoloured and proportioned, can be raised, asin dissection, exposing layer after layer, the varions
strata, till we come to the bonme. The plan is exeeedingly ingenions, and the execution highly
meritorions."— Medico- Chirurgical Gazelle.

“ In these plates, the muscles, belng separately lithographed, are cut ont and arranged
stratum superstratum, in their proper situation on the bone, so as clearly to demonstrate their
origing, insertions, positions, shapes, &c., thas forming, next to actual dissection, the most ready
and easy method of learning the human body. " — Laneet,

BY THE SAME AUTHOR,

A SUPPLEMENT TO MYOLOGY. Tlustrated by Coloured Plates

on a peculiar construetion, containing the Arteries, Veins, Nerves and Lym-
phaties, the Abdominal and Thoracie Viscera, the Brain, the Ear, the Eye,
&e. &e. £4 128

# We have already,on several oceasions, had reason to speak favourahly of Mr. Tuson ; on the
present occasion, we cannot resist the pleasure of expreszing the very high opinion we entertain
of his ability, ingenuity, and industry. These plates do him eredit ; they ave happily conceived,
and as bappily executed. To the student we recommend the work, as serving all that such deli-
neations can—the assisting, not the superseding of dissection. " — Mt edico- Chirurgical Review,

* Theze paintings muost not be regarded as mere drawings or paintings, but as dissections of
drawings; and, in point of accuracy and utility, are second only to actual dissections of the
human body. We feel no hesitation in saying, that this work is evidently a performance of great
lalt}?_lur. ,&nl:lLt!:mt;:hu manner in which it is executed reflects infinite credit on the talents of the
anthor.”"—Lancet.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR,

THE ANATOMY AND SURGERY OF INGUINAL AND

FEMORAL HERNIA. [Illustrated by Plates Coloured from Nature, and
interspersed with Practical Remarks. Large folio, 21 2s.

. ** This work will be of especial service to the practitioner in the country.”—Medico- Quarterly
EMELy,

¥ The plates are so arranged as to shew the mechanism both of femoral and inguinal hernia in
a very clear and satisfactory manner ; they are thus calculated to assist in a remarkable degree
the labour of the student,”—AMedical Gazette,

EY THE SAME AUTHOR,

A POCKET COMPENDIUM OF ANATOMY. Containing a cor-

rect and accurate Deseription of the HUMAN BODY. Third edition, 7s. 6d.
bound.

“ This is the most complete epitome of modern anatomy that has appeared in this country.
It is exactly that kind of work we required when we studied anatomy in the dissecting room of
Bartholomew's Hospital, under Mr. Abemethy, and the work we eould place in the hands of
any person who wishes to understond the anatomy of the human body.""— Gazetle of Health,

“ The plan of the present compendium is new, and its execution good. To the student at-
tending the hospitals and lecture rooms, the work is useful, being readily carried in the hand or
the pocket.”—Medico- Chirurgical Review.

BY THE SAME AUTHOR,

THE DISSECTOR’S GUIDE; OR, STUDENT'S COM-

PANION. [llustrated by numerons Wood-cuts, clearly explaining the Dis-
section of every part of the Human Body. Second edition, 12mo, 9s.

# This work is certainly the dissector’s manual, and is better adapted for the use of those who
are commencing the stody of practical anatomy than any other we have yet seen —London
Medieal and Surgical Jowrnal.

“ This is an uxcu_]lcnt manual ; the pc_’rspicuit;r and accuracy with which it is written will make
it an invaluable guide to students in this most important study,  The wood-cats with which the
work is filled are remarkably neat and accorate.*—d thenaum.

|
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e

MR. TUSON, F.R.8, FLB&,
Surgeon to the Middlesex Hospital.

THE CAUSE AND TREATMENT OF CURVATURE OF

THE SPINE, AND DISEASES OF THE VERTEBRAL COLUMN.
With Twunt}r-six Plates. 8vo, cloth, 10s. 6d.

“ The various forms of dizease deseribed in this volume are illustrated by numerons cases, in
which the conrse of the malady and the treatment adopted are systematically explained. Mr.
Tuson's treatment is sonnd and judicious, and there is much solid and useful information to Le
obtained from a perusal of its pages. The work is abundantly supplied with plates of the chief
peculiarities of the cases, of the morbid structures, and of the a Wﬂﬂ employed in the treat-
ment of the diseases. We recommend the volume as deserving of the attention of our readers.”
—Lancet, April, 1841.

THE PRESCRIBER’S PHARMACOP(EIA ; containing all the

Medicines in the London Pharmacopeia, arranged in Classes according to their
Action, with their Composition and Doses.

BY A PRACTISING PHYSICIAN. 32mo, cloth, 2s. 6d.

“ As this little work had its origin in a want daily experienced by the compiler in his practice,
he believes that it will be useful to a numerous class of practitioners who possess 8 memory of
the same general character as his own. He has always had ﬁn;-a.t difficulty in calling to mind,
at will, a number of heterogeneons particulars which had not been originally contemplated in &
svstematic order, although he might be well acquainted with them individually, This difficulty
he has often painfully experienced when attempting to pass in review the various drogs and
officinal formula: suited to fulfil any special indication that presented itself in the treatment of a
dizease ; and he has frequently witnessed, in the practice of others, a barrenness of Emscﬂpﬂm
and a consequent confined range of resources, originating in the same cause, which could not
fail to be injurions to the patient and the reputation of the physician. It i3 expected that the
hahit of viewing the articles of the Materia Medica in some sach order as that adopted in the
present compilation, will tend, in some deégree at least, to remedy these evils. It is further
helieved that practitioners, from forgetfulness of the officinal preparations, are often led to pre-
scribe extemporaneons formule while there exist better substitutes in the pharmacopoeia ; and it
is hoped that the marshalling together all the various compound forms of medicine under the
title of the main ingredient, as in these tables, will at once facilitate and simplify the labours of
the prescriber.*'—Exfract from Preface.

“ The title-page of this little book indicates its general character. We shall be very much
mistaken if the author does not find his expectations fulfilled, as we believe the class of doctors
with bad memories comprehends many beyond the pale of the College of Physicians.""—Brifisk
and Foreign Medical Review, No. 23,

o e

THREE THOUSAND PRACTICAL RECEIPTS.

THE CYCLOPADIA OF PRACTICAL RECEIPTS IN ALL

THE USEFUL AND DOMESTIC ARTS; being a complete Book of
Reference for the Manufacturer, Tradesman, and Amateur.

By A PRACTICAL CHEMIST. Dost 8vo, cloth, 7s. 6d.

“ This work embraces all the latest improvements in science and art, which the anthor has
been assiduous in collecting in several countries of Europe and America for the last seven years ;
no receipt has been admitted that is not of actual utility, and the writer has been particular to
illustrate the plan of producing exact imitations of most imported articles, such as brandies,
perfumery, wines, liguears, &e., derived from the processes -uf various laboratories, both abroad
and at home, whlq.‘n the anthor has personally inspected, on an extensive :-.r:a.ta, thua: placing
within the reach of every one the means of meeting the increased competition in trade.”

DR. MICHAEL UNDERWOOD.
A TREATISE ON THE DISEASES OF CHILDREN :

With Directions for the Management of Infants from the Birth. Ninth edition,
Revised, with additions, by SAMUEL MERRIMAN, M.D., F.L.S., and
MARSHALL HALL, M.D., F.R.S. 8&vo, boards, 15s.

B e e e

DR. WARREN,

Professor of Anatomy and Surgery in Harwood University, and Sargeon of the Massachusets
General Hospital,

SURGICAL OBSERVATIONS ON TUMOURS: with Cases and

Observations. With Sixteen coloured Plates, royal 8vo, cloth, 16s.
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MR. WARDROP,
Surgpeon to his late Majesty George IV.

THE MORBID ANATOMY OF THE HUMAN EYE.

Second Edition, illustrated with Eighteen coloured Plates. 2 vols. royal 8vo,

308,
“The republication of a work which no subsequent production on ophthalmology has equalled,
and which the whole existent range of works cannot supplant.”— Lancet.

e

ME WALEKER.
INTERMARRIAGE; or, the Mode in which, and the Causes why,

Beauty, Health, and Intellect, result from certain Unions; and Deformity, Dis-
ease, and Insanity, from others ; demonstrated by Delineations of the Structure
and Forms, and Deseriptions of the Functions and Capacities which each Parent,
in every Pair, bestows on Children, in conformity with certain Natural Laws,
and by an Account of Corresponding Effects in the Breeding of Animals. Il-
lustrated by Drawings of Parents and Progeny. With Plates, 8vo, cloth, 14s,

* This is in many respects a very remarkable book ; we are not disposed to go the whole length
with the anthor in the positions he maintaing, but he has collected in support of them a mass of
facts, many of them as novel as they are unimpeachable, which render his volume alike import-
ant and interesting to the physiologist. In one or two peints we have been obliged to regard
Mr. Walker as prejudiced by his peenliar theories ; but in the general range of his researches he
has given an example which may justly be imitated by others, deriving information bearing on the
subject from whatever source it has been offered him. . . . Mr. Knight, whose extensive
researches on a corresponding department of vegetable physiology are well known, contributed
:EE -::r the most valuable observations contained in the present volume,"—British and Foreign

fead Reviow.

DR. WALLER,
Lecturer on Midwifery and Discases of Women and Children, at the Medical School,
Aldersgate Street.

A PRACTICAL TREATISE ON THE FUNCTION AND

DISEASES OF THE UNIMPREGNATED WOMB; with a Chapter on
Leucorrhea, Fluor Albus, or Weakness. Illustrated by Plates, 8vo, cloth, 9s.

* The prezent volume contains a short and saceinct practical account of the principal morhbid
states either of the functions or the structore of the womb, the best methods of distinguishing
them, and the means which experience has shewn to be the most effectoal in removing them,
The reader will find that he obtains, in a small compass, a distinet view of the nature and treat-
ment of each disorder.”—Edinburgh Medical and Surgical Jowrnal,

DR. WILLIAMS, F.R.S
Professor of the Practice of Medicine, University College, London.

THE PATHOLOGY AND DIAGNOSIS OF DISEASES OF

THE CHEST; illustrated chiefly by a Rational Exposition of their Physical
Signs. Fourth edition, with much important new matter, Plates. 8vo,
cloth, 10s. 6d.

““ The fact that a fourth edition is called for is a very good arpument in favour of any book,
But this was not necessary in the case of Ir. Williams ; it was well known to the profession as
one of the best manuals of diseases of the chest we possess. ' —Dublin Medical Jowrial,

4 Evidently written by a man thoroughly acquainted with hiz subject.”"—Lanecef.

“ We strongly recommend this work to the attention of auscultators.—Medico. Chir. Review.

“ By far the most important addition to our literature on this subject,’® &c.—See Dr. Forbes's
Preface to Trans. of Loennee.

 Laennec, Andral, and Williams, the best writers on anscultation.”— Dy, Copland's Diet.

DR. WILLIAMS,
Member of the Royal College of Surgeons.

ON THE ANATOMY, PHYSIOLOGY, AND PATHOLOGY

OF THE EAR; being the Prize Essay in the University of Edinburgh.
With Plates, 8vo, cloth, 10s. 6d.

“ We are glad that this neglected branch of Surgery is in a fair way of attracting the attention
which on every account it merits. We can recommend Dr. Williams®s work as containing much
interesting and useful information."—Dublin Medical Press.

——— - -
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16 MR. CHURCHILL'S PUBLICATIONS.,

MR. ERASMUS WILSON, i
Lecturer on Anatomy and Physiology at the Midd.tmex H-:ﬁpll:al Mud;]ml 1‘:-1:-1.

THE ANATOMIST’S VADE-MECUM; A SYS EM OF
HUMAN ANATOMY." Fcap. 8vo, cloth, 12s. E-& A

“*This is probably the pretticst medical book ever published, and we believe its intrinsie
merits are in keeping with its exterior advantages, having examined it sufficlently to satisfy' us

that it may be recommended to the student as no less distinguished by its and clearmess
of deseription than by its typographical elegance. The woodcuts are exduis "—Br:m-"tand
Fﬂre-! i Medieal eview.

\gitlu:-ut exception the most beautiful specimen of book-making we have ; itis pot
up in the very best style. Mr. Wilson has executed his share of the 'I'I.I'EI_'}' l:redi_tahle
manner ; as a proof of this, we need only refer the reader to the admirable ! of the ner-

vons and lymphatic systems," Sc.—Dublin Medieal Jouwrnal,

§ !

CHURCHILL’S CATALOGUE OF MODERN MEDICAL
WORKS, comprising Anatomy, Medicine, Surger:ihMJE wifery, Materia Medica,
Pharmacy, Chemistry, Medical Jurisprudence, Botany, V Surgery,
e, &e. With their Prices and Dates.  12mo, 1s.

Lt

THE LONDON AND EDINBURGH MU"‘?THLYE’ JOURNAL
OF MEDICAL SCIENCE.
Communications to be addressed to the Editor, DR, C{}R}[AGK Edinburgh.
On the 1st of Janunary was published, price 1s. 6d., No. L. of the year 1842,

*e' Complete Sets of the Volume for 1841, neatly done up in cloth, containing
942 Pages, 13 Plates, various Woodcuts, and 10 Pages of Imﬂe Price only 19s,,
being the cheapest British Medical Journal.

PROVINCIAL MEDICAL AND SURGICAL JOURNAL.
Eﬂ#ﬁi EELE)R HENNIS GREEN, (Loxpox,) and DR. STREETEN,

The chief objects of this Journal are to promote the progress nf Medical Science
in the Provinces, and afford a ready means of communication between Provineial

Practitioners; for this latter purpose the ProviNciAL JoUurNAL is peculiarly suited,

as it is a stamped publication. It contains nearly as much matter as the other
weekly periodicals, at a lower price, and all supplementary matter is given gratis.
Published every Friday, price 6. ; or stamped, 7d.
*.* In addition to its general cireulation, this Journal is regularly forwarded to
each Member of the * Provineial Medical Association.”

THE DUBLIN MEDICAL PRESS. PUBLISHED EVERY
WEDNESDAY, and Stamped, postage {ree, to any part of the Empire.

Five Volames are now complete, and may be had in cloth, price 14s. each
volume, and contain Lectures by Professors Wirmor, PorTER, APJOHN,
Harcrave, Jacos, and Bexson; Sir P. Crampron, Dr. BErnrmweHAMm, and
Mg, CarmicHAEL.  Cases from various Hospitals ; numerous Communications from
Physicians and Surgeons; Transactions of Medical and Scientific Societies; Reviews
and Notices of Books; Original Articles and Correspondence on Medico-Political
Subjects, &e. &c., affording a complete Historical Record of Medicine and Medical
Affairs.

Terms of Subscription, ( payable in advance.)
Twelve Months, 11, 5s. Six Months, 13s. Single Number, 6d.

£5~ ADVERTISEMENTS inlended for insertion in either of the
above Periodicals, or Books ror Review, fo be famardﬂf to
Mgz. CaurcHILL,

f

T. C. Savill, Printer, 107, St:-!.fhrt-fﬁ‘?i,a.nc, Charing l'.}rnm.



