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rclate for the amusement of my readers, After
Henry 1V. of France became a convert to the
Roman Catholic religion, he ordered the Car-
dial du Perron to write an apology for him.
The Cardinal delayed the execution of this
commission, and when asked by the king how
his book went on, replied, that he was waiting
for some manuscripts from Rome. One day the
king took the cardinal with him to see his new
buildings at the Louvre, and on his finding fault
with the architect for neglecting to finish one
part of the work, the man excused himself, by
saying, that they wanted some large blocks of
stone. * No, no,” replied the king, looking
at the cardinal, “ it is because you are waiting
for manuscripts from Rome.”

If my unlucky pamphlet has produced the
Dr’s. abortion, he might have reconciled him-
self to his misfortune, by reflecting on the
occasion which it gave him of escaping that
worse than Casarean section, which must have
awaited him had he travailed to his full period.

When I read his extracts intended to prove
that the Casarean operation should be performed
without delay, and even in cases where instru-
ments, to a moral certainty, may be used with
success, 1 was not at all surprised that the noble



4

contempt of life which such doctrines 1mply,
should lead him to suppose it impossible for a
professional man to write a pamphlet, with the
view of preventing, as far as his influence might
extend, the revival of an operation which has
proved so fatal to his countrywomen. The
revival! I beg the Dr’s. pardon for repeating a
word, the use of which had before drawn on
me his indignant reprehension ; and I am ready
to acknowledge that the word revivel has no
relation, and ought never to be applied to any
case of the Casarean operation,

- To the Public at large, particularly to those
who are called upon to witness the severe suffer-
ings incident to the other sex, in which, I must
acknowledge that I feel an interest, and a sym-
pathy, that the circumstances of my own can-
not produce, the motives which I have assigned
for my conduct will appear natural, and honour-
able, and just. Let Dr. Hull, in a cold and
mean spirit of professional jealousy, regard the
conduct issuing from these motives, as an evi-
dence of rivalry, with a man equally unknown
to me and the Public ; I will never condescend
to apply the language of apology to it, but shall
feel myself bound to defend the sex, whenever
occasion may require if, against professional
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these salutary changes be interrupted in their
course, indisposition, more or less severe, but
never without danger, will certainly ensue.
The state of the system then before and after
labour, has no resemblance to the state of the
system before the coming on of a strangulated
hernia, or after the removal of the strangulation
by an operation.

In the Casarean operation, the cavity of the
abdomen is largely exposed, a large wound is
necessarily made into the womb, which has
been ranked, by Chirurgical writers, in the list
of mortal wounds, besides the danger arising
from extravasation into the cavity of the belly ;
this, however, is a matter of light concern, for
the Dr's. absorbents grow so ravenous after the
Caxsarcan section, as to eat up a pretty large
clot of blood before any mischief can arise from
its acting as an extraneous body.

But, notwithstanding these operations, as |
have shewn, are entirely distinct in their nature
and consequences, yet, according to the Dr’s.
logic, the recommendation of one of them, by
a writer, is sufficient authority for the peform-
ance of the other,

He is equally unfortunate in his next extracts,
which he brings forward, to shew that Queen
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As the Doctor is so fond of figuring as a
translator I will gratify him by giving his trans-
lation of the passage (p. 18.) taken from the
book de Octimestri Partu— All children are
formed with the head uppermost, yet many are
born with the head first, and pass more safely
than those, which are born with the feet fore-
most : for the bendings of the body do not
obstruct the child, which is coming into the
world with the head first : But it is rather,
when it presents the feet, that obstacles take
place.”

£

There is not one word in this passage of an
operator’s delivering by the feet ; the Doctor,
therefore, not only does not understand Hip-
pocrates’s Greek, but is ignorant of the meaning
of his own English.

His next quotation (p. 19.) is taken from the
book de superfatatione, and here the direction
given is not to extract by the feet, but in a foot-
ling or breech case, after the whole body is
delivered, (by the powers of nature) and the
head only remains in the passage * to introduce
both hands, previously moistened with water,
between the os uteri and the head, and in that
way to extract it.”
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The third extract (p, 19.) finishes the parade
of Greek quotation, and closes the climax of
literary absurdity ; for it absolutely proves, that
it was not Hippocrates’s practice to'give manual
assistance, as the Dr. pretends ; because breech
and -footling cases could not have proved so
fatal, if he had known how to manage them.

En pag. 20. the Dr. thus introduces: my re-
marks upon Celsus—

““ We' will now sece, if you please,. whether
yeur powers are better adapted to making a.
report of the writings of Celsus.”

“ Celsus,”” yoursay, “ who lived in the first
century of the Christian Ara, copies Hippo-
crates,. but is more full on the subject than his
predecessor.. In his chapter on the extraction.
of the dead feetus, he deviates however in one
very material point,. namely,.in bringing down.
the feet when near at hand, or when one pre-
sented, or when it was necessary to turn, In-
stead of pushing them back to make it a head-
prisentatian_ This was unquestionably a very
great improvement, (for I have not met with
any mention of it in the writings of Hippo-
grates,) as it is well known that such a pre-
sentation requires on that account, no material
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although I have fully proved, that such a practice
is repeatedly mentioned in the writings attributed
to Hippocrates, and quoted by you as. his works.
For it is a matter of doubt with me, whether
you can read a single aphorism of that author
in a latin translation ; and I shall prove by and
by, that you either have not the ability or the
lionesty to translate very easy and perspicuous
latin.  Utrum horum mavis accipe. Nay 1 will
even indulge you so far, as to step out of my
way to bring one instance forward here, because
you may perhaps have a wish, that the proof
should immediately follow the assertion. In
vour Reflections, you will find at page 34, the
following passage. * One of Rousset’s operators
made a circular incision to shew his superior
dexterity.” Upon my word, Sir, you have
demonstrated yﬂﬁr superior dexterity, as a
translator, by construing the humane and
amiable motive of the two surgeons employed,
““ quo matri parcerent,” < to shew his superior
dexterity.” p. 21, 22, '

On the former part of this curious extract, it
will be unnecessary for me to add any thing to
what I have above observed, for itis * fully
proved” by the Dr’s. own quotations from Hip-
pocrates, that there is no mention made by him,
of manual delivery by the feet. ;
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ctiam in pedes, si forte aliter compositus est.
Ac, si nihil aliud est, manus vel pes adprehensus,
corpus rectius reddit, nam manus in caput, pes in
pedes convertet.” Lib. vii, Cap. xxix. * You
have asserted in the extract given above, that
“ when it was necessary to turn,” Celsus
brought down the feet. This is evidently an
interpolation of your own. Pray be so good as
to answer the question I am now going to
propose ; Is it not necessary to turn the child,
when a hand presents? Y ou surely will not have
the audacity to reply in the negative. But you
will find in the passage, quoted by me, that
Celsus did not direct the child to be turned,
and brought by the feet, when a hand presented.
He says, that the body of the child is placed in
a better situation by laying hold of either a hand,
or a foot ; for, by pulling at the hand, we shall
bring the head to present ; and, by pulling at a
foot, we shall bring the feet to present.” The
Doctor has, for obvious reasons, omitted to trans-
late the former part of his extract from Celsus.
When the arm presented, it will be seen, from
what I have said, that it was deemed the best
practice of those times to amputate the limb ;
the practice of turning and delivering by the feet,
under such circumstances, was then unknown.
But besides pulling at the presenting arm to
bring down the head, or pulling at a foot, to
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bring down the feet, Celsus describes a third
ease ; and, that is, when the body * in transversum
jacet.” In his directions for accomplishing the
delivery, he says—* Medici vero propositum
est, ut infantem manu dirigat, vel in caput, vel
in pedes, si forte aliter compositus est.” It is
the object of the physician, should any other
presentation occur, to bring down the head or
feet. ¢ Ac, st nihil alwid est, manus, &c.”” When
the body of the child lies across, (in transversum
jacet,) and neither the upper, nor lower extre-
mities present, if the hand be introduced, and
the feet be brought down, what is that but a
turning case ! Has Dr. Hull, in the course of
his twenty years practice, in a very populous
neighbourhood, never met with a case, in which,
although the arm of the child presented, the feet
were found near to the os internum, on returning
back the former to bring down the feet? The
Dr. thinks he has “ furlly proved” that delivery
by the feet was known to Hippocrates, and yet
that Celsus was ignorant of this mode of delivery.
He here accuses me merely of inferpolation,
while he has assumed to himself the privilege of
gross misrepresentation ; for, from my own
words as above transcribed, who could have
supposed it possible that I should have been
accused of saying, that Celsus directed the child
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to be turned, and brought by the feet  when a
hand presented.”

In pag. 39. the Dr. says, “ My ingenious
friend, Dr. Haighton, in the Medical Records
and Rescarches, has been very properly em-
ployed, in searching into the authenticity of
those recorded cases where the mothers have
recovered after Cesarean Births, and has endea-
voured to shew, that many of the cases might
have been extra-uterine, because the relaters
have not been sufficiently particular in their
descriptions to remove all doubts.” [In the next
page he cites the following passage from Dr.
Haighton, “ I believe the instances where the
child has been saved 1in the extra-uterine cases
are very rare, because the true state of things
is seldom ascertained during its life, and the
inducement to operate is generally the conse-
quence of some attempt, which nature has been
making to relieve herself by forming an abscess
in the abdomen.”

The authority of Dr. Haighton is certainly
respectable, and, like the rest of Dr. Hull's
references, will serve to refute his own state-
ments. In an “ Inquiry concerning true and
spurious Cwsarian Operations,” published in
the Medical Records and Researches, after
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o'bserving' on the * iuniversal fatalily, which has,
in this country, attended those attempts to save
patienis by this operation, where delivery had
been found impracticable in any other way ;" and
after some further remarks, he observes, that,
“ this appears to be viewing the subject only as
an affair of calculation; in which our hopes rest
on no rational basis,” and thén he laments the
want of authentic information, and of satisfactory
evidence, in the cases recorded.

In the concise historical sketch of writers on
this subject, which he has given, the amiable
Rousset claims his earliest notice, the character
of whose writings he thus delineates; (p. 244.)
¢ The writings of Rousset (who by the way is
one of the greatest advocates for this operation)
are marked with a more than common degree
of sterility in this respect; indeed very little
authentic matter can be gleaned from his work,
whether we search for general or particu]ar"
facts. What opinion can any cautious reader
form of a treatise in which he is told that ene
woman had been the subject of the Casarian
operation seven times, six of which she of course
survived ? Credulity seems to pause at such
relations. Nor can his doubts be completely
removed in the following case of that work,

D
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writer” against my  shameful and ill-founded
aspersions” (p. 26.) he applies his courtly
phrases, through me, to his ingenious friend
Dr. Haighton, and I have no objection against
standing on the foreground on such an occasion.

Indeed it is plain from Dr. Hull’s manner of
characterising Rousset as the amiable, that, to
perform the Casarean operation, and be a pro-
fessed advocate for it, entitles a person, in his
estimation, to that epithet. As the Dr. has, on
these grounds, a better claim to the term, ac-
cording to his own acceptation of it, than any
person with whom 1 am at present acquainted,
I shall, for the future, occasionally gratify him
with the complimentary appellation of the
Amiable Dr. ' L

The amiable Dr. then proceeds to notice
(p- 41.) my remark that ¢ several of his
(Rousset’s) cases besides strike me as being
extra-uterine, which would make a very essential
difference in the consequences to be apprehended
from the operation ;" upon which he observes,
“ I allow that this circumstance would make
a very essential difference in the consequences
to be apprchended. I really believe that the
consequences would more frequently be dis-
astrous ; because there would be great danger
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of fatal hemorrhage, from making an attempt to
detach the placenta from the parts, to which it
adheres in those cases, on account of their not
possessing the contractile power of the uterus.
And if the placenta should be left behind,
(which I consider as the more eligible practice,)
I am fully convinced, that it would be more
likely to excite inflammation, &c, of the abdo-
minal cavity, than a mere coagulum of blood,
which is all that remains to be absorbed after a
true Cesarean operation, when the divided parts
heal by the first intention.” '

“ Hence 1t appears, that, by considering the
cases of Bauhin as extra-uterine, the poor wo-
men have survived a more dangerous operation
than Hysterotamy.”

This passage will serve as a specimen of the
Dr’s. method of obtaining facts, by the assump-
tion of his own surmises, and of deducing his
legitimate inferences from them. Extraordinary
as it 1s, I shall have occasion to notice others
still more extraordinary. The instances of
recovery, after the expulsion of an extra-uterine
conception, by abscesses, or by ulceration ; or
the instances of their continuing, even for years,
without exciting any very material disturbance
in the system, are not uncommon, when con-
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circularly, and had discharged abundance of
serosity,

I cut off all that was gangrened with my
scissars, and found something that resisted.
The gangrene being removed, I drew the fwlus
by the shoulder that presented itself, and the
arm separated from the body. I completed the
extraction of the whole body, however, which
lay on the right side, and drew out the head in
three separate pieces, all flattened except the
occipilal bone, which had preserved a little of
its curvature. The substance of the cerebrum
and cerebellum was entirely dissolved, and mixed
with the pus that filled the cavity containing the
fwtus. The excessive stench would not allow
me to examine the little carcase any longer, nor
to discover what sex it was. I ordered it to be
taken away immediately, and finished removing
all the putrefaction, which was extended much
further in the internal part, by the compression
of that extraneous body, than on the external.

I washed the parts with warm wine and
ag. vuln. having nothing else at hand. The
dejections, or suppurations, were very infectious
for five or six days, as well by this aperture as
by the wvagina, and consisted of a liquid white
pus, and very acrimonious, which caused con-
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of his idolatry, and professional imitation.
Notwithstanding his fondness for translation,
he has omitted to render it into English, I hope,
therefore, that I shall receive his thanks for
attempting a paraphrase of it, for the edification
of those of his readers, who are as ignorant of
latin, as he reports me to be. The Dr. having
gometimes mistaken my references and remarks
for translations, I think it necessary to tell him,
that J do not mean the following for a literal
translation, but merely as an easy compliment,
resembling the original, or (to shew the Dr.
that I am acquainted with a learned word, an
adumbration of it,) which may be applied to
any Casarean operator, who, not having the
means of procuring a really honourable degree,
from Edinburgh, or the English Universities,
has been obliged to have recourse to Leyden for
a passport. ' :

Say, are you surgeon, quack, or doctor bred ?

For sure one trade’s enough for such a head—

Nor Scotch, nor English schools gave your degree,

Cheaply dubb’d doctor by Dutch courtesy.

But while vou slaughter many a pregnant dame,

You quit the doctor’s for the butcher’s name.

The original epigram is as follows,
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“ Pro Recio Pamsiensivm Crizurcorum CoLiecio.

Ordinis es cujus, rogo di¢ Rossete, vel artis
Si medicorum (inquis) te suus ordo rogat;
Nec tu donatus laurve, titulove medentum,
Et furtim exerces, gwd ittulo ipse nequis :
Sed tu dum scindis miseras per frustra PJ:E’“EE&,
Artis eris cujus, dic rogo, carnificis.’

My quotation from Parey next claims the
Dr’s. attention, (p. 43.) on which he fastens as
a strong hold, and after combating Parey's
reasoning, as to the manner in which the fatal
consequences ensue after this operation, he says
trinmphantly—¢ It is proved then, that Parey’s
objections to the operation, as given in your
quotation, are theoretical, and therefore not
worth attention in a case of this importance.”
The' reasoning of Parey, like the practice of
Hippocrates, is the best the times afforded ;
but it will be sufficient to extract the passage
from m:,r book (p. 12.) to shew the use I intended
to make of his authority.—* The present im-
proved state of medical science will furnish
objections against Parey’s reasoning, whether
they be conclusive or not; but 1t is evident a
successful case had not come within the scope
of his observation, Indeed several writers men-
tion that he was so ashamed of having been
present at the operation with Guillemeau, by
which his sanction was apparently given, that
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he forbore to mention it, and contents himself
with reprobating it in general terms.” Parey
“ who has been stiled the restorer and improver
of midwifery” and who was first surgeon to
three successive Kings of France, when speak-
ing of a fact, which had apparently cost him
much anxiety, is thus cavalierly treated by
the Dr.

Besides Parey’s celebrity as a surgeon, he was
held in the highest estimation as a man, by the
several crowned heads whom he had the honour
to serve ; and his personal influence with Charles
the IX. was so great, that it puta stop to the
massacre of St. Bartholomew, perpetrated in the
year 1572, as the following quotation will inform
my reader.

“ It was not long before Charles felt the most
violent remorse for the barbarous action to which
they had forced him to give the sanction of his
name, and authority. From the evening of the
24th of August, he was observed to groan in-
voluntarily at a thousand strokes of cruelty,
which every one boasted of in his presence.  Of
all those who were about the person of this
Prince, none possessed so great a share of his
confidence, as Ambrose Pare, his surgeon.
This man, though a liuguenot, lived with him
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in so great a degree of familiarity, that on the
day of the massacre, Charles telling him, that
the time was now come when the whole king-
dom would be Catholics : he replied without
being alarmed, “ By the light of God, Sire, 1
cannot believe that you have forgot your promise
never to command me to do four things, name-
ly, to enter into my mother’s womb, to be
present in the day of battle, to quit your service,
or to go to mass.” The king soon after teok
him aside, and disclosed to him freely the
trouble of his soul : Ambrose, said he, I know
not what has happened to me these two or three
days past, butI feel my mind and body as much
at enmity with each other, as if I was seized
with a fever: sleeping or waking, the murder’d
huguenots seem ever present to my eyes with
ghastly faces, and weltering in blood. I wish
the innocent and helpless had been spared.

“The order which was published the following
day, forbidding the continuance of the massacre,
was in consequence of this conversation.” *

Guillemeau is treated with rather more de-
cency (p. 47.) because he does not deny, as
Parey had done, the possibility of a recovery

R Sully’s Memoirs, vol. 1. p. 38,
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after the Cmsarean operation; on the contrary,
he admits that it had been performed success-
fully, even at the early period in which he
wrote : But he contends that “ we ought not
to judge of the spring from the appearance of
one swallow, nor construct a science upon a
single experiment.”

Again—* It is not at all surprising, that the
cases in which Guillemeau operated, should
have a fatal event, when we consider how much
he and Parey were prejudiced against this mode
of delivery ; for we may thence fairly infer, that
they had first employed every other method ;
and that the subjects were in a very dangerous
situation at the time it was resorted to. That
this was really the case, however, I will not
venture to assert, because neither the state of
the patients nor any other particulars are given,
from which a proper judgment can be formed.”

In the first part of this extraordinary extract,
the Dr. endeavours to prove the reasonableness
of this operation, because Guillemeau does not
deny the possibility of a recovery; yet, after
having twice performed i1t, without success ; and
having been present at three several operations
by other surgeons, which ended fatally ; and
judging, like a man of sensec, that one success-
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ful case occurring against all reasonable expect-
ation could not justify so horrible an operation,
he wrote against it, that his successors might
profit by his error.

And in the second part of the extract the Dr.
“ fairly infers”’ against the want of success of
Parey and Guillemeau, because they were pre-
judiced against it, and then he immediately tells
us that he will not * venture to assert that this
was really the case.”

I believe it will be inferred by every reason-
able mind, not infatuated with the determin-
ation to run all hazards for the possibility of one
recovery, that mneither Parey nor Guillemeau
were prejudiced against this operation, or the
former would not have twice sanctioned it by
his presence, nor the latter have twice performed
it , and asto the condition of the patients at the
time of the respective operations by Guillemeau,
no other just inference can be drawn, as they
were both convinced of its impropriety by the
result of those two cases, but that every re-
quisite attention had been bestowed, and that
it would be useless to detail the particulars.
So little indeed does the conduct of Guillemeau
bear of the appearance of prejudice, that, as
above observed, he thrice witnessed the perform-
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harly his own; he sdys (p. 48.)— And yet you
have been guilty of the most shameful mutilation
F am acquainted with. Please to take up your
Reflections and look at page 17, line first, whilst
I shew, that there ought to have been inserted
between the words follow and However, a niost
niaterial passage.”

If the Dr. will look into the seventh edition
of Mauriceau’s works, translated by Dr. Hugh
Chamberlen, page 235, very near the top of
that page, he will find that there is no such
passage as he alludes to, and my long extract
was made from that edition of Mauriceau’s
works. Not wishing to deprive the Dr. of
every possible advantage, in support of his com-
mendable endeavours to justify this humane
operation, which his Synoptical table proves to
have been so successful, I will transcribe his
translation of the passage, which I had so
shamefully suppressed, in order to soften his in-
dignation against me, so justly provoked by my
base treatment of Mauriceau.

Should this expedient fail of soothing the
Dr’s. irritated feelings, and perturbed spirit, I
shall be at a loss, in future, how to proceed ;
but I am not without hopes of succeeding on
the present occasion, for the Dr. has shewn

8
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such a fordness for translation, that he has even
translated my own motto. The passage runs
thus— To which I will add, that those who
practise this cruel operation, do not in general
undertake it, till after the woman has been
several days in labour, without a possibility of
delivery ; during which time the womb has
suffered greatly from the number of fruitless
pains, and has become inflamed through its
whole substance ; which being then incised,
the inflammation is encreased, and does not fai]
to contribute to the certain death of the patient.”
(p- 49.) After an attentive perusal of my long
extract from Mauriceau, the reader will smile
at the insertion of this passage, which, if it has
any meaning at all, is intended to prop the Dr’s.
recommendation of the early performance of
this operation ; a deductien not warranted either
by Mauriceau’s very elaborate and decisive
epinion, as cited in my quotation, or by the
contents of the Dr’s, extract. But, will he take
the trouble to apply its doctrine to his own
practice, and then tell us how he can justify
himself for performing the operation, after
the woman had been ten days in labour, was
nearly exhausted by continual unavailing pains,
had suffered repeated paroxysms of convulsions,
and when there were doubts of the life of the
child ?
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Leaving the Dr. in full possession of his
ribaldry, I come next to his comment on my
quotations from Dionis, and here, with his usual
inversion of intellect, he accuses me (p. 50.)
of having brought forward facts instead of
reasons.- Men of sense, like Dionis, govern
their reasoning by their facts ; but a Casarean
operator would be deprived of a colourable
pretext for his conduct, if his facts were not
made subservient to his theory, It is worthy
of the Dr. to accuse others of acting upon
theoretical grounds, whilst he has none other
- for the support of his conduct, for his own ex-
perience is against the operation,

He next (p. 54.) bestows much labour in
defence of Scipio Mercurius, and the substance
of his charge against Heister, whom I quoted,
and myself, is of a very heinous nature ; for,
instead of Mercurius having said “ that the
Casarean section was as common in France, as
bleeding for the head-ach was in Italy,” the
Dr’s. translation tells us, that * ¢his operation
25 as well known in those counlries, as bleeding
in cases of head-ach is in ftaly.” 'The presump-
tion is, that if it were so generally known, it was
commonly practised ; and as to the Dr’s. illus-
trative observation ¢ that amputation is an
pperation as well known in England as bleed-
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ing,” the experience of every man is adverse
to it; for scarcely a man can be found, who has
not been bled himself, or seen bleeding prac-
tised upon others, but comparatively few have
seen an amputation. But this is not material to
the point in question, and it is only valuable for
the opportunity which it has afforded the Dr. of
lavishing his invective upon Heister and me.
With an infelicity peculiar to himself, he cou-
ples my name, in his petty attacks, with the
names of men so truly eminent in their pro-
fession, that, to be ranked with them, even in
their errors, would be almost an exaltation.
Heister’s character is so well-known in the
profession, for his book must be in the library
of every surgeon, that it can only be necessary
for me to tell the general reader, that he was
the author of the first complete system of
surgery ; and that, as a whole, it still remains
the best system of surgery extant. There are
indubitable proofs, however, of the Casarean
operation having been said to be very commonly
practised in France, about that time ; and as a
delicious morceau, I will treat the Dr. with an
extract from the Monthly Magazine, for last
March, not wholly inapplicable to the subject;
premising, that I do not pledge myself to the
entire approbation of Dr. Lacombe’s proceed-
ings, lest he should again presume interroga-
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tively, as he has done on my extracis from
Hippocrates, that my practice is regulated by
theme... ..

“ A .Dr. Lacombe, professor of midwifery,
has recently given great offence to almost all
the other members of the Medical faculty in
Paris, by an outrageous public attack against
that which is called in Midwitery the Cesarian
operation. He has challenged the advocates for
this practice to public disputations. Several
very turbulent scenes of dispute have passed
between him and his adversaries.  He triumphs
as victorious and invincible, they, after contend-
ing in vain, to hiss, and cough, and laugh, and
talk him to silence, complain, that he will
suffer none but himself to utter a word as long
as he is able to speak, and that when his animal
spirits are gaxh.:;ﬂsted? he then escapes refutation
only by retiring under the pretence of excessive
fatigue from the scene of dispute. IHe denies
that Julius Casar was cut out of his mother’s
womb, rejects the credibility of almost every
fact in history that represents the Cewsariay
Operation as capable of being practised with
success ; qffirms that in the sixteenth century
this practice was -proscribed in France on ac-
count of its certain danger and inutility ; com-
plains that a practice which is neither more nor
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time in quoting, and in translating his owi
quotations, but whose capacity is unequal to
comprehend the sense, or spirit of his author.

“ Pains, reading, study, are their just pretence,
And all they want is spirit, taste, and sense.
Commas and points they set exactly right,

And ’twere a sin to rob them of their mite.”” *

It would have been extraordinary in any man
but the Dr., to have given a case of the Casa-
rean operation, and a successful one too, in
which the surgeon could not tell why he per-
formed it.

~Should there be a possibility of the truth of
that recital, still the Dr. cannot justify his pre-
dilection for the operation by it. The very
intent and meaning of my essay was to prove,
{and I trust that I have proved it,) that, what-
ever the success of the operation may have been
in France, the practice of that country does
not apply to this, from the operation having
proved uniformly fatal here. And, that the
French practitioners have had recourse to if,
n dimensions of the pelvis in which the crotchet
has been used with safety to the mother, in

this country, will not be doubted by any Ac-
coucheur but the Dr.

* Pope, Prologue to the Satires.
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mothers strongly asserted the child to be &]lve :
and yet, in every instance, the child had been
dead some time.

Dr. H. then says, p. 123. “I have next té
make some remarks on one of the most shameful
observations, that ever proceeded from the pen
or mouth, of any medical practitioner. You
say, if on the testimony of the mother, the
Casarean section should be performed, and a
putrid child should be extracted, (as the facts
prove that she will certainly die of the opera-
tion,) 2t would be difficult to determine whether
the operator deserved most reprehension for his
inexcusable ignorance or cruel inattention !

“ There can not be the least doubt, that this
accusation 1s particularly levelled at me, and
the gentlemen, who were concerned with me in
performing the Cesarean operation upon the
unfortunate Ann Lee.” p. 123.

Having stated the question generally in my
essay, I shall not here deviate from my original
intention ; but, as the Dr. says there can not be
the least doubt, that this accusation is particu-
larly levelled at him, and his associates in that
operation, it would imply, that he was not quite
certain of the direction of the other points of

K



74

my book, which he has so cordially taken to
himself. Instead of there being no positive signs
of the death of the child, there ought to be po-
sitive signs of its life, before an operation shall
be entered on, which, when performed, even
under circumstances the most favourable, has
proved uniformly fatal to the mother.

It Is not an error of judgment, on a single
case, but an erroneous system of practice, which
I oppose ; a system in direct opposition to the
facts recorded of the event of the Casarean
operation ; and, in this country, inevitably de-
structive to the parent. The expressions of
inexcusable ignorance, and cruel inattention, arc
so far from appearing to me uncandid or scvere,
in reference to such practice ; that, as expressive
of my own opinion, and to shew the Dr. that I
do not stand alone on the subject, I will tran-
scribe a passage from an author, whom he has
pressed into his service to sanction his recom-
mendation of an early operation. It forms the
latter part of my long extract from Mauriceau,
which the Dr. has noticed so politely, as trans-
lated by Chamberlen.—* Now if because of
all these reasons, a chirargeon must never
practice this cruel operation, whilst the mother
is- alive, although- the child be certainly so,
(which for all that may sometimes be very
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Jdoubtful,) I pray what infamy would it be for
bim if having so killed the mother, the child
should also be found dead, after it was thought

to be alive, much more ought he to abstain from
it when he 1s well assured that it 1s dead.”

It is perfectly consistent with our notions of
philosophy, that an individual shall be at liberty
to discuss any subject, on general grounds ; for,
without this privilege, there would be not only
an utter impossibility of correcting error, but an
insurmountable obstacle would be formed to the
farther advancement of science. I merely used
this privilege in my former pamphlet : but Dr,
Hull, in the true spirit of literary tyranny, la-
vishes his invective on me, for not submitting
implicitly to his Dogmatical assertions, On
what principle he arrogates such authority to
himself, I cannot conceive. His book rather
invalidates than confirms his pretensions to it,
But, with his usual consistency, he accuses me,
without proof, of aiming to be Censor General ;
whilst, at the same time, he himself claims to
be the Medical Dictator of his neighbourhood ;
and, to suppress all opinions but his own, by his
prerogatives of violence and effrontery. There
is, indeed, no occasion for any one to assume
the office of Censor upon the Amiable Dr. ; for
if, after this warning, he should persist ixi per-
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forming his Cmsarean experiments, the regular
officer of the Crown, the Coroner, may, pro-
bably, think himself bound to exercise over
him the Censorship, with which he is legally
invested, :

The suggestions of the late Dr. William
Hunter have always claimed serious attention,
from the men of sense in the profession of mid-
wifery. I had embraced his project, as the only
justifiable way of attempting the delivery of the
mother, in the desperate circumstances con-
templated. Dr. Hull has commented upon my
proposal, with such singular felicity of temper
and language, that, I will transcribe the whole
passage, as a striking specimen, both of his
talent for invention, and of the humane direction
of his feelings, in matters of difficulty. He
says, p. 128. “ By adopting the project of Dr.
Hunter, in such extreme cases of distortion, you
have, I believe, manifested greater intrepidity
than any other practitioner, in this kingdom at
least, for I have never heard of one, who had
the hardiesse ever to think of putting it in exe-
cution. Instead of this, however, 1 should,
from your ingenuity, have expected the sug-
gestion of some new operation. What do you
think of an Ezsectio Symphysis Pubis # Would
pot- a complete and dextrous removal of the
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to the pmbﬁblﬂ- safety of the other. My object
was to make way for the crotchet, for the deli-
very of the head, when reduced to the smallest
possible bulk, the base of the cranium being
turned sideways, and the texture of the child’s
body destroyed by putrefaction, so as to make
the least possible resistance to the extracting
force., That the Dr’s. own extracts are against
him is most manifest, for in page 136, he has
cited from Baudeloque the following passage,
— at most it might be substituted for the
forceps, in some particular cases only : for it
cannot, without great inconveniencies, give the
pelvis an increase of more than two lines from
the pubes to the sacrum superiorly ; and that
instraument may without danger, reduce the
diameter of the child’s head as much.” This is
a comparison between the safety of delivery by
the section of the symphysis pubis, and by the
forceps ; and, as the forceps is used for the pre-
servation of both mother and child, what Eng-
lishman, from this comparison, could suppose
so much danger, and such frightful consequences
to attach to the former operation ? Baudeloque
then well-observes, “ But what practitioner
would prefer a new operation, which seems to
be surrounded by rocks, on every side, to one
that has been crowned with a thousand suc-
cesses 7 Certainly no man would ever think
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of dividing the symphysis pubis; in a case, i
which the child might be delivered by the
forceps.

Again—* If we allow the former (the section
of the symphysis pubis) any advantages, they
would never be more evident than in that species
of locked head mentioned by Roederer, where
we cannot, says he, introduce any instrument
between the head and the pelvis, at whatever
part we attempt it ; in that case it would merit
a preference, over opening the cranium, the
use of the crotchets, and the Cesarean section
proposed by the same author:” that is, the
section of the symphysis pubis, shall be preferred,
in that case, to lessening the head and extracting
by the crolchet ; or, to delivering the child by the
Cesarean section. The above statement ad-
mirably illustrates the principle, on which 1
have recommended my compound operation ;
but, the practice of dividing the symphysis
pubis, when the delivery might be accom-
plished by the crotchet, would be reprobated,
with very few exceptions, by English practi-
tioners ; and, they would have no semblance of
justification for their conduct, but in preferring
the life of the child to that of the mother, a
point they will not dare to avow openly, although

§
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death was a consequence of the operation.”
p. 141.

The reader will here have the goodness to
recollect the Dr’s. picture, from Baudeloque, of
the consequences of the section of the symphysis
pubis, and to compare it with the account he
has given of the case which occurred to Mr.
Welchman. Stating the question very generally,
I omitted to specify this case, or to swell my
pages by its recital ; but it is the one I alluded
to in my essay ; and it proves, as far as one case
can prove, the truth of the position that I had
advanced, namely, the probability of gaining,
by the section of the symphysis pubis, sufficient
space, in the case of distortion, which I had
described, to effect the delivery by the crotchet,
with safety to the mother. Mr. Welchman
thought it impracticable to deliver his patient ;
and yet, on the division of the symphysis, the
very first pain brought down the presenting part
to the os externum, and a child of the full size,
and swollen by putrefaction, was expelled with-
out difficulty. Had the bones of the pelvis
materially yielded to the force of the pains, in
consequence of having lost their osseous texture,
it is probable that the presenting part would
have made some progress in its passage through
the pelvis, which, we are told, did not happen,
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hinting a doubt on the rival claims to Iife of the
suffering mother, and the unextracted feetus.
What, shall the life of the feetus in utero be
preferred to that of a woman attached to society
by innumerable links, by multiplied ideas, asso-
ciations, habits, and affections, which inerease
the desire of existence, and give her claims of
resistless force to every chance of continuing
it 2 The mind revolts at the thought ; yet, the
Amiable Dr. can indulge it with the greatest
complacency.

In pag. 158-9, the Dr. furnishes his  reasons
for considering the feetus as equally, if not more
sensible, than at any other period of life ;”’ and
after stating them, he concludes—* I think
we may consider it, as proved beyond all doubt,
that the feetus is possessed of acute sensation
before birth.”” As the faetus is possessed of
acute sensation before birth, and the mother
feels so little pain from the Casarean section, is
it intended to infer from these premises, that it
would be more humane to destroy the mother
by the operation, than to sacrifice the child to
her safety ? Has he never heard that a blow
upon the liver does not produce an acute sensa-
tion f Has he never heard (for I must question
kim a little here) that a smart blow upon the
scrotum will produce immediately such a degree
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of faintness, as to destroy all sensation ? Is he
so ignorant of physiology, as not to know that
the most important parts of the human body, the
brain and lungs, for example, have little sensi-
bility # Will he turn to the Medical Records and
Researches, and there he will learn that a
bayonet passed through the heart itself does not
produce an acute sensation ? And so it is of the
womb, for a wound made into the substance of
that viscus, by a sharp instrument, is not acutely
painful.

Dr. Cooper says, in the account of his first
tase— It may perhaps be worth observing
also, that the uterus itself seemed to be possessed
of very little sensibility even at the time of its
being wounded.” *

It has been very generally held that the life
of the child in the womb is more simple than
after its birth ; reason dictates such an opinion,
and experience confirms it. From a nicer know-
ledge of anatomy; and a more accurate acquaint-
ance with the laws of the Animal economy, the
physical laws of the fetal state are better under-
stood than formerly. And it is a pretty com-

M

# Medical Obs. and Inquir. vol. iv. p. 265.
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monly received opinion, that the life of the
child, before birth, resembles the state of vege-~
table life ; and, that the disproportionate bulk
of its nervous system ‘to the other parts of its
body, is not intended to increase its sensibility,
but to answer important purposes after birth.
That very little nervous influence is required to
evolve the different organs, in the uterine state,
is proved by the case of monstrosity published
by Dr. Clarke, in the dissection of which, the
nervous system was found to be wanting. Be-
sides, the imperfect state of the feetus is further
confirmed from the functions of one of the vital
organs (the lungs) being suspended before birth
by the distension of which in breathing, after
birth, the arrangement of the functions of the
internal viscera is materially changed.

As the Dr. had so clearly shewn “ that the
feetus is possessed of acute sensation before
birth,”. (p. 159.) Could not he tell us to what
uses this extraordinary sensibility is destined ?
All our knowledge being derived through the
medium of the senses, and the sensations of 2
child in the womb being so acute, and its
nervous system so large, its intellectual opera-
tions must be uncommonly brilliant. With a
little of the Dr’s, tuition, it might reason forcibly
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in favour of the Ceasarean section ; it might, in
a short time, become acquainted with as many
different languages, as the Dr. has brought for-
ward to astonish and overwhelm his English
reader ; and it might soon learn how to make a
book out of boorish abuse, and translated quo- -+
tation. It is to be lamented exceedingly, that
all these wonderful attainments should be pos-
sessed only during the seclusion of the feetus in
utero, and that they should disappear the first
moment of its perfect existence. Perhaps the
Dr. will account for their disappearance on Mr.
Shandy’s principles, who 1is, like himself, an
assertor of the superior sensibility of the feetus ;
and that he will derive from this high authority,
an additional argument in favour of the Casarean
operation. As that learned philosopher, the
Dr’s. prototype, has, in some respects, antici-
pated him, and is even a more interesting Ally
than the Amiable Rousset, I shall make no apo-
logy for introducing a few extracts, which will
prove that Father Shandy is one of the most
laborious and zealous defenders of the Casarean
operation, and well entitled to the Dr’s, grateful,
and honourable notice.

“ My father, who dipp’'d into all kinds of
books, upon looking into Lithopadus Senonensis

f”% it o Zf-/:lr‘—-M .ﬁ@};; ?,g,é'_w MM: .ﬂ-{'-d'-r’;_n
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de Partu difficili,* published by Adrianus Smel-
vogt, had found out, That the lax and pliable
state of a child’s head in parturition, the bones
of the cranium having no sutures at that time,
was such,—that by force of the woman’s efforts,
which, in strong labour-pains, was equal, upon
an average, to the weight of 470 pounds aver-
dupoise, acting perpendicularly upon it ;—it so
happened that in 49 instances out of 50, the said
head was compressed and moulded into the
shape of an oblong conical piece of dough, such
as a pastry-cook generally rolls up in order to
make a pye of. Good God! cried my father,
what havock and destruction must this make in
the infinitely fine and tender texture of the cere-
bellum !—Or if there is such a juice as Borri
pretends,—is it not enough to make the clearest
liquid in the world both feculent and mothery ?

“ But how great was his apprehension,
when he farther understood, that this force,
acting upon the very vertex of the head, not

* It 1s a circumstance worthy of remark, that the figure
of a petrified child, in Spachius’s collection, here referred
to, is placed in the same work, immediately after Rousset’s
cases, and that Dr. Hull appears to have read them 1n that
compilation. Itis plain, therefore, that he and Mr. Shandy
have habituated themselves to the same train of reading,
and derived similar conclusions from the same sources,
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only injured the brain itself, or cerebrum,—but
that it necessarily squeezed and propell’d the
cerebrum towards the cerebellum, which was
the immediate seat of the understanding.
Angels and ministers of grace defend us! cried
my father,—can any soul withstand this shock ?
No wonder the intellectual web is so rent
and tatter’d as we see it ; and that so many of
our best heads are no better than a puzzled skein
of silk,—all perplexity,—all confusion within-
side.

“ But when my father read on, and was let
into the secret, then when a child was turned
topsy-turvy, which was easy for an operator to
do, and was extracted by the feet ;—that in-
stead of the cerebrum being propell’d towards
the cerebellum, the cerebellum on the contrary,
was propell’d simply towards the cerebrum,
where it could do no manner of hurt : By
heavens ! cried he, the world is in a conspiracy
to drive out what little wit God has given us,—
and the professors of the obstetrick art are listed
into the same conspiracy. What is it to me
which end of my son comes foremost into the
world, provided all goes right after, and his ce-
rebellum escapes uncrushed ?

“ When my fathetr had got so far, ———
what a blaze of light did the accounts of the
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I have before called Mr. Shandy the prototype
of Dr. Hull, and will now exhibit other points
of resemblance between them ; from which, and
the quotations already produced, the reader
may possibly imagine that the latter has taken
all his ideas from the former. The same predi-
lection for hypothesis in preference to experi-
ment, the same estimate of the value of life, and
the same philosophical notions respecting the
destruction of it, are observable in the two
characters. The only material difference be-
tween them, is, that the one was a mere theorist,
the other, unfortunately, applies his theories to
practice.

What, says Mr. Shandy, is the character of a
family to an hypothesis ? Nay, if you come to
that—what is the life of a family? Yes, the
life—he would say, maintaining his point.
How many thousands of them are there, every
year that comes, cast away (in all civilized
countries at least)—and considered as nothing
but common air, in competition of an hypo-
thesis? In my plain sense of things, my uncle
Toby would answer,—every such instance is
downright MuRDER, let who will commit
it. There lies your mistake, my father
would reply ;—for, in foro Scientiz, there is
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no such thing as MuRDER,—’tis only DEATH,
brother.” *

If it were not for the anachronism, one might
think that Mr. Shandy had just been reading
Dr. Hull’s book, and meditating on his Synop-
tical table.

In pag. 160. the Dr. says— You conclude
this most extraordinary performance with saying
¢ I hope that in future all traces of the Casarean
operation will be banished from professional
books ; for it can never be justifiable during the
parent’s life, and stands recorded only to dis-
grace the art.” Your modesty is eminently
conspicuous in this quotation. You have here
opposed your own opinion to the judgment of the
most eminent practitioners in this Island, as well
as on the Continent. In London we find, that
the following gentlemen approved of, and as-
sisted at, the two Cesarean operations, per-
formed in that city, namely, Drs. Cooper, Ford,
Cogan, Bromfield, Garthshore, Hunter, James
Ford, Mackenzie, Orm, Underwood, Lowder,
Heineker, Maclaurin, and Wathen, Messrs.
Hunter, Thompson, Hewson, Patch, and
Graves.”

N

% Tristram Shandy, vol, 1. chap. 21.
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The Dr. has here furnished me with a most
respectable list of names, all of whom were pres
sent at one or other of the two Cesarean opera-
fions, which were performed in London ; both
of which fell under the care of Dr. Cooper, int
the first instance. And, I must here observe,
that, although the poor unhappy women had the
benefit of such a consTELLATION of profes-
sional ability, yet they both died. Dr. Cooper
says of the first of these two cases— this poor
woman sunk, with every advantage from the
operation, both with respect to herself, and to the
assistance given her.” * |

On a third case of extreme deformity of the
pelvis occurring, the Casarean operation was
again “ had in contemplation,” by some of the
above named gentlemen, who attended in con-
sultation ; from an opinion, however, that the
child was dead, it was * agreed that an attempt,
at least, ought to be made to deliver the poor
creature by opening the child’s head, and ex-
tracting it with the crotchet.” + This very case
happened to be that of Elizabeth Sherwood,
whose delivery Dr. Osborn so fortunately ac-
complished by the crotchet.

* Medical Obs. and Inquir. vol. iv. p. 271.
+ Osborn’s Essays, pag. 245.
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died in twenty-six hours after the operation.
Unless this case was favourable to the success
of the Casarean section, I am at a loss to con-
jecture what time should be fixed on for per-
forming it, after the commencement of labour.
Would the Dr. think it better to anticipate the
coming on of labour, and to perform the ope-
ration in the last month of pregnancy? Ora
project, somewhat in his way, suggests itself to
me, namely, to run an actual cautery into the
bottom of the womb, and to dress the wound
so as to render it fistulous ; and, should a poor
deformed creature become pregnant, to extract
the embryon, immediately on its lapsing into
the womb from the Fallopian tube, by means of
a siphon applied to the external opening? The
Dr’s. correction of my misrepresentation of Vil-
lanova has furnished me with this idea ; which
is not less likely to be attended with success, if
put in practice, than the opening of an abscess
in the fundus uteri with an actual cautery, dres-
sing it from the bottom for several months, after
which, he tells us, that a woman conceived and
brought forth a child. I had been guilty of an
error in referring from memory, but had cer-
tainly no design of misrepresenting Villanova’s
- account of this case; I, therefore, make this
atonement to him, although the matter, on which
the Dr. has been so lavish of paper and invective,
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