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ease at Martigues ;* Dr. Bancroft, senjor, states its
occurrence in the Elephantiasis of South Amcuca;l-
and Professor Niebuhr attests, that it appears in
the Dsjuddam of Bagdat.} But Dr. Adams observed,
on the contrary, in the island of Madeira, an actual
wasting of the generative organs in the men, who
had been seized with the malady subscqucnt to the
age of pubelty, and a want of the usual evolution
of them, in those who had been attacked previous
1o that period. Is the Elephantiasis in Madeira ‘now
less virulent than that of former times? has it under-
gone some change in its character ¢ or, is the ancient
account of the disease incorrect ”

- Dr. Bateman’s Synopsis, p. 298.

It is pamful to be 50 often under the necessity of re-
mmdlng medical writers of thatlogical precision which
is gradually gaining groundin the other sciences. To -
the casual reader, it may seem as if the substance of
~the last paragraph was collected into the three queries
which form its concluding sentence. Yet, on a re-pe-
rusal, it will be. seen, that virulence, virus or contaglon,
change of character in the disease, or incorrect ac-
" count of ancients, all relate to the preceding para-

% @ M. Vidal pmtlculmxzes the case of Arnaud, a S'ulm, who
had been afflicted with the tubercular Elephanmsxs six monthg,
when he died of putrid fever, .« Il navoit cessé, presque jusqu'd sa
mort, de ressentir les ardeurs d’un assez violent Satyriasis,”

T ¢ Lepers ate notarious for their salacity and Iongewty.” Nat,
,H1st. of Guiang, p, 885.

3. Loc, cit, The story related by Niebuhr, of a lazar gratify~
ing this propensity by infecting a woman by-means of linen seint ont
of the anar-house, and thus obtammg her " admission, appears,
however, to be entitled to little credit,” . i
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graphs. 1 ghall, therefore, leave them for the present,

10 consider the evidence concerning that’sympiom, .
which ¢ is affirmed by most modern writers, with the.
exception of Dr. Adams.” ~ The names opposed to

mine are, M. M. Vidal and Joannis, Dr. Bancroft,
senior, and Professor Niebuhr. ‘ ‘

M. Vidal and Dr.J oannis, though they describe
the Leprosy of the same town, differ exceedingly in
their history. The former speaks of tubercles in the
face s the first symplom; the latter assures us, that
the leaven of the disease first appears by 2 swelling in
the calves of the legs. Phe words of the former only

~are quoted by Dr. Bateman, who describes the dis-
ease as the tubercular leprosy. My readers will de-
termine the probability of such a symptom as that
mentioned by Vidal, in the last stage of putrid fever!
Not less remarkable is that rélated by Joannis, whose
patient, twenty—four hours before his death, plus quam
semel.cum uxore coivit,  Dr. Bancroft, by the bre-
vity of his language, seems only to have given the po-"
pular report, which, from the nature of his work, was
as much as was required. For the valne of Niebuhr’s
evidence, s€¢ the note quoted from the Synbpsis.”

The result of the whole is,’ if we even admit the
very questionablé symptom megtioned by Vidal and
Joannis, it is by np means certain that they ever saw
the true Elephantiasis. The accounts of both are con-
fused and contradictory. Pr. Bancroft does not men-
tion any‘pe‘rs‘onal obiservation ; _zmd Niebulr is not al-
lowed 1o bea credible witness. . Tt must be admitted,
that the above are only & few of the many names Which
might be produced in proof of the salacity of lepers.
How then, if may be asked, has‘such an opinion xe-
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meii_[iedvuhcopfrzfdi‘dted from the days of Aretmus till

the second edition of Adams on Morbid. Poisons i’

And what greater credit js ‘due to the latter than to
such a host of witnesses?  The first question is rea~

dily answered in the too high respect we are apt to pay

10 names deservedly great, which is well illustrated by

Di. Bateman in the first of the three quoted para-’
graphs, and in the note concerning the learned Dr.

Hillary. The second I should feel more difficulty in

ap;,s__yirél;i‘:pg,”wgre it not that Dr. Bateman. has assisted

me, by the manner in which he has thought my name '
worthy of a place in the New Cyclopeedia.® « The

« .'Eleph’antiasis,” says he, ¢ was accurately examined by

“ Dr. Adams, in the Lazaretto, near Funchall.

In ;t‘h‘e Second Edition of ¢« Morbid Poisons,” to
which D1 Bateman here refers, it will be found, that
the examinati ade in ¢ _Presence of foyr. .
Gentlemen, three of thei public fﬁﬁétﬁjyona;:ires of the
island ; and that the result was laid before the Gover-
nor, by his order, . T'rom a broper respeet to the sex,
even in this degraded state, and that the report might
e duly authenticated 2. midwife (the most ey eri-

descriptions show that the males were in a state of
* See article Elephantiasis, which, Dr, Bateman informs us, wag
writceu,;by himself; (Synopsis, p. 233, Note) The copious extracts
in the Cyclopedia from my “ Observations. on Morbid Poisons” are,
in many other respects, incurvect. . Tn this place, I shal only. no.
tice a great error in the number of “subjects contained in the
Lazarétto.” Dr. Bateman says ten,  The numb_éljs ‘mentioned in
the  Obsetvatiotis” ire ten womeg and eighte
were accurately eiamined'; and also §0Mmé wl
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peifect nudity.  When enough were exammed i thi
manner for every satisfactory information, the inspec-
tion of the rest was less irksome to.the patient, but
not less minute in whatever relates to the peculiar
* marks of the disease. The: description begins with
the hairy scalp, and is continued seriatim to the toes,
Yet, after having perused all this, and admitted the ac-
curacy of the examination, Dr. Bateman concludes his
account with observing; that an accurate history of
the Tlephantiasis which occurs in hot chmwtes, must
be still deemed among the c7eszderata of patholouzats.
Synopsis, p. 804. e
1t has been well remarked by Sir Imac Newton,
that, excepting in mathematics, “ to demand any
¢ thing beyond well ascertained facts and fair indae~
“ tions, is 1o redace all philosophy to mere scepticism, -
« and to exclude all prospect of making any profici-
« ency in natural knowledge.” * Hence, he concludes,
« whatever is thus collected ought to be received, not-
« withstanding any conjectural hypothesis to the con-
« trary, till such times as it shall be contradicted or,
« limited by further obseryations on Nature.™*
. Where then are the further observations which
contradict or limit the facts contained in my second
edition? Dr. Bateman offers none from ‘himself or
any subsequent writers,. The only two documents
that have come to my knowledge, are Dr. Christie,
in his account of vaccination at Ceylon, and Dr.
Gourlay’s History of the Island of Madeira. The
first of these refers his reader to * Adams on Morbid
Poisons, for a good aceount of Blc.phantlasns,’ and

. Pembextm) s Introduction to Sir Isnac Newton’s Plulosophy.
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Dr. Gourlay notices those peculiar chianges of the ors
gans described by me, in contradiction to all former
wrilers, as *“ a leading character of the disease.”

It may be asked, by those who have not read the
“ Synopsis,” or who do not take the trouble of refer-
ing to the passages quoted, Why so much time shauld
be spent in explaining a thing so clear ? But it may be
questioned, whether it will appear so from & mere pe-
rusal of the Synopsis, for between the ambiguous set
of queries at the conclusion of the paragraphs quoted
above, page 92, and the pathological desideratum of
“ an accurate history of the disease,” there is inter-
posed a long discussion concerning the Lazarctto’s of
the middle-ages ; -the leprosy of the Jews, and Dr,
‘Winterbottom’s mistake, who, Dr, Bateman informs
us, instead of the Elephantiasis, has described the
Leuce of the Greeks ; the Barras, and not the Juzam,
of the Arabians; some learned notes are subjoined on
Hippocrates, Celsus, and Lucretius ; Avicenna, Ag-
tius, Paul Aginet, Actnarius, and others, concerning
the Alguada  (Alphos) and white Barras—Barrag with
the epithet black of Avicenna~The disease deseribed
by: Alzeharavius, which, when atising from putrid
phleghm, and commencing with Barras, or with white
Bohak, (Alphos of the Greeks) becomes juzam in
its advanced. stage. The last of the notes tells us,
that if Dr. Winterbottom was correcidy informed, (by
the bye, after the remark in the text, his report must
be very doubtful) the Foolus, on the coast of Africa,
employ-the Arabian terms in an inverted sense. 1, The
damadyangs. 2. The didyam, (sometimes written sghj-
dam, dsjuddam-and Juzam)-and, 8. The barras, But
if T understand-thé- text, ‘the whole is erroneous in
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Dr. Winterbottom, which very well prepares the read~
er for the conclusion of the paragraph, © Accurate
Histories of the Elephantiasis, Leuce, and other mo-
difications of the formidable cutaneous diseases that
occur in hot climates, and especially where agricul-
" turé and the arts of civilization are imperfectly ad«
vanced, must be deemed still among the desiderata of
the pathologist.” -

‘We may now return to the three queries which
were before passed over as misplaced; but which,
forming the conclusion of a paragraph relating to Dr.
Adams, ought not to be left unnoticed. 1st. ““Is the
Elephantiasis of Madeira now less virulent than that
of former times ? 2dly. Has it undergone some change
in its character ? or, 8dly. Is the ancient account of
ihe disease incorrect.” _ o

Two of these questions are answered, not indeed .
without some reserve, in the quotation from the Sy=
nopsis. In the first of the three pragraphs, great sus-
picion is thrown on the accuracy of the ancients, Ia
the second, we are told, ¢ there is great reason to be-
lieve that Elephautiasis is not contagious. The other
question, concerning change of character, is involyed
in much difficulty, because we know no means of de«
scribing a disease but by its character. The follow-

‘ing peragraph, transcribed from another part of the
Synopsis, still further shows the intricacy in which
the subject is involved, o : ,
« Surely then,” says Dr. Bateman, ¢ the imper-

. fection of the knowledge of the ancients, respecting
_ the nature of these eruptive fevers, affords no just in-.
ference against their existence ; while, on the contrary;

‘ N :
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the brief, but repeated notices which they have trans-
mitted to us, of eruptions resembling nothing that we
are now acquainted with, except the contagions mala-
dies in question, lead to the fair and legitimate con-
clusion, that the diseases of mankind, like their physi-
cal and moral constitution, have not undergone any
- great and unaccountable change ; and that the erup-
tive févers have prevailed from the earliest ages, ¥
A wish to. preserve accuracy in medical reasoning,
induces me much more than any personal concers,
to mark the haste with which the preceding para-
graph has been published. The object is to prove,
that the small-pox and other « eruptive fevers have
~ prevailed from the earliest ages.” “The proofs are—
That no inference to the contrary is to be drawn
from the imperfect knowledge of the ancients re-
‘specling such fevers; and that frequent notices of
eruptions, resembling nothing we are now acquaint-
ed with but such contagions, lead 10 the concly-
sion —of what?  That (he diseases of mankind,
like their physical and moral constitutions, have not
undergone any..great or unaccountable change ;*
that is, ancient ignorance does not disprove, and
imperfect description leads us to conclude, what no
one will attempt to dispute. But because diseases do
net undergo any unaccountable change, does it follow,
“that the eruptive fevers have prevailed from the
earliest ages.” 1Is there no difference belween” a
change-which: we cannot account for in the same dis.

* Synopsis, . 68:. See also P+/66 et seq.of the same work, for
the author’s opinion of the inacouracy of .the Arabians, and of the .

learned Sinnertus, and the intelligent Dutch Professor Diemerbroek,
and others, ‘
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ease, and the introduction of a new disease? Have
we nol witnessed in the cow-pox, a sufficient cause
for the introduction of a new contagloni’ Lastly,
'Would the ancient Greeks, with all theu inaccuracy,
have overlooked what has béen noticed by the Ara-
bian and succeeding writers, namely, that these erup-
tive fevers attack the same person only once during-
life p*

The reader may be tired of this attempt at close
reasoning ; still, a regard to my own reputation and
the interest of humanity, obliges me to detain him
on a most serious part of this Inquiry. The diffi-
culty of fixing the exact bounds of contagion, and
the important interests in which the question is in-
volved, are equally great. Yet we are told, there is
great reason to believe, Elephantiasis is not contagious;
and the authorities brought in support of this opinion
are, M. Vidal, Dr, Heberden, and Dr. Adams.

‘Why are not MM. Vidal and Joannis, on this oc-
casion coupled, as in the succeeding paragraph? If
gither of them is omitted, should it not be the former,
who pleads that the actount was extorted from him,
.and the almost intire extinction of the -disease when
" he began his enquiries, M. Joaunis tells us, that the
leprous infection is different from that of the pox, and
that it is not so easily communicated. Dr. Heberden
is more cautious in his conclusions than he has credit
for4 In my own defence, I must again refer to the

_ # See Observations on Morbid Poisons, p. 360 ; and Inquiry into.
the Laws of Epidemics, p. 22.

+ His words are,  Itis certainly notso contagious asis generally
imagined.”—Medical Transactions, vol. i. p, 23. In the “Synop~
sis,” no reference is made in the notes to this passage. -
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Cyclopaedia. Here we are told, “ Dr, Adams is dis-
posed to deny altogethgr the co:ltagious nature of .the
disease;” but the paragraph concludes with a Just
caution. “ It must not be omitted, however, that
the wife of the married Lazzirjust mentioned, was also
diseased, and that Dy, Adams heard of two other
couple in a similar condition; and also, that the por-
ter of the house had become a Lazar, since his resi-
“dence in the Lazaretto.” .

" That the reader hmy be acquainted with both sides
of the question, let him turn to the Cyclopaedin: Be-
sides the justice there done to my caution, in relating
four possible eases of contagion, he will find the artjcle
commence with Dr. Bateman’s definition of Elephanti-
asis, “aloathsome conlagious disease ;* and afterwards,
“‘ contagion is another source to which Elephantjasis ig

_ attributed. It 75 npp to be doubted,” adds the author,
“ that contact with the diseased will excife Elephan-
tiasis, as in other chronie diseases, where ¢ morbid
Doison is generated.” Avicenna’s opinion is quoted,
that it may pe. communicated by eflly via, as in
acute diseases; byt this, it is added, seems question-
able”  « The disease seems to have prevailed through--
out Christendom, more particularly in the South, but
hot confined to the warmer countries, as it wag pre-
valent in England,» Mathew Parig’s authority jg
Jquoted withoyt any reserve, ¢ thas 19,000 Lazaretiog
Were erected for this disease only in Burope” Pro.
fe:sscr Niebuhr’s story of the infected linen ig related
}with 43 little reserve; and we gye told, ¢ the- disease
imported into the West India Islands from Africq ap-
PeIs 10 have beey one of the punishments ivhjcl thag,
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abominable traflic the slave tr: ulc inflicted on the in-
habitants.”

It will natorally be asked, What should have given
rise to this change of opinion? Has any new light
been thrown on the subject, since the publication
cof this article in the Cyclopeedia? The suspicious
testimony of Aretarus and his copyers, inclading -
Dr. Hillary, must have been well known at that
time, as Dr. Adams’s work, which is spoken of sn
favourably, and from which such copious extracts
are made, contains the same opinion; and almost
in the same words.* The change of sentiment, con-
cerning the 19,000 Lazarettos in Christendom may
indeed have occurred since, as the ¢ Inquiryinto the
Laws of Epidemics’ was not then published. The
only difference between the passages contained in that
‘worlk and in the Synopsis is, that the language of the
Jatter is the most decided.

The question whether Elephantiasis is contagious,
is too important to be hastily passed over. = Careful
as we should be, not 1o excite unnecessary alarm,
which must render the condition of the unhappy ob-
jects still more deplorable, we are scarcely warranted

~ in asserting, that there is'no cohmglon m any kmd of
mtercomse W1Lh Tazars; 4o

i appezus probable, that in thls courmy at least,

» Compare Observations on Morhid Po:sons, p. 284, withDr,"
Bateman's Synopsis, p» 296; note, - In the Cyclopedia, Hillary’s ac-
. count is called a transcript. of Arctzaus, but without. any mention
of innceuracy in either.
+ See the first note at the end of ¢ Inquity into the Laws of Epi-
demics,” in which the subject of Leprosy, and particularly of these‘
Establishments, is considered much at large, i



102

little is to be apprehended ; and if 80, less inconveni-
. ence may happen from the security expressed in the
. Synopsis, than from the terrors contained in the Cy-
clopaedia. It must be admitted too, that about the
time that article appeared, a very general opinion pre-
vailed, that contagions might be exterminated, A< a
proof, it was urged, ‘that Elephantiasis, under the
name of Leprosy, had been extermjnated from Eng-
larid by the prudent caution of our ancestors; and
some apprehension was expresséd lest it should be re-
imported. During this period, a Lady, native of Cey-
Jon, arrived in London, with the disease on her. In
the same vessel came a very experienced Army Physi-
cian, who being consulted on the case, entertained se-.
veral doubts, whether he should denominate it Leuce
or :Elephantiasis; but in either case, expressed his
alarm, lest this ‘dreadful contagion should be spread
- through the British Islands. With the best intentions
“in the world, therefore, he proposed that a guard should.
be immediately set over the patient, her husband and
child; and that all three should be sent back to India
by the first opportunity. The husband was a most re-
spectable character, - the confidential servant of a no-
bleman at the head of one of the Governmeiits in India,
who not wishing to be deprived of a faithful Secretary,
desired the advice of Dr. Baillie before any other mea-
sures were taken. That gentleman having seen my de-
scription of Elephantiasis in manuscript, had no dif-
ficulty in ascertaining the case,. but very politely re-’
ferred it to me. The nobleman, with the humanity that
does credit to his rank, honoured me with a call, full of
anxiety, to know the event; his secretary attended -
him, who was said to be already ‘infected., On.a
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careful examination, however, only a trifling effio
rescence could be found on any part of his skin, not
at all characteristic of the disease. The poor Lady was '
dreadfully afflicted ; she afterwards retired to Bath,
and died in one of the Lodging-houses, without being
injurious to any one. ' - / ‘
) I have given this little history, to show how im=
portant it is, as far as possible, to ascertain the laws
of contagion. Yet, by some passages in the Cyclo=
pwdia, particularly some quotations, which stand un-
contradicted,” one might apprehend every thing. "By
the Synopsis, we are divested of all caution, and a
quotation from: Vidal would lead us to conclude, that
there is no danger even in the sexual intercourse with
lepers.  Surely, this passage ought to have been con=
trasted with the account of the three couples men-
tioned in the Cyclopcedia.. o
Five cases of Elephantiasis have fallen under my
notice since my return to London. Tt is probable,
that many others may have appeared, not only in the
metropolis, but in other sea-port towns. The de-
scription of the disease'is, therefore, a matter of im-
portance. To those who are in possession of the-.
last edition’ of the. Cyclopaa_diia, nothing need bes
added to what the writer calls ¢ the latest account
of Elephantiasis occurring in Europe, and the his-
tory transcribed - of its “ minute examination.” In
the Synopsis, the author, after professing never to
bave seen the -disease himself, adds, I should have
omitted the subject altogether, had it not appear-
ed to me, that some comment on the mistakes of .
translators and their followers, as well as on the his- -
tory of the disease in general, might contribute to

b -
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put the matter in & clearer light than it now stands.”
It cannot be necessary to remark, that-the attempt to
make an accurate account clearer, may tend to ob-
scure it. Such is certainly the case. Besides the
number of notes already transcribed from the Synop-
sis, many more are affixed, and in such a manner,
that the reader is left in the dark, whether the quota-
tions are to be considered as containing faithful de-
écriptions or not. The history of the disease in" the
text is also erroneous, in the omission of symptoms
which form its_ strongest chamclels, and in the addi=
tion of others which are not to be met with. All this
is now readily decided, without any reference to a
warm climate, The case of an adult has already ap-
peared at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital,.and another of
a boy is to be seen there at this time. Mr.- Ashbur-
ner, the house -surgeon, recognized the disease at first
sight, and the examination of every part of the body
confirmed his suspicion, as well as the faithfulness of
the account given ‘in the “ Observations on Merbid
Poisons.” .
In the passage which immediately follows in the:
Synopsis, as part of the same 'subject, the name of,
Dr. Adams might, with as much propriety as in the
former, have been opposed to most of the moderns..
“ By the surgeons of the present day, we are told, the
appellation of Elephantiasis is  appropriated to an,
_enormously tumid condition of the leg,” &ec* Th]s; :
appropriation of the word is not confined to surgeons,
Itis so general among medical men of all descllptlons,
that in the pnpm before-mentloned s @8 submltted Lo the.,

* See Synopsis, P 804, ‘with the learned Notes, annexed,
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London College of Physicians, 1 did not scruple to en-

ter minutely into the confused application of the terms
Tepra and Elephantiasis. I might offer an epitome of

this paper ; but if my reader feels, like me, nothing

less than minute descriptions of local diseases will sa-

tisfy him, . To hurry over twenty or more at a sitting,

i3 an entertainment which may be often repeated, be-

cause they will be forgotten as soon as perused. But

the slightest inaccuracy will, to. an enquiring mind,
render the whole perusal unsatisfactory, and even

painful, whenever & doubtful case presents itself, We

ghall then gain little by Jearning thé opinions of Haly

Abbas, Avenzoar, ot Alsaharavius, with many others,

whether their language is quoted or their works re=

ferred to. That the readex, however, may not be at

a loss, if he wishes to examine the original authors

on Leprosy, and the various senses in which the

above terms have been used, I shall ingert a short

paragraph. - ‘ ,

« To pursue the subject through the whole cone
troversy, would be more ostentatious than useful.
Those who wish to follow it beyond the quotations
produced by Lorry, may consult Sebastian Aquiliemus’,
Nicol. Leonicenus, and several others, preseryed in
the,Luisinian Collection. . To do justice to these wri=
ters; we should recollect, that the works of Areteus .
were not recoyered from the rubbish under which they
were concealed for near half a century after-that time.
The Italians, therefore, could only discover the meatt= -
ing of the Asiatic Greeks from the writings of Galen
“and his commentators, whose desc_riptions are very
i , o ‘ .
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‘obscure, and scattered in different parts of his works.”
Observations on Morbid Poisons, p. 290, 2d. edit.

The succeeding article in the Synopsis is Yaws.
This, the author says, has ¢ been imperfectly investi-
gated by European practitioners ;” and afterwards, in
a Note, that ““ it is not easy to discover the precise
character of this eruption from the varying language
of authors.” T have been more fortunate, By visite
ing my patients daily for several months, and some-
times two or three times a day, and taking fréquent
opportunities of dissecting the pustulest or breaking
the scabs, in order to view the bottom in different
stages of the disease, it was easy to reconcile the ac-
counts given by different authors, Though they can
scarcely be called incorrect, yet none of them are
sufﬁqiehtly minute ; some describing appearances and'
symptoms omitted by others, yet without-contradict-
ing each other, Every appearance is most minutely
detailed in the Levitical description of Leprosy. This
part of the controversy is, in the Synopsis, confined B
to a few symptoms, chiefly contained in notes.  The
following comprehends most of the arguments.

% The anonymous writer in the Edin: Med. Essays,
and after him Dr, Hillary, and others, have deemed
the Frambaesia to' be the Hebrew leprosy, described
by Moses, (Leviticus, chap. xiii.), In some respects,
and especially in- the appearance of what is called

1 See Observations on Morbid Poisons, p.207.  Itis vesurka-
ble that we have no instruction for such a mode of ascertaining the
character: of -a morbid poison, but in the Levitical Law; if we ex-
cept Mr. Flunter’s account of Cunnate Small—pbx, published in thie

*Philosophical Transactions, -
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¢ yaw flesh, in the leprous spots, together with white-
ness of the hair, the description of the Leprosy of the
" Jews is applicable to the Yaws. But the leprosy is .
described by the great legislator as beginning in seve-
ral varieties of form, in only one of which this rising,
of ¢ raw flest’ is mentioned: and the ‘two, circum-
stances, which all these varieties exhibit in common,
were a depression of thé skin and whiteness of the
hair. Now this change in the colour of the hair is
common to the Frambeesia, and to the Leuce, as
stated ; and. it is conjoined, in the latter, with cutas
neous depression. It seems pretty obvious, indeed, -
that the teym. Leprosy was used, in the Scriptures, to |
denote several diseases of the skin, against which the
Jaw of exclusion was enforced, and others, to which™
it did not apply. An instance of the latter occurs in.
Gehazi, whom we find: still in the employment of
- Elisha, and even conversing with the king, after -the-
,\],eplroéyvhad been inflicted upon him, and his seed
for ever” (2 Kings, chap.v. and vi. and chap. viil.
ver., 4.”) '
: Synopsis, p. 811, Note.

Tt might have been presumed, that the anonymous
author and others, comparing what passed under their
own eye with the acéurate description of a disease,
might be able to judge of the identity of the two.
My own opinion has been given more at large than
would be consistent with the present undertaking, 1
shall, thexefore, only notice the objections made in
the Synopsis. What the author speaks of as ¢ begin~
ning in several ways, oI appearing in a variety of
forms, relates to the different stages of the same dis-

e
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ease. To the end of verse 8 (Levit. xiii.) ‘the Divine
Legislator gives directions for examining the pimple,”
Pustule, or scab, 1In verses 9, 10, 11, he describes
the old [the confirmed] Leprosy, in which the fungus
or raw flesh, renders the disease no longer doubtful.
From the 19th to 17th verse inclusive, we are tanght .
the marks of returning health, which are: similar to
those described by the anonymous author and others,
as the termination of Yaws, excepting that more
caution is"required in the examination by the priest,
before the person was allowed to reside in the cam p.
What the Leuce was, I pretend not to determines.
but if cutaneous de}iresszfgn means a loss of substance
below the skin, the same is implied as the early ap-
pearance of Yaws by the anonymous author, by Dr.
Winterbottom, and ‘I belieye by every other writer ;
for how ¢an there be a slough or sordes without a
loss of substance, or, as described fby Moses, a plague
deeper than the skin of the flesh ? Tn Leuce, I cannot
find that the hair was changed white, though the
surface was covered with white hairs like down, In ea. .
pili sunit albi lanugini similes, In the Synopsis, it is
said silky, Whicheyer it might be, the change, if it
was such, was more than merely‘that of colour.—
Lastly, “ Lence was of an.incurable nature,” which is
different from the Levitical leprosy. — See Synopsis,
p. 30 and 31, note; p. 55, note ; p, 269, note ; p. 299,
note; p. 311, note; and probably some other notes.
—By referring, however, to" the above, the reader
will determine, whether he can reconcile the Leuce of .
Hippoerates with the Leuce of Celsus, or cither of
them Wiﬂi’”tlje ;Hébr"e‘w’ Lépro;sy‘.*: RN »‘ EEA
At the close of the last quoted note, it is said,
“ we still find Gehazi in the service of the P,ropheta
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- and even conversing with the King, after the Leprosy\
had been mﬂlcted upon him and his seed for ever.”
(¢ Kings, ch'mp v, and vi. and Lh'\p viil. verse 4.)

If, dunng this interview ‘with the king, Elisha
was not on a _}oumcy, I can at least find no proof
that Gehaai contmued in his service.

This history, “as it respects mmbxd poxsons, '1t one
txme engaged much of my attention ; and if what I
now presume to offer, is not new, it may not have ’
met the eye of thosc, whose studies, like the au Lhm 8,
havc been for many years purely professional. :

Writers have remarked, that white people rarely
catch the Yaws, because their skins ave entire and their
bodies covered. The Mosaic account of the Egyp-
tian ' bondage informs us, ‘that the Isrealites were
striped by their masters, and doubtless badly covered.
Beypt, from its close population and settled climate,
has always been famous for its cutaneous'and conta-
‘gious diseases. No" ' wonder, therefore, that the Di-
vine law-giver should very eatly direct his attention
to theu extermination ; and if, as is gencml]y believ-
ed, Yaws can only be communicated by inoculation
“in some form, we may readily conceive that this, ‘and
‘many other sum]’u dlS(‘aSGS, were exterminated By
‘those wise institi and the accurate description
‘of“them ‘sho’ws‘the,’anuqmty of the writings aseribed
to Moses. [ am’ aware it has been said by some,
that the Jews were ‘only that part of the Egyptmns
which were sepmated from the rest, on account of the
~ Leprosy ; and even “Dr. Mead seems to admxt that
they are to this day par ticularly subject to cutancous
ulcers ; but nothmg can be more unfounded. The
Jews, thowh humerous and poor, are muc,h more free
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from such diseases, than the nations among whom
they sojourn. This was long ago remarked by the
- two Buxtorfs, who, though no way friendly to their
general character, seem reluctantly to admit « Lepra
revera non tam frequens est apud eos quam apud
Cliristianos,”* which is very reasonably imputed to-
their attention, as far as possible, to the Mosaic in-
structions, That they are of one family can har dly be
questioned, from the correspondence of their featules ;
and what could be more preposterous, than to sup-
pose, that an army of invalids could have accom-
plished so long a march, and under such difficultics.
1t has often occurred to me, that the instructions
they received, to avoid every nation, if possible, and
to destroy those they were obliged to encounter, arose .
not only from the necessity of preserving the purity
of their race, but to prevent the mtloductmn of con-
tagious diseases; and this seems confirmed by the
description of those among the conquered Midianites,
who were to be spared. ; :
_If by these means, the Jews Dbeécame free from
contaglons, perpetuated by contact only; still they -
could éxpect no exemption fxom Elephantiasis, a dis-
ease excited by climate. It is not o be 'wondered,
however, if the law of exclusion was continued, and
gradually moulded to the condition of the sick, Ace,
cordingly, we find King Uzzial, when the Leprosy was.
*discovered upon hlm, confined to a lone house, not
“ during all the days of his Leprosy,” but as long ashe
]1ved The poorer, class, the most nuineroys and the
most ]1ab1e to the dlsease, seem only to have been for-

-
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bidden to enter the towns. Thus we read, “ at the gate
of Samaria there were four lepers ;” and in the 17th
of St. Luke, at the entrance of & willage, there met
Jesus ten lepers, which stood afar off and lifted up their
voices. Such was probably the manner in which Gehazi
conversed with the King. That this disease was dif-
ferent from the Leprosy mentioned in Leviticus, and
for which a temporary exclusion only was required, is
evident, inasmuch as it was incurable~Am I a God,
says the King of Israel, that this man expects me to
heal a leper! [o Kings, chap. v.] and the cleansing of -
lepers was admitted among the most extraordmary of
our Saviour’s miracles.

If Gehazi’s disease was really Elephantiasis, it ex-
plains at once the import of the prophet’s words, We
must recollect, that though they seem to imply a
curse; yet this may be imputed to the manner in
which the future tense is formed- in the English lan-
guage, In the Septuagint, the two verses taken to-
- gether, produce a very strong and pointed eflect.
“ And you were now grasping at (sw enafss) silver and
g’ai'mellts, and olive yards and vineyards, and sheep
and oxen, and men servants and maid servants, and
the leprosy of Naaman, xownbiizeras, shall or will cleave
unto thee and unto thy seed for ever.” At such times
as these, are you thinking of the aggrandizement of
yourself and family? recollect the troubled state of
your country, and that you have an incurable and
Hereditary disease upon you! Whether the words of
inspiration were really directed to that peculiarity in -
the disease, which would pleclude the possibility of
any postenty (70 omepuati o8) n; is not necessary for us.
to enqulre. '
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‘Before I take leave of the Synopsis, I cannot help
-congratulating the writer, as well as the public; on
the temporary injunction concerning its sale, . I doubt
not, it will be productive of a new work, more worthy
of the author. The present, besides evident: -marks
~of haste, shows an attempt at more than can bc ac

complished. To shorten the accurate descuptlon of
any emptlve disease, is to render it unsatisfactory,
and consequently useless ; besides, that the labours of
men, who have devoted a life to any branch of a pro-,
fession, should be touched with extreme caution,
- Their text should be preserved, and whatever elucida-
tion or correction may be thought necessary, should be
offered in commentaries. Some arrangement is requir-
ed in every undertaking ; and as Dr. Willan proposed
.one, it was necessary to pursue it, 111 offering an ab-
stract of hls proposed chss1ﬁcauon. : But I should ra-
ther wish t0 see an original work from Dr. Bateman,
on a plan purely his own, in which he might refer to
Dr. Willan in common with others, I could wish also
‘to see him less shy of modern authors, and. much more
so of the Greeks, Latins, and Arabians. Dr. Cullen
remarks in his Preface, that as he could make nothing
of Synonyma veterum, he has omitted them. The ve-
nerable Heberden speaks of them in much the same
manner; and we should, least of all, have expected the
reviyal of them by one who conceives, not only that
the Greek and Roman writers were incapable of de-
scribing small:pox, but that even the Arabians, tho’
notignorant of the disease, confounded it with others, |
to which it bears no resemblance ; an error which was
continued to'the close of the 17th century.” If Dr,
Bateman would ﬁwour us with a distinct Essay on the
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probable application-of ancient terms, or recommend

it to ajunior; or an emeritus, as ah exertise or.recre=

ation, some entertainment, if not use; might be madé -
of such a work, and the young reader need not be

perpetually surprised or discouraged, by meeting with -
hard words, or being referred to authors he is not

likely to find in his library.

I was much pleased to see the attention paid in the
Synopsis to names and distinctions among the vulgar;
p. 67, and 204, notes.. This is also remarked in the
 text, undér the article Itch, in which the vulgar names
" are néatly Latinized. On this occasion, T wish the au-
thot had availed hinmiself of information from the same
sources from which he derived his namiess Few of the
Trishi labourers who apply for relief at the Carey Street
Dispensary, would be found ignorant of the flesh-worm,

" of the difference between the disease it éx;cirtes;f"dud
 the dtéh y ar 5 éntmanner in which
"~ each may ' périments made in Ma-
deira, and confirmed in Treland,* have lately been re-
peated at Paris’; but whether the vulgar were con=
sulted, does not appé’ar.f. Tn the Synopsis, we -are
referred to Abinzoar of the 1¢th, and others of the
15th and 16th Centuries.  Without' questioning the
accuracy of either, let me remaik, that Ambrose
Paré, about the last date, gives a very accurafe ace
count of these insects, and says, the patient may be

# See Observations on Moshid Poisoas, 4to. edit. p. 202.

+ See the 3d Number, af the Medical Repository, . Without &

sight of ‘Lhé QOriginal Papet, aud cgnsulting those whe are intimnte-

]y'!ié\qx.:aix}ted with thenost vernacular French, it would not be fair
to offer any other c'onjectuyre. v
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éured by e;:‘tracting\ them ; after which he advises
stavesacre, aloes, or salt, to be rubbed on the parts.¥
Savaagest and Plenckt both advise extracting the in-
sect. . Can this be the discase in which Swammerdam,
Canton, Baker, Heberden, and Hounter, never could
discover an insect with the best microscopes ?

It must be admitted, that since philosophers in-
terfered in ‘Ehis‘question,"it has been involved in much
obscurity. Bonomo took half his -lesson from the
galley slaves; and of his crude materials Dr, Mead
published a mutilated account in the Philosophical
Transactions. From that time, philosophers and phy-
sicians have been much puzzled ; some having seen
the'insect, which never could be detected by others,
who searched for it with the best microscopes, in the
most marked cases  of Itch, _ Savaages, who distin-
guishes the two diseases in his octavo edition, con-
founds them in his later quarto edition. - Dr. Willan,
who was full of candour, was aware of these difficul.
ties, and thought he could reconcile them, by finding
that. Sinnertus, Mercurialis, and some other wiiters of
their.date, ,hagl,udles‘gribled Pruritus or prurigo as the
frequent forerunner of Scabies. His words are, when
persons affected with the above disease neglect wash-
ing, “ the eruption grows inveterate ; and at length,
changing its form, often terminates in the Itch, Pus-
tules arise among the papule, some filled with lymph,
others with pus. The acarus scabiei begins to breed
in the fuirows of the skin, and "the disease becomes

*"Ocuvre ‘de Ambroge Paré, 1746, edit 19th; Ii
0 page 47055 o h e T |
+ Nosol, Methiod. vol, i, p, 28 edit, 8o, 1768,

} Plenck de Morbis Cutaneus, P 119, edit. g, date 1788, Vienne,

vre xxvi, “chap,
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contagious,”* Tuis was pdblished before I had given
him the bistory of the disease, and shown him the in-
sect, of which he procured me a drawing by the late

Dr. Shaw. Had my friend Willan lived to complete his -

work, I have no doubt that he would have corrected
this passage, and done justice to the sources of his in-
formati'on, as he never failed to do on other occasions.

In the Synopsis, there are two attempts- at recon=
ciling the difficulty. The first is, by appfoving Sa-
vaages arrangement, in making a separate spcmes of

S.. Vermiculatis ; the other is, by ¢ supposing that

the bleedmg of these acari- in a scablous skin, is a
;raxe@and casual -circumstance, like the individual in-
stauce of a minute pulex in Prurigo, observed by Dr.
Willan; and that the contaglous property of Scabies
exists in the ﬂuld and not in the tmnsfelence of in-
sects.” : : .
Does the expression ¢ genemted in some specxes
of Scabies only,” mean that Scabies is necessary for
the generation of such an’insect, or that there 'is &
species of itch occasioned by the acarus gyro? The
latter seems the meaning. of Szwaages' but, were it
as Dr. Bateman af'terw'irds expresses himself,
sual circumstance,” it could not be ¢ like the in m—
dual instance of pulex mentloned by Dr. Wl]lan ¥
We have then only to enquire, whether they’ _w111

breed Iunder the -cuticle ‘of a skin free from Scabies ?

"and whether the disease may be cured by extracting
them.? Both these facts have been experimentally
ascertained. The conclusion is, that an eruptive dis-

ease, independent of the Itch, is excited by an insect

* Cutan, Diseases, p. 75 + Xd, p. 85 o

’
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called in Iréland the flesh worm ; in- France, the ¢yron ;
in Portugal, ougds ; once well knownin England by the
name g’)Fhwheéd worm, and still sometimes occurring.
That the disease which it excites, from some resem-
blance, from situation, and from yielding to the same
remedies, may be mistaken for itch ; but that the in-
sect has never been discovered when searched for in
the most marked:cases of true itch,
+In the Synopsis, we have four varieties of Scabies.
These four consist' of the true itch only, and ano-
ther disease, which I have called the Zerpes paupe-
rum® - This is the Scabies Cachectica of the Synop-
sis, a term which, iF contagion were not attached to
the Genus, would be unexceptionable. It has been
- noticed by Sir Jobn Pringle, by Dr. Gillespie, and
by nidny other writers on camp and prison diseases.
It oceyrs in confined nurseries, if changeof air is-
not introduced, but without extending to other parts
of the house. I have seen it in two or three mis-
guided youths, who have returned to their parents,
after a temporary absence,"in the lowest order of
societys in: these instances, it: has never been com- ,
municated . to any of ‘the’ fzimlly+ I have called
the disease Herpes, from its disposition to spread
along the skin.. This etymology of ‘the word is ad-.
e . . .

#*.8ee Observations on Morbid Poisons, p. 325 and 826,

t See nlso_ Epidemics, chap, 1. From the Jast mentioned cir-
cumsmnces, I was led to suppose, that the disease is only mfectlous
in that kind of air in which it is generated.

' der is unncquamted with these distinctions, and h'ls not
leistire or inclination'to” refer to the arguments by which they are
* inforced, I must request him to gwe mée ‘credit for them, One illus-
tration, however, occurs from this passage’in the Synopsls. % The
. most ordinary cause of scabies, we are told, p. 196, is contagion.”
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mitted in the Synopsis (from spme serpere).  Yet, in
the same work, “ the appellation. is limited to-a ve:

sicular disease, which, in most of its forms, passes

throtgh a regular course. Such is patticularly the
case with one © local variety,” which, we are told,
pi 238, F was not noticed by Dr. Willan.” It is'inci-
dentally mentioned under a different name iw Obser~
vdtions on Morbid Poisons; 2d edit. p. 04, and is most
minntely deseribed by Mr. Royston, in the Medical
and Physical J onrnal, vol. xxiii., p. 446.
These réiniks on names, somewhat :ab:fuptly‘ﬁin.
~ troduced, “may serve to show how careful we should
be in changing ‘commonly received terms. " 'Whether
we use psora OF scabies for Itch, may seem of lirtle
consequence, ‘as’ it is mot certain that those from.
whom we derive the words were acquainted with the
disease to which we now apply them. But whenever
o name is changed, some regard should be paid to
etymology, as the great use of nosology is, that we
—¢ Te'seems, however, to 9\‘ig'1m\te_in"cr'ox'vded, close, and unclean-
Ty houses.—* When the contagion  has been .introduced,‘ however,
into families where every attention to cleauliness is inforced, it fre-
quently ‘gpreads 1o all the individugle, chﬂfh'gﬂ anv(}’ a(}plts,ﬁ’ &
. Al this is correct, if the genus Scabies ‘i‘s?'tty)‘:"iﬂélu‘iie ‘diseases arsing’
from different causes, and différent in their tharacter, @nd éven dif
ferent in' theiv mode of cure, - Buty in'my opinion, it wwould be
more correct to say, Tech and Herpespauperim are both common,
in close and unclennly houses—the former st be introduced intoy
buat the latter may be generated in, such places, and both dre coms
'muuicable in. such-places. . The former, when igtroduced into_f}
le an family, may be cqmmunicuted liefore the payties are aware of
it+ and will only yield"to certain Jocal remedies. The Taiter is ne=
ver generated in such families, not communicable when introduced 5

and js curéble without the Jocal Temedies necessary in the former,
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should all be acquainted with each other’s language,
If we expect more than this, there will be great dan- |
ger of misleading ourselves. ' The first Person -who -
Proposed an arrangement of diseases, similar to what
is made of plants,.was Sydenham. He, however, ra-
 ther Jooked to it with a wish than an expectation of its
accomplishment, and seems notaware that the arrange-
ments of Botanists were, in many instances, artificial,
Itis certain, that he lived to'lament the application of
Ppractice to names, declaring, in the most advanced
period of his practice, that ¢ the invention of the
term, or opinion of malignity had been far more de~
structive to.mankind than the invention of gunpow-
der.” .1 leave it to the decision of those who haye
- had most experience, in the comparative effects of
disease and gunpowder, how far the introduction of
the term Typhus may beé lieble to a similar  charge,
We may at least remark, that the very fever-which
~ drew this expression from Sydenham, is, by Dr, Cyl-
len, included among the Synonyma of Typhus.* As
the illustrious Professor refers to- every original au-
‘th would be unreasonable to accuse him, if such
sc of d’f”"r’ﬁiifioﬁiiii“éfﬁb’“«t studied by his readers ;
and if he made his nosology‘a text-book for his Jec~
tures, we cannot doubt that his hearers were often ap-
. 'prized, hat the same mode of practice could not be
ap fevers arising from so many causes, ag.
- suming 5o many forms; ‘appearing in such different
el under habits: of life so different. ag: fo
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the just celebrity of the writer, and its connection
with the ¢ First. Lines,” may ‘hereafter become the
text-book of 'less enlightened Lecturers, as it is al-
ready of Physical Compendiums, Lo o
Diseases of the skin being more 1mmediately the ob-
Jects of our senses, may be thought more easily re.
. ducible :to orders and genera. Let us try this in
Itch and Syphilis ; because, in these we are most fre-
quently ‘required to give a decided opinion. Of the -
first, if enough has not been said, to show the diffi-
culty which atténds such an attempt, we may add from
the Synopsis, that  from its affinity with three orders
of eruptive appearances, pustules, vesicles, and papule,
it almost bids defiance to an artificial classification.”
—The above orders, comprehending only fifteen ge-
nera with their species and varieties, may be less.
alarming to a modest enquirer, But the eruptions of
Syphilis are said to * bid defiance to arrangement,
according to extérnal character;” that, ¢ in fact, they
possess no common or exclusive marks, by which
their nature and origin are indicated :” and that *“ there
is no order of cutaneous appearances, and scarcely
any genus or species of chronic eruption already
described, [and -this ‘is thf ~which these sécond-
ary symptoms of Sjrp ilis do''not occasionally imi-
tate.”=a% Nevertheless,” continues the author, * there
is in many, a difference which a practised eye will re-
cognize between the ordinary diseases of the skin and
the syphilitic eruptions to which tlie same generic ap-
pellation might be given ; this is often observable in
the'shade of colour, in the situation occupied by the
ernption, in the mode of its distribution, and in the ,
general. complexnon of the patlent. Hence, to a per«
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son conversant with those ordinary disenses, a degree
of anomaly, in these respects, will immediately excite
a suspicion, which will lead him to investigate the
history of the progress of such an eruption, and. of

its concomitant  symptoms, And it will frequently
happen, that the most experienced observer can only
arrive at a satisfactory conclusion, by comparing the
cutaneous appearances with these coneurring symp-
toms;. and with the Pptevious history of the disease.”
Fortunate. are' those tyros and practitioners who are
within the reach of comsulting a person conversant
with with those ordinary diseases, as the discriminat-’
ing marks between half a score such and sy philis, can
afford little assistance to the common reader.

. 'This Note, mmay seem extended to an unreasonable
length,; and..no longer connected ‘,With:hereditary dis-
eases.  But it is md_st-inthuj‘atély connected with what-
ever relates to medicine as a science. For if two not
uncommon diseases, the progress of which is slow
enough to admit the most accurate observation, are
reduceable to no laws, or to none that can be descril-
e,‘kdg,»,;i?tfisﬁg;eyi:glénftwtha;t.gq;' resent. mode. of investiga~
tion must be defective, or that we must.give up every
prospect of progréssive improvement. W e are told,
from very high authority, that the faculty of tracing
actions; so as.to discover a law, makes the whole of phi-
losophy.* In medicine this must be more difficult, and
more as well as closer observations must be necessary,
than-in.any other-branch of natural knowledge; De-
cause diseases are modified by constitutions, and their
progress intex
easy to bring men;to-a: gene; il agreement ;- yet, some

progress has been mad such an event, In




121"

the Smaﬂ\-pox, ‘Sydenham has taught us to lc;‘bk for
certain laws, which were never éstablished till his
time* 1n gott, he has'not been iIes?s‘“élﬁccégéfd‘i ;and
the instructions he has given 'in tracing fevers, have’
become almost oracular. Fothergill has been scirces
ly ‘less Sticbessful in Scarlatina, Though iri'the‘tréata'-’:‘
ment of these diseases, improvements may be expect-
ed, and changes necessary under different ¢ircum-
stances, yet the phenomena of the diseases them-'
selves, as marked by those writers, are now so fami-
liar to us all, as"fo admit of Hio -dispute. - If this can’
bé accomplished in fevers, shall we' despair of rtive’
ing at the same c'er‘tain‘ty"‘ in diseases, whose progress
is slower ? It must be admitted, that for so desirable
_an event, we require the same talent at observation, -
the same persevering dili gence, with: the same integrity
‘ag existed in the man who, after establishing such
laws, should declare that there are ‘s ‘x"bﬁsés;'
whiehit Srsof ' 66uld ot render fatal;
and others, which the'skil of no physician could cure. -
When, therefore, we possess the fruits of such mens’
labours, let us learh bow to'valué them. o
‘Having made these general remarks, 1 shall trace :
very shortly the progress of 'Mr. Hunter's inquiries,
in & disease which iy said « to possess no common oOr
exelusive marks.” S
" Tor a long succession of ages, the term Leprosy
was generally applied to all cutaneous complaints,’
which had no othér appropriaté title. . About the close
of the 15th ‘Century; a ‘new morbid poison’ was in-

]

™ Bee Mé_a'd"s Discourse, chap. 2¢

e
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troduced, which, from, t‘h,ek\gmid!ls«%.vff’}’.‘l‘lg'fi;‘?hwhi‘ch it
appH red, excited ynjversal consternation. ,,IF_WQ»E??M"
length found, that in all its forms, it would, y ’eléuﬁoé-;
mercury, the free use of which had been at that time,
only recently intioduced into Europe, Hence, other
local diseases, not well ‘ascertained, were soon con-
founded with Syphilis, merely because they y ielded to
the same remedy; and we find Professor Pitcairne
very archly remarking, that pothing more was heard,
of Leprosy,  Lepra ante, famam marbi. Neapoli-
tani Hyd‘rapgyro‘ceés_i't, nunc nomen amisit.”  Opera,
p. 815, edit. Lugd. Bat. 1737. So. c,on.vle‘nien.t: a
disease, however, could not long be confined to such
limits. It now awpp.eared}n, every. shaBe; and in some
that would not yield to mercury, or were eyven exage
perated by it. Lest it should seem strange, that the
saine disease, hogldwggpduce su:g‘h' different effects un-
der the same 1'eihédy;' a most ,c_:} veni.e‘n,i;t term was in-
troduced, to stifle all enquiry. For ‘who could pre-
tend to fix bounds.to a Proteiform Disease? Hence,
we find Lancisi tracing an aneurism to that. source,,
for which he is quoted by some. respectable names,
—AS length, the diligence of Astuuc introduced
something like order ; but in endeavouring to. recon-
cile the various accounts, he supposes that diseases,
like empires, undergn changes ; as if the laws of Na-
'tuxg‘mgn‘z;e fuctuating, like human institutions. After
him Howard,, and some-other. writers of our own
country, - did ’mlgyc_h; towgrds improving the practicg]
treatment,  Still, however, the “disepse retained  its
poetical name, so that every one felt at liberty to in.’
clude under it whatever he p| sed, ,

Whilst Mr. Hunter wag engaged in reducing this
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chaos to order, | butl refore he thought hxs hbom's suf~
ﬁclent]y mature for the pubhc, we were told tlmt the :
Tsland of Otahelre was almost depopulated by the i
pmtauon of that morbid poison. Such was, the can-
- dour )tbls z\uthox, that though he ioundxt d\iﬁullt
1o 1econc1le such an event wnh his opmmm, he
never ventured to, dlspute t All this whlle,rlt
should be 1emall\ed that no. 'mculate description
was glven of the South bm DISE‘ISG, as it was
thought enough to give ita mme At h.ngth, the -
surgeon who attent the expi i o1 '
rouse, } . s own department,
could not Tail of bemg somewhat paltlcu ¢ in his.
description ; and it is but justice to his country-
men to add, that theiraccounts. of diseases are-gene-
rally more minute and accurate than ours, Still the
same error remained, for if he did not consider the
appeas nces he deqcnbed as the eﬂ'e(.t of that ntor-
“bid “poison, he never c‘;pxesses a cont1my opinion ;
~md seeis, in many phces, tacitly to admit it. This
s lcss to be wondered at, in one who could on]y read
M [-Iuntex in a translation or a.foreign tongue.
“From an '\ccumte emmmahon, howevel, of all the
cases descubed by the ]‘Jench Surgeon, vhad no’
scmple in suspectmg, that none of. them were: vene=
“veal, This led. me. to. examine - all the accounts of
those voyages, “and conﬁnmed me in the belief, that
Syphxhs had neyer been known. in Ot’thexte. i
‘Without-any knowledge of my opinion, and even

vnhout any intercourse between s,. Mr. Wilson, a
Sglgeon in the Rqul Navy;, landcd at -that island,
xiety. for the‘hea.l hy.. ‘of his crew, who were
leat a long voyage after then departure. Hia
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uneasiness was much increased_byw t"!“)edis'mal lales  of
the Missionaries. “This induced ki “to 'be partjeu-
“Tarly aiteni_:ive to the condition of the natives, as well

- as of those intrusted to his care ; and the regult of -

his most minute enquiries was, that the venereal dis-
‘case had never been known in Otahe; te. After this,
shall we say that Syphilitic eruptions possess no com-.
‘mon or exclusive mark ? 'or’discourage the student by

shades of colour, 4nd a ‘genelj‘eil complexion, which

‘cannot be described’t " Byt I have said -je’ricii’igh to
“show that medicire is a science’; and that, like other.
‘sciénces, itmay be progressive ; though it is not as yet
-sufficiently advanced, to ‘admit “of artificial arrange-
‘ment, without danger {0 the student. ;

< NoTE .to Page 39~ Thys connate diseases or -
g% v privations are not heveditary
The extensive cbrre"'épbnd'éhcé"t"h,e”éézlflquir‘iéé have
led to, have furnished me with several other instances
‘of faythers born deaf, whose children hear perfectly,
‘I have also been informed of a single instance of deaf
offspring from a deaf mother. It is remarkable, that
‘this is the' only’ female I have been able to learn
born deaf, ‘who' is maried dad become ‘a'mother, ;-
. may be proper to mention, {hat Her ‘husband was as
near in‘cbn:sanguinity'as the canonical law wi]] admit,
teox After /caref'u]lyitracing the history of deafness in
‘this fami) y, I'have learned that it was truly hereditary,
ha oceurréd in three' generaiions' out of four,
1 b in the last o y in’a single individual, |, |
sént restilt of ‘my Inquiry, Which; f
time-and place; cannot ba's
¢ i
*those to whose kind at
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I have many reasons for behevmg, that'some cases
of supposed connate deafness are not really such, but
commencing so early, that the subjects can have no
recollection of sounds. My principal reason for this
opinion arose from hearing, that Mr. Stevenson had
“succeeded in relieying some of those unfortunate suf-
ferers.’ lerh]y a8 T'valueéd the abilities of that gen-
" tleman, my doubts.on so extfagrdinary an event in--
duced me to make a pexsoml application to him, When
he.informed me, that he had three subjects born deaf
and bﬁthen under his care, in" a plogresswe state
of im pmvement to e'xch of whom he politely oﬂ'ered
to. umoduce me. Now 1t is difficuls to conceive con-
nate deafness, without such an oxgamc 1mpexfect10n.'
as would admit of no relief. Theseremarks can only
be made in the hopes of being favoured with further
Commumcatlons, hlch, from any quarter, will be
thankfully received.* If, however,‘*fsueh‘ perfections
eredlly toniidte’ and he redltary, it very' ‘much Ies-
sens ‘theterror” of ‘thetn," that “they abé not absolute
prlva.txons, but in sorie instances admit of a cure.”

. THE END.



