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The Journal 
Obstetrics and Gynecology 

of the British Empire 

William Smellie." 
By SAMUEL J.  CAMERON, M.B., Ch.B., (Glasgow.) 

Obsict ric Surgeon and Gyi tccologis t ,  G/usgow ilfuterizity a?id 
Tl'omen's Hospiluls;  Gynmologis t ,  Tl'esteriz Infirmary,  
Glasgow . 

WHEN I sought an appropriate subject for a Presidential address, 
my first thought was to obtain the necessary material from my 
2 j years' experience as a gynzcologist and obstetrician. During 
my browsings in literary fields, I recollected having come across 
a statement by a flippant Frenchman, to the effect that one ought 
never to act on first impulses, a s  they are usually generous. I 
trust, however, that other and worthier motives have induced me 
to forsake tlie more familiar and concise ground of pathology and 
surgery for the nebulous domain of history. I think that we 
should ever be on guard against becoming too materialistic. 
I<cverence for the abstract, while courting the concrete, is to be 
commended, but if we idolise the latter, and allow it to dominate 
our actions, life will assuredly lose its savour. Nothing can be 
more salutary than to abandon for a time the turbulent ocean of 
Iirofessional life with its flotsam and jetsam, and betake ourselves 
to some sheltered cove to muse on the benefits which have accrued 
to mankind, through the unselfish endeavours of our predecessors. 
ITe, who merely regards tlie practice of medicine a s  a commercial 
enterprise, will find at  harvest time that he has gleaned ashes. 
C'omplrte immunitj, to spiritual and mystical influences would 
be deplorable in a Qrofession, where the ravages of ruthless nature 
are daily witnessed. 

A brief review of William Smellie's life and work appealed 
to me, also, for the following reasons. From my boyhood I have 
been a constant visitor to the neighbourliood of Lanark,  the town 
i n  uliich Smellie was born, where lie practised and died. Lanark 
should have a special interest for Scotsmen, for it was there our 
national hero, William Wallace, lived for some time after his 
marriage. I t  was in Lanark, i n  the pear 1297, that he slew tlie 
linglish Sheriff Heselrigg, and expelled the soldiery, an event 
uhich proved the beginning of the national struggle for inde- 

~ ( ;l<i\gini O b t t  ti ical arid (;yii:ccologicnl Socirty. 
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pendence. Later in life I formed domestic and other ties in this 
district, and for some years I have been responsible, in a consult- 
ative capacity, to the Public Health Authorities of the County, 
for the treatment of serious obstetrical and gynaxological cases 
occurring in this area. Many of the patients, therefore, come from 
the territory in which Smellie practised for nineteen years. It 
would have been remarkable if such an  association had failed 
to influence me, and so you can readily understand m y  choiw 
of subject. 

As  far a s  can be ascertained, William Smellie was born in the 
town of Lanark in the year 1697. T h e  date of his birth does not 
appear in the1 Lanark Register of Baptisms, but this is not sur- 
prising as  such lists were kept in a haphazard fashion. This  is, 
however, the date which is inscribed on his tombstone. His father 
resided in Lanark, and married a Miss Kennedy, who was related 
to the Kennedys of Auchtyfardle, a mansion-house which stands 
near the main road from Glasgow to Carlisle, just beyond Lesma. 
hagow. In all probability Smellie was an  only child, and received 
his education at  the Grammar School in Idanark. He never lost 
his affection for the district and the school, for quite early in his 
career he acquired a small property there, and in his will hc 
directed that :- 

I, Dr. William Smellie, for the regard that I have for the 
School of Lanark, bequeath to the same all my Rooks, mapps 
and pamphlets, except those of Medicine, Surgery and Phar- 
macy for to begin a Liberary there. Also I bequeth Two 
Hundred Pounds Stcrling for repering the School House, 
according to a Plan I have left. 

His passion for music may be realized from the circumstance 
that he bequeathed to the “School of L,anark 9 English Floots 
with the thick quarto gilt Alusick Book.” His friends and 
relatives inherited other musicnl instruments and some volumes o f  
music. 

Smellie desired that his medical hooks should be at the dis- 
posal of the medical practitioners of Lanark, so that they might 
consult them in the event of “extraordenar emergencys.” 

The  only way of entering the profession at that time was by 
serving an  apprenticeship with a medical practitioner. W e  cannot 
discover with whom Smellie studied, but probably it was with 
Dr. Gordon a s  he refers to  Gordon as an “old acquaintance.” 
Gordon was a well-known practitioner in  Glasgow, and it was 
with hirn that Tobias Smollett, served his apprenticeship. This  
circumstance would account for the friendship which formed 

(Sgd.) William Smellie. 
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between Smellie and Smollett. For a long time nothing was 
known regarding the School of Medicine from which Smellie 
obtained his degree. Thus  IclcClintock states in the edition of 
Smellie’s Treatise on Midwifery published by the new Sydenham 
Society. “Of his early life and niedical education nothing is 
known, nor even where he obtained his medical degree.” I n  a 
footnote it is added:  “The registers of the Universities of Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow, St. Andrews, Leyden, Ctrecht, and Aberdeen 
have been examined with a negative result.” McClintock thought 
that Smellie might have obtained his degree a t  St .  Andrews, as 
the register about this time is defective. All doubt on this matter 
has been dissipated by two of our citizens, who were known to me 
personally. The  late Dr. A. Duncan, who was for many years 
librarian of the Faculty of Physicians and Surgeons in Glasgow, 
vhi le  turning over the Faculty returns of the 18th century, 
unexpectedly discovered the entry of Smellie’s admission to the 
niembership of the Faculty, a s  a surgeon. T h e  date is 1733, 
several years after he had started practice in Lanark.  Lanark 
was within the territorial jurisdiction of the Faculty, as defined by 
[heir Charter. At  that time, town and country members of the 
Faculty had to subscribe to the “Quarter Accounts” which wert 
allocated for charitable purposes. From the year of his admission 
t o  1745, Smellie’s name does not appear in the annual list of 
contributors. As he removcd to London in 1739 he was not under 
any obligation to pay the tax, but in 1745 he payed the eleven 
)ear’s arrears, and continued his annual contribution u p  to 1749. 
The  following entry occurs in that year “Dr.  John Gordon paid to 
collector Four Pounds Scots due to the Faculty by Dr .  William 
Sinellie of London, for the current year, and the three succeeding 
years. ’ ’ 

T h e  late Innes Addison, who was Registrar at  the University 
of Glasgow  hen I was a student, found that the degree of M.D. 
of that University was conferred on Smellie on February ISth, 
1745. I t  is interesting to observe that the note recording the 
conferring of the degree upon Smellie, was signed by William 
Leechman; he was an ancestor of the late Prof. W m .  Leishman 
who occupied the Regius Chair of Obstetrics in our t’niversity for 
many years. Smellie was twenty-three years of age, when he 
bvg-an practice in Lanark about the year 1720, and a few years after- 
wards he married a Miss Horland, who survived him six years. 
There was no issue of the union. For about nineteen years h e  
tarried on a large general practice from T,anark, which at  that 
tiime was a small town of about 2 ,000  inhabitants. There was a 
largc agricultural population in the district, and, although Smellie 
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had to undertake professional work of all descriptions, he kept 
an accurate record of his obstetrical cases from the outset, his bias 
towards obstetric practice being manifest from the start. As an 
instance of his ability to cope with serious emergencies in general 
surgery, 1 append a copy of a bill drawn by Smellie upon Mr. 
James Mair of Bankhead in the parish of Lesmahagow :- 

“Mr. James Mair pay to me or my order betwixt and Lambas 
nixt, a t  the house of Thomas Logan, Wryter  in Lanark,  the 
sume of Seven Pound sterling money, with twelve Pound Scots 
of penalty in case of faillie, being- the agreed wages and  fee for 
my pains in the amputation and Cure of your leg, performed 
by me in harvest last. hlake tliankfull payt. and oblidge your 
humble Servt. 

(sic subscribitur) Wi l .  Sniellie. 
(Directed thus) T o  hlr. James Rlair of Bankhead. 

(Accepted thus) Accepts June, 1723.  
(sic su bscr i hi t u r) . Ja. Ma i r . 

From a study of his notes we learn that he had patients as far 
\vest a s  Hamilton, while he also went to Biggar in tlie East. Now, 
the distance between these places is 26 miles, and all journeys 
had to be undertaken on horseback or on foot, a s  the roads were 
in miserable order. In addition the climatic conditions of the 
upper ward of 1,anarkshire are extremely severe in winter;  I have 
been forced to ahandon niy car in this territory during a snow 
storm and seek shelter in a shepherd’s house. Smellie would 
be exposed on many occasions to the fury of the elements and his 
remuneration must have been small, for the vast majority of the 
people were poor. Wages  were low in this country until com- 
paratively recent times, and I know a farmer in the district, who 
started life as a herd-boy a t  151- a half-year. His grandfather, a 
stonebreaker in Lesmahagow never received a higher wage than 
ten shillings a week. Thrift  was then a characteristic of our race, 
and Sniellie, despite his scanty remuneration, mas able to buy 
property in Lanark before leaving for London. 

It is greatly to his credit that the hardships he endured in 
practice did not prevent him from carrying on his studies, for we 
know that he borrowed medical works from his distinguished 
friend Cullen, who was practising in Hamilton for some years, 
before Smellie left 1,anark for London. Their friendship remained 
uninterrupted until Smellie’s death. Cullen, who was an excep- 
tionally gifted man, was born in Hamilton in 1710, where his 
father was factor to the Duke of Hamilton. T h e  most brilliant 
of his articled pupils was William Hunter  who entered into 
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p;irtnerdiip wit11 him, part of the agreement being that, during 
e;1ch winter one of them should be responsible for the practice, 
\zhile the other pursued liis studies elsewhere. T h e  first winter 
was spent by Cullen in Edinburgh, where he was one of the 
originators of the Royal Medical Society. Hunter left during 
tile next winter for London, but. like many more Scots before 
and since, he failed to return. Cullen magnanimously cancelled 
the partnership. ,I t  a later date Cullen settled in Glasgow and was 
appointed to the Chair of Medicine in the I’niversity. Four years 
afterwards he joined the staff of the University of Edinburgh, 
\\here he occupied the Chairs of Chemistry and Medicine. 

Some of you may know the anecdote of the old Scottish farmer 
wiio summoned his family round his death-bed, and, while com- 
municating to them the fact, that they would inherit very little 
on liis decease, imparted to them a piece of advice, which would 
be invaluable to them, and that was, to “aye haud South.” Prob- 
ably Smellie was dominated inore by a desire to acquire a greater 
l;no\vlc~dge of Obstetrics than to increase his modest fortune, 
when he left Idanark for London in the year 1739. O n  his arrival 
l i e  was so disappointed a t  the chaotic statc of his speciality there, 
that he soon proceeded to Paris to study under Grdgoire. He 
did not form an exalted opinion of French teaching, so he very 
soon returned to  London, and settled in Pall Mall. I t  was to 
Sinellie’s house that W m .  Hunter came on leaving Hamilton in 
the year 1741 and doubtless he did so on the recommendation of 
Cullen, who was a mutual friend. 

I wo years after his departure from l a n a r k ,  Smellie started 
Leaching Obstetrics in London, where competent instruction was 
urgently required, a s  obstetrical practice was mainly carried on 
by women, profoundly ignorant of the subject. Immediate suc- 
cess attended his efforts, and a large number of students of both 
sexes came from all parts of Britain to his lectures and demon- 
strations. hlore commodious premises became necessary, and conse- 
quently, he removed first to Gerrard Street and later to IVardour 
Street. Being an excellent mechanic he designed ingenious models 
for use in the lecture room,and realizing that clinical experience 
\\as of the utmost importance in this Iiranch of nicdicine, he inst i -  
tuted a large obstetrical practice among the poor. Gradually the 
value of this work dawned on the lay members of the community, 
nit11 the result that the chief obstetric charities in London came 
into existence. Even if he had accomplished nothing else in his 
career, thc planting of these charitable germs which have blos- 
somed so luxuriantly since, should have earned him the perpetual 
gratitude of the citizens of London. 

_. 
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The  fatigue involved must have been enormous, for, during 
the first ten years of practice in London, he, in the role of 
instructor, deli~lered I ,  140 \ \omen. the same time all liis 
iecords XT ere being carefully kept, as, indeed, they had been f r o m  
tlle time he started practice in Lanark. T h e  sequence is only 
interrupted in the year 1739, when he was devoting himself to 
further study in Paris and London. This  practice of note takmg 
lit> maintained for a period of almost 40 years. 

H e  was continually improving. his models, and in his simple 
nay  in referring to his “phantoms” and  “dummies” he states : 
“ I  considered that there was a possibility of forming machines, 
u hich should so exactly imitate real women and children, as to 
exhibit to the learner, all the difficulties that happen in midwifery, 
and such I actually contrived, and made by dint of uncommon 
labour and application.” 

Despite his busy life, he found time for carpentry, and the 
studv of music and  painting. As far as I can ascertain, the onIy 
lmrtrait of Sniellie is that, which hangs in the hall of the Royal 
College of Surgeons in Edinburg-11. It was painted by himself, 
wid was presented by John Harvie, W.S., Edinburgh, the donor 
being a son of Dr. Harvie, who succeeded Smellie in London. 

I t  must not be supposed that Smellie’s success as  a teacher 
continued without opposition. Here was a pioneer, who was out 
tcarlessly to attack and demolish the fortress of ignorance and 
superstition, which had hitherto sheltered a band of ignorant 
women-practitioners. Pamphlets contributed by male and female 
scribes appeared, and to-day it is difficult for us to  comprehend 
the mentality of the community, M hich could countenance sucn 
scurrilous attacks. T h e  most bitter of his critics among the mid- 
wives, who now realiLed that the day of reckoning had arrived, 
was hirs. Elizabeth Nikell of Haymarket. .4 wonderful contri- 
bution by this ironic female appeared in I ~ G o ,  at a tilne when 
Smellie’s expert students were rapidly depriving the unskilled 
niid\\ives of their- practice. It \-,as entitled, “A Treatise on the 
&Irt  of Xlidwifery,” and in it, scathing reference is made to 
Smellie’s methods of instruction. She  thus alludes to his 
phantom and dummy : “This  was a wooden statue, representing 
a woman with child, whose belly was of leather, in which a 
bladder full, perhaps, of small beer, represented the uterus. This  
bladder was stopped with a cork, to which was fastened a string 
of packthread to tap it  occasionally, and demonstrate in a pnlpnble 
manner the flowing of the red-coloured waters. I n  short, in the 
middle of  the bladder was a wax doll, t o  which was given various 
positions. IJy t l t i ~  admirablj ingenious piece of Illachinery were 
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formed and started up an  innumerablc and formidable s\varni ot 
midwives.” She  cautions women against getting into the 
clutches of Smellie’s pupils, who have been trained a t  the feet of 
an artificial doll, and suggests to Smellie an improvement for his 
man-practitioner’s toilette. “Upon these occasions 1 would advise 
for the younger ones a round ear cap,with pink and silver bridles, 
wliicli nould greatly soften anything too masculine in their 
appearance on a function, which is so thoroughly a feminine one. 
11s to the older ones, a double clout pinned under their chin 
could not but  give them the air of very venerable old women.” 

There is no doubt, however, that Smellie’s phantoms ana  
dummies were ingeniously contrived. T h e  abdominal contents 
had a most realistic appearance, the os could be seen to dilate 
and contract, and the f e t a l  head was so elastic that, while it 
moulded on pressure, it quickly regained its original shape. He 
realized the importance of the relative measurements of the pelvis 
and f a t a l  head liile his I\nomledge of the mechanism of labour 
was of infinite value to him in dealing with cases of malposition. 
Thus  he resorted to manual rotation of the head in persistent 
occipito-I)oslerior cases. You will remember the discussions, 
which took place some years ago, regarding the “new” method 
of treating this type of cranial malposition by employing forceps 
as tlie rotatory force. Let us observe what Will iam Smellie, 
nearly 180 years previously had to say regarding this supposed 
i n  novation. 

“When  the forehead, instead of being towards the sacrum, 
is turned fornards to the (is pubis, the uwnan  must be laid in thu 
same position a s  in the former one (on her back, with the breech 
beyond the edge of the bed), because here also the ears of the 
child are towards the sides of the pelvis, or a little diagonally 
situated, provided the forehead is towards one of the groins. T h e  
blades of the forceps being introduced along the ears, or as near 
them as possible, the head must be pushed up  a little, and the 
forehead turned to  one side of the pelvis; thus let it be brought 
along until the hindhead arrives a t  the lower part of the ischium, 
then the forehead must be turned backwards into the hollow of 
the sacrum, and even a quarter or more to the contrary side, in 
order to prevent the shoulders from hitching on the upper part 
of  the os pubis or sacrum, so that they may be still towards the 
sides of the pclvis; then let the quarter turn be reversed, and  the 
forehead being replaced in the hollow of tlie sacrum, the head 
may be extracted a s  above. In  performing these difficult turns, 
let the head be pushed up, or pulled down, occasionally, as it 
meets with least resistance.” .In account of his discovery of 
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t h i s  method will be found in Volume 2 of h i s  works, case 258. 
It was in 1745, that he \\as in attendance on a case in which the 
position was an I I . 0 .P .  Like innumerable practitioners who 
I i a ~ e  followed, he attempted to deliver in the ordinary way, and 
found that the forceps alTVay5 slipped. W e  all know how fre- 
quently this event is the first indication to the young- practitionei 
vt inalposition of the head. Uaullred of success by this means, 
Smellie states, that he first thought of using the blunt hook, but, 
alter considering ttie matter for a few nionients, he decided on  the 
method described above. IIe states : “ I  luckily thought of trying 
to raise the head \\ i t h  the foic(Aps, and turn the forcxhead t o  tllc 
left side of the brim of the pelvis, where it was widest, an ex- 
lwdient which I immediately executed with greater ease than I 
expected. I then brought down the vertex to the right ischiurn, 
turned it below the pubes, and tlie forehead into the hollow of 
tht. sacrum, and safely delivered the head by pulling it u p  from 
the perineum and over ttie pubes. This  method succeeding so 
w l l ,  gave me great joy, and was tlie first hint, in consequence 
ot which I deviated from the common method of pulling forcibly 
along, and fixing the forcer).; a t  random on the head. My eyes 
uere  now opened to a new held of improvement in the method of 
using the forceps a t  random in this position.” Smellie was un- 
questionably the originator o f  this method, the usual practiccx 
a 1  that time for such cases being podalic version. 

Few men have equalled Sniellie in the skilful use of forceps, 
:in instrument which he greatlj. improved. .Apart from the pelvic 
curve he fashioned the lock, wliicli is now in almost universal use 
in obstetric forceps and he also gave minute directions as to its 
cmployment. Although Smellie was largely responsible for 
itliproving and popularising this instrument, n study of his notes 
indicates that forceps was unknown to him during ttie first 
thirteen years of his professional career. Meddlesome midwifery 
liad no attractions for him, and his sagacious views on this subject 
are worthy of quotation. In  writing to h i s  old master, Dr.  
Gordon of Glasgow, he says, “ I  have laid it down as a rnaxirn 
lo myself, and to the gentlemen who attend my roiirse, never to 
LISC any instrument or violence, but where it is absolutely neces- 
sary for the safety of the mother and child.” I f  this practice 
wrre rigidly adhered to the death rate among women and children 
would fall considerably. Again,  Smellie, when communicating 
with l lunroe  of Edinburgh, s ta ted:  “lb have always studied to 
contrive the Instruments of hlidwifery in the simplest manner, 
and to reduce them to as small :I number a5 possible, and  never 
to use any where the Delivery could be safely performed either 
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by the Woman’s  Pains, or by the Accoucheur’s Ilands.” The 
qualifications he considered necessary in doctor and nurse are 
equally cornmendable. Of the accoucheur he remarks, “EIe ought 
t o  take the best opportunities he can find of being well instructed. 
and of practising under a master, before he attempts to deliver 
by himself. In order to acquire a more perfect idea of the art, 
he ought to perform with his own hands upon proper machines, 
contrived to convey a just notion of all the difficulties to be met 
with in every kind of labour;  by which means lie will learn how 
to use the foreceps and croc-hets with more dexterity, be accus- 
tomed to the turning of children, and, consequently, be more 
capable of acquitting himself in troublesome cases that may 
happen to him, when he comes to practise among women. H e  
sliould also embrace every occasion of being present a t  real 
labours. . . . . But, over and above the advantages of education, 
he ought to be endomed with a natural sagacit!, resolution and 
prudence ; together with that humanity, which adorns the owner 
and never fails of being agreeable to the distressed patient; in 
consequence of this virtue, lie will assist the poor as  well as  the 
rich, behaving always with charity and compassion. I I e  ought 
to act and  speak with the utmost delicacy of decorum, and never 
>iolate the trust reposed in him, so as  to harbour the least immoral 
or indecent design; but demean himself in all respects suitable 
to the dignity of his profession.” H e  considers that the nurse 
should be “a sensible woman, of middle age, able to bear fatigue; 
. . . . she ought to be perfectly mistress o f  the art  of examination 
in time of labour, together wiih all the different kinds of labour, 
u Iicther natural or preternatural, and the methods of delivering the 
placenta; she ought to live in friendship with other women of the 
same profession, contending with them in nothing but knowledge, 
sobriety, diligence, and patience ; she ought to avoid all reflections 
upon men-practitioners, and when she finds herself at  a loss, 
candidly have recourse to their assistance. ’ ’ 

-411 honour to Smellie that, a t  a time when the nurses were 
vehemently maligning him, he besought the accoucheurs in their 
dealings with nurses, “to make allowance for the weakness of sex. 
and rectify what is amiss, without exposing her mistakes. This 
conduct will effectually conduce to the welfare of the patient, 
and operate as  a silent rebuke upon the conviction of the midwife, 
who, finding herself treated YO tenderly, m i l l  hc more apt to call 
for necessary assistmce on future occasions, and to consider the 
accoucheur as  a man o f  Iionoiir, and a real friend.” 

I n  the year 1751, Smcbllie publishcd his Treatisc,  17ut for m a n y  
years previously he had been biisily encaged in t h ~  conipilation 
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~f this work. This  publication was based on thirty years’ ex- 
pcrience as  an accoucheur, and ten years as a teacher, and he 
was fortunate in obtaining the assistance of Tobias Sinollett in its 
preparation. This  circumstance may partly account for the 
literary quality of its composition. After Smellie’s death, his 
widow was visited a t  Lanark by Smollett, who was in declining 
health. 

Th i s  work marks the beginning of a new outlook on the 
practice of obstetrics. It would not have been nearly so valuable. 
i f  it had not contained the ripe experience of a man w h o  refused 
to be hampered by the antiquated, and, in many instances, almosr 
superstitious views, which had been accepted by writers from their 
predecessors. Supported by the evidence contained in his care- 
fully recorded notes, Smellie could face the onslaught of his 
opponents fearlessly. Smash went all the mediaval superstition, 
which had hitherto stifled progress, and, with torch aloft, Srnellie 
pointed out clearly the path which led to success. ’4 perusal of 
this work cannot fail to impress the reader with Sriiellie’s un- 
flagging industry towards the elucidation of facts. His obser- 
vations on the mechanism of labour, which were arrived a t  after 
long and unremitting efforts, were greatly in advance of any 
previous publication. Glaister does not err  in describing 
Smellie’s work on the iiieclianism of parturition a s  being “the 
key-stone of scientific midwifery.” Smellie also understood many 
of the factors involved in accidental hxmorrhage, placenta przvia ,  
and post-partum bleeding-. T h e  ill effects of perineal lacerations 
were recognized by him, and his practice was to suture all vaginal 
and perineal tears. Casarean section was never performed by 
him during the life of the patient, but on three occasions he 
resorted to this operation, in an endeavour to save the child after 
maternal death. At  the same time, it is worthy of note that he 
indicated the range of this operation, as well as the after-treat- 
ment of such cases. H e  does not mention the introduction of 
sutures into the uterine wound. 

Smellie’s success soon drew a broadside from his  opponents, 
one of the chief being Burton of York, who is the original of Ilr. 
slop in Stern’s novel of Tristrani Shandy.  From an admirable 
beginning- Burton’s critique degenerates into an analysis, which 
is both prejudiced and objectionable ; but it must be remembered 
that such publications in those days were often character i~cd by 
a frankness, which now would be considered repulsive. Burton 
scores on only t n o  points, in connevion with : I .  SmeIIic’s vien 
on the distribution of muscle tissue in the uterus, and 2 .  his 
practice of encasing forceps with leather at  each delivery. A great 

He died five years later a t  Leghorn. 
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part of liis diatribe deals !I it11 the superiority of liis own forceps. 
Sniellie was always conscious that polemical writing was not Iii5 

forte, but his pupils were ever ready to arm in his defence. 
I-Zurton was dealt with in ;I brochure entitled, “Reflections on 
Slow and Painful Labour” by Giles Wat t ,  M.D., and the pug- 
nacity of this writer may tie judged from the following- extracts. 
H e  says, ‘ ‘ I  uas ,  indeed, naturally led to imagine tliat sonic 
unpardonable affront had been given on Dr .  Smellie’s side ; but, 
a s  I knew him to be remarliably inoffensive, I could not fix on 
any one, that seemed probable. But  a las!  the perusal of the 
piece soon satisfied me in {his particular. 1 iliere found tliat, 
with the Doctor it was, in Ilr .  Smellic, a n  unpardonable crime 
10 have dared to write a better treaiise than, and that without 
having taken due  notice of, and paid due deference to his 
(Hurton’s o w n )  . . . . but I th ink  ‘tis sufficientl!. plain, the grand 
occasion of it was nu other i5an t h c ~  ;ibo\.e-iiicntioned, t o  \I it, the 
most laudable one of envy.” l i e  asks, “ W h a t  may not the World 
reasonably expect from an  author, actuated by such base not to 
say detestable principles ?”  

I t  is not generally Imo\vn tliat Hurton was an ardent Jacohite 
and for his devotion t o  the cause of Prince Charles I.:dward (our 
Southern friends ~ u l d  call him t h e  Pretender) lie languished 
for several months in prison. Later he entertained Flora Mac 
Lhnald a t  his house in York : 

A not 11 er ve no i n  ou s 1mii p li 1 e t eer 1% as W ill inm T)ou g 1 as, who 
writes thus when comparing Smellie’s phantom and dummy with 
those in Paris, “Your boaste,d preference of his Rilacliines to those 
of Paris, I think, has very little in it. There, Madam is a piece ot 
hsliet-.\york covered with a kind of silk, in  imitation of her skin, 
and appears in her Huff; here she has the addition of shoes, 
slockings, and the common apparel of women, but of what use 
are these to the Learner :? The Pelvis of the French is of natural 
Bones, as well a s  his, and as  to cuticle, ligaments, muscles, and 
contents of the abdomen, they are only fit to amuse midwives, 
and young Apothecaries, that don’t  understand anything of 
, lnatomy;  but not worth the notice of an artist.” H e  questions 
the Charity, Disinterestedness, and nencficience of Srnellie in 
attending poor women with his pupils and suggests that, by 
adopting this altruistic role, “ihougli without any real foundation, 
crafty men Iiave often succeeded in their sclicmcs, when all other 
Arts have proved ineffectual.” Again one of Srnellie’s friends 
took up  the challcnge, a n d  i n  reply, while declaring his contempt 
for Douglas’ conduct, counsels him, “to fall upon some laudable 
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iiletllod of publishing his own existence, and raising h~mself from 
obscurity, than that o f  scandalizing his betters.” 

S o  Smellie’s genius and  nierit did not receive u n i v e r d  recog- 
nrtion but suqcess often rests on flimsy foundations, and time 
generally elapses before the real value of an individual’s work can 
t)c estimated. Looking backwards, I see Smellie’s figure towering 
above all others, while Burton and  Douglas occupy a very small 
niche in the gallery of celebrities. As the founder of the modern 
practice of obstetrics, this plain, blunt, and indcfatigable Scot 
has left a memory, to be cherished by all interested i n  thi5 special 
department of medicine. 

The arduous natuie of Smellie’s existence deteriorated his 
hcalth and consequentlj about 1759, he relinquished his pratice, 
and returned to Lanarli. He purcha.;ed ;I portion of land on th t  
outskirts of the town, and adlaceiit to the ground which he had 
secured before leaving for [,ondon. This constituted the small 
estate of Smellom, which prohably derived its name from the 
owner. ,Ifterwards, the title was changed t o  Siiiylluni, and the 
Ilroperty is now the settlenieni of  a Roman Catliolic Orphanage. 
Idleness mas so foreign to Smellie’s nature, that he busied him. 
self in his retirement with the preparation of his third volume. I n  
thc preface of the second volume, he states “The  other part \$as 
alrnost compleated, and, though 1 should not live to ser it i n  print, 
12111 certainly appear to fulfil my scheme, and promise t o  the 
publick.” On completing his task, he sent the manuscript to 
Sniollett, but, before t h e  work was published Sniellie died. On 
tile fly-leaf of William Hunter’s copy of Smellie’s Treatise, there 
i s  the following note in IIunter’s handwriting :-“The author 
died o f  an Astlima and Ix thargy  at  his House by Idanark i n  Scot- 
land in March 1.763.” H e  was buried close t o  the wall o f  St. 
Iientigern’s Kirk in Idanark. ’ Ihus endcd the life of  onr who 
devoted his time, genius and energy towards the advancement of 
obstetrics. I Ie  revolutionized thr  teaching of this subject ; he 
placed before the profession novel and accurate observations, and 
11) educating pupils in a practical j e t  scientific manner, he des- 
p tc l ied  :iiiiong the p o p ~ l a c e  a multitude o f  expert practitioners, 
n h o  sallied from his school, untraniinrlled by suprrstitions and 
strange heliefs to exercise their ar t  for the benefit of humanity. 

There appears t o  IMW been a s l i ~ h t  disturbance oC the triend- 
ship, which existed bet\ie.cn TVm. IIunter and  Smcllie :tl)out tllc 
time of Smellie’s departure from London. T h e  late Professor 
John Young of the CTniversit\ of  (;lasgon discoverecl t~ o notes 
nliich bear o n  this niatter. T h e  first wac, sent t o  T l r - .  (‘lrphane 
and  the second, u1iic.h is entitled, ‘‘.I letter of Exculpation” ~ 4 t i 5  
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addressed to Dr.  Pitcairn by Smellie, after he had retired from 
practice. ’There is a note in William Hunter’s handwriting, which 
reiers to the Clephane letter. I t  reads a s  follows :-“This letter 
from Dr.  Smellie was written to D r .  Clephane from Scotland, 
after D r .  Snicllie left Idondon. Hefore hc \vent off, I l r .  IJunter 
heard that he complained of him, and Dr.  IIunter,  knowing that 
it was without reason, wrote to him to beg and insist upon a 
weeting at  the Hritish Coffee-I-iouse with their common friends, 
Tlrs. Clephane and Pitcairn before he went off. This  was the 
occasion of the letter, for he went away without giving that satis- 
faction. Dr.  C‘lepliane gave mc the letter.” In  the letter t u  
C‘lephane, Smellie remarks, “This  may, I thought safer, after 
retiring to the gloomy regions, than to have mett in the British 
Coffee-House I>r. H’s. glib tongue.” Smellie exhibited discretion 
i n  avoiding a crossing of swords with dapper, little W m .  Hunter.  
The latter, w i t h  his brilliant intellect and wonderful gift of ex- 
pression, would have triumphed over his unsophisticated adver- 
sary. T h e  cause of Smellie’s dissatisfaction is obscure, and we 
cannot find in 1 Iunter’s publications any item to n hich Smellic 
could take exception. 

’I’he “Letter of Exculpation,” addressed by Smellie to Pit- 
cairn, and with a recital of \\liich I close, is a unique document 
of self-analjsis; it portraIs the man esactly. I n  it, Smellic invites 
Pitcairn to hecome his literary executor, and explains that he 
bases this letter o n  that written by I,ocke, on the character of 
I l r .  Edward Pocock. The letter is written in two parts, the first 
giving a description of his cliaracter and work, the second declar- 
i n g  his motives. 

“ I .  The works h e  publislied, shew him a man of learning and 
experience i n  practice, his acltnouledged care and sTmpathy to all 
his patients, of every denomination, sheued his virteous inclin- 
at i on s . 

2 .  His excellent disposition and qulefications was so hid by 
a n  unafected modesty and selfdenyal, that they were not fully 
Itnoun but to his intimate acquaintances, I\ ho could distinguish 
his disinterested behaviour both in his public and private life. 

3 .  W h e n  not ingaged in business his great pleasure was home, 
improving his mind by reading the best authors, both in his oun 
profession and other gentile an useful1 branches of learning : his 
oilier amusernmts by w a ~ -  of relaxation, was designes in drauing 
and musiclt; hut no more than nha t  was fitt for a gentleman t o  
know, and he used to jock those who spent too much time in these 
rticreations, by axing if they were not ashamed to perform so well. 

4. He n7as mild in conversation, spoke little, but when he did 
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it was always to the purpose; his modesty was so great, that he 
would frequently hear others and sit as a larner in disputes on his 
oun profession, and not intcrup, even although he was more 
master of the subject, reather than shew h i s  superiority. 

Though he was not forward or ashuming in discourse, he was 
not morose, hut frank and open, and would sometimes when 
occation offered, speek well on other subjects, as well as on these 
where he excelled. 

His shunning to meddle in other peoples affairs, or enter into 
debates, consiled his merit : liut I knen of non more qualetied to 
judge in matters of controversy, or more capable to give better 
advice. 

Arts of superiority and selfconceit, practised frequently by 
others, were what he dislili’d and alwayes shunned. 

Hcl never entered into disputes i n  company, but rather gave his 
opinion in a mild and fricndly manner, and when invideous 
reports werc spred of him abrod by the worthless, lie neglected 
taking any notice, but those of character he reproved in private. 

He gained respect and business by real merits, and never used 
flattery or other arts to gain patients, and when others success 
was mentioned on these methods, he coninionlp maved the dis- 
course, and only said he had enough, and what he thought might 
CAT en satisfie any unresonahle man. 

In his way of living he was temporate, free from show or 
ostentation. kind aild bc.neii:-f~*~t : !ir had many friends; but was 
on ly  intimate with a few select ones, Ivitli n Iiom l ip  sometimes 
though rarely would take a clicreful glass. Hc \-,as a social 
I-lusband and a kind blaster, his servants stayed long, and  many 
were married from t l r v  famil! : nlieq any thing n a s  amiss he 
used to tell them i n  a jocose manner that there mistress and he 
would punish them by making them unfirt for  :~qy other service. 

W h e n  lie hnJ h! honncit industr! got a moderate com- 
pctancey, lie rct ircd from I)usiness t o  Scot1:tnd his native country, 
to imploy the remmder of his time, i n  revising his works and 
to finish thc srcond volume of cases, that he had promised to the 
Pulilick. 

I Ie left his business and aparatus for teaching of midwifer\- to 
o n e  that had becn long in his house without any gratuity. 

On this oppoGte page I likruavse send m h i t  I l-c:~I!y tliipl; 
!-cur friend if alivc, uould have wrote as an honest reasons for 
a11 his actions and wa! o f  life, that appeared so amiable to his 
friends, and talic no more to himself than was his olvn. 

I .  L l s  t o  h is  learning that \\as his industr!. in his riper ycyirs, 
for hcb \vns w r y  idlc and dull a t  school, was taken more up  M’itil 
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carving and painting than his books : as  to h i s  works, on intention 
was good, but the principal was to acquair the name of a learned 
author . 

H e  must have been dull indeed, if  a long course of practice. 
accompanied with blunders as  well as succrss did not give ex- 
prrience : as  to his care and simpathy to rich and poor, this 
procured him patients and money, else he could never have made 
a fortune to retire, not indeed enough for this place ; but  sufficient 
for his poor country. 

2 .  1 oun his modest disposition, denayal and disinterested 
I)ehaviour, seemed natural to him ; but these proceeded from great 
caution, and a pride in supporting that character. 

As to the third, what is said there I know to be t rue;  but a s  he 
had little time he could not improve much;  besides I have heard 
him say that his mrmory often cramp his judgement;  and a!- 
though he had a good memory for visible objects, yet it was 
deficient in other affairs. 

'Ilie above confession will clear up most of the foluing in- 
comiums, for having a bad mcmory, his ideas and reflections 
came i n  so slow, that he could not reddely find materials to keep 
up conversation or argument with any tollerable quickness and in 
th i s  case it sliued his wisdom to be silent. 

I t  is rare that wisdom and memory are joined in a great degree 
in any one person. 

Fools have frequently great memorys and are continually 
chattering. L\ middle degree of both make sober, able good 
speekers. Good sence with little memory produces taciturnity, 
Those who are possessed of both in an eminent manner excell 
every way. 

It  was no wonder that he spoke well on his own profession, 
considering that hc had repeated the same things several hundred 
times in his Ixctures;  but br ing contious of this defect in other 
things, which prevented his reddy expressinn, he shuned publick 
companies, and exposing a natural1 failing- he could not help. 

From this it seems reasonable to suppoye that the different 
characters of mankind proceed mostly from memory and judge- 
ment combined in inumerable wayes, and these perhaps originally, 
from the various forms and modulations of the boaies of  different 
men, and still altered more in some degrees by the different kinds 
of education. 

Every person has two sides or appearances, there good 
qualities are too much e x a g r a p t e  by friends, and there falts on the 
iererse side by thcrc enemies, when commonly a medium is 
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nearest the trouth, for the worst of men have something good and 
the best have there failings. 

You see by this, thinking t o  join many of the sentances of the 
incomiums, I have fairly turned philosopher. 

His living, his business, and aparatus without any gratuity ; 
this in trouth was no less than giving a fortune to liis nice, who 
is married to that Gentleman, to inable him to support  his family 
and supply your friends defficiency of children, and indeed if 
they xu one a s  they have hegun, will in time be numerous and 
perhaps useful to society.” 

Srnollett’s guiding hand is obviously absent in this contri- 
hution. 

From a perusal of this document, we realisc that Smellie was 
;iciitcly conscious of his own limitations. I t  w o d d  be a fortunate 
thing for mnnliind if more of 11s were similarly endoned, 

H e  was n e l l  aware that his chief merit WIS liis industry, but,  
nevertheless, it is praiseworthy that his conslant exertions and 
.sound c-ommon sense accotnplished so much. 

Thwe o f  you, who desire additional information regarding thi5 
remarkable man,  should consult Glaister’s excellent volume, 
mtitled “The life of William Smrllic.” 
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