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Br. KincLaxE, in Reply to Mr, Wayte and Others, on
© Obstetric Practice.

IT is much to be rogretted that a philasophical subject,

such asall inguiries connected with medical scienee ought
to be regarded, cannot be discussed with becoming mildoess
and l.'n‘tw.-mitﬁt It often haFE“S that a zeal for the promo-
tion of truth may not be sufficiently dispassionate to guard
and measure its expressions in the most appropriate man ner;
but when force of language pourtraysa 1£'m persuasion of
correctness, it may be allowable: it strengthens the descrip-
tion intended to be given, and Jeaves notﬁing ambiguous or
equivocal in the statement of opinion. This apology, how-
ever, is not applicable to those who descend from the legitiz
mate ground of abstract argument, to deal in persanal in-
vective, to reproach motives, and condemn objects, instead
of satisfactorily answering and refutinE objections, De,
Merriman has led the van of inapplicable and indecorous
Janguage in the controversy that has originated in some ob.
servations which I lately submitted to the public on the pec-
nicious influence of indiscriminate man-midwifery. Ample
experience had fully convinced me that my endeavours to
correct what T regarded as licentiousness in_cbstetric prac.
tice was at uncﬁumam and vindicable. No personal in-
vective, no intemperate ex| ression, no criminal ac¢usations,
were authorised, or can at all avail in detaching me from a
persuasion that rests on actual observation, not on verboss
and groundless declamation,

Mr. Wa}rte, observing the dignified restraiuts of gentle-
manltj;}mhtentu in his first remarks on this subject, has been
seduced from what appeared to be his better taste and judg.-
ment inte an imitation of Dr. Merriman illiberal asperity.,
Mr. Wayte, before he talks of my speculations exciting tfi’e
# disgust of the whole medical world, should have reasoned
much more conclusively and g;a.ﬂticaily on the subject of
his censure than he seems to be either willing or capable of
doing.

: ME Wayte, like Dr. Merriman and others, have, no
doubt, their respective convictions on the subject, and the

will as certainly retain them in opposition to my experience
and reasoning ; but they should kee!: their stand ‘with a de.
corous and erudite liberslity. Vebemence can pever be
substituted for argumient, nor ¢an ptlrsnl::nal abuse be merited
even by erroneous reasoning. My opinions have been gross

tistaken, and as unjustly commented on. ¥ contend unly
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for the general sufficiency of natural power in the partaring
function, and fully admit the eccasional necessity for the in-
terference and aid of art. [t is against the ideal freguencif
of unnatural occurrences, and the consequent oceasion for
uniform attendance, that 1 have unsparingly protested.- [
wish not to draw on myself the general opposition of ob-
stetric practitioners, by any thing savouring of an attack on
the particular judgment and conduct of individuals, Itis
no part of my ohject to be personsl,—I bave always depre-
eated such proceeding, as provellivg, and unworthy of
scientific controversy. Dr, Merriman, Mr.Wayte, and .;;ﬁm,'
unjustly feel indignant at my suspecting the_correctness of
the authorised practice of man-madwifery. On thzir side of
the argument, it is not difficult to state cases, the circum-
stances of which would be imperative on the interference of
the accoucheur. 1 will not, therefore, involve myself in a
casuistic dispute, in which it would be almost impossible not
to be bewildered without a chance of elucidating the doubt
in questibn,

'he occurrence of convulsions, ulerine hemorrhages
placental presentations, those of the fuce, mal-formation uf
the pelvis, diiﬁrnpurﬁmmd size of the feetal head to the di-
mensions of the pelvic eavity, rigidity of the os uteri, and
other possible instances, may happen, indispensably requiring
obstetric ail, It is impossible to deny this obvious truth,
1t has never, indeed, entered into my imagination to ques.
tion it; but I bave and shall strenuously continue to with-
hold my assent to the assertion that these accidents are so
: 8s to render uniform watching for their appearance
abzolutely requisite. This notion rests on a gratuitous as-
sumption of the inadequacy of nature, generally speaking,
10 accomplish her destined function in the generative system
of apimal life, All my experience and inquiriez on the sub-
ject fully satisfy me that the provisions of nature no_more
fail in insuring & due execution of the parturine office of
Yife, than in performing any other vital function in the ani-
‘mal economy. The brain, the heart, the lungs, the sto-
mach, the liver, &c. bave their respective deviations from
the natural standard, and their peculiar forms and characters
of disease, so have the parmurine actions of the uterus; but
it cannot be justly contended that because nature is not uni-
formly perfect in sustaining the exigencies of animul health
that the diseased state is a legitimate order of things, an
shoild be provided against 3s an inseparable and constant
evil. 'This, indeed, would be to throw over the fair form of
patural perfection the uncomely mantle of unsightly defect ;
i% would be, in fact, mis-stating real circumstances, and
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#uhstituting the fallacies and incorrectnesses of human rea-
soning for the steady and salutary ordinances of natural
provision. : ! '

Far be it from me to breach or countenance a docirine
that would diminish an fofa of the eare and attention due ta
fmpregnated females. Theyare,above all other claimants, en-
fitled to the unremitted assiduities of a generous and fﬂliuﬁ
Fnterest in their important situation. But their most nesdfn
and friendly aid on these occasions is unshaken confidence
in the natural ucurit%' i which l‘.hi.‘._'lf have been Prmridi‘ntl
placed. No ground for appreliension can ever be reasorably
entertained, from the general order of things, reapecting their
situation. If octasion for assistance should arise, it wifl be
an erception to the ordinary course of experience, and, like
all other exceptions to, generol rules, it may be remedied
when it aniua:y presents; but it can never be justly as ob<
"jrc( of fearfud anticipation and of anxious care. - Werg

uman existence to be saddened by groundless dread that
the mere possthility of an sccidental organic derangement of
bealth may be inceseantly occurring, to.what other end could
the scheme of rational life bave been instituted than tothat
of hopeless misery i Nature needs not my tecble advoeacy
to vindicate her from such inedmissible distrust of her com-
ncy to fulfil the high and gratifying destinations with
which all her provisions are lmppily fraught. .

I am not shont to run the gimntlet of every ohstetrie at.
tack that might be made on me from amongst the vast num.
ber of persons practising that art. No volome could be
large enough to contain such instunces ss Mr. Wayte: has
cited in proof of what he holds to be necessary in midwifer
practice. It-would not become me to guestion, in the small.
est degree, the correctness of that geutieman’s parrative
nor could that libeity be taken with any of the immense mass
of authorities which Dr. Merriman and Co, might adduce in
support of their pre-conceived and determined views of oh.
stetric practice. It would be also invidious in 'me to deseend
to instances calculated to rebut and anoul the inferences
that might be supposed to How from such citationz of u
necessity ; yet I will, in the simplicity and honesty of truch,
state a few examples of cases -of un opposite tendeacy to
those of my opponent {Mr. Wayte). '

Some years since, | was desired to visit, in consultation,
a2 femsle suffering under what were regarded as ineffectual
labour-pains. surgeon who was in attendance, and
who had assisted on three former occasions at the pationt’y
accouchement, was well versed in the obstetric art, and w
in every respect, an iptelligent, moral, and feeling man,
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On meing the patient, [ was of opinion that the pains wera
preparatory _unpl? to aveatnal [ahgur, and that, from their
character and force, they were not likely to be efficieat
that the patient had better be placed under the influence o
thirty drops of laudanum, in the expectation that the real
rterine action of the uterus would soon supervens. The
jest, of my bejog consujted was to justify a practice that,
bad pu in three former nstances, by the same,
Ead’il.iunnr. in apparently gimilar circumstances, that of
molishing the fotal and delivering artificially, The
itioner referred to, with feelings of unfeigned humanity
and knowo benevolence, that consecrated the purity of his
intestions, seemed confident in the correctness of his opi-
nien, that instrumaental aid was indispensable, sud strongly
yested bis persuasion on bis experience on the three former
occiyions, in which, after wailing yutil the paticot was en-
feebled by protracted and unavailing pain, he was ultis
mately obliged to resort to that severe remedy. In the
cquise of the consultation, I could oot leara that any cirs
cumstances more than what exsisted at the time undex con-
sideration, were present in the former instances, so that the
warrauty of these former cases was equally afforded in thas
whych formed the subject of consultation, The strong im-
pression on the miod of the practitioner was, that the paing
were inefficient, and that the strength of the patient would
nat admit of indefinite delay. The presentation was pa-
tural; no bmmorrhage, no convulsion; no fainting; the
];.ulu was somewhat accelerated, but was firm and equal,
be resolution was, however, at length taken to administey
the ppium, and 1o leave the patient to its soothing effect,
The patiant slept composedly during several hours afieg
taking it, and then was awakened by increased pain, which
scon became frequeat, strong, and lasting, insomuch as to
expel a full-sized healthy female child, with its appending
enta, without the smallest adventitious or personal aid,
the event oceurred before either the surgeon or
myself, who were both called, could be in attendance, The
uel of the case was that of patural calmness and ultimate
walfare both to the wother and the child., I state this case
with vndimjnished respect for the professional talents and
moral integri3 of the practitioner concerned, who, instead
of. being @t all disconcerted at the event, candidly and ho-
papily acknowledged the important advantage that bad res
pulted from the consultatian,
. Another instance of naurgl presentation recently occurred
in which the state of appareot general exhaustion, inferred
fram the ppavailiog continyance of labeyr-pains during up-
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wards lif'ﬁ-rtrcigin hours, became aw awtherity for d
ing the feetal bead for the purpme of effecting delivery.’
aurFeun connected with this case isintelligent, humane,
and well.inteationed. 1 had some conversation with him
after the event, concerning it, and feund him full of candour
and honest feeling, not indigmant at beiog questioned, but
open to conviction, and discovering an exampl:;{; disposi--
ton to profit by experience, lnl:li]-' a patient refianoe, in
similar circumstances, on the resources and capabilities of
nature.

Some years have now elapsed since I was desired tosee &
female, st the full period of pregnancy, isbouring andec
eomsiderable uterine irritation, which had produced o dils-
tation of the os vteri of the dimensions of half-a-crown piece;
the pains recerred at intervals of about five minates, ine
dming incremsed arverial action, aod a most harmssing state
of painful mictorition. Thewe symptoms proceeded bae
with Htle variadon for several days and nights. Opiom, in
gsomsiderable dosen, was given according to circumstmoes,
which induced irregulsr p: from which the patient was
always awakened by pain, erclaiming for * help, or she
should die.' This state contnued ten days, no autbority
baving been afforded, in my judgment, for instrumental aid,
At that time, the deservedly eminent Dr. Clarke’s opinion, of
London, wes solicited by letter, which he promptly gave by

ifying the delay, ing, ** that the patient was in safe’

nds that had g0 judiciou ki’ maraged the case; and that b’
expocted the evest would be natural delivery.” On or
abour the fourteenth day From the commencement of thes
pains, the real parturine action of the uterus took , and-
the patient was speedily delivered of an healthy child. No
untoward symptom ensued, and both the mother and her
offspring did perfectly well. This case strongly shaws that
the previsions of nature are, generally speaking, fully ade.
quate to eventual delivery ; and that the hand of art shoukl'
not be too officious and precise in dltarmi.ninﬁu;he peried
when it shonld be sccomplished. The time that might be
the natural one in some cases, aright be very unseascnable in
others; and unless circumstances of imperious netessit
should require-the interference of art, nature should be Ieﬁ
to work her own unperverted course, which, in peneral, in
an immense majority of instances, will be found fully ca-
peble of executing most salutarily the function of partu-
riion,

Numerous other instances, resembling the forezoing, might
also here be stated, if it could be imagined that a reasonable
ohjection couid exist against the comments that I have of
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feredion the too frequent prictice of resorting fo mstrds
mental delivery in cases of nawral presentation, unaccom.’
paniad by any of the indisputable warranties for that mode
of asdstance. I only require that natural power shonld bes
Jefc aafull liberty, that itsenergies should neither be thwarted-
mor gnseasonably-assisted, but that ample time should be
allowed for a complete and undisturbed exertion of sponta.’
neoudeffort, in the reasonable presumption that it will bef
ultimstely found sufficient for all the purposes of safe, ef-
foctual, and tmely delivery. -
_ With this compromise with my opponents on the prevail-
iug egtent and mode of obstetric practice, [ shall feel abun<
dantly satisfied. - It was never my design to effect any other
change than that of conceding the point that natural presen~’
tatioms, unattended with either hemorrbage, convulsions, or
faintisgs, should ot be considered as proper ohjects of in-
strumental aid, or of artificial delivary. ith this zd mistion
the practice will always be sale; real occasions alene will
demaad the amistance of art, a0d, in these instances, it wonld:
be inhumanity and ignorance to withhold it. . If my views
are correct of the sufficiency of natural provision for is
dentined object, the solicitude which is naturally felt for the
mdvamtage and safety of obstetric practice will ba allayed by.
the assurance that no interference will be unnecessarily
made, and that such necessity will be indeed a very rare oc-
currence. On the vast scale of female impregnation alwa
existing in every country, deviations from the natural o
of thiggs must now and then present, like all other exce
tions Ao general rules; but then the exception cannot
made & bacis on which to raise ap argument for a8 frequency
spproaching even to general expectation, for the purpese of
authorising an wniversal and an indiscriminate obstetric
practice, If caution be carried the extreme length of at-
hnﬂin%' in every inutance of parturition, lest the rare aceis
dent of an exception to the general regularity and compe~
md} of nature should occur, I will not quarrel with such
assiduous vigilance, provided the practitioner should not be
betrayed into a disposition to lend assistance where none is
really required, by ecnsidering that the efforts of nature are-
oo tardy for his notion of arnficial expedition. The {NJEIL—
lar delusion that something is necessary to be accomplished
by the attendance of the accoucheur is wntually embarrass—
ing to the patient and practitioner ; and it must be allowed
to be an awkward appendage, and to present a strong ob.
jJection to the aniform practice of man-widwifery,

I sball now respectfuﬂj take my leave of the general ob-
atetric practitioner on this subject, with an assurance that I
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bave not meant to give any inaividual the smallest offence,
nor to hive inculpated any one for mal-practice even, much
less, as Dr. Merriman would have it, for ¢ wilful murder I"
The friengds of liberal inquiry, and the experienced obstetrie

racuitiongr, will perceive the gue anime with which I bave
Eeﬂ:. actuated in the pending controversy, and will at puce
approve of my motive and object.  With such persons I can
bave no dispute, no variznce in moral estimation, nor zhall
1 lase their future confidence inthe justness of my intentions,
But, against the speculative susteritics of preceptors, the
unrelenting irrascimlity of distarbed prejudices, and the il.
liberal dogmatism of the unreflecting, [ shall continue to
wield the opposilion of my own persuasion, and thas of my
unchangeable attachment to undissembled truth.

Taunton ;

May 25, 1816,
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Beply 1o Dr. Kinglake on the Obstejric Practice; by J.
, . Atxinson, Esq. '

A FTER I had read Dr. Merriman's ‘able defeace of the
present practice of midwifery, I thought the arguments
and documents which he adduced so conclasive, as to render.
any farther encroachment -upon your valusble pages uune-
cemsary ; but, as the sobjett is of the highest importance, -as:
well to soeiety as to those honorable practitioners who are:
:ﬁ:lged-in'thu profession, I conceive myself wacraated iu
ing a few more remarksin order toremove astigma, which..
Iconceive has been unjastly thrown upou the.art. Dr. Mer-
rimas bas snticipated me in several arguments ; bat; if the
following ebservations can illustrate and confirm more fully.
what fvo has said, as well as answer some of the objectipas
which hiave escaped-his notice; I shall consider myselt amply
remunerated. :

Dr. Kinglake’s attempt to prove, that the present prace.
tice’'of midwifery is not only unnecessary, But pernicious,
has [ think completely failed. He depreocates the custom of
s¢ boring the fcetal scull after waiting only twelve hours, and
when the mother and attendants (forsooth) have had no ap-

ions of danger.” Now, when the pelvis is distorted,
and.-the diameter from sacram to pubis is not more than an
inch-and a half, how, I would ask, can so large a body as:
the head of a child pass through this cavity ! Common sense:
is sufficient to determine even @ pwiori. Nature would here
exhaust all ber resources in vain, as happened in the case
mentioned in my lest communication ; where then, under
these circumstances, would be the impropriety of perfarating’
the head, when we know that such an expedient would. enw
sure a safe delivery ! while waiting would only augment the
r and prolong the pain, without any chance of benefit

to the patient. I trust, anewer, and believe, notwithstand-
ing the opprobrious insinuation of Dr. Kinglake, that no
practitioner who values his character, would resort to this
operation, uutil he is fully convinced of the inadequacy of
other means. 'How man-midwifery can be pernicious or
danﬁemus, I am totally at a loss to conceive, for I appre-
hend that the danger to any patient will be in proportion to
the ignorance or inhumanity of the practitioner, whether
male or female; the question therefare is, whether a person
who is intimately acquainted with the powers of nature, the
Jaws of the animal economy, the aberrations of nature, as well

us the most efficient method of obviating those aberrations,
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or a person totally destitute of this knowledge, (which is the
case with most ordinary midwives), { say, which of these is
most likely to do harm ¢ 1 could bring a long list of facts to
solve this question, at which humanity would shudder, (for I
have had the opportunity of seeing a good deal of their
handy work in a few neighbouring viilages), but this ap,
Pears to me an unnecessal'y trespass upon your pages. If
Dr. K. imagines that women do less than men in patural
cases, I can assure hin he is most egregiously mistaken g
the fact is, that, where nothing ought to be attempted, they
do a great deal, as 1n rupturing the membranes, extracting
the {JTE(‘BI.’IE.I, &e, 1 beard of a midwife a little while ago,
who, in order to expedite her patient’s labour, shook her, by
the assistance of some other persons, so violently that she
became quite sore. The only instance wherein I can per-
ceive any disadvantage to the public, resulting from the male
practice of midwifery, is the expense attending it, (unless
we mention the injury to their own health and comfort, and
to the delicacy of the patient) ; but this I think scarcely de-~
serves notice, 1f it can be ascertained (which it has most sa-
tisfactorily by Dr. Merriman) that many valuable lives are
amually saved by it, especially when we consider that about
five times as much is expended in the article of tobacco, and
about ten times as much in tea; the one highly deleterious,
and the other at least useless, not to mention innumerabie
other articles of luxury. If Dr. Kinglake, however, could
succeed in convincing medical men of the superiority of
women in ordinary midwifery cases, I am sure he wonld
4ind no small difticulty in persvading females, and particu-
Jarly those who have tried both,

If the sagacity of man is not required, in order * to
regulate the motion of the celestial bodies, or to modify the
umversal principle of artraction,” both totally out of his
province, are we therefore to conclude, that he has no power
to influence any operation of nature, not even that of reliey-
ing the distresses of his fellow creatures? Man is evident)
endued with a considerable portion of that intellizence which
seems to be every where exerted m creation for the promo-
tion of happiness and perfection; in many instances his inter-
ference js absolutely necessary 3 and he seems to have been
reserved, in the grand scheme of th_iugs, d4s an auxi]iary
agent, to complete the benevolent design : this is strikingly
thlustrated in many surgical operations, also in the healing of
wounds, as well as in human parturition.

The popular opinion respecting midwifery is wndonbt-

-edly erroneous; so it 1s with regard to medicine ~the public
often attribute to the physician that fame which belongs only
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to the vts medicatriz nelure ; indeed, where there is much
ambiguity, I believe the popular opinion is generally wrong.
But, although the good women imagine that in all cases the
obstetrician is to afford actual manual assistance, and that be
can, under any circumstances, deliver whenever he thinks

roper ; yet this affords no argument why he should there-

ore, in order that his practice may coincide with their pre.
judices, interfere with the salutary operations of nature;
peither do I believe those operations, when efficient, ever
are intermeddled with, unless by those practitioners who
ere destitute both of knowledge and humauitzé

With regard to the successtul labours of the Asiatic, the

African, and the uncivilized American women, I would ob-
serve, in addition to Dr. Merriman's arguments,—First, that
as correct tables of lying-in women in those parts have not
been produced by any historian that | know of, we cannot
form a proper estimate of their danger. Secondly, Mr.
White, of Manchester, and Professor Camper, have fully
demonstrated, that the structure of the pelvis, as well as that
of the bones of the fore-arm and of the head, is very differs
ent in these women from that of the European. Mr, White
says, (as near as I can recollect,) * that, in consequence of
the approximation of the African scull to that of the mon-
key, not one of this tribe could ever be made to comprehend
the problems in geometry. Thirdly, - historians relate that
many of these women plunge into a river soon after they are
delivered, which would probably kill an European lady.®

. If .these facts are correctly stated, it appears, that the
above circumstance can no more affect our arguments in
favour of accouchenrs, than the parturition of brates, which
is daily occurring before our eyes, a

« Dr. Kinglake makes the two following assertions, which,
if ame not greatly mistaken, I shall be able to invalidate most
completely.

. 1st, He asserta ¢ that medical practitioners in full mid-
-awifery employ upwards of thirty years, have never met with
&n umnatorel preseatation, have never bad an occasion for

* The Indians in the Isthmus of America receive no inju
from planging into cold water when in a sweat; and, as the most
speedy remedy for intoxication, the women throw their husbands
‘into a river when they are drunk, The minute aftér delivery,
women scruple not to bathe in cold water with their infants, and
.yet, dangerous as we chould coosider this practice, these women
are rarely known to die in child-bearing.—Buffon’s Nal. Hist.
page 345, val. 3. .



“on the Obsteiric Praclice,. - - L)

an insfrument, and have always found the natural efforts
equal to all the exigencies of sui,utar_'-,' parturition,”

Secondly, He asserts, *¢ that he believes not one practi=
tioner in a thousand in any age has met with a case of pla-
cental presentation,”—If assertions be considered any proof,
however, 1 assert, and I speak from experience, that the
converse is much nearer the truth (viz. that not one practi-
tioner in a thousand, in full midwifery employ, has failed to
meet with acase; [ have met with three in the course of ten
years' practice.

For the following statement, [ am indebted to Mr. Hey,
jun, who bas been so obliging as to give me a brief descrip-
tion of every case here mentioned ; they occurred succes-
sively in.a given and not a long period of that gentleman’s
practice; it is but just to state, however, that to many of the
cases, (probably not less than thirty) he was called in consul-
tation with other practitioners, LFrom these documents it
appears, that, out of 827 labors, 150 were such as to requive
manugal aid, either with regard to the expulsion of the pla-
eenta or child,

5:were cases of presentation of the placenta,

9 cases of arm or shoulder presentation,

3 —— hydrocephalus,

4] = breech and feet presentation.

8 ——— puerperal convulsions,

€ =——— ruptured uterus.

£ arm presentation, in which turning was .ime
practicable ; but the delivery was-effected by art

. in another manner, 5w

The remainder were, face presentations, floodings, cases
that required the extraction of the placenta, &c, . :

Surely Dr. Kinglake will be more cautious in future how
be makes assertions so open to attack ; for, were he espousing
the cause of truth, and assailing some serious popular error,
a_recourse to falsehood, either through ignorance qr design,
would not be very likely to ensure success. Tty
. I have seen. Dr. Kinglake's Jast commaunuication in apawer
to Dr. Merriman, and have to remark, that it is principally
an.effusion of wit, exerted against the latter gentieman for
raising a “ hue and cry’’ about murder; this accusation
seems to have stung the doctor so keenly, that it has en,
grossed his whole attention, insomuch that he has forgotten
to attempt a confutation of the demonstrative evideuce there
brought forward of the superiority of accoucheurs; which
evidence rests not upon vain speculation, as in the case of
the .ancient method of treating the small-pox and yellow
fever, but upon the solid basis of fair, extensive, and reite-
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rated expétiment, which cah admit of no ambiguity, dnd o
which the philosopher may as safely rely, as he may apon
the demonstrations of Euclid.

I think whoever has candidly examined the present dis-'
cnssion must perceive that the doctor has completely farked
in establishing several of his positions, and that we dre war-
ranted in concluding— s

First, that preternatural cases are much more frequent
and dangerons than he has asserted, Secondly, that woihen,
as they are at present educated, are much more mischievous,
intermeddling, and inefficient, than a¢coticheurs. Now, if
these propositions are demonstfated, this corollary irresisti-
bly follows, viz. that, although we cannot deny, that many
midwifery cases would terminate famrab{y, if left solely to
the operations of nature, yet, in a state of civilization '(if riot
In a savage state) the cases of danger and wrong presenta-
tion are so numerous, as to demand the regular attendanve of
conscientious and well-edocated men; ?:ﬁat the practicd is
not one of those instances of pernicious craft, which time haw
rendered sacred, but a necessary and salutary aid which tan
do no harm when properly etercised, buit which has saved
the life of thousands, and which, if not as extensively useful,
1s as certainly so as vaccination,

Leeds ;
June 24, 1816.



Reply to Mr. Atkinsom on the Obstetric Practice ; by
Dre. KincLAkE, ,

1T certainly was my intention vot to bave protracted the
controversy respecting obstetric practice beyond my last
communication, as it appeared to me that the subject was
exhausted of all that could eitber interest the theorist or
edify the practitiover, But your unyielding disputant, Mr.
Atkinsou, kuowing that Lie lud but very feebly sustained by
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argaoment the ground which we had graruitously assumed,
for umform personal attendance during the period of partu-
rition, returns to the charge, first applauding the critical
performance of bis obstetrie co‘ad%umr. Dr. Merriman, and
then resorting to his friend, Mr. Hey, jun. for cases which

vainly imagines must give a coup de grace to all further
gpposition! Nature's powers and resources are not to be
thus summarily dealt with. That which has originated in
consummate wisdom can neither be deficient in physical ap.
titude. nor in moral adaptation, o the object meant to be
effected. This may be regarded as an axiom bottomed on
the very order and necessity of things, the truth of which
cannat be controverted by visionary assumption and confi-
dent declamation. - '

Dr, Merriman may be Mr, Atkinson's demonsiralor of
proof, and Mr. Hey, jun. s reporier of cases on all obstetric
&ueat'mns: yet the unerring principles of nature will keep

eir ground, and will admunister @ due £imie all the aid that
may be necessary to the function of parturition, with the
utmost general ;Pmmiu"' so as to preclude all oecasion for
the assistance of art in natural cases, confining such aid o
the rare instances that may present afinsepurahig_}r mis-shaped
pelves, and other deviatious from the healthy standard, that
cannot of necessity frequently occur.

Mr. Atkinson may call on the younger Mr. Hey to report
one hundred and fifty unnatural cases out of eight bundred
and twenty-zeven labours, buot the testimony will not weigh
a feather in the vast scale of human parturition incessant
obtaining, i which the balance in fs:our of natural effi-
ciency is struck by millions against a numerical proportion
that would appear ridiculously dwacfish. Will Mr. Atkinson
and his reporter, Mr. Hey, backed by Dr. Merriman, affirm
that unnatural cases are occurring in the proportion of one in
Jive 7 One hundred and fifty in eight bundred and twenty .seven,
is but little short of that proportion!!! Is Mr, Atkinson pre
pared to propose this ratio as the ground of an obstetric
corollary tor the universal practice of man-midwifery ! Into
what delusions does the liccutiousiess of hypothesis betray
its zealous votaries! No errors are so inveterate as those
which are taught, they are authorized at the out-set, and
become sanctioned and even venzrated by adoption and
practice. - 5 : :

There is no true scicnce but what is founded in nature,
but what emanated from that correct and immutable source;
All ber operations are simple, comprehensive, and efficient,
—aobjects, indeed, for human admiration, and not for censure
and distrust, lmaginary science is replete with danger, it
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prechoitates its fanciful possessor on notions and conclusions
that but rarely abide the test of correct mcf:l'{;n ¥ due
limits be not imposed om the theorist, he will substitate his
own hypothesis for realities, and will go on to state and defend
them s so many axiomatic truths, Much of this sort of
factitiousness pervades the muuningennd peranisions of the
more determined cbstetricians of the day. ¥ an objection
be made to the popular views of the subject of their art,a
report table is eited, in which the imdequacies of pature are
exhibited in frightful and erying instances, and the sppo-
nents of such groundless estimates is contumaciously branded
wimnpﬁhemliratmmrmc reverse of every thing like troe
science.

Mr. Atkinson anthorizes the eorrectnesa of bis strictores
on the ﬁgiectinn which 1 have thought proper to addacs
against indiscriminate man-midwifery, by observing that the

ractice is safe in the hands of men of science and homanity.
'&’ith due deference o men of wrdvubied science, I feel war-
fanted in averring, that the most reprehensible errors that
have been committed within my knowledge in midwi
practice, have been by tlose who had been the most solici-

_ tous candidates for being accredited as persons of saperior
" seience ; whilst the simple, the modest, and the mrssumm

practitioner, has had the good fortune to meet with but few
or no cases requiring scientific aid, and has duﬂnedly ac-

uired and enjoyed the rzputation of being the most suceess.
ful in midwifery practice. Perhaps Mr. Atkinson may say,
that such practitioners did not understand the difficalt cases
that must Eavu presented to them.—Be it so, but Nature did;
and seasonally afforded all the relief that was necessary, %
have now strongly in my reference several man-midwi
practitioners, not less rest:ec:table than aged, who have been,
as formerly asserted, in full employ, from thirty to fifty years,
and have never had an oecasion to use an instrument, and who
have'merited the confidence and preference of their patientsby
the distinguished safety and advantage of their practice,
There has been, indeed, none of the new-fangled eelns at-
sached to the reputation of bad cases requiring and receiri
acientific and manual aid ; but there has been the more soli
satisfaction of humanely, patiently, and safely attending the
undisturbed progress of vatural parturition.

1 know nothing of Mr. Atkinson’s science, nor to what
length, or under what circamstances, his zeal for the obutetric
art would induce him to interpose his erudite skill, bot the
following sentence makes it obvious that he does not smper-
abound with the sensibilities worthy of a cultivated and a
correct mind. Emboldened by what he calls Mr. Hey's
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statemend, be says, < surely Dr. Kinglake will be more can.
#ious in future bow he mag&n gsierlions 0 open to sattack,
for, were be espousing the cause of truth, and asserting some -
aerions popular error, a recourse to falsehood, either tﬁmugh
ignorance or design, would not be very likely to insure suc-
cess,”  What does this intemperate vilifying oppooent of all
weform in obstetric practice rest his insinuation on of my
Having had ¢ reconrse to falsehood 1™ Is this the language of
decorous debate 7 Is it atall like what a liberal enquirer aftex
truth would have employed ? ‘¢ Falsehaod" it may be hoped
will uever intrude its baneful dastardly machinatisns iota
philosophical researches, and it is but just to admit, that the
perion who suspects the crime, cannot be fairly regarded asa
«<redible controversialist,

What I have asserted respecting man-midwifery practi=
tiomers in full employ during thirty years, having not met
with an wnastural presentation, or at least with any case re-
quiring instrumental aid, is extensively in my power to
Prove, nay, the period in some instances may Le lengthened
to forty and even to fifty years, If this assertion should excite
M. Atkinson's astoniskment, it ought not to move his anger,
sod force from him reflections equally unworthy of the schoa
dar and the gentleman. I have not objected to the Gdelity
of Mr. Hey’s statement, nor to that of Mr. Atkinson's casea,
but I might justly suspect the accuracy of their observations -
and the correciness of their conclusions. If the whole cone
clave of obstetric practitioners were to affirm that about one
in five cases of human parturition would be wematurad, I
would strenuously attempt thesvindication of Nature’s com-
petency from so unjust an imputation on her powers, and
wounld fearlessly avow my pervussion that it eould not be;

- 4hat the notion is monstrous, and at irreconcilable yariance
with the established and immutable order of things. Human
nature is vniversally the same; certain local modifications
and influences may vary the external aspect of circum-
stances, but vitally and essentialy the same fundamental
principles exist. Mr. Atkinson’s specalations, as' well as
those of others who may coincide in opinion with. him on
the subject of the obstetric art, may interpret nature very dif-
feremly from what she really 1 ; but this is no authority for
concluding, that the difference ineisted on is a reality, and
not a mere fiction of an incorrect imagination. Does Mr,
Atkinson think, after he bas been baffled in his attempt
to establish the indispensable necessity of midwifery practica |
by the undeniable facts of the Afican, Asiatic, and Ameri=
<an women, safely relying on spontaneous parturition, that
ke opinion of Camper and White, respecting the configura-
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tion of the African scull resembling so much that of the
monkey as not to be ¢ capable of solving a peometrical
roblem,’” at all decisive or even bearing on the point? The
ormation of the human scull must be in all sitvat:ons, for the
most part, sinular; slight deviations may oceur between the
inbabrants of different latitudes, as they actually do between
those of the same geographical pnmllel’s. but not in a degree
to influence either the parturing or intellectual function. I
have no doubt, that the brain of the African scull (re-
garding it as the source of intellect) is fully as suseeptible,
with suitable instruction, of comprehending and * solvin
a geometrical problem,” as that of Mr. White, of Mr,
Atkinson, or of any other European, could possibly be,
Conclusions built on such ut:ttna'hf:: grounds are worse than
fallacious, they are langhally absurd,

Disdaining all further controversy with a person like Mr.
Atkinson, who imputed *falsehood” where his own prejo-
dices and crude notions on one of the most important fone-
tions of human life, incapacitates him for comprehending
positive truths, 1 shall here close the discussion with that op-
Ponent, assuring others of my readiness to resume it, pro-
vided it be entered into for the liberal and humane pufpose
of investizating and determining what ought to be consi-
dered as the legitimate and vindicable rcope of the obstetric
art,

" Taunion; Aug. 10, 1816,



Qbservations on some Communications of Dv. Kinglake and
Mlr. Atkinson, lately published in the Journal; by INTER-

ROGATOR.
* Trath is, or cuglt lo be, the objcet of every man's research.”

THE controversy on midwifety practice, which has of late
oucupied so many of your valuable pages, appears not
likely soon to terminate. Controversy is, perhaps, of all
other things, the mogt likely weans of eliciting trath. The
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human mind, in its own passions and propensities, If ohdid
turbed, becomes fixed and inveterate ; and the hand of time
has no other effect than to render prejudice more rooted ;
our own opinions are at least regarded as infallible ; andy i
the veil is attempted to be withdrawn, or'cven opposed to a
stronger light, jealonsy is awakened—becomes alarmed, and
ﬁrxsrps with more tenacious firmness the cover by which it
as unconsciously hidden its defects from public, and even
from its own, inspection, But, by well conducted contro-
veray, the mind feels the necessity of fixing its own |imi.
tions, and is brought into oppasition with other minds, whose
ideas are jarring and discordunt from its own ; it is smoothed
and softened by the concussion ; error is convinced of its
mistake ; prejudice ridiculed into {iberality ; the steady, but
uncbtruding rays of truth emerge from-the mass which had
clouded its beauties, and receive the unconditional homage
of men, who till then were unconscions of its beauties,
__Both your controversialists (for [ mean only to speak of
Dr. Kinglake and Mr. Atkinson) seem to have run into ex-
tremes, The statement of Mr. A. on the anthority of Mr.
Hey, jun., gives a higher proportion of difficult cases than
will be found to oucur in general practice. The average of
one in five, or one in seven, us far as my cxperience goes, is
far too great. Dr. Bland’s tables, quoted by Dr. Merriman,
probably come pretty ncar mine. And as Dr. Kinglake
seems decidedly of opinion that the fewer difficult cases oc.
cur in proportion as the attendant possesses less science, he
must pecessarily conclude this table to be rather in his favour
than otherwise ; the practice having occurred in the hands
of midwives who wuuTlJ probably never think of the * new-
fangled eclat attached te the reputation of bad cases,” It
would be an unjust aspersion on Dr. K.t bumanity te sap-
pose for an instant, if one cuse in eighteen, or in double or
treble that number, were proved to require the assistance of
the sorgeon, and that without his aid, the life or future ha
piness of the patient wonld be harzarded ; that he wou
place the practice in the hands of the present race of mid-
wives for advantages merely visionary—to suppose, I say,
that such a doctrine should hold 2 place in his mind, wou
be an imputation equally discreditable to him as a man and
as a practitioner.
The undisputed fact of parturition taking place with eo
much ease amongst females living according to pature, and
 which the doctor fias rung so many and such varied
chimes, is an argument scarcely applicable to the subject,
That they require no id from the accoucheur, we are not

disposed to dispute, nor arc we disposed to claim the privilege
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of troubling them with our assistance, But, to the fair fe.
males who so eminently adorn and beautify society in these
islands, we shall continue to give that help which the hand
of seience only, in meny instances, is capable of affording.
Dr. K. will find his cause (if a good one, which I have no
doubt he believes it to be] much more effectually advocated

by a clear and simple statement of fucts, than by his luxu..

riant periods about Nature's all-sufficiency, and * Nature’s

simple, comprehensive, and efficient operations,” [If he -

would only furnish us with the number of cases which his
thirty, forty, and fifty years old friends have had subjected
to their observation, we might, perhaps, feel iuclined 1o join
in the doctor’s offerings at Mature’s shrine,

No one will dispute Dr. K.'s position, that ¢ human na-
ture is universally the same ; certain local modifications and
influences may vary the external aspect of circumstances,
but vitally and esscntially the same fupdamental principles
exist.” If this means, human nature is the same, but by
certain local modifications and influences she is rendered not
the same, it most be agreed to, nem, dis. But, sir, permit
me ta caution you, lest the violence of debate from tﬁe dif.
ferent conclusions formed upon our heads, should fire soma
of our gunpowder spirits and set them a mangiing the out.
side of each other's noddles. If the doctor but knew ths
especial care and regard which we bestow on this importaht
part of our bodies, and as he professes such a horrid antipa.
thy to boring foetal skulls, [ doubt not he would have mercy
on the more important heads of aduolts, The benefit wo
would be mutual, ss easing the doctor as well as ourselyes,
His mercy would be truly

. ¢ Trrico blessed,
€ TE hleaseth him that gives, and him that takes.”

I must now beg Pardﬂn for obtruding myself again so soon
upon your notice, and encroaching so far upon your pages,
_Iiava gone further than I inmmdeg. but bope you willpggam
the importance of the subjeet a sufficient apology.

Rochdale; Ociober G, 1816, ;

We are much obliged to éur humarons correspondent for these
effusions of wit, and still more for reminding us of the danger lest
a most interesting controversy should becoms diffuse and uncon-
pecled ; most of all lest it should degenerate inte personality.
While, therafore, we return siueers thanks to the numerous cors
respondents who have honoored us with their communications, we
are obliged to advertise them that we can no longer spare room for
any thing but records or facts, well.zuthenticated, and with the sig-
pature of the parties.—EpiT.
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