GENTLEMEN,

-Tm: maxim inculcated by writers on furgery, that a wound of the

uterus is mortal, is confirmed by the uniformly fatal event of the Cz-
farean fe&ion.

'The operation is, notwithftanding, infifted on by fome praQitioners, in
a fpeculative cafe; this, however, théy have failed to defcribe, and the
accoucheur is confequently left to conjeture the right applicasion of their
do&trine,

It may be ufeful to inquire into the exiftence of this fuppofed cafe ; and
alfo to fix a principle for the government of our condu&.
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To do this, it will not be neceffary to enater into nice caleulations of the
dimenfions of the pelvis ; for a general ftatement of the quettion will, I
think, fuffice, and lead to an obvioas and appofite conclufion,

I can conceive, that an incifion might be made into the right ventricle
of the heart, and that a polypus might be extratted from its cavity ; that
the lips of the wound being brought into conta®, union by the firk
intention might take place, and the patient recover.

A wound of this organ has, howevey, proved invariably fatal ; fo that,
thould fuch a projo& be put in execation, the operator might be détwed
guilty of murder. The cruelty of fuch an experiment would not be lef.
fened by the pofkbility of a recovery, as all rational praQice muf ref on
moral evidence. o apply this argument to the Czzfarean feQion : Suppofe
the pelvis of 2 woman to be fo diftorted as to prevent. the delivery of her
child through its contraéted aperture, and that it fhall be certainly knowa
that the child is alive, and ftrong : as the mother would die undelivered,
and the child might be faved, weuld not thefe circumftances juftify the
performance of the operation ?

"This, 1 conceive, conftitutes the only cafe in which a reafoning mind
would ever entertain a thought of performing it.

ATl the experience of this country informs us, that the Cafarean fection
will prove fatal to the mother; and therefore the whole queftion turas
on this fingle point, Whether the mother’s life fhall be facrificed to fave

her child ¢

I anticipate, that the anfwer will, in general, be in the negative ; for,
befides that the intention of employing profeflionai .affiftance is to fave,
not to deftroy, the legiflature has not thought fit to ena® a ftatute of
indemnity for this particular cafe; and the fixth comtmandment fays,

¢ Thoz /balt do no MURDER.”’

Both divine and human laws, then, prohibit the employment of means
which will be deftruftive to the parent, though tettinly prefervative of the
life of her child ; and to perform the operation, even in the abore.de.
fcribed cafe, would be to exercife a powcr in oppoﬁnon to thofe omni-
potent authorities. -

The queftion, then, is ftopped in limine, and our attention muft be con-
fined folely to the mother; as the confideration of faving her child can-
not be entertained, without previoufly determining to deftroy her.

Burt this is putting the queftion more favourablythan experience ¥arrants ;
for the figns by which we muft judge of the ftate of the child befor: birth,
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are Inconclufive of its real condition; and, confequently, fhould the mo.
ther’s life be yielded to its intended prefervationy difappointmierit might
even precede her melancholy cataftrophe, in the extraiion of a feetus
already dead. '

This view of the fubje leads to an obvious dedution, that thé Czfarean
fe@ion is inadmiffible during the parent’s life ; and hence is derived a rule,
at once plain and precife, to dire& our conduct on this trying occafion 3
for, when other means fail to accomplifh the delivery, or are deented ins
expedient, we can only deplore the miferable fufferings of the patient,
and the infufficiency of art to relieve them ; and the difpofal of life muft
be left to Him who gave it.

MaxcHesTrR, dug. 21, 1799. W. SIMMONS.



GENTLEMEN,*

OT having read any one of the pamphlets that have been pub-
lithed by Mr. Hurr or Mr. S1qmoxs, on the fubje&t of the Czfarean
Operation, I have no intention in what follows to eater the lifts in-fa=
vour of thefe difputants, But what has been advanced by the latter gen-
tleman, in the laft Number of your ufeful Journal, appears to me to re~

% We wers under the unp'eafant neceflity of omitting this valuable commusication in
wur-laft, on account of the great prefs of matter previoully received.—EpiToRs
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quire fome notice, as it tends to overturn an eftablifbed rule of pradice,
by which our conduét ought perhaps on fome occafions to be regulated.

I agrec with him, that the oaly cafe in which a thought of the Cz-
farean operation can be reafonably entertained, is, where the pelvis of
& woman is fo diftorted asto prevent the delivery of a child, in any way,
through its contra&ed aperture, and confequently where, if nothing be
done, the woman muft die undelivered, and the child of courfe, though
known to be alive, muft perith with her. I am willing too to concede,
that ffom all experience hitherto had in this country, the operation
will certainly bz fatal ; yet fill the qu-ftion is not brought to the point,
as he has ftated it ; awbether the mother’s life fhall be facrificed to fave ber
‘¢hild? becaufe fuch a queftion neceffarily involves in it, at leaft a tacit
acknoﬁ'lcdgement, that the mother’s life can be faved, if no regard be
paid to that of the child; for how can that be faid to be facrificed,
which is already allowed to be devoted to certain deftrution? If the
queftion be fairly ftated, it amounts to this: When the mother’s life caze
not pofibly be peferved beyond an exiftence miferably protralted for a frw
days, is it allowable to run the rifk of fbortening this period for the fake of
preferving the life of a child, which muft otherawife perifh with ber ? Per-
haps, when the queftion is thus put, Mr. Simmons will not fo readihy
‘anticipate an anfwer in the negative. It is not improbable that Eliz.
Thompfon, the poor woman on whom the operation was performed at
Manchefter, furvived as long as fhe would have done, if fhe had been
permitted to perifth undelivered, and fuffered infinitely lefs both in body
and mind. Human imagination can hardly conceive any thing more
drcadful than the diftrefling anxiety of 2 woman in the pangs of labcur,
without hope of dclivery: the few hours of her exiftence after the birth
of her infant muft have been comparatively happy.

What Mr. Simmons has faid refpeting laws human and divine, is
totally irrelevant; none of your readers need be told, that taking away
life does not in all cafes conftitute murder; and his Whole reafoning oa
‘this point, applies with equal force againft deftroying the child, where
‘that may be neceffary, to fave the mother.

Through the goodnefs of Providence, a pelvis fo deformed, that &
‘woman cannot, under any management, be deiivered of a living child, is
comparatively a rare occurrence ; but one diftorted to fuch adegree, 2
not to admit of delivery, even when no regard is paid to the life
of the child, is fo very rare, that I have never, nor I truft never fhall
meet with it. But as it is impoflible 10 fay what may happen, every
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pra@itioner fhould have in his mind certain principles by which his con-
dué may be regulated under all circumftances. It may thén, 1 believe,
be laid down as a rule of pralice generally followed in this country,
that in no cafe fhall the life of the unborn child be put in competition
with that of the mother. The queftions really occurring are therefore,
Is the danger to the mother’s life, fuch as to call for the {acrifice of that
of the child? or, on the other hand, Is there good ground to believe that
fuch facrifice will be effe@ual in preferving the life of the mother? But
not to take up your room unneceflarily, I beg leave to refer to Dr. Den-
M aN’s excellent Introdu&ion to Midwifery ; a book that is, or ought to
be, read by every praQitioner in this country ; where this whole bufinefs
is difcuffed in fo clear and comprehenfive a manner, as I fhould have
thought might have precluded all difpute, and will conclude this part
of the fubject in his words: ¢ I am not willing to accept any other
¢ principle but neceflity, as a juftification of the Czfarean operation ;-
¢ that is, whenever it is propofed, there fhall be no other way or me-
<< .thed, by which the life, either of the mother or child, can poflibly
“¢ be preferved ; and the impoffibility fhall be confirmed, not by the.
¢ opinion of one, but as many competent judges as can be procured.
¢ I fhould then confider this operation juftified by every principle of
*¢ religion, and the laws of civil fociety, by as decifive and fatisfaftory
¢¢ evidence, as any other operation, which we never hefitate to propofe
¢ or to perform,” -

Thus far I have proceeded upon the fuppofition, that the operation
is to be confidered as certainly fatal to the woman upon whom it is
performed; but although it has uniformly proved {o in the cafes that
have occurred in this country,* thefe cafes, about twelve in number,
are by no means [ufficient to warrant a conclufion, that there is no poffi-
bility of a more favourable event. A rupture of the uterus has been ge-
nerally confidered to be certainly mortal, and probably has proved fo in
twelve times twelve fucceflive cafes; yet we now know that women have
repeatedly recovered from this moft dangerous accident. A wound of
the uterus then is not, nor can we conclude from twelve, twenty, or
even fifty unfuccefsful cafes, that the Czfarean operation is, in its nature,
neceflarily mortal. In fo deplorable a fituation therefore, even when we
fpeak of the mother only, and fet afide all confideration about the child,

* It has been faid to have been twice fuccefsfully performed in England; but as I have
®ot feen any fatisa@ory evidence of fuch operatien, I forbear to mention thefe c.fes.
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we may apply Ceysus's rule, Melius eft anceps qeam' nullum experiri
remedium,

Having then, I truft, brought the bufinefs fairly to this iffue, that as
cafes have occurred,® and may occur again, which allow of no other
poflible way of delivery than the Czfarean operation, and that as this
operation affords an opportunity of preferving the child, and thougha
very remote, yet the only, chance of faving the life of the mother alfo,
therefore this operation may be juftifiable and neceffary: It remains next
to confider, whether the op=ration has been conducted in the beft poff-
ble manner? or whether means may not be devifed of affording a fome-
what better chance of recovery to the unfortunate patient than has beea
hitherto done?

We can infer a priori, that wounds penetrating the cavity of the heart
muft neceffarily be fatal, but no fuch reafoning will apply to wounds of
the uterus ; we muft therefore feek for fome other caufe for the fatal ter
mination of this operation. This perhaps may be found in the confiv
deration that the fubje&ts are generally fuch as no one would fele& to
try the fuccels of any operation upon; that this too is to be undergone
in the time of labour, when the irritability of the conftitution is very
much increafed. Thefe circumftances, joined to the baneful efle& of
atmofpherical air admitted into the cavity of the abdomen, may perhaps
be fufficient to account for the general want of fuccefs. With regard to
the fubject on whom the operation is to be performed, all that can be in
our power is, to take care thar it be executed as early in the labour as
pofible. But to prevent the admiilion of air into the cavity of the ab-
domen, it appears to me fomething effential may be done which has not,
as far as I know, been hitherto attempted. As, for inftance, all the parts

* Tt has not appeared to me neceffary to prove that fuch cafes have occurred, becasfe it
¢e paper publithed in the laft Number of the Journal, Mr. Simmons feems to allow this
But the Monthly Reviewers, in thei: criticifm on another publication of his, Art. 8, for
S-p:einher, f y, thit they coincide with him in cpinion, that this operation is now fuper-
feded by fafer meas, alluling to the re narkable cafe publithed by Dr. Ofborne.. Whe:e
thefe fafer means ¢ n be 2pplied, I perfe&tly ag ee with this opinion ; but furely, in fuch2
eafe as that of E iz, Thompfon, whe e no p n of the child could be touched witha finger,
even when the who'e hand was intioduced into the vagina, no one acquainted with fuch
operations can belicve, that the greateft fkill could, by any known means, have exiriBed 2
full-grown child throuzh fuch a-pelvis. I have by me cafts of the pelvis of two fobjeds
upon whom the operation was-performed in London, » mere infpecion of which will lead1e
the fame conclufion,
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<concerned in the operation might be kept under water of a temperature
duly regulated, not only during the performance of it, but until the
wounds were healed, the procefs for which would probably go on a¢
well under water as we know it does under a poultice ; at the fame time
a free outlet would by thefe means be given to the difcharges from
the vagina. If this fcheme fhould be thought impra&icable, ftill an
attempt might be made, though in a lefs perfet way, to exclude the
atmofpheric air.  When the line of incifion through the integuments
fhould be fixed upon, two flips of adhefive plafter, {fpread upon thick,
foft, and elaftic leather, fuch as doe or buck fkin, of a fufficient breadth
to fecure a firm hold of the fkin, might be fixed clofe to this line; and
immediately after the operation, thefe frips of leather might be neatly
fewed together with a glover’s needle, and the future covered with wax
foftened with oil. Or perhaps it may be thought better to cover a large
portion of the abdomen with fuch a plafter, and to make the incifion
" through the leather and the integuments at the fame time, fewing the
edges of the leather together after the operation as before propofed.
Nor is it fufficient to guard againft the admiffion of air by the incifiott
made through the integuments; this will likewife readily find its way
up the vagina, and through the wound in the uterus. This would be
effetually prevented by the firft fcheme of keeping the parts immerfed
in water ; or the air might be in a great meafure excluded, by keeping
the external parts clofely covered with any oval veflel filled with a foft
poultice, that might fit clofe and fit eafy. Wifhing only to give the
principle of what is to be done, and to leave the means of executing it
to the ingenuity of the operator, thefe hints may fuffice.

New BripGe STREET, JOHN: SIMS.
04. 21, 1799.

PR ey

To the Editors of the Medical and Phyfical Journal.

GENTLEMEN,

.IT was my original intention, in difcufling the fubje&, not to advert to
any particular inftance of the Cazfarean operation; but, in-confequence
of the introdu&ion of my name, and that of Mr. Ocpen, into the ac-
count of the cafe lately publithed by Mr. Woop, in the fifth volume of
the ¢ Memoirs of the Medical Society of London,” I feel myfelf
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called upon to fay a few words in reply. It is the more neceflary, in
the prefent inftance, as fome fa&s are omitred which bear materially on
his conclufion ; and as the propriety or impropriety of performing this
operation muft reft on the refult of well-authenticated cafes, the public
have a right to expe&t the fulleft evidence upon each of them refrec-
tively. At the requeft of Mr. Ocpex, I vifited the poor woman, as
fated by Mr. Woop, and from the information I gained upon an in-
~ quiry, it appeared to me to be one of Dr. Ossorn’s crotchet-cafes;
this was the opinion I gave to Mr. OcpEn, who thereon determined,
for reafons of a private nature, in which I was perfonally unconcerned,
to ferd' her to the Lying-in-Hofpital in Manchefter ; of courfe, noat-
tempt was made to deliver her,

From the manner in which our names are introduced, counpled with
his remarks on the cafe, Mr. Ocpen and myfelf are compelled to in-
fer, that it was the writer’s intention to impute the woman’s death to our
mifmanagement. Whether this imputation be well founded, the publi¢
will now be enabled to determie.

She was conveyed in a cart, as ftated ; but it fhould have been alfa
inferted, that fhe was placed on a feather-bed, which was flung with cords
in imitation of a hammock, by which the ruggednefs of the road would
be counteratted. Mr. Woop’s general conclufion is, that < her death
“ was not occafioned by the operation, but by a gangrene that had
¢ taken place in the cervix uteri, which in my [his] opinion, muft have
‘¢ been occafioned by the preflure of the child’s head prior to the opera-
“ tion ; and I am induced to believe, had the operation been performed
“¢ earlier, and- at the patient’s houfe, the would have flood a great chance
“ of recovering.”

We are ftill left to conje@ture what time is deemed early enough to
give the patient a ¢ great chance of recovering” after this operation;
twenty-four hours is ufually deemed the term of a natural labour, whea
+ no adventitious help is required. This woman was taken in labour
about one o’clock on the Monday morning ; —I faw her, in company
with Mr. OGDEN, at nine ;—fhe arrived at the Lying-in-Hofpital abost
one; and the operation was performed at nine the fame evening. The
delay then occafioned by her removal was four hours ;—the time that
elapfed after her arrival at the Lying in-Hofpital, before the operation
was performed, was eight hours ;—and from the commencement of la-
bour to the time of the operation was swenty hours,
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If inflammation had exifted prior t6 the operation, as Mr. Woop has
fated, it muft have been marked by the ufual fymptoms; Mr. OcpEx
and myfelf are certain that it did not exift at the time we faw her, both
from the calm ftate of her pulfe,” and the perfet intermiffion between the
pains. No notice is taken by Mr. Woob of the ftate of the pulfe prior
to the operation ; nor is it obferved that the pains had any peculiar
charaéter, which muft have been the cafe, had inflammation exifted from
the caule alledged; it is fimply ftated, that they were wery frequent. -

But, if inflammation of the uterus had come on after we faw her, yet
previous to the operation, how comes it that it was not difcovered ?
The day after the operation, fhe was thought to be in no danger; and
twenty-five hours from the time of performing it, her pulfe beat only
108 ftrokes in a minate. The following morning, we find that the
pulfe. had increafed to 120; at noon of the fame day it beat 144; and.
on Thurfday morning, at feven o’clock, it beat 150. Thus moft dif-
tin&tly marking the progrefiive increafe of the difeafe, as caufed by the"
operation ; for it is impoffible that the pulfe fthould have continued at
fo low a number, for fo long a time, if inflammation of the uterus bhad
.exifted prior to it.

Gangzrene is faid to have been difcovered, on diffe&ion, in the ¢ in-
«¢ ferior portion of the body and ccrvix ateri” If it had been occafi-
oned by the preflure of the child’s head, as afferted, it muft have had
‘an appearance correfpoading to the form of the body which produced
it ; buc this circumftance, which would have been almoft decifive of the
caufe, is not alluded to. That it thould have been occafioned by the
preflure of the child’s head, is, indeed, extraordinary. - In other -
ftances, the head fhall be jammed in betweccn the bones of the pelvis,
for twice the length of time that elapfed from the coming on of labour
to the performancé of this operation, without any material inconvenience
enfuing to the mother after her delivery. In this-cafe, in Mr. Woop’s
opinioa, and I fhould be forry to mis-flate it,—the intcrmitting contrac-
tions of.the uterus, prefling the child’s head againft a part of its own body
at each contra&ion,v hich was again reiifted by the foft, elaftic fubftance of
the abdominal mufcles, brought on inflammation, terminating in gangrene,
though fuffered to continue but for a few hours. It fhould be remem-
‘bered, too, that the upper part of the head of a child, at the time of
birth, is compofed of diftin& bones fo loofely connefted together as to
admit of beinz lapped over esch other when comprefled, and yet fo
clattic as foon to recover its original fhape on removal of the preffure,
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which muft materially leflen the chance of mifchief from its aing me-
chanically. And from the pofition of the child in utero, and the pecs-
liar curvature of the fpine, it is highly probable that the mere weight
of the lower parts of its body, would retra® the head from prefling
againft the uterus, at each interval between the pains. Yet this was the
part, according to Mr. Woonp, that by its preflure for fo fhort a time,
produced gangrene of the uterus. It is obvious, from the extreme nar-
rownefs of the pelvis, that the head could not defcend, fo as to prefs the
uterus againft any of the bones of which it is compofed. Mr. Woop
does not mention that the natural fhape of the head was at all changed.

In performing the operation, Mr. Woop made an incifion through the
common integament and abdominal mufcles, to the extent of fix inches;
he then made a correfponding incifion through the body of the uteras
An incifion of the nature of the former, us largely expofing the cavity of
the abdomen, has been ufually deemed dangerous; and ‘a large wound
of the uterus has been commonly looked vpon as mortal. The difeafed
appearances obferved in the abdomen prove the exiftence of peritoned
inflammation, and of inflammation of the inteitines; ten or twelve
ounces of bloody ferum were found extravafated into-the cavity, toge-
ther with fome coagulated blood. By referring the caufe of her death
to inflammation of the uterus, terminating in gangrene, and caofed
abovementioned, Mr. Woop has regarded thefe appearances as of Jittle
moment, though peritoneal inflammation, ‘or inflammation of the in-
teftines, when fingly exifting, proves frequently mortal, even when nct
attepded with any extravafation of blood. o

The quantity of blood Ioft during the operation was about eight
ounces ; how it was difpofed of, he does not tell us; neither does be
mention how long the cavity of the abdomen was expofed ; nor whether
the epigaftric artery was divided in the operation, which is probable
from the dire&ion of the incifion; yet thefe are points which fome may
think material, as tending to afcertain the real caufe of her death.

But admitting that inflammation exifted in the uterus prior to the
operation, let us next inquire into the propriety of the after-treatment,
uader thefe circumftances of accumulated danger. Jn inflammation of
the uterus, as well as of the -inteftines, the difeafe is moft powerfully
éombated by bleeding, which is direfted to be employed in fuch cales,
26 far as the con@itution of the patient and fizength of the pulfe will
beas. It is oblerved that the palfc was bard at dificrent peziods of the
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difeafe, yet both general and topical bleeding were entirely omitted.
In inflammation of the uterus, and of the inteftines, the frequent in-
je&tion of clyfters is generally infited on. In this cafe, though inflam-
mation of the uterus is faid to have exifted at the time of the operation,
the firft clyfter was not injeéted fooner than feventeen hours ; the fecond,
mot till Wednefday noon, after an interval of thirty-nine hours; and
forty-eight hours had elapfed from the time of the operation, when the
bliftering plaifter was direfted to be applied to the abdomen. Indeed,
is does not appear that the precantion of injeting a clyfter previous to
the operation had been attended to, though the woman had been then
eight hours in the hofpital.

Upon the mature confideration of the above, which are the leading
circumftances of this cafe, tke profeffional reader will be enabled to de-
cide upon the probable caufe of the patient’s death; and whether it
was occafioned by gangrene of the uterus, brought oa by prefiure of the
child’s head prior to the operation ; or what greater chance for fuccefs
there would have been, had the operation been performed earlier, and at
her own houfe.

Mr. Woon’s opinion pre-fuppofes little danger to attach to the ope-
ration itfelf, as her recovery would, in that cafe, have been confidently
reckoned upon. A large incifion made into the utérus and its confe-
quences, extravafation into the cavity of the abdomen, peritoneal in-
flammation, and inflammation of the inteftines, are as confidently re-
jeQed, as being infufficient to account for her death.

Upon fuch inconfequent reafoning is this operation to be perfifted in?
an operation which, in my opinion, is iz it/elf mortal, and which has
certainly proved mortal in this country in every inftance. When a quef-
tion is to be decided by numbers, the voice of an individual will be of
trivial import; but whether this operation will be permitted to be per-
formed in oppofition to reafon and fa&, time will fhew.

Thefe obfervations would have been more properly placed in the
volume containing Mr. Woop’s account ; but as that is now impradti-
cable, I am perfuaded, from the zeal to promote the true interefts of the
profeflion which you have manifefted, and from your candour and im-
partiality, that you will give them infertion in an early number of your
publication.

MaxcuesTer, O&. 27, 1799. W. SIMMONS.



	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-1
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-2
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-3
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-4
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-5
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-6
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-7
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-9
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-10
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-11
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-12
	1799-SIMMONS-SIMS-Fatal-Med-Phys-J-V-2-13



