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PREFACE.

Wuen 1 printed the first edition of this work
in 1815, 1 stated, that it contained “many opinions
in opposition to those received in common by the
profession, and even now tm;ght.” I also said, that
in publishing them I was desirous of making known
“what had been the practice of the surgeons of the
British Army during the Peninsular war, and to -
preserve for them the credit of improvements, which
they alone have introduced into the science and art of
-surgery, and particularly in the operative part, in
which they have been eminently successful.” In
referring to my professional brethren that credit which
was their due, I by no means wished to exonerate
‘myself from any blame that might be attached to the
‘practice recommended, for I was aware that some of
‘these opinions were not common to the whole, and for
these in particular, as well as for every one of them,

I held myself responsible.




. Previously to the termination of: the war in; 1815,
‘and the appearance of the first edition of this work,
“the opinions of Mr. Hunter on the powers and capa-
bilities of the human constitution were universally
“received. Asgeneral principles they did little mischief ;
but when they came to be acted upon, the results were
“mot found to coincide with the principles from which
_they were deduced. When an injury had oceurred to
a person in health, rendering the loss of a limb neces-
sary, he recommended that an operation should not be
performed until after suppuration had been established,
a period probably of six weeks, which, even if the
patient survived, was often found to be too late to be
serviceable. From the failure of this practice, the con-
trary one of immediate amputation became gradually
more general during the war, and at its close, I not
only advocated and established the propriety of it, but
examined the reasoning on which Mr. Hunter’s opinions
were founded, and I trust have proved itto be defective.
That it was so ought indeed to have been presumed,
when the facts were found to be opposed to the reasons.

I have proved from official documents, that the
great dread entertained of secondary hemorrhage in
Gun-shot Wounds was groundless, whilst the practice

in all cases has been established on more certain
principles than heretofore.




- Mr. Hunter has here supported his opinion by an inference
drawn from the bad success of some operations of amputation ;
hut M‘#mﬂﬂﬂ attentive consideration, that he drew

the inference first, and afterwards shaped his theory to it. I

~ If Mr. Hunter had lived a few years longer, he would
have rectified the error; he would never have opposed (as
many of his pupils have done) theory to facts, and obstinately
persisted in that, which can nm.thnl be remmbly nor justly

malnh;nnlll . =Hile B

mbe given, -and it was
d the fact before he wrote,

M. Lombard, Professor in the Military Academy at
Strasbourg, in his * Clinique Chirurgicale des Plaies faites
par Armes 4 Feu,” published in 1804, and written professedly
from experience, has endeavoured to support the arguments
‘of the older French authors i in favour of delayed amputation
by ad“nmny*u number of reasons why immediate amputa-
tion must’ nﬂbdimﬂj be improper, according to the rules
“of surgery; but he brings few facts to support his opinion ;
and it is easy to m'lléct from his work, that he had not given
amputation within lh&ﬁrst twenty-four hours a fair trial in
his own practice ; but has drawn his conclusions from the
ns performed at, or sent into, the sedentary hospitals
ence, Landau, and Strasbourg: and not from those
ned by himself, in the hospitals accompanying the
The cases of ill success following immediate amputa-
hat he adduces, were not under his own care from
, or performed by himself, but came to the hospitals
rear, under a variety of circumstances that would




_ The following statements of operations, performed on the
ligld of battle, and at a subsequent period in general hos-.
pitals, in the army in the Peninsula, which were collected by
Sir James M'Grigor for the purpose, fully bear out th,
opinions above related.

Return of the Capital Operations performed at the Hospital Stations,
between the 21st of June and the 24th of December 1813, of the
Army under the Gm.nmﬁnd of his Excellency Field Marshal the Duke
of Wellington; being a period of Six Months, from the advance of
the British Army from Portugal until its establishment in Winter
CQuarters in front of Bayonne,

J

S i !

EEl S 13| 8

HENLE:

£3 2 |5e] £

a- (=] (=1 =

Amputation of the Upper Extremities. | 296 | 116 | 106 | 75
Lower Extremities ..... LR ! Sl 266 | 149 Ga | 4l
Total number of Operations ....... 651 | 266 | 1700 116

The operations at the shoulder-joint not included.

Return of the Capital Operations performed in the same Period on the
Field of Battle, and for the most part kept in Regimental and
Divisional Hospitals.
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Amputation of the Upper Extremities, | 163 | 5 64 | M
Lower Extremities ..........consusnniniss | 128] 19 | 43 | 66
Total number of Operations ....... 291 | 24 | 107 | 160

———

The cases marked * under cure,” in both statements
having passed the period of danger, are considered as re-
covered ; and from this it will appear, that the nnmpﬂrﬁﬁf'
in secondary or delayed operations, and primary or im-
ater operations, is as follows :

Secondary.  Primary.
. Upper extremities.....c....enee 12 #0 1
Lower extremities....c.ceesnes 3 o 1

difference is certainly very remarkable, and it is so

known to all the surgeons of the British army, as a

nt oceurrence, that there is no longer among them any’
on the subject.

p a report made by Mr. Guoning, the Surgeon-in-chief,

jir James M'Grigor, on the wounded after the battle of
s, he states, that om the 24th of March, nnalmunth
r the affair, the loss from amputation had been one in
y of the upper extremities, and one in nine of the lower
xiremities ; and that of eight hundred wounded on that oc-

-:::L.u n, fifty-one only had died.
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