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City, it is principaily due to the
early proof you gave of vour belief
in its efficacy, by the inoculation of
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AN ACCOUNT

" OF THE

NATURE AND EFFECTS

| HE practice of inoculation for the fmall-pox has
been efteemed one of the greateft medical improve-
ments of modern times: yet this drecadful malady
full continues to {pread its ravages throughout the
difficrent nations of Europe. Toinveftigate fully the
caule of 1ts great fatality would be foreign to my pur-
pole. I may, however, be allowed to obferve, that
from the partial manner in which inoculation has been
hitherto conduéted, it has undoubtedly ferved tokeep
up and {pread the infe&ion of fmall-pox, in fituations
where it may otherwife be exiinguithed for years.
Hence, of all the plans, which benevolent individuals
have propofed for the extirpation of the fmall-pox, a
general 1noculation forms the bafis,  But to render
this effe€tual the confent of nations, as well as of pri-

vate families, fhould be previoufly obtained. This
B forms
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{orms a grand obftacle to fuch an undertaking, which
it appears to me impoflible ever to furmount. Pofi-
tive laws, compelling people to fubmit their children
to 1noculation, would be evaded. In the various cir-
cum{tances which render the inoculation of the fmall-
pox dangerous, the feclings of nature, which are im-

planted 1n the breaft of every parent, would revolt
againit fuch aninterference of power, as tyrannical

and unjuft. Hence, the effe& of inoculation would
{t1ll be partial, and iis grand obje&, the extirpation of
the fmall-pox, unattainable,

But what fecmed {o extremely difficult, promifes to
be effetted with great facility by the late fortunate
difcovery of Dr. Jcnner. The Cow-pock, a difeafc
which can be communicated to children in the weak-
cit ftate, without {ubjeéting them to the fmallet dan-
ger, and whicn 1s not infecilous like the fmall-pox,

has been found to afford a lafting fecurity againft this
iormidable difealc.

Having for fome time witneficd and lamented the
havoc occafioned by the fmall-pox in this city, asfoon
as | bececame {aiisfied of the fa@ls {rated by Dr. Jenner,
I determined to give the vaccine inoculation an eally
trial. I therefore procured cow-pock infeétion in
the beginning of laft Junc. Having fince had fome
experience 1n the naturc and effe@s of the cow-pock,
I adopted the rcfolution of publifhing a fhort work on

the
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the fubject, which 1s intended to convey to unpro-
feflional, as well as profeflional readers, as corre@ an
idea as I can or a highly intcrefling difcovery. As
very tew of the original works on the cow-pock have
yet reached this country, the groflcft errors and mif-
reprelentations have been hitherto advanced on the
{fubject without contradiction. If by the following
account, in whichthe reports of the beft writers have
been confirmed by my own oblervations, I contribute
to extend a medical praétice, which muft uliimately
banifth from the earth a difeafe highly deltru&ive to
human happinefs, I fhall think myfelf fufficiently

recompenied.

Dr. Jenner’s attempt to refer the origin of the cow-
pock to the greafe of the horfes’ heel, has not, in o e-
ncral, been confidered fatisfactory. The hiftory of a
number of cales of the natural cow-pock which I have
collected 1n this neighbourhood, compared with Dr.
Jenner’s hiftory of the difeafe, will throw confider-
able light on this fubje&. . Should thefe cafes lead me
to a diffcrent cenclufion on the origin of the difeafe,
trom that adopted by the illufirious difcoverer of its
virtues, I muft declare, that in delivering ny opinions
I 'am adtuated folely by that love of truth, which has

never forfaken him 1n the courfe of his Intercfiing in-

quiry.

B 2 ._ HISTORY



OF THE

NATURAL COW-POCK.*

el ———

“ The Cow-pox appears on the nipples of the cows
““ 1n the form of irregular puftules. At their firt
‘““ appearance they are commonly of a palifh blue, or
‘“ rather of a colour fomewhat approaching to livid,
‘“ and are furrounded by an eryfipclatous inflamma-
““ tion. ‘Thele pultules, unlefs a timely remedy be
¢ applied, frequently degenerate into phagedenic
‘“ ulcers, which prove extremely troublefome. The
“ animals become indilpofed, and the fecretion of
“ milk 1s much leflecned. Inflamed {pots now begin
“ to appear on diffcrent parts of the hands of the
‘“ aomeltics employed in milking, and fometimes on
‘“ the wrifts, which quickly run on to fuppuration,
« firft alluming the appearance of the fmall vefica-
“ tions produced by a burn: Moft commonly they
‘“ appear about the joints of the fingers, and at their
““ cxtremities : but whatever parts are affeéted, if the
“« {ituation will admit, thefe fuperficial fuppurations
““ put on a circular form, with their edges more

- *¢ elevated than their centre, and of a colour dif-

_ ‘“ tantly

PRI

N . .
—" % Dr. Jenner’s Inquiry into the caufes and effeé&s of the Va-
riole Vaccine,
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“ tantly approaching to blue. Abforption takes
““ place, and tumours appear under each arm. The
“ lyftem becomes affe@ed ;—the pulie 1s quickened,
““ and fhiverings, with general laffitude and pains
about the loins and limbs with vomiting, come
on. ‘The head is painful, and the patient is now
“ and then even affeéted with delirium. Thefe
“ fymptoms, varying in their degrees of violence,
generally continue from one day to three or four,
‘“ leaving ulcerated fores about the hands, which,
““ trom the fenfibility of the parts, are very trouble-
““ fome, and commonly heal flowly, frequently be-
‘““ coming phagedenic, like thofe from whence they
““ iprung. The lips, noftrils, eye-lids, and other
““ parts of the body, are fometimes affedied with
““ fores; but thefe evidently arife from their being
“ needlefsly.rubbed and feratched with the patients’
““ 1nfected fingers. No eruptions on thefkin have fol-
“ lowed thedecline of thefeverifh fymptoms in anyin-
““ {tance that has come under my inf{peition, oneonly
“ excepted; andin this cafe a very few appeared on
““ the arms: they were very minute, of a vivid red
“ colour, and {foos

C¢C

¢¢

¢C

44

died away without advancing to
maturation; lo that I cannot determine whether

" they had any connexion with the preceding fymp-
“ toms.” ; L

Ve

But the circumftance which renders the difcovery
of Dr. Jenner {o important, 1s, that a perfon who has
once experzenced the local difeafe and conftitutional fe-

-- ver
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ver of cow-pock, 1s never after fufteptible of the fmall-
pox. Inproof of this polition, Dr. Jenner relates fe-
veral cales, both of the natural and inoculated cow-
pock, 1n which inefle@ual attempts were afterwards
made to communicate the fmall-pox by inoculation,
or by expofuse to itsinfeftion in various ways. The
tollowing cafes of cow-pock, colleted inthis country,
furnifh equally convincing proofs of this extraordi-
nary falt, and fhew that the cow-pock is much more

generally known, than was at firft imagined.

QF THE

NATURAL COW-POCK.

ko=

CASE L

Johanna Buckley, aged 20, took the cow-pock laft
{pring, from a cow of Mr. Ruby’s. The night pre-
vious to the appearance of the eruption, the had fick-
neis at ftomach, general laffitude, and was much hot-
ter than ufual;—next day five pimples appeared on
one hand, and two on the other, which fuppurated in
two or three, days, and became fo painful that fhe
could not go through her work. = The glands under
her arms were muchiwelled, and gave her great unea-

finels.  She delcribed the puftules as refembling.
' imall
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imall whitifh blifters, with a black fpot in the middle

of each. She has been fince twice'inoculated with
the Imall-pox without effe&.

CASE IIL
Mary Walilh, aged 4.8, had the cow-pock twenty-

tour years ago; fhe fuffered great pain from the eru p-
tion in her hands for four or five days. She was fince
married and had a number of children, of whom eight
or nine perithed fucceflively in the natural fimall-pox.
ohe attended each of them, as well as her furviving
children, and handled them repeatedly during their
1llnefs, without taking the imall-pox, and attributes
her efcape to her previoufly havin g had the cow-pock.

CASES IJI. & 1V,

Cornelius Creeden, aged 60, a labourer in the fer-
vice of Mr. Townthend, Firmount, {feveral years ago
llept with a cow-boy, who took the Shinach (cow-
pock) from handling the teats of cows affeGed with
it. He had fhivering, general uneafinefs, and fick-
nefs at ftomach, which fubfided on the appearance of
an eruption on his neck, breaft and arms. T he ax-
illary glands were fwelled and very painful. In ten
years after he was inoculated with the {mall-pox, and
has fince handled and nurfed his children in the ino-
culated fmall-pox without the leaft efic@. He and all
his neighbourhood attributed his elcape to his pre-
vioully having had the cow-pock. His fifter had the

diforder
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~diforder at the fame time, and was alfo inoculated
with the Imall-pox, but without effe&.

A -

CALBES V. & VI

- Ellen Goggin, 17 years ago, after previous ficknefs
at {tomach, and {ymptoms of general fever, had a co-
plous eruption of cow-pock on her hands. The
- ficknefs fhe delcribes as being more fevere than fhe
ever experienced, either before or fince; but was
greatly relieved by the appearance of the eruption.
She haa an infant atthe breaft whe got the eruption
from her handling him: but the eruption, though
¢copious, did not luppurate, and the could not ob-
ferve any figns of general difturbance in him. In two
vears after, this boy and his brother were inoculated
for the {mall-pox. "They lay together the whole time.
Three more of his family have been fince inoculated,
with one of whom he flept through the whole progrefs
of the imall-pox, without taking it. His mother at-
tended the children during both periods, and handled
them frequently, but efcaped the fmall-pox, as fhe
believes, from having previoufly had the cow-pock.

CASE VIL

Catherine M’Carthy had the cow-pock at fifteen
years of age. OShe has been fince frequently ex-
poled to the infe&tion of fmall-pox, particularly af-
ter the 1noculation of her children, one of whom had
| | 1t
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it very feverely, but clcaped the infe&ion, although
fhe nurfed them through the entire of their 1llnefs.

CASE VIIIL

kllen Lucy had the cow-pock 24 years ago 1n
both her hands and cne of her fect. She Was inocu-
lated twice with the fmall-pox, and flept with her
children, who were at the fame time inoculated, and
had a coplous:gruption of fimall- pox; {he, however,

L * .
¥ N e B
T, -

CASES IX. X. & XIL
Mr. D. Reardon, '\fVooHenvDraper, North Main-

Street, when he was feven or cight years of age, his
mother, himfelf, and onc of his brothers, had the.
diieale of cows, called thinach Dy the ceuniry people.
In about five years aficr, the three were inoculated
tor the fmall-pox, together with five or fix more of
his family. Mr. Reardon, his mother, and the bro-
ther who had the cow-pock, did not take the {mall-
poX, although his arm was very fore from the inciiion,
and he Iay with one of his brothers, who had a copious
cruption, through the entire of his illnefs. In {fome
time afterwards they were again inoculated without
eflet. He alfo was carried purpoicly to a houfe
where there were feveral in the imall-pox, and lct
remain there a confidcrable time cxpoicd to the con-
tagion, but did not take the difeafe. He at:ributes

his want offufceptibility to the fmall-pox, to his pre-
C vioufly

Tamma



L 10 ]

vioully having had the cow-pocl;, which is confidered
by the pecople where he lived in the country, asa
preventive of that difcafe,*

Lxtract of a Letter from the Rev. Mr. KENNEY,
of Moviddy, containing

CADES XII. & XIIL

““ The cow-pock, or fhinach, is

;_11 known here,
and has long been deemed a preveniive of fmall-
pox. William Whelply, aged about fifty years,
“ was rubbed with the cow-pock matter, together
‘“ .with his brothers and fifters, but as no incifion

cC

‘¢ was

* NoTke. The above Cafes were drawn up entirely from the
accounts of the patients, except that of young Goggin, which his
mother related to me, as he was himf{elf too young to remember
the circumftances ;—Creeden’s fifter, whofe cafe I have not de-*
tailed, but had the facts of her having the cow-pock, &c. from her

brother ;—And the Cafes of Mr. Reardon’s mother and brother,
were mentioned to me by Mr. Reardon.

The eight firlt T colle@ed in the neighbourhood of Mr.. Town-

fhend, of I'rmount, and are, the majority of them, either his te-
nants or pcrfonally known to him.

‘x
To th( fe who kn>w the Rev. Mr. Kenney perfonally, or have
heatd of his virtues at a diftance, his name will ke a {ufficient autho-

rity for the interefting facts and cafes contained in his letter.
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«« was made, none of them took the infe&iion.

Their mother had taken that diforder from mulk-
‘“ ing cows, belore her marriage, and nevcr t0ox
<« the fmall-pox, though fhe frequently attended

perions 111 of it.

¢ The Widow Sweeny, aged more than ity

¢ years, took the dilorder at the age of 30, from

«« an infe@ed cow, and never had the fmall-} ox,
<« though fhe frequentiy atiended perfons ill of 1t.”

Not long aficr the publication of Dr. Jenner's
“book, Drs. Pearfon and Woodville inoculated a great
" pumber with cow-pock matter, procured 1n the
neighbourhood of London, andtheir ex P serience tully
juftified the hopes which Dr. Jenncr’s publication had
excited. They afterwards tranfmitied- vaceine 1n-
fe&tion to different parts of Great Britain and the
Continent. By the lateft publications on the fubjelt,
it appears that not lefs than zeventy thoufand have been
already inoculated with the JeAva pock: o1 { thelc beiter
than a zhird were inoculated with variolous mattcr,
but not onc of them weas found fuu_,\.mmlc of the
{mall- -pox. The gf*mn,l nen engaged in this miuxy
were molt of them men of the arecateft emincnce in
their profeflion, fo that the leading fa&t which Dr.
Jenner has annour*c.ed cannot now be rcafonably
doubted. The fuPcnOr mildnefs and fafety of the

cow-pock, have béen alfo v ciy gencrally acknow-

| - C oz ledged
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ledged.  Out of the great number inoculated, there
1s_but one lolitary cafe where the difeafe is {aid to
have proved fatal, and I think appears very doubt-

ful, whether death, in this 1nflance, was occafioned
by the cow-pock.

Butthe appearance of variolous cruptions after the
vaccine inoculation, which occurred principally in
Dr. Woodville’s pracilce, tended very much to dimi-
nifh the public confidence in the new difcovery., As
fuch eruptions had not appeared in the praQice of Dr.
Jenner, he very natu rally inferred that they were pro-
duced by the accidental ufe of lancets infeéled with
the Imall-pox. But in his laft reports, Dr. Wood-

viile denies that thefe appearances could be juflly at-
tributed to this caufe, as he had been careful always

to ufe lancets folely appropriated to the vaccine
inoculation.  Are we then to attribute the variolous
puftules to the cow-pock matrer wich which the pa-
ticnts were inoculated ? Dr. Woodville w1ll not ad-

mit this conclufion, and clears up the difficulty in
the following fatisfaCory manner.

Moft of his cow-pock patients were inoculated at
the imall-pox hofpital, where, from the nu mber of pa-

tients in the imall-pox, conftantly in the houfe, the
atmolphere muft necellarily be loaded 1

vith the conta-
gion of this dileafe. Hence the patients received the
variolous contagion at the fame time with the cow-

pock,
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pock, and the variolous puftules became more widely
extended, by incautiouily inoculating with m
taken from thofe who, had the difeafe under this

form. That fuch eruptions could not he derived

tfrom the cow-pock, is obviou s, as they were princi-

pally confined to the Metropolis, no fimilar inftances
having occured in the pra&ice of Dr. Jenncr, or
any other country praéitioner, that of Mr. Kvans, of
Ketley, in Shroy fhire, cxcepted. ¢ This gentleman

‘“ g1ves an account of the variolous 2
‘“ 1noculation,

€C

nd vaccine
carrlied on lcparately on different
perlons, at the fame time, and in the lame houfe,
io that fzveral of his paticnts, while under the vae-
cine infeétion, were expoled to the variolous effy-
via. The number of thofe he 1noculated for the
cow-pock, was fixty-eight; and, it is worthy of
remark, that more than halfof thefe had puftules.”#

¢C

¢C
€¢
44

¢

From a confideration of thefe fa&ls,

that no fuch eruptions happened in his private

practice which is extenfive, Dr. Woodville con-
cludes, that wherever

they

and perceiving

variolous puftules appeared,
were cauled by wvariolous contagion. The

avoiding the {mall-pox contagion, and in taking
vaccine matter only from perfons in the genuine

diicafe,
‘—M

—
* Obfervations on the cow-pock, by Wm. Woodville, M. D.
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difeafe, have banifhed thofe Dnifter appearances
from the Metropolis, and hence one very principal
objetion to the Fennerian inoculation has been re-

moved.

I muft remark, that the only inftance in which the
cow-pock is fuppoled to have proved mortal, happen-
ed in Dr. Woodville’s pra&tice, and that’convuliions
were the immediate caufe of the fatal cvent.” Now as
there is no other recorded example where convullons

have taken place after thé inoculation with cow-pock
matter, were they not excited in this inftance by the

2Sion of variolous infe&ion, till then latent in the
fyftem ? The affirmative of this queftion feems to be
{upported by the view which I have taken of Dr.

W oodville’s praétice,

INOCULATION OF COW=POCK,

IN

CORK AND ITS NEIGHBOURHOOD.

'1'1 Y o Rt TN

The progrefs of vaccine inoculation 1in this city
‘may be worth relating, as furnifhing evidence of its

efficacy upon the fpot. The vaccine matter which
I firlt:
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I firl ufed was lent ‘'me on a filk thread, en-
clofed in a letter from Dr. Bradley of London. On
the 6th -of June;: eight- days after the infection had
been taken in London, I inoculated fix children, by
raifing the {kin with a lancet, and inferting a bit of
the filk, which I then fecured witha little flicking plaif-
ter. Inthree of the children the inoculation fuc-
ceeded, from whence I procured an abundance of the
infe@ion, with which I inoculated a number of chil-
dren 1n this city, and its neighbourhood. Not long
after I had commenced inoculating with the matter
{ent to me by Dr. Bradley, I received a fecond thread
from Dr. Pearlon, the refpeétable phyfician to the
newly eftabiifhed inftitution for inoculating the cow-
pock 1n London ; with this thread Dr. Sugrue inocu-

lated {everal children at the north cnd of the town,

and 1t 1s through his means that the infe&ion was at

this time preferved, as, from being much engaged in

the country, I had fuffered my ftock to be exhaufled,

and was compelled to have recourfe to Dr. Sugrue

for a frefh fupply.

The whole of thefe I have inoculated fince the 6th
of June amount to above two hundred and feventy,
and 1n addition to this number, Dr. Sugrue tells me
he has inoculated fixty. The experience which I
have derived from thefe cafes tully confirms the re-
port, which had been made of the cow-pock by Dr.
Jenner, and the other gentlemen, who have fince fol-

lowed
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lowed him in eftablithing, by more extenfive expe-
rience, the truth of his difcovery. Indeed the mild-
nefs of the diftemper exceeded my moft languine ex-
pectations. Not above three or four of the children
had eruptions on the body, which quickly difappear-
ed without fuppurating. The conflitudonal fever
wzs remarkably mild.  In fome inftances the indifpo-
fition from it was {o flight, as almofl to elude ohfer-
vatton. In others no indifpofition whatfoever could
be oblerved, which indicated the conftitutional af-
feftion. A very few had fore arms, which, in oene-
ral, arole from the preflure of clothes, and were more
frequent after inoculation with a thread than in the
ulual way, probably-fromthe largenefs of the incifion,
when performed in the former method.

The inoculated cow-pockisnever attended with
the violent iymptoms, which affe& thofe who take the
difeale naturally, and the infe&ion is even faid
t0 become milaer in proportion to the number of
pcople who have been fucceffively inoculated with

it, and the more diftant the period at which it was
originally taken from the cow.

On the fecond or third day after inoculation, a
fmall fwelling may be fclt under the finger at the
punctured part, which is graduzlly elevated into a
pimple.  On the top of -this pimple a white fpot ap-
pearson the fourth or fifth day, which about the fe-

venth
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venth or eighth day 1s expanded in the form of a fmall
flat veficle, of a very faint blue colour, and filled
with a hmpid fluid, The edges of this veficle are

Imooth and regular, more elevated than the centre,
~wiich 1s marked by a dark fpot. In the ercater num-
per of inftances the conftitutional fever did not take
place “ull the eighth day, but it fometimes happened
as early as the fifth. The fymptoms which ufually ac-
company the conflitutional fever are flight ficknefs at
{tomach, increafed thirft, and quick pulie. In addition
to thele fymptoms, a few were attacked with head-
ach, vomiting, and diarrhoea. The febrile lymptoms
leldomcontinued longer than twenty-four hours, ex-
cept 1n two or three children breeding tecth, who,

from the additional irritation, were feverith for three
or.four da}}s, On the ninth, tenth, and eleventh day
the puftule affumes a darker hue, becoming more
hike the Imall-pox, until it terminates in a dark [cab,
for the moft part completely circular. Suchis the ufual
progrels of the fymptoms in the inoculzted cow-
pock. Sometimes, however, the veficle at the arm
1s later 1in forming, in confequence of which the con-
fittutional fever is alfo deferred. I am certain
1t nrritation be avoided the inflammation at the arm
will {feldom require the formality of medicated appli-
cations. When fuch arc thought neceflary a fold of
linen wet with a weak folution of fugar of lead, or

vinegar and water will be found luthcient.
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The peculiar efflorefcence which furrounds the
cow-pock puftule feldom appears before the gth day,
occupying a {pace fomewhat larger than a crown
plece. 1 am difpofed to confider this fymptom as
an evidence that the conftitution has been affeéted,
as I have never feen it occur previousto the period at
which the fpecific fever ufually happens. T he vivid
rednefs, which chara&erizes this fymptom has occa-
fioned confiderable uneafinefs in many who had no
previous opportunities of obferving the difeafe. It is,
however, attended with no ill confequences, and 1is

oiten difipated merely by taking infe&ion from the
arm.

There is fome difficulty in communicating the cow-
pock by inoculation, particularly if the infeGion be
not well prelerved. Lancets are. very {foon rufted by
the.virus, and hence become unfit for retaining the
“infe@ion. A method which feldom fails is to ino-
culate with fluid matter direétly from the arm of
an infelted perfon. The matter is in the beft {tate
for inoculation from the fixth to the tenth day. This
1s an objeét well worthy of attention, as onthe decline
of the puftule at the arm the {fecretion does not differ
from the matter of a common ulcer. By the uie of
fuch matter a confiderable inflammation is fometimes
cxcited at the arm, accompanied with feverifh {ymp-
toms, refembling thofe produced by genuine vaccine

- matter,
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2

matter. In this predicament attention-to the characic-
riftic marks of the true cow-pock can alone prevent
very fatal miftakes. A child of Mr. Haynes’s, apo-
‘thecary, of this city, was incculated with matter ta-
ken on the eleventh day ; the arm became inilameced,
the inflammation {pread, and on the fcventh day fhe
exhibited firong marks of confiitutional dilturbance,
as, quick pulfe, increafed ‘heat, and vomiung.
The inflammation terminated in a large 1rregular
fcab. A fecond inoculation was followed by nearly
fimilar fymptoms, but the conflitution was lefs affect-
ed, and the fcab, though by no means refembling that
which follows the cow-pock, was imoother at the
edges. It is remarkable that I could not collect as
much fluid matter as would {erve to inoculate one
perfon at any period after either of thele ndéculations.
The child has been fince inoculated a third time,
and at length thewed the true cow-pock on the arn,
but with very flight marks of indupolition.

1 had'fatisfied myfelf By actual oblervation ot the
fuperior mildnels and cflicacy of the cow-pock, bui

1 had not yet afcerrained, by my own cxperience, a
point of no lefs importance : and I confels, notwith-

ftanding my entire faith in' the ample and refpeétable
“teffimony advanced in favour of the anuvariolous
power of the cow-pock, that Ientered on this part

of my' tafl, not without apprchenhion. I mad:
D 2 ule

h'l-
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ufe of frefth variolous infeQion, taking care to make
theincifion deeper than is cuftomary. In moft of the
cales there was an interval of from one to two
months, between the period when the vaccine difeafe

was completely pafled, and that of the incculation for
the {mall-pox.

In one cafe only a wvariolous
pultule was formed on the arm, fo early as the

leventh day, which was not tollowed by the leaft con-
ftitutional difturbance or eruption. In the remaining
cales the punures appeared for two or three days
more than ufually inflamed, and then {uddenly de-
chined, without any further effe&.

I. R. Radcliffe, aged 2 years, }fons of Mr. Rad-
2. J. Radcliffe, aged 2 months, § cliffe, Henry-St.

',

3. —— dupple, aged 2 years, daughter of Mr. Sup-
- ple, Fifhamble-Lane;

4. Ann Notter, aged 5 months, daughter of Mr.

Notter, St. Patrick’s-Street ;

5. Peter
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&, Peter Reardon, aged I year and an half, fon ef
Mr. Reardon, St. Patrick’s-Street ;
6. William Kennedy, aged 19 vears, fervant to the
- Rev. Giles Lee :

7. 4 Negro Gir/, aged 18 years, fervant to Mr.
Smith, Nile-Street ;
S. 4 Boy, 3 ycars of age, iving with ditto ;

Q. Cowen, aged 4 months, daughter of Mr.
Cowen, Attorney ;
10. Broughton, aged 2 years, fon to Mr.

Broughton, Nile-Street ;

11. Ellen Barry, aged 2 years, daughter to Mr.
Barry, Mallow-Lane;

1£. Judith Herrick, aged 6 nionths, daughter to Mr.
Herrick, Cu rrahaly ;

13. William Gregg, aged 2 years, fon to Mr.

* Gregg, Attorney ;

14. M. Campion, aged 6 months, daughter of Mr.

Campion, Dromore.

Dr. Sugrue, inoculated two children, of Mr. Mont-
joy’s, Kyrl’s-Quay, who had palicd through the
vaccine difeafe laft June, with frefh [mall-pox mat-
ter, together with another child, who npever had

the cow-pock. The latter palled through the ftages
of the fmall-pox regularly; in the former the
punctures remained inflamed for three or four days
and then healed up. He alio inoculated two children
of Mr. Hayes’s, North Main-Street,

aiter having
had the vaccine difcafe,

with frefh variolous matter.
‘ The
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The pun&ures inflamed early, and continued fo for
feveral days, but no finall-pox puftule was formed.
In three more whom Dr. Sugrue inoculated; and nve
whom Iinoculated, with variolous matter, the event

was {imilar.

We (hould have extended our trials to a greater
number; but {rom fome fuperflitious notions, the
lower claffes were unwilling to allow their,children to
be inoculated a fecond tine. From the care which
was taken to ufe freth infeftion, and to avoid any fal-
lacy in this lmportant part of the inquiry, the
number will, however, nrobably appear fufficient,
particularly to fuch as are acquainted . with the
cxtent of the trials made in England, mentioned in
the early part of this work. The five marked in Italics
fhewed no {ymptom whatfoever of confiitutional fe-
ver, and if [ had not early learned to place coniidera-
ble reliance on the progrefs of the appearances at the
arm, 1 fhould {carcely have ventured to inoculate
‘them with the fmall-pox. Indeed if I were allowed
to conjefure upon a fact notfully afcertained, I

{hould be led to think that the arm can alone furnith
decided proofs of that change in the ¢onftitution,
-whichis to deﬁroy the fufceptibility to the variolous
‘a&tion. Fever 1s {o frequently excited in children
from the {lighteft caufes, that it muft be a very imper-
fe& criterion, and as the conftitutional change has
“been effe@ed without any obvious fymptoms of fe-
ver, though never without the chara&eriftic local
marks of cow-pock, the latter will probably hereaiter

claim all our attention.



COMPARATIVE VIEW

OF THE EFFECTS OF THE COW-POCK AND SMALL-POX.

The fa&ts I have ftated are fufficient to thew the
manifeft fuperiority which the cow-pock muft poflefs
in pra&tice over the fmall-pox. It has, however,
other advantages, which will appear in a comparifon
of the two difeafes, both in their immediate and re-

mote effeéls.

But I muft preuouﬂy notice a peculiarity attri-
~ buted to the vaccine difeafe, by Dr. Jenner, which,
if eftablithed, would deftroy all analogy between it
and other fpecific eruptions. He aflerts that the
cow-pock may be repeatedly taken by the {ame per-
{fon. In the infancy of this dilcovery, it 1s not won-
derful that imperfeét conclufions fhould be formed,
with refpe& to fome of the efleéis of a difeafe which
he had firlt obferved with the eye of an experienced
phyfician. In one of his late publications, Dr. Jen-
ner exprefles himfelf lefs pofitively on the fubjeét ;
more recent experience feems to have decided, that
though the eruption may occur, the conftitutional fe-
ver of the cow-pock never takes place more than once.
It 1s a matter of common obicrvaticn, that a nurle
who has had the fmali-pox, will, notwithftanding,
have a number of fpecks on her breafls ana arms.

irom
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irom fuckling a child in the difeafe, which wither
without occafioning any conftitutional affe&ion. The
vaccine 1Infedtion operates in like manncr, and
thus, what appeared a peculiarity which could not
be reconciled with the known laws of fpecific infec-
tions, {eems now, when better underftood, to thew

a perfe€t analogy between the Imall-pox and the
cow-pock..

Another opinion of Dr. Jenner’s was received with
very general {cepticiim, viz. that the cow-pock may
be communicated both locally and generally to a
perfon who had previoufly experienced the finall- -POX.
Dr. Jenner relates the cafe of a boy, the numerous
pitts on whofe face feemed toleave no room to doubt
of his having had the fmall-pox very leverely, who
took the cow- pock from inoculation, and had the con-
fitutional fever at the ufuzl period. In whatever man-
ner this cafe may be explained, fubfequent experi-
ments tend to prove, that when the vaccine eruption
occurs atter the {mall-pox, the fyftem is not affeéted.

To obtain a determination, with refpe& to this im-
portant queftion of fa&, Dr. Pearfon inftituted expe-
riments. Ten perfons who had long fince pafied
through the {mall-pox, of which Dr. Pearfon himfelf
was one, were 1inoculated with frefh vaccine infe&ion.
The efic€t on cach was merely flight local inflam-
natton at the arm, Which {oon withered without af-

' felting
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teCting the conflitution.* Dr. Richard Walfh of this
city, who very early took a decided part in favour of
the new 1noculation, and has been lately actively cn-
gaged 1n 1t, inoculated two of his children, who for-
merly bhad the fmall-pox, with frefh vaceine infe@ion
on the lecond day the pun&ures were very much in-
Hlamed, the inflammation was much lefs on the third

day, and completely {ubfided on the fourth.

If the {imall-pox thus renders the fyftem uniuicep-
tible of the aflion of the vaccine poilon, the inocu-
latton of the-cow-pock may be reforted to as a crite-
rion to alcertain in doubtful inflances, whether the
conflitution had undergone the variolous a&ion or
not.f As many perlons to whom the inoculated
mall-pox could not be communicated, though they
were repeatedly inoculated, have perithed afierwards
of the natural fmall-pox, fuch a tefi mufl be invalua-
ble to thole, who are in a flate of uncertainty on this
head. Mrs. Walfth, wife of the gentleman abovc-
mentioned, had been fourteen times inoculated for
the fmall-pox but without effet. Dr. Walih, who
was apprehenfive that the was flill liable to take the
imall-pox, and had frequently enjoined her to avoid
' 1D | ~ the

‘!

* See Medical and Phyfical Journal, vol. 2, p. 219, and
Medical Annals, vol. 4. p. 223.

T See Dr. Pearfon’s letter, Medical and Phyfical Journal, vol. 2.
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the cofitagion, was not a little rejoiced that he had
now the means in his power of fecuring her for ever
irom all danger of this formidable difeafe; he inocu-
lated her for the cow-pock. The progrefs of the
punctures on both arms were exa&ly nmilar to what
uiually takes place. The veficles were formed regu-
larly and on the feventh day fhe experienced fome
- ficknefs at ftomach, attended, asfhe informed me,
with an unufual general fenfation which fhe could
not deicribe.  Thefe fymptoms did not long con-
tinue, and were next day fucceeded by the bright
rednefs around the puftules, which I confider as a fign
that the conftitution was affeted. As this lady thewed
fuch evident fymptoms of the conftitutional fever,
it 1s very probable that in {pite of all the caution in
her power {he might at fome future period have taken
the imall-pox.

If at length more extenfive experience decide
that a perfon is not fufceptible more than once of
the cow-pock virus, and if it be alfo determined
that a perfon who has undergone the {mall-pox is
thus rendered unfufceptible of the conftitutional ac-
tion of the cow-pock, the cow-pock may turn out
to be merely a mild modification of the imall-pox.

Coﬁ;’p aralive
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Comparative danger of the two Diflempers.

In ordinary Cafes : According to the moil accurate
computations, the proportion of deaths from the in-
oculated fmall-pox amounts to one in two hundred, 1n
the middling and upper clailes of fociety. This agrecs
with the report of Phyficians of the greateft eminence
in England, as well as the moft refpeétable of the pre-
feflion in this city. But to whatever caule 1t may be
attributed the mortality among the poor 1s net lo
great, the proportion of poor children who die of the
inoculated fmall-pox being not above one. in five

hundred.

Since the commencement of the vaccine inocula-
tion at leaft twenty thoufand have been inoculated,
one of whom it is {uppofed died of the difcale. 1
have already {tated my realons for doubting that the
fatal termination of this cafe can, with juftice, be re-
ferred to the cow-pock. But to avoid difputation, let
us admit that the vaccine virys was the caufe of {o
unexpefled and uncommon a termination as the con-
vulfions which proved fatal 1in this cale: fiill the
danger from the cow-pock may be confidered as fo
trifling, as to deftroy all apprehenfions for the lives
of thofe inoculated with it.

In Pregnancy : 'The almolt ablolute certainty with
which abortion follows the imall-pox, and the con-

E 2 fequent
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lcquent danger to life, have deterred ‘pralitioners
from inoculating pregnant women. But evenin the
advanced ftages of pregnancy women have been ino-
culated for the cow-pock with perfe&t fafety to them-
fclves and their offspring.  Of this I had mylelf one
example: A woman fix months gone with child, hav-
ing the fmall-pox raging in the ncighbourhood, as
fhe had recent inftances of its mortality in her own
family, applied to me to be inoculated with the cow-
pock; fhe took the infection, and paffed through the
diicafe without any accident, the lymptoms proving

as mild as poflible.

In teething and other indifpofitions of Children - The

vaccine fever continued longer in children who were
breeding teeth, but without any other mark of en-
crealcd violence, nor was this uniformly the cafe with
all thele I 1noculated in this ftate. Three children
wio had thofe marks of gradual decay, which get the
name of Arrophv, had the difeafe mildly, but it pro-
duced no alteration in their conftitutions. I inocula-
ted one, who was very ricketty, and has fince re-
covered the ufe of his limbs. Several had cruptions
on their bodies; others were rendered weak by
previous difeafe, but all had the cow-pock with its
ulual mildnefs. Such inftances would lead one to
think that there 1s no flate of exhauftion or debility,

to



[ 29 ]

to which the fyftem may be reduced, which fhould

preclude the inoculation of the cow-pock, where it

leemed neceflary to prevent the invafion of the fmall-
poX.

{n advanced life: 1inoculated a man, £7 years of
age, his wife aged 40, and a neighbour aged 4.5, all

of whom had the difeafe very mildly.

!“

Dijjerences in their fubfequent effes: The fre-
quent occurrence of the Scrophula, or Evil, afier
the imall-pox has given rife to a well-known popular
prejudice, that the poifon of the Icrophula has been
communicated with that of the imall-pox, from one
tamily to another. Whatever reafon there may be to
doubt this opinion, from a confideration of the laws
of the animal cconomy, yet, its being fo very general,
proves the frequent appearance of the icrophula, after
the fmall-pox, where no pre-difpofition to it had be-
fore exifted, from an obfervation of this falt,
and hiftorical reference to the period when-{crophula
was firft known in Europe, it has been fulpected that
this difeafe was primarily occafioned, and is fiill con-

tinued by the fmall-pox.

It 1s not the leaft valuable charaéicriflic of the cowr-
pock, that no ferophulous Iwellings of the glands of

the
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the neck, or other fcrophulous affe@ion, has been
known to follow it in any of the numerous perfons
hitherto inoculated. With what additional pleafure
we fhall contemplate this difcovery, if,” by the more
general exiendfion of the vaccine inoculation, we fhall,
with the fmall-pox, exterminate another loathiome
diftemmper, in its ulumate effeéts no lels fatal,  and
from its fuppofed hereditary nature, infinitely more
dreaded than the Imall-pox.

\"'&w Jpees————— "
TR ...*.-E'u!:ﬂ!. :,‘_?L:'-u. .ﬂ' :

As ernptions feldom occur after the cow-pock,
and when they do occur quickly dilappear without-
fuppurating ; there are no marks from 1it, except on

the inoculated arm. If this advantage be little efti-
mated for its influence on health, yet it is of confi-
derable importance to beauty. Undoubtedly ino-

culation has much diminithed the number of
thofe who are horribly feamed by the imall-pox; yet,
even in this peint, inoculation of the imall-pox has,
probably, been over-valued; for 1t has been with

juflice remarked, that when the fmall-pox fails to

leave fuch deep marks of virulence as totally to change
the features and expreflion of the countenance, yet,
in a milder form, it frequently alters the delicate tex-

ture of the fkan, and banifhes thé roly hue with which

nature adorns her favourites.

, Tle



The Cow-pock is not injeious..

- Of this important fa& I had fome firong proofs laft

fummer. Inthemonth of auguft laft, I inoculated fifty
children with vaccine matter, which had been a few
days taken; whether the extreme heat of the wea-
ther had diminifhed the aivity of the virus, or that
I was not yet {ufhciently careful in the inoculation,
out of the fifty inoculated not above twenty fhewed
the difeafe at the ufual time : thinking this a fair
opportunity of determining whether the cow-pock
were infeQious, 1 fuffered the infeed children to
fleep as ufual with the uninfe@ed; the event jufii-
fied the opinion I had formed, as not one of thefe chil-
dren caught the diftemper. 1 foon after inoculated
them a {econd time with frefh infe&ion, from which

they took the cow-pock, and went through 1t with
the ufual fymptoms. |

But there have been ftill more decided proofs of “
the uninfe&iocus nature of the cow- pock. Children

who had not yet pafled through the fmall- -pox have
been made to breathe over the puftule at the arm,

previoully broken for the purpofe, without effed.
"The fkin has been alfo rubbed with recent vaceine
matter with iimilar* event, fo that the conclufion .is

” irreliftable,

* See Dr. Jenner’s further obfervations, &c. and Rev. Mr.
Kenney’s communication, page 10, of this work.
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irrefiltable, that the cow- pock cannot be communicated
without abrafion of the external fkin, or inoculation.

&

Hence where there may be objeftionsto a more gene-
ral inoculation, one childin a family may be inocu-
~lated without danger of infe&ing the reft.

The cow-pock differs from the fmall-pox in the earlier

acceffion of the [pecific fever.

It has been alcertained by accurate obfervation,
that the eruptive fever of {mall-pox commences exaét-
Iy fourteen days after expofure to its contagion ;* but
the vaccine fever generally begins on the {eventh or
cighth day, and {fometimes as early as the fifth or fixth
day after inoculation. Hence the dangerous effells
of the natural fmall-pox may be anticipated by inocu-
lating for the cow-pock, even {everal days after ex-

polure to variolous contagilon.

While I was on this fubject an inftance happened
in which, from not being applied to in time, Doétor
Bullen failed to anticipate the fmall-pox, by inocu-
lating for the cow-pock. Dr. Bullen finding this cafe
much milreprefented, was good enough to furnifh
me with the following {tatement of 1t, which will, I
hope, remove every doubt which may have been oc-
cafioned, either by a partial knowledge of the fadls,
or ignorance of the real nature of the diftemper :

<“ The

* Darwin’s Zoonomia, vol. 2.



[ 33 ]

¢ ‘The particular circumi{tances attending the cafe
<« of Mr. Blackledge’s child, which have been {o
“ much mifreprefented, are cxplicable in few words.
“ This infant, aged about eight months, fleptin the
« room adjoining that 1n which I attended a boy,
<« upwards of five years old, labouring under fevere
«« confluent Imall-pox, which ran the ordinary courle,
 and he wasin a f{tate of convalefcence, before any
¢ applicailon was made to mec to guard againft the
‘« confequence of {uch expefure by ineculation.—-
<« O&tober 19, I1noculated the child, together with
“ many others, with frefh vaccine matter, taken from
< the arm of a child in the neighbourheood ; the ufual
¢¢ appearances took place, and on the Wednefday
iz following (22nd. October) a {fevere fever with vo-
““ miting, and a coldnefs of the feet fupcrvened,
‘“ which was fucceeded next day by a copious crup-
« tion of Imall-pox of the conﬂuentt kind. . The
“ progrels cf the local inflammation of the incculated
¢ part leemed 1n no refpeét affe@led by the general
“ fever. At the end of the feventh day it was fuch as
““ was oblervable on the arms of the other children
‘“ inoculated at th¢ fame time, (among whom were
«« Mafier J. Connor, fon of Mr. Connor, Chaiterton’s
“ Buildings, Mifs Parks, daughter of Mr. Parks,
““ Limner, and my daughter Catherine) this child
‘“ hved tll the gth of November. This cafe cannot

“ be confidered as militating in any refpe& againft
E ‘“ the
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‘““ the new 1noculation, as the finall-pox took place
‘““ {o foon after the cow-pock inoculation, that the
‘“ general or conflitutional efle€t of the latter on the
“ {yftem, could not poflibly have taken place, and

‘“ conlequently it could not have afforded the child
¢ the Imalleft fecurity.”

Dr. Bullen farther obferves, that the quantity of
variolous eruption was {o great, after the feventh day,

as totally to obliterate the charafteriftic appearances
of the cow-pock on the arms.

To determine, experimentally, whether the inocu-
. lated cow-pock, or fmall-pox, would fooner affeét the
conftitution, Dr. Sugrue inoculated two children on
the' fame day with fina//-pox matter in one arm, and
with waccine in the other. Both pun&tures inflamed,
and the cow-pock puftule was regularly formed on
ecach. In one of them, after the fixth day, the period
at which the vaccine fever often occurs, the fmall-pox
puncture began to wither, but did not entirely difap-
pear until the tenth day. 1In the other, a puftule was
formed in the place where the punture was made
with fmall—pox matter; but it did not refemble the
genuine fmall-pox puftule, nor did it feem in the

leaft to affe&t the tyftem.

OBJECTIONS



HAVING proved the advantages whichthe vaccine
inoculation pofiefies over the variolous, in being lels
dangerous to life, infinitely milder, not infeciious,
and what is of confiderable importance, never tne
{fource of fcrophula, or any other unfavourable et-
fe& on the conflitution: It remains that I {hould
anfwer fome objeétions which have been urged againit
its introduétion into practice.

Perfons who have had the Cow-pock, are faid fo nave
afterwards taken the Small-pox.

If this obje&ion were well-founded, 1t i1s evident
that it would overturn the whole fabric, which 1t has
coft fo much labour and ingenuity to raile. But lct
us confider the matter with attention and our doubts
muft difappear. The evidence that the cow-pock
completely deftroys thefulceptibility to the tmall-pos,
is as refpeétable as was ever adduced in fupport of
any difcovery in phyfical fcieace. A number of pro-
feflional men,* whofe minds have been long habitua-

F 2 ted

* See Appendix.
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ted to inquiry, who are infinitely above the tempta-
tion of decciving others, as they are themfelves in-
capable of being deceived, have pledged their repu-
tations on the truth of this fa&. The tarmers in
England and Ireland, wherever the cow- pock has
been known to prevail, unite in their teftimony to
the lame effeét. Can the pealantry in different coun-
ties of. England, and in the fouth of Ireland, who
have little intercourfe with each other, have all en-
tered 1nto a combination with the faculty to impofe
upon mankind? Or, if this were poffible, could the
people, of all ranks, whofe children have been ino-
culated with the cow-pock, fuffer themfelves to be
univerfally the dupes of fuch a combination ? Since
the publication of Dr. Jenner’s book, in the year
1793, no perfon has, however, attempted to caution
the public againft the dcceit, while numbers could
not contain the warmeft exprefﬁons of their gratitude,
ana their fatisfaction of the truth of the difcovery.

I am aware that a cafe has been publithed,®* and
another has been mentioned to me in converfation,
in which the natural cow-pocl failed of fccuring the
Conﬁttuuon tfrom the {fmall-pox; but it is well known
that cows are fubjeét to other eruptions, which may
be tal en from them in the fame manner as the cow-

pock

e A Sy, A R e R

* Page 470, Welt of England Contributions. The cafes men-
tioned by Mr. Cooke, p. 392, of the fame work, exaély anfwer
the defcription given by Dr. Jenner, of the fpurious cow-pock.
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pock. From the defcription Dr. Jenner gives of one
of thele eruptions, it bears as clofe a refemblance to

the genuine cow-pock, as the chicken-pock has to
the fmall-pox. Hence I thould rather diftruft the
dilcriminating power of men, not particularly in«
terefted in {olving a queftion, which, though 1mpor-
tant at prefent, could not then have very forcibly
arrefted their attention, than conclude that the cow-
pock could have failed in what has been fince afcer-
tained by a great mafs of evidence* to be one of its
moft invariable qualitics.  Such reafoning cannot be
conlidered over-firained, when even profeflional men
have been miftaken in their early obfervations of the
cow-pock, which, like other diforders, in order to be
well known, requires to be repeatedly feen. Indeed,
wherever 1ts poewer of procuring exemption from the
imall-pox has becn doubted, T am fo certain that 1t
muft arife either from ignorance of, or inattention

to the local fymptoms, that I defy any two phyfici-
ans, who have each obferved twenty cales of ihe

cow-pock attentively, to have a difference of opinion
on the fubje&. It is cvident from the example of M,

Haynes’s child, that fevere local inflammation, fol-

lowed

- '

* Dr. Woodbville alone has inoculated one thoufand perfons, who

previoully had the cow-pack, with variolous infe&ion, without
communicating the fmall-pox to one of them.

1 Seepage 19. See alfo Medical and Phyfical Journal, vol. 4,

p- 2, torafimilar fadt, being the cafe of one of Lord Derby’s
children, in a letter from his lordthip to Dr. Denman.
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lowed by {mart general fever, may be occafioned in
children by inoculating with imperfeét matter. Hence

a want of efficacy may be attributed to the cow-pock,

which, in fa&, belongs to a common ulcer. As other
fa@s of a fimilar nature have occurred, I concelve
it a facred duty, which a phylician owes to {ociety, as
well as to his own chara&ter, not to decide too hafti-
1y ; but to wait ’till farther obfervation fhall either
confirm or deftroy his fufpicions; before he ules the
authority of his name to retard the influence of a
difcovery which promifes fuch incalculable benefits
to mankind. And here I cannot with-hold my tri-
bute of applaufe from thefe gentlemen, who, perhaps,
furprifed by the novelty of the faéts ftated by Dr. Jen-
ner, or mifled by the imperfect nature of their early
trials, at firft oppofed the new inoculation; but on
acquiring a more perfe&t knowledge of the fubject,
atoned for the temporary evil occalioned by their
oppofition, by a public recantation of their former

€rror.

" But if it is even granted that, in a few inftances,
the cow-pock may have failed of producing its ufual
cfe& on the conftitution, 1t is not lels certain that
the natural finall-pox has been lometimes taken after
the inoculated fmall-pox. The following inftance,
of this nature I relate on the refpefable authority
of Do&or Callanan: he inoculated two children with
variolous matter; the arms of both became inflamed,
and fuppurated at the ulual time; one of them had

~ acopious



a- copious eruption on different parts of the body,
while the other had only a few puftules, which Dr.
Callanan thought fufficient, particularly as he had
lain with the other during his entire illnefs. In ayear
aiter, however, this child was brought to Dr. Cala-
nan, with a fine diftin& natural fmall-pox. Now, I
alk, would a-ny one in his fenfes decline availing
himielf of the incculation of the fmali-pox, upon
hearing of a cafe of this kind? And if the inoculated
Imall-pox poflefles fuch advantages, as to induce
mankind to overlook {uch obje&ions, can they be
realonably oppofed to the inoculation of the cow-
pock, which is confidered, by high authority, to be
as much milder than the inoculated {mall-pox, as the

latter 1s unqueftionably milder than the natural fmall-
pox ¥

But, 1t may be faid, we are fatisfied that the cow-
pock ailords a temporary proteétion againft the {mall-

pox; but, granting that it may render the body un-
fulceptible of this difeafe for a month, or a year,

may not 1ts influence ceafe at fome future period?
And,. are not people inoculated with the cow—pock
doubly expofed to danger, from the confidence and
fecurity with which they are infpired? If the cow-
pock were known only fince the ra of its inocula-
tion by Dr. Jenner, fuch reafoning .may - occafion .

¥ . -

* Do&tor Woodville.
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,heﬁt,ation* in timid minds ; but, fortunately, there is
‘a number of cafes recorded of perfons who have had
the cow-pock from thirty to above fifty years ago,
who have fince been frequently inoculated, or ex-
 pofed at different times to the effluvia of imall-pox,
and have neverthelefs efcaped this diftemper. There
‘are feven cafes of this nature mentioned by Dr. Jen-
ner, in onec of whom the interval between the ume
of infe&ion of cow-pock, and inoculation of {mall-
pox, was fifty-three years: and five by Mr. Fermor.
In addition to the cafes given in the beginning of this
work, in confirmation that the antivariolous power of
the cow-pock, is not fugitive, but permanent, 1 beg
leave to infert the following :

CASE XIV.

OF THE NATURAL COW-POCK.

Johanna Sullivan, aged 50, (cook-maid at Doltor
Richard Walfh’s of this city) when fhe was 13 years
of age, was brought with a number of other children
to a dairy, for the purpofe of being infected with a
diforder of cows, called the Shinach, which, by the
general belief of the neighbours, would {ecure for
‘ever fuch as took it from the {mall-pox. She and the
other children were made to fqueeze the cows’ teats

i1l their handsand fingers were covered with the fluid
matier
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matter of the diforder. . She recollects that a nuwsber
of the children did not take the difeafe ; fhe, however,
had one pimple on her hand, which inflamed and {up-
purated. When the was twenty years of age {he was
twice inoculated by Mr. Godwin, an apothecary at
Bantry, without effe&t; but on hearing trom her mo-
sher that {The had the difeafe above-mentioned, he de-
clined inoculating her a third tume, alleging that there
wasnot the fmalleft danger of her ever taking the imall-
pox, as he could aver from expericnce. ohe has
fince refided in Cork, where fhe was frequently cx-

pofed to fmall-pox, particularly about eleven years
ago, when the grand-children of the late Mr. Atuwell

Hayes, with whom fhe then refided, were inoculated.
In order, as the {aid, 70 be fure of herfelf; {nelay with
the children four nights in the height of the eruption,
but did not take the difeafe.

The following cafes were contained 1n a letter from
a near relative of the family, and deferve particular
attention from the refpectable nature of the evidence.
As I cannot well feparate the cafcs, from the other
interefting information on the fame beJC& I prefer

publifhing the whole together:

CASES XV. & XVI.

g

e ¢ Tt 1s fort y years {fince m V Mo ther (M 'S,
- Lotter) had the cow-pock. She recolledts hnmﬂ had

- L IR L ol T B
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two pimples on one hand, which were much inflamed,
and afterwards went on to fuppuration. She was ino-
‘culated 16 years ago,and {ince expoled to the infe&ion
of Imall-pox 1n various ways, without taking it, which
has been attributed to her having had the cow-pock,
untverially known among our farmers by the name.
of Shinach. I was laft night {peaking to my grand-
mother (Mrs. M<Carthy) on the fubje&. She had
the cow-pock fiity years ago. Her account agrees
with my merther’s. She had the eruption on one hand,
and, the fays, fhe never in her life experienced fo
much pain as while the inflammation lafted. She has
never been inoculated, but was vety often expofed
to the Imall-pox without taking it. At the time fhe
had the dileale, there was {carcely a {pring that the
cows were not affeéted with 1t; and it was {o univer-
{ally believed that thole who took it were ever after
exempted from the fmall-pox, that people expofed
themfelves as much as poflible to it. My grand-mo-
ther, who 1s above eighty years old, fays, that the
fame opinion always prevailed in this country.”

Having, as I conceive, fully anfwered the moft
welghty objeflions to theinoculation of the cow-pock,
1 thould decline noticing others which are chiefly ver-
bal, were I not convinced that words have often a
poweriul effe& upon the mind, even when they are
ufed without any-definite meaning. Thus the cow-
pock has been called a beftial humour, and .in one

fenfe
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{enfe the expreflion is appropriate: but the oppeonents
of the new inoculation muft have thougnt very mean-

ly of the public intelledt, to fuppele that this word,
repeated with peculiar emphatls, would have futh-
cient magic to impece ‘he bencficial eife&s, of a «ii-
covery, 1o i’tr(;ngly marked with charalters of trutk.

But it has been infinuated that this beftial humou
may occafion lome morbid change in the human con-
flitution., for which, the power which 1t poflciles »t
deﬁroying the fufceptibility to the fmail-pox, can ki
ill compenfate. But this 1s evidently a gratuicus
fuppofition, Which will deferve refutation when it is
fupported by faéts. From the comparative vicw
“which I have taken of the two diftempers, it appears
that the fmall-pox isnot only a much {evercr aileale,

but, that its agency on the conflitution, caules other
diftempers which are ultimately as faral 1n their cl-

fe&s, and infinitcly more deftruétive to human hap-

pinefs.

3

A parent, whom I advifed to have his child 1n-
oculated with the cow-pock, alked, why {lhould 1
try experiments oi my child? Give me the good old

~ {fmall-pox, with which all my family have been herc-
tofore inoculated, and referve this new pock for thole
who relifh novelties! But, < an cxperiment isfome-
thing done to dilcover an unccrtain or unknown ci-
fect, and when ufed on the human fyftem, gencrally
G 2 - implics
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implics fome rifque. In this fenfe the inoculation
for the cow-pock cannot now be properly called an
cxXperiment, as its power of fecu ring | the conftitution
from the fmall-pox, as well as its being totally defti-
tuie oi danger, has been already proved in feveral
thoufand inflances; bur, long as the inoculation of

Imall-pox has been pracliced, it is ftill more delerving
of the name of an experiment, as you expole your
child to a certain immediate danger to avoid a future
onc. With refpe& to another part of your argu-
ment, 1 cannot perceive the wildom of adhering to
a noxious practice, mercly, becaufeitis old.” This
foning was fufficient to convince my friend, who,

nakmg allowance for his attachment to old cuftoms,
was, in other refpe@s, a man of fenfe,

In the {hort period which has paﬁéd ﬁnce I began
this work, I find that the vaccine inoculation has
gained a great acceflion of profelytes among the fa-
culty 1n this city ; and, that the difeafe has preferved
1ts mild charaéter in above two hundred cafes, befides

ihclc cnumerated in this work. I wifh to make the
difpoiition of my mecdical brethren known, that it
n:ay induce fome of the numerous public {pirited
ocntlemen of this city, toform an inflitution forino-
culating the poor with cow-pock. In this period of
fear.1ty, 1t would bea moft defirable obje to check
the progrels of a malady, which, from its more than
ufual fataity among the poor, adds confiderably to

f.u | the
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the miferies of their fituation. By promoting a ge-
neral inoculation of the cow-pock in this city, and
the neighbowring towns, the fmall-pox would be ut-
terly exterminated from this part of Ircland: the
example would fpread, *ill the whole kingdom would
be treed from one of its moft dreadful icourges. An

inflitution for this purpofe may be formed at little

expence, by annexing it to the Difpenfary, as has
been a&tually done at York.

If my readers agree with me, as to the influence
of Dr. Jenner’s difcovery on human happinefs, they
muit feel the moft lively gratitude to its author: my
feeble praife could add little to the luftre of a name,
which will be pronounced with veneration by the
moft diftant nations, and by the rzmotcft pofterity :
for as the advantages of his difcovery cannot be con-
fined within the limits of any age or country; he is
defiined to enjoy that enviable Ipecies of immortality,

which belongs exclufively to the great benefadtors of
mankind. "



Declaration of the London Phyficians, and Surgeons,
in favour of the Cow-pock.

MANY unfounded reports having been circulated,
which have a tendency to prejudice the minds ot the
public againft the inoculation of the cow-pock ; we,
the underfigned Phyficians and Surgeons, think 1t
our duty to declare our opinion, that thole perfons
who have had the cow-pock, are perfeétly fecure from
the infe&@ion of the fmall-pox, provided fuch 1nfec-
tion does not exift in the {yftem at the time of the

inoculation for the cow-pock.

We alfo declare, that the inoculated cow-pock, 1s
2 much milder and fafer difeafe than the inoculated

{mall-pox.

William Saunders, M. D. James Sims, M. D.
Matthew Baillie, M. D. Yohn Sims, M. D.
Henry Vaughan, M. D. William Lifter, M. D.

Maxwell Garthfhore, M. D. Robert Willan, M. D.

John Coakley Lettfom, M. D. C. Stranger, M. D.
Alexander
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Alexander Crichton, M. D, Samuel Chilver.

Thomas Bradley, M. D. J. M. Good.
‘Thomas Denman, M. D. = James Horsford.
John Squire, M. D. Francis Knight.
Richard Croft, M. D. James Leighton.
Robert Batty, M. D. James Moore.

R. J. Thornton, M. D. Thomas Paytherus.,
Richard Dennifon, M. D. Thomas Pole.
Henry Chine. J. W. Phipps.
Edward Ford. John Ring.

Aftley Cooper. James Simpfon.
John Abernethy. H. L. Thomas.
Jofeph Hurlock. Jonathan Wathen.
William Blair. ‘F'homas W hateley.
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