Mr. simmons, on thefata] EffeSis of the (cefai'ean Operation. 27T

To the Editors of the Medical and Phyfical Journal.
Gentlemen,

The maxim inculcated by writers on furgery, that = wound of thf, uterus

¥ mortal, is confirmed by the yniformly fatal event of the Cafrrean
Action.

The operation is, notwithflanding, infilled on by fome practitioners, in
= fpeculati've cafe; this, however, they have failed to defcribe, and the

accoucheur is confequently left to conjecture the right application of their
dodtrine.

itlna§z be ufeful to enquire into the exiftence of this fuppofed cafe; and

slfo i .
to fix a pnnup] e for the government of our conduct.

To
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TO do this, it will mot be peceffary to enter into nice calculations of th?

dimenfions of the pelyis; for a general ftatement of the gueftion will, I
think, fuffice, and lead to an obvious and app'ofite conclufiori.

I can conceive, that an incifion might be made into the right ventricle
of the heart, and that a polypus might be extraged from its cavity; that
the lips of the wound being brought into contact, anion by the firft
intention might take place, and the patient recover.

& wound of this ,rqan has, however, proved invariably fatal; fo that,
Thould fuch a projeft be put in execution, the operator might be deemed
quilty of murder. The cyyelty of fuch an experiment would not be lef-
fened by the pojjibility of a recovery, as all rational pra&ice muft reft ort
moral evidence. To app]_y this argument ©° the Cxfafean fettion : Suppofe
the pelyig of 2 woman to be fo diftorted as to prevent the delivery of her
child through its contra&ed aperture, and that it fhall be certainly known
that the child is alive, and ftrong; as the mother would die undelivered,
and the child pight be faved, would not thefe circumftances juftify the

performance ©f the gperation ?
This, I conceive, conftitutes the only cafe in which « reafoning mind
Yfould ever entertain a thought of performing it.

All the eyperience Of this country informs ys, that the Crefareaft fegiorc
will prove fatal' to the mother; and therefore the whole queftion turns on
this fingle pOiIlt, Whether the mother's life fhall be facrificed to fave her
child ?

T anticipate that -the anfwer yill, in general, e In the negative; for,
befides that the intention of employing profefiional affiftance is to faye, and

not to deftroy; the legillature has not thought fit to ena?t a ftatute Of
indemnity for this particular cafe ; and the fixth commandment fays

" Thou JJ}alt do no murder."

Both divine and human laws then prohibit the employment ©f meansx

which will be deftruftive to the parent, though certainly prefervative of the
life of her child; and o perform the gperation, even in the above-defcribed

2cafe, would be to exercife a power in opposition to thofe omnipotent authori-
ties.

The queftion then is ftopped in limine, and our attention muft be confined
folely to the mother; as the confederation of faving ber child cannot be

entertained, without preyioufly determining to deftroy her-

But this is pytting the queftion moxre favourably than experience warrants,
ibr the figIlS by which we muft judge of the ftate of the child before birth,



fire inconclufive of its real condition; and, confequently, fhould the mother's

Kfe be yielded to its intended prefefvation, difappointment might even

precede her melancholy cataftrophe, in the extragion of a fcetu? already
dead.

This view of the fubjeft leads to an Obvious deduftion, that the Cadareau
fe&ion is inadmiffible during the parent's life; and hence is derived a rule,
at once plain and precife, to direft our conduct on this trying occafion; for>
when other means fail to gocomplilh the delivery, o are deemed inex-
pedient, we can only deplore the jniferable fyfferings of the patient, and

e infufficiency of art to relieve themj and the difpofal of life muft be lefc
to Him who

gave it

Manchester; Aug. 21, 1799. W. SIMMONS* .



