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Art. V.? Observations on Fractures of the Neck of the Thigh-bone.
I3y #. EaRLE, Esqg. F-R-S: &c. &c.

1 beg legve, through the medium of your highly respectable
Journal, to correct am inaccuracy it = critical work, which I
lately published, on Fractures of the Neck of the Femur. At
page 415 1in galluding t° =2 preparation containedl H? Mz .
Langstaff's museum, ©Of a case of double fracture within and.
external to the cgpgyle, I have stated that "firm ]ligamento-
cartilaginous union had taken place." Mr. langstaff has ob-
1igj_ng1y corrected the error into which I had f3llen, and, with
his usual liberality, has afforded me anot.:her opportunity of
examining the preparation alluded to, which I find to be yery
accurately described by Sir pgtley Cooper. O the former oc-
casion when I visited this collection, 1 had not the benefit of
Mr. Langstaff's attendance to explain the individual specimens;
and, from the short notes which I then mgde, it is very clear
tlllat I must have mistaken the preparation in question. I con-
sider this declaration due to Sir Astley and myself, and shall be
much ohliged by your giving early publicity to it. At.the same
time I beg to observe, that the absence of union in this case
does not, in the Slightest degree, invalidate the reasoning which
I have employed; and that I still consider that the fracture
within the articulation would prevent the motions of the pelvyis
from being communicated to the fracture external to the g5
sule, and consequently that me comparison can ke drawn be-
tween the two fractures; as the one within the articulation
would be liable to participate in every motion of the trunk and
pelvis, while that external to the capsule, from the very cir-
cumstance 0f the double fracture, would be in great measure
secured from gny such jnterryptions t© bony union. Added to
which, it is right to observe that the central portion between the
two fractures, being nearly insulated, would be placed under
much less favourable circumstances for ynion, than when con-
nected with the shaft of the bone. These two facts are fully
sufficient to account for the want of those reparative efforts

which commonly take place in simple cases Of fracture within
the articulation. HENRY EARLE,

P.S.?Since the above letter was yritten, I have had an op-
portunity of reading Sir Astley Cooper's reply t° my observa-
tions, in an appendix to his third edition , and, =s that work
contains many very heavy charges against me, it is incumbent
on me to endeavour to repel them.

In the first place, I am Charged with an attack on the honour
a'nc'l cre.dit of Guy's Hospital. To this I offer my, most unqua-
hlfled disavowal of any such intention, °r of the slightest ini-
mical fee]_ing towards gy, individual connected with it. No
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j_mpartj_a]_ person <an possibly draw sus:h an inference from any
part of my work; unless, indeed’ Sir A. C. has so entirely
identified himself with that noble gchool, that to difter from him
in opinion ecan be construed into an attack ypon the whole in-
stitution. No petty motives of rivalship influenced me in-
taking the gteps which I have fpollowed, but = conscl'ierlltious
feeling that an advocate for the possibilit of urliCI>1’1 within the
articulation was imperiously called for. If I had wished to have
contrasted one school with the other, I might have str.engthened
my <ause by gtating that the doctrines which I have inculcated
are entertained by mest of the able associates with whom I am
connected, and are taught by the eloquent 34 highly-gifted
Professor, who has so long been an ornament and gypport to St.
Bartholomew's.

I am next charged with misleading the rising generation with
incorrect surgical principles, and Sir Astlev is led to exclaim’
."Good God! is this written by =» English surgeon?7' It is
even g, and hy one who hopes to have some claim to that ho-
nourable title should he succeed in restraining the rough and
useless freedom of examination which he has too often witnessed
in these cages, and in egtablishing in its room a train of more

rational and less injyrious diagnostic symptoms, sufficiently
cllear to direct the judgment of any ©@c competent t° the prac-
tice of his profession.

To the charge of misrepresentation at page 22, T distinctly
plead met guilty, and feel confident of a verdict in my favour.
Sir A. Cooper, 3¢ page 146 of his ]arge work, lays down Certlain
r1l.11es with respect to fractures external to the capgule, ®° which
lie admits that there arelexceptions . then follow three cases in
proof of the pogitions laid down | but ynfortunately, =o far from
illustrating’ they are all in direct OppOSitiOH to them. Whlen
this inconsistency s pointed out, Sir A. C. charges ™< with
misrepresentation, and wishes the cases in question *° be con-
sidered as illustrative of the exceptions t° his rules , .and g0, ,
indeed, in the next edition, with some trifling alterations and
additions, they may Pe made to gppear; but, 2= they 3¢ present
stand in the first and second editions, there rannot Ibe any rea-
sonable doubt of their hearing the interpretation Which has been
put upon them, by many ©ther persons 2= Well as myself. It
Sir A. C. really intended them as exceptions to his more ene-
ral rules, he should have stated so more Clearly and intelligibly;

but Surely no critic can be falrly Chargeable with mjrslrepresenta_
tion in consequence ©°f the author's want of sufficient perspi-

cuity. With much greater justice, I might complain of the
allusion which has been to the case of fractured olecranon, at

page 15, 2= unfairly and partially quoted. I relating that
case, I openly and candidly avowed the mistake under which I
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laboured, with a view to caution others from fa]]ipg into the

same error, by fOllOWiIlg too implicitly the dOCtII'iHES of the
schools; and I have c]_ear]_y proved that, 12 the casel%q question,
not one of the symptoms existed, which are described by Sir
CT and other systematic writers. .
’)fIt 1.s not my 1nte.nt10n alt present to .lanswer the various parts,
°L this appendix in detail; but, having rebutted the several
charges which have been brought against me, ! shall beg leave
to notice a few pagsages 1" tP® appendix, which might lead to
= misunderstanding ©f my work.

With regpect to the case of Spilling, mentioned at page 14,
had nothing to do with the treatment of him, and believe that
but little was done to restore the limp, because it was evident
that the patient was dyj_ng of a diseased liver.

The preparation 1% the (ollege museum, alluded to at g
2], 1 value so little, that I have not even mentioned it in my
work. It was taken from a patient who was burnt to death
and I could learn nothing respecting it but that she was gyp-

posed to have dislocated her thigh’ which was never properly
restored.

With respect to the case of Shortening (page 16,) o the ex-
tent of four jpcheg, I have only te observe, that the question at

issue is pegpecting the degree ©f shortening immediately comse-

cutive to the accident. 1 have myself expressly stated, at page
43, " that in old neglected cases, where no union has taken

piace, there will often be yery considerable ghortening, in con-
sequence Of the absorption °t the neck within the articulation.
Precigely such is the case in the preparation in question< but
surely this cannot be gravely brought forward in proof of the
degree °f shortening immediately after the accident.  Sir Astley
has employed the man's high-heeled shoe as a gtt-uge ; Put this
is very fallacious, as the direction of the whole thigh would be
altered, and the knee would be slightly bent, which would in-
erease the gpparent degree °f shortening, =ven supposing the
actual shortening; not to exceed two and a half inches.

At page 7, 8ir A. (Cpoper has said that " no grgument <a»

ever settle the question of the possibility of union, which can
only be decided by observation." This is undoubtedly true.,-
but it is equally =° that the question mever can beT de01dled in
the affirmative by following the doctrines which lie has incul-
cated, as the practice which Sir Astley recommends and follows

renders union p, bone = moral inpogsibility, By reasoning,
however, I hope that | have shown that there is no actual law in

the animal economy prOhlbltln% such union.. By reasoning I
have endeavoured to explain the causes which have hitherto

comI:ributed £ interrupt bony union ;, and by reasoning I hope
to induce my professional brethren not to abandon these cases
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aslhopeless‘ I am well aware that my work is deficient in posi-
tive evidence , but I trust that I IhaVe assigned satisfactory
reasons for the results having been hitherto so generally unsuc-
cessful.

If there had existed moxre positive evidence on this disputed
question, the doubts at pregent entertained could not have pos-
sibly been maintained by any person and y, humble pen
would not have been required i* support ©Ff the pogsibility of

union. The present inquiry will, ! hope, lead to the solution
of the difficulties which have hitherto involved this subject, and

to the elucidation of truth, ?the great end and object of
inquiry.

When, however, I find it acknowledged, even by Sir -Astley
Cooper, that perpendicular fractures, through the neck and

head of the fenur, through the patella, and through the olecra-
non, will unite by bone, I cannot admit that a different law

influences transverse fractures in the same parrg, The difference
consists in the more perfect adaptation of the broken partg, and

my

the more permanent state of rest, and not om any deviation
from the laws of the animal cconomy. Det us then direct cur
whole attention to this one object, and by improved means en-
deavour to gccomplish this desirable end.  Instead of indulging

in angry discussions, and anxiously seeking for additional proofs
of non-union, let us steadily exert ourselves in endeavouring to
prevent deformity @nd lameness, and to restore our patients to
the perfect use-of their limbs. By having pursued IthlS plan, I
=am happy t° say that I can produce several living instances of
complete success ; and, should my W& life be sufficiently pro-
longed, and the prejudices ©f the public against anatomical in-
vestigations met prohibit, ! shall hope =ome day to produce wn-

equivocal proofs im support ©f the pogsibility °F bony union.
I shall conclude for the present these Observations, with re-

iterated assurances that I entered on this inquiry, 2= = public

duty, with much repugnance | and that I feel truly sorry that
what I have stated should have created zn}' angry feeling in Sir

Astley Cooper's mind. In gpimadverting on that gentleman's
work? I have only touched on those pyrig which were of im-
portance t°© the subject under discussion, and no unfriendly o=
personal feelings for a moment influenced my mind. I sincerely

feel, and hope always to feel, sentiments of yegpect @74 regard
towards that gentleman, and of cordial good—will towards my

professional brethren, connected with the excellent school of
which he is so distinguished = member.

George-street; September 13th, 1823.



