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1L An Account of a Gentleman's being Cut for
the Stone in the Kidney, with a brief Engui-
ry into the Amiquity and Prallice of Ne-
phrotomy.

Ephbrotomy reftraining its Sigpification to Cutting in-

N the Kidney for the Stone, is an Operation which
hath been hitherto [0 little pratifed,and always thought
to be artended with {fo much difficulty and danger, that
very few of thofe Authors who have treated of the
Difeafes of the Kidnyes, and particularly of the Stone
there, havethought it worth their while to mention it ;
and they who have, have done it generally to condemn
it. Some indeed have imagined, that Hippocrazes in
hisBook De Intern. Affed. hath commanded the Ope-
ration ; where, enumerating the Difeafes of the Kid-
nies and their Cure, he hath thefe words, Quum ax-
tem intumuerit & elevatus fuerit, [ub id tempus juxta
renem fecato 8 extrailo pure, arenam per urinam cientia,
Janato. " Sienim fedlus fuerit, fuge [pes eff, (in minus,
morbus bomini commoritur : and Sinibaldus in particular,
Antiph. Hippocr. 4. 1. 5. upon thefe words of Hippo-
crates, who he tells us (as Macrobius had done long
before) tam fallere quam falli nefcit, is fo folicitous to
have this unknown Pralice, as he callsit, Revived,
that he paffionately exhorts the Freach and Roman Sur-
geons to make the Experiment upon Brutes, that they
might with greater dexterity and readinefs perform it
upon Men; but with Submiffion, he {ecems to infer
more from FHippocrates's words, then upona duc Ex-
amination they will be found to tear, not confidcring,
as he oughe, the Conditions which Hippocrazes requir:s;
for te fay nothing of mzuvew w72 v vepegr, jevia
renew
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renem fecare,as himfelf, Mercarialis, Foefius and others have
rendred it,or ad Regionem renis, as F.Martinus ; who, if
miftake nog, is the fingle Perfon that hath exprefly
Commented upon this Book of &ippocrates, but deciy.
ces no fuch Pradtice from thefe words) but admitting
it in as large a fence as he will, and that Hippocrate:
did intend (asI fuppofe hedid) that we fhould cur in
renem as Fr. Roffetus Traoflates it; yet I fay, if
he had confidered the Conditions which Hippocrates’s
requiresto precede the Operation,there would be no fuch
occafion to Practice upon other Animals, to render 3
Man dextrous when acing (according to Hippocrates
Directions ) upon Humane Bodies: for ’tis not fuffi-
cient that we take our Indications only from the com-
mon Symptoms of the Stone, be they never fo gric-
vous and never {0 evident ; but there muft be an Apo-
ftem too, éerwy 7 7@, fays he, and that is to mani-
feft it felf externally by a Tumor Submy & dzoidiey
%, #agbn. And then indeed, the neceflity and reafon
of the Operation are fo obvious, and the Difficulty fo
lictle, that no Man ought to decline it. T quarrel
not with Siwibaldus, or the reft, for propofing this or
any other Operation, whereby the Art of Healing may
be advanced, or the Miferies of Mankind relieved 5
but for perverting this paffage of Hippocrates, and
abufing his Authority to Countenance a Practice which
I am confident Hippocrates knew mnot, and in this
place, nor, for any thing that appears in any other,
neither advifed ncr intended. Of Apcftems inthe Kid-
nies,»occafioned by an Inflammation (for from an Inflam.
mation to an Abfcefs, the tranfition iseafie) and from
other Caufes exclufive of the Stone, and of Matter
difcharged thence by opening, examples are {6 frequent,
that there is nothing wonderful in that Cafe’; snd a-
ny Man whohath miffed, or is furprized at an Ini‘mnc?
0
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of that in his own praltice ; may be fupplied with va-
riety enough, from many of thofe Authors who have
made it their bufine(s to Publith Obfervations.. And
moft of thofe who have written of Nephritic Difcafes
in-general, have taken care to deliver the manner of
treating them, tho’ it be not the defign of their Writing
to furnith us with particular Cafes.

Nor do we want Inftances of Apoftems in, the Kid.
nyes, occafioned originally from the Stone there, and
manifefting themfelves by a “Tumour, upon opening of
which,Stones have been difcharged with the Pus, or have
been foon after removed, and this is the very Cafe which
Hippocrates fuppofes, and upon which he juftly advifes
the Pratice. ,

Some Obfervations we have of ‘Stones which have
gradually wrought themfelves ont of the Kidney, with.
out any preceding abfce(s, an inftance of which (te
mention no more) we have in Tulpius, L. 4. 05f 28,
(whofe Authority when he writes from Autopfy, I take
to be as unqueftionable as any Mans) of a Perfon who
having long labour'd with the Stone inthe Kidnyes
(which was hereditary to him) had at length one dif-
charged through his Loins, which occafioned a Fiftula,
through which his Urine continued to flow with the Pus
for a long time ; for the hedling of which, after many
fruitlefs Attemts, all that they could effeét, was only
to clofe the external Orifice, which locking in the mat-
ter, forced it into the Abdomen, which throwing him
into a Fever killed him. And this, among other mif-
chiefs, Zulpius makes ufe of,as nomean Argument againft
the Pra&tice of Nephrotomy. But whatever fome Men
have inferred from Hippocrates, ’tis my Opinion, that
we have no manner of Evidence, that Nephrotomy was
pracifed in his time, orin many Ages after. For Cel-
Jus (who, by Hearnius his leave, is valuable for fome-
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thing befides the Purity of his Stile) is filent in the mas-
ter, altho’ he be o particular and accurate in his Dif-
cour(e of cutting for the Stonein the Bladder. And Ga-
len himfelf, whofe, way is to fay all he can upon his
Subjeét, and is copious enough upon Difeafes of the Kid-
nyes, efpecially the Stone, mentionsit not.; which, had
it becn in ule in his Days, or perhaps beiore him, would
bardly have efcaped him. Cardan indeed, De-lidr,
propr. p. 149. ed.. Lugd. miftaking Hippocrates with
the reft, reckons it inter deperdita, and is pleafed (with
his ufual rudenefs) among other Operations, to attri-
bute the lofs of this. to Gales, and tor no other reafon,
but becaufe he omitted to menticn it. But this froma
Perfon whofe Candor and Judgment are not always
without exception, without betier Arguments, is of
fittle import ; efpecially if we remember how pleafed
he feems, with every advantage which he fancies
he hath over him; how frequent he is in expo-
fing him, and with what contempt he often ufes him,
not coofidering how very open himfelf lyes in almoft
all his own voluminous Writings : --And yet this fur-
mize of Cardans (or whoever el(e dreamed before him)
was Autherity fufficient to an Author as fanraftical as
he, Dr. Meric. Cafaubon in his Cenfure of the Royal
Society, to reproach the memory of Galen, and with
juft as much reafon and equity. But if his Silence be
all the reafon they have (and there is no other imagina-
ble) then are Celfus and Ruffus, who preceded him, and
Arateus, who was at leaft his Contemporary, equally
to be blamed, But indeed there are no footfteps. that T
canDifcover among any of the Greek or Latin Phyficians,
iome of which being very fullupon allNephritic Cafes,cana
not be fuppofed univerfally to have omitted fo important
1 Practice, had it been in ufe among them: Tho” an
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Abfels ia the Kidnyes, and the Method ot Cure,
be, what f{everal of them do mention, as well as the
Moderns,

The firft light which I can pretend to difcover of
the Operation, as prattifed in our Cafe, is among the
Arabians, tho’ even by them with an intention to dif
courage and deter all Men from the Attemt ; for Se-
rapéon, who is placed by Wolfgangus Fuftus, berwxt the
Tenth and Eleventh Century, tho' by Rews. Morean
three hundred years earlier,gives his Opinion of it thus ;
Tradl. 4. ¢. 22. Quidam antiguoram preceperunt lapi-
dem renum extrabi cum ferro incidente retro fuper latus
duorum iliorum in loco renum.  Ego autem video quod -bec.
audacia eft dificilis vebementer 8. adminifbratio iftius
curationis eft maxime pericalofa & fufpecta de morre;
Who thefe Ancients were that adviled, I coafefsto
be beyond my ConjeGure ; it being, as I have faid,
to be found in none of their Writings, which have re-
mained to our times ; uniefs we may be allowed to {ay,
that he alfo had mifundetftood Hippocrates, as fome
have manifeftly done fince. Betwixt 12 and rjoc
Avjcen had much the fame Opinion, both of tihe Pra-
&ice and the Prattitioners ; Sunt qui. laborant extra-
bere ipfum per incifionem ilii & per dorfum. Sed eft.
magnus timor in eo & operatio ¢jus qui rationem non habet.
Pag. 361. ed. Ven. 1562, 'The difference of their
Sentiments being only, that one thought it the Undes-.
tzking of a Mad-man, theother of a Confident Fellow ;
but from Avicen’s Words, there is fome colour to be-
lieve that it was practifed in his Days, tho’ undoubted-.
Iy, if it were, from -his talking fo flightly of ir, it
was only by Perfons of a mean Character, fuch perhaps
as our Mountebauks, who having no regard or concern
for the lives of Men, and little Reputation of their own
to Joofe, venturg boldly, and fometimes fucceistally,
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apon thofe things which wary and more judicious Men
avoid. But, notwithftanding Avices’s words, that it was
very rarely, if atall, practifed among the Arabians them.
felves, T think 2 Man may very reafonably infer,
from the general Silence of all the reft of their
Writers.

Among the Modetns, as well asI can inform my felf,
Fr. Roffetus libr. de partu Cafareo feems to have been
the firtt ; who, to make that Operation, for the fake
of whichhe wrote his Book, obtain, by relating others
which were Analogous, began ferioufly to advife the
Practice; tho, after all his endeavouss, he is not able
to produce one Inftance, either of his own or other
Mens Experience, where they were not firft iovited
and direéted by a vifible preceding Tumour. He feems
either not to have met with, or not to have believed
that extraordinary Cafe in Celius Rbodiginus var. left.
2 3.c.12. of a Woman, who having for a good while
been afflied with a load and paio in the Region of her
Kidnyes ; fcratched with that rage and impatience fo
long with her Nails, till fhe made a Wound (o large
and deep, as to difcharge eighteen Stones magnitudine
quantd in tefferis vifitur.  And very juftly does he reje
that Account in Parey, l. 24. ¢. 19. asa Story whofe
authority was remote and fufpicious, and the manner
of the Relation altogether uninftru&ive. For tho’ Af.-
zeray in his Hiftory takes upon him to tell us that the
Kidney was opened, yet all that can be learned from
Parey, who Tranfcribed it from the fame Author, from
whom without doubt, Mezeray toak it, (viz. Enguer-
rarnd de Monfireler dans fes chroniques depuis Pan 1400.
jufques en Pan 1467. Printed at Paris 1572.) amounts
to no more than this, that there being a Criminal, who
had been long fubjet to Calculous Pains, condemned to
Dye, the Phyficians, upon pretence that it wouldfbe
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for the Benefit of Mankind, obtained leave of the King
that they might open him alive, and infpect the parts
affe@ed ; which having done, and placing them all
right again, they ftitched him up, and the Man {rv:-
ved, but no Account where they opened Lira, what
parts were Difealed, or what they obferved. But from
Parey's Relation, moft certain it s, if there be any cer-
tainty in the Story at all, that they did not cur into
the Body of the Kidney. But when Parey inferted in-
to the Margin, Swperat hac sarratio now modo omnem ad-
mirationem - fed & fidem, he might as well have added,
& ledtione vix digna. But notwithftanding Roffer’s
Zeal to bring this Operation into ufe ; and tho™ he urges
Hippecrates's Authority to juftifie the cutting into the
Kidney, he is yetfo ingenuous as to acknowledge Pre-
Jente tumore, mec aliter, Hippocratem imperaffe [eilio-
mem. And as plaufible as his Reafoning may feem, it
does not appear, that he hath been able to gain many
Profelytes to his Opinion ; the fence of thofe Anthors
who have mentioned it (who are not many neither) be-
ing generally agaiaft it, and concluding in effe@ with
Riolan:; Ench. dnat. 1. 2. c¢. 28. Nifi naturi monfirante
viam atque preesante , nefas eff tentare mephrotomiam;
tho’ in his younger and more daring years, he téems of
a quite ditferent Opinion, when in another place with-
out thofe Reftrictions he pronounces, Rewes wvalnerari
& incidi poffe, indicium ef} nephrotomiam fecure admini-
ferari poffe.  Altho’ it appears to be the concurrent Opi-
nion of thofe Auzhors who have treated of Wounds in
the Kidnyes, that if they penetrate the Pelvis they ter-
minate in Doath,yet if they hadlived to have beheld the
Experiment which 1 am about to relate, performed by
o great a Man with fo good fuccefs, they would, no
doubt, have made their Prognofiic with more caution
and referve, and not {o Magifterially have exploded the
Operation, But
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But todetain you no tonger with a Digreflion, ba
pleafed to receive the Hiftory as I had it frem Mr. Ho-
Jon himfelf, whowas the Perfon upon whem the Expe-
riment was made, and for apy thing that falls within
my Kuowledge. The Firft,

This Gentleman, who was Conful for the Englifb ac
Penice, having been long sffli€ted with the Stone in the
Kidney, wasac length attacked with a Fit of that Dura-
tion and Vioience, that it reduced him almoeft to De-
{peration ; and finding no Relief from any means that
had been ufed, he determined to apply himfeli to Do-
minicus de Marchettis, who, as Ch. Patin in his Lyceum
Patavinum tells us, was Primarius praltice Extraordi-
narie Profe(for at Padua, a Fam’d and Experienc’d Pra-
¢titioner there, the Son of Perer, both well known to
the Learned part of their Profeflion. To this Perfon
Mr. Hobfon, under the greateft Extremity of Painima-
ginable, addrefled himfclf, imploring of him, that ha-
ving madeufe of all conceivable means, and the befl ad-
vice that was tobe had in Penice, without Succefs, he
would be pleafed to curt the Stone out of his Kidney,
being fixt in his beliet that no other Method remained
capaple of Relieving him ; adding that he was not in-
fenfibie of the Danger ; but that Death it felf was infi-
nitely more eligible, than a Life in that Mifery, un.
der which he had long and did then Groan. Marchets:
{eemed very defirous to have declined it, reprefenting
not only the extreme hazard, but as he feared the im-
pra@icablenefs of the Operation, that ’twas what he
had never attempted, and that to proceed to it, was
in effet to deftroy him: But Mr. Hobforn perfift-
ing that if he refufed it, he would never defift till he
found out one who would do it. AMarchetti was at
length, by -his Refolution and Importunity prevailed
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ypon to undertake it; and having prepared him as he
thought convenient, he began with his Kaife, cutting
gradually upon “the Region of the Kidney affeited, fo
long, till the Blood difturbed and blinded his Work,
{o that he could not finith it at that attemt: where-
fore drefling up the Wound till the next Day, he then
repeated and accomplifhed it, by cutting into the Body
of the Kidney, aad taking thence two or three fmall
Stones, he drefled it up again. From this Inftant he
was freed from the Severity of his Pain, and in a rea-
{fonable time was-able to walk about his Chamber, ha-
ving beenin no danger, either from Flux of Bloed or
Fever. Marchetti continved to drefs the Wound for
a confiderable time, but was not able to clofe it up, it
{oon becoming Fiftulous from the continual flowing of
the Urine through the Sinus; but being in all other
refpects reftored to his former Health and vigor, and
the Matter difcharged being little, he took leave of the
Profeflor, and returned to Penice, under the Care and
Management of his Wife ; who, one Morning as the
was drefling the Sore, fancied (he felt fomething hard
and rugged as the wiped it ; upon which, Examining
a little more carefully with her Bodkin, which ferved
her inftead of a Probe, fhe found it to be a Stone, of
the Figure and Magpitude of a Date Stone ; which be-
ing removed, he never after complained of the leaft
uneafinefs in the part. About Ten Years after this he
returned to London, where the Learned Dr. 7yfon, and
my felf, were, by Dx. Downes, who had known him
formerly in Penice, invited to fee him, which we did
at the Caftle-Tavern in Pater. Nofter-Row ; where, af-
ter we had received this Account from himfelf, he
gave us the Satisfaction of viewing the Sore, which
coatinued open, and permitied me without any Com-
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phint (the Callofity being great) to pafs my Probe
fo far intothe Sinus, that we concluded it reached in-
to the Kidney : the Matter it then difcharged was
but little in quantity, but always diluted with and
fmelt firongot Urine. The Orifice would fometimes
clofe for three or four Days together, and thenthe Mat-
ter made its way through the common Paffages with
the Urine, yet without any difficulty or Pain.  There
is no queftion, but that there wasa Coalition of the
Kidney, and the Mufcle Pfoas. When we faw it he
applied nothing to the Orifice but a clean Linnen Rag,
which had a ftrong Urinous Scent. He was then as
able in appearance, to performall the Functions of life,
and to undergo any Fatigue, as any Man of his Years;
being then, Iconceive, upwards of Fifty, and was the
next day to ride Poft forty or fifty Miles. Ihave heard
that he is fince dead, but could rot be informed of
what Difeafe.
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