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&7 THE object of the Autlror of the following
pages is not so much to retort invective upon his
aggressor, as to vindicate himself from the charge

of having made an attempt to destroy the Medi-
cal College of the Transylvania University,
while a Professor in that Institution.
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AN APPEAL.

CITIZENS OF LEXINGTON,

NOTHING could induce me to obtrade upon
you the history of a private and personal disputes
as it is the duty of those engaged in such quar-
rels to settle them without attempting to interest
the public. Those differences however which
arise between public agents and bear a relation to
their official acts, are of another kind. In these
the public have an interest; they involve the cha-
racter and conduct of those in whom confidence
has been reposed 3 and it is therefore not merely
admissible, but perhaps the only correct course,
to refer them to the community. T know of but
a single exception to this remark. When the
accuset is unable to establish either his own in-
nocence, or the malignity of his accuser, it may
be necessary to apply to the case these principles
which regulate the demand for satisfaction in pri-
vaie quarrels.

As the charges quoted in the following pages
relate intrinsically to my official conduct, and as
I fortunately possess the mest ample proofs of
their falschood and baseness, 1 feel myself at li-
berty to appeal to your justice, and entertain no
doubt but your decision will be equitable.

In addressing you I have chosen the pamphlet
form in preference to a newspaper insertion; be-
cause it is to you only that { am desirous of jus-




tifying myself, and because I am not disposed to
give to an affair which, to say the least of it, can
do no good to your Institution, any wnyecessary
publicity. With these explanatory remaPks I beg
leave o solicit your candid attention to the fol-
lowing statement.

ON the day in which my resignation of the
Professorship of Materia Medica and Botany in
the "T'ransylvania University was received by the
Trustees, Dr. Dudley remarked to Dr. Richard-
son, that my conduct in resigning was unaccount-
able, inasmuch as T had ¢ pledged myself at
George’s tavern, when the Faculty met last fall,
to hold my appointment for two years.” Know-
ing this to be untrue, Dr. Richardson deemed it
correct, as I had left Lexington, to communicate
itto me. 1 was much surprised, and presuming
that Dr. Dudley would, upon application, rectify
his statement, I immediately addressed to him
the following letter. ‘

(cory.)

“ Cincinnati, April 2d, 1818.

SIr,

In a letter which I received this morning from
Dr. Richardson, he informs me that you say “my con-
duct in resigning my professorship was unaccountable,
inasmuch as I pledged myself at George’s tavern, when
culty met last fall, to hold it for two years.”
his is incorrect. I observed that my impression then
was, that I should come to LexXington a second time, after
which I should decide on my ultimate destination.

In regard to a resignation I remarked, that I should
always consider it my duty to resign under circumstances
that would enable the Trustees to fill my place in time
10 prevent the institution from. sustaining any injury,
and this I have done.
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I trust, sir, you will appreciate the propriety of cor
recting your statement on this subject, and thus prevent
+any impression on the minds of the people of Lexington
unfavorable to my veracity~—~Any explanation that may
satisfy my friend, Capt. Bain, will be sufficient for me.
Your ob’t. serv’t. :
DANIEL DRAKE.”

Dr. Dudley.

‘When this communication was handed to him
by Captain Bain, he did not -deny what he had
said to Dr. Richardsony nor did he either repeat
or retract the charge he had made against me 3
but shortly afterwards addressed to Capt. B. the
following abusive and prevaricating note :

To Capt. Bain.
“ SIR,

The last sentence in the letter from Dr. Drake
directs me to address to you any remarks I may be pre-
pared to make & that wi’mtevor may “ setisfy you will
be sufficient for hima”—I have only to cbserve that the
whole course pursued by Dr. Drake on the evening of the
organization of the faculty was of a charecter to afford
us every assurance that he félt himself pledged to the
school for two seasons at least—and in addition to this,
Dr. Drake observed on that oceasion that he felf himself
with us enlisted in the fortune of the school & that his
reputation must rise or sink with it—

I have the honor to be
very respectiully
yr. friend & svt,
Capt, P. Bain. B. W. DUDLEY.
14 Apl. 1818”

"This he handed personally, and took occasion
to add, that he ¢ felt no delicacy towards me, that
my conduct had been illiberal and ungentlemanly,




anid that he was- induced to believe that my 1o-
tiva for acting as T had done towards the Medical
School was to destroy it and erect one in Cin-
cinnati.”

Being ehtirely disappointed in the vesult of my
application, and4inding insult added to calumny,
I resolved upon providing the documents neces-
sary to establish the correctness of my conduct
towards the University, and rely upon exhibiting
them to the Trustees. T accordingly transmitted
to them the following address, with the annexed
letters from Professors Blythe and Richardson.

(cory.)

To the Trustees of the Transylvania University,
Lexington.
GENTLEMEN,

A very unexpected and ‘wanton attack upon my
character and conduct, renders it necessary for me to
trouble you with & short address. Tmmediately after the
resignation of my Professorship in the Medical College,
Doctor Dudley observed to a gentleman that « my con-
duct was unaccountable, inasmuch as I pledged myself
at George’s tavern, when the Faculty met last fall, to hold
my appointment for two years:” I applied to him to
correct this statement, but instead of doing so, he added
“ that my conduct in resigning as I did was illiberal and
ungentlemanly, and that he was induced to helieve that
my motive was to destroy the Medical College.”

Now these statements contain two charges of great
magnitude: 1st. that I resigned, in violation of an engagce-
ment; and, 2d. that I did so, to destroy the ‘School of
which I was a member. 1 deny both of them; and in
support of my denial of the first, bee leave to refer vou
to the annexed letters from Professors Blythe and Rich-
ardson, which I presume you will regard as conclusive.

In support of my denial of the second charge, I will

o

make the following statements:
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1. Throughout the whole month of February | bpoke
publicly of my expectation of resigning in the s spring ;
and some time before the course expued upon expres-
sing the same thing to Dr. Overton, hie told me that Dr,
Dutllev and he had resolved to nominate Dr. Short as my
suecessor; to my class, moreover, at the end of the ses-
sion I expr t‘sst}d ‘the same expectation 3 and finally, at a
meeting of the Faculty three days after the lectures
ended, I repeated the same declaration.

9. After my return to Cincinnati, (with the intention
of resigning before the first Monday of May) upon learn-
ing that the meeting for filling vacancies was to be held
a monfh earlier than the law1 e(;uned I immediately for-
warded my 1(\&!"1\:1‘“0'1, which was sent off on the 24th
of March, within three weeks after my Pr ofessorial duties
for the season were completed,

It is impossible, then, that I could have given earlier
notice of my intention to resign, or have resigned at a
season more favorable to the interests of the Sehool.

These documents and facts will, I have no doubt, con-
vince you, gentlemen, that Dr. Dudle\ ’s allegations against

_ me are dlw and m.lhums which is the only object 1

have for intruding upon you this communication.
With expressions of thanks for the honor conferred
upon me by the appointment which I lately held, I am,
Gentlemen, with great respect,

Your obeg’t. serv’t,
‘DANIEL DRAKE.

Copy of a letter from Dr. James Blythe, dated Lexington,
April 13, 1818,
DEAR SIR,

I was much surprised at the receipt of your let-
ter. I can without hesitation say that I never did hear
you, either when we met at George’s tavern, or at any
other time, pledge yourself to hold your professorship for
two years.. I think I was in the room the whole time the

Faculty were together at George’s, I am sure from my
rreat solicitude that you should hold your Professorship,
il any such pledge had been given, I should not have for-
gotten it. 1 have, I think, heard you say, thatif you res




turned to deliver a second course you would remove to

Lexington.  Butin my hearing, you always spoke in great R
doubt as to your delivering a second course. I canonly C
add that I am heartily sorry that you have resigned, but by
think you acted with great propriety in doing it at so ear- cu
Iy a period, that an attempt might be made in due time to th
fill your place. ac
With sentiments of great esteem, pe
I'am dear sir, yours, or

Dr. Daniel Drake. JAMES BLYTHE. I
in

Copy of a letter from Dv. W, H. Richardson, dated Lex- &
ington, April 14, 1818, $ m
DEAR SIR, er
I have received your letter requesting me to state, al
whether you did or did not make a pledge to hold your w
office for two years, in the Transylvania University, ¥t
when the Faculty met at George’s tavern last fall. w
I feel well satisfied that you made no pledge of the se

kind whatever; you remarked on that occasion that you di

had repaired hither, for the purpose of discharging the W
duties assigtied you ; and your continnance depended on be

the prospects of the school; your health, and in some m

measure your private aftairs in the spring; that if you did B
not continue, you would resign early enough to enable be
the Trustees to fil} your vacancy for the ellSilin;; course. s¢
I had, through the last winter, repeated conversations |

with you on the same subjecti~and you never expressed m
any other determination. : I
‘ I am, respectfully, th
Yours, &e. ar
D. Drake, M. D. W. H. RICHARDSON. }Lu
il
The result of this experiment will sufficiently ot
appear irom the following letter which I received =
from Dr. Dudley, on the 6th instant. th
\ Lexington June 50. 1818 o
W
SIR

The board of Trustees have received your Commu- ;l‘

nication together with the letters of Messrs. Blythe & i;

A————
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Richardson designed te advocate your innocence of the
Charges I alledge to you—As the board have very proper-
ly decided that they have nothing to do with you or your
communications & have given you permission to withdraw
them, I have concluded not to annoy that body on your
account, but to address you directly—I was surprised to
perceive that in your communication you have been silent
on the Charge I made in writing against you wherein
I stated that you announced yourself as having embarked
in common cause with the institution & that your fortune
& reputation must rise or sink with it—and this.is the
more singular since you complain of another charge nev-
er reduced to writing, but which even if made, pleads
amply your conduct in justification—I now ask you sir
what was the conduct of Doct Overton & myself towards
you; did we not in the spirit of Conciliation yield to you
what had been refused the board of Trustees in recogni-
seing Dr Richardson as Professor in the Medical school;
did we not state that the class of the previous winter
would be hostile to the school if Dr Richardson should
be acknowledged as a Professor while the outrage com-
mitted on their feelings remained unredressed by the
Board—did we not observe that in lectureing to empty
benches you would become discouraged & retire from the
school & did you not reply that the impression from the
first winters course should have no weight on your ulti-
mate descision & that another season at least would be
necessary before you would form an opinion as regards
the prospects of our school—This is the pledge you gave
and as regards your expressions of doubt in remaining
here,during the winter, there is good ground for believeing
themn made in the true spirit of intrigue which had for its
object the chair of the Theory & Practice of Physic.
Did we not loose a pupil even from your own state by
recogniseing Dr. Richardson as professor independent of
the mjury we sustained at home while your influence
brought us no patronage from Ohio—These . are facts
which if you have any regard for truth & candor you
dare not deny The Contents of your two friends let-
ters have been duly appreciated ; that of Dector Blythe
is in perfect Charecter with the man ; his memory is te-

B




racious in retaining every thing agreeable to his wishes
while he has the pecullar facult of forgeting all which
would prejudice his views eit he: in relation to money, to
Politics, or to the Church—The letter of Doctor Rich tard-
son amounts to all that could have been expected. Iam
well assure d, had the students attacked my Professorial
deficiency in a publication; had they represented my
incapacity to the board of Trustees as good cause of dis-
grace and removal had my associate Pr rofessors objected
t0 me 2s an nnquahhed teacher in the medical school, I
sheuld not only have been insensible of the pledges youn
gave but my feelings would have entirely disqualified
me forthe detail he has drawn—

I now ask you sir what was your course during the
winter,-without ever hearing one of my lectures you pro-
nounced on my mcompoiem e

In relation to Dr. Overton a man whose talents are
brillhlant in collision with any others in the Western
Country your conduct has been stiil more reprehensible—

It is difficult to say who merits the severest censure,
him whoese consumate vanity & Presumption urged on
an intrigue for the purpose of wresting Overtons appoint-
ment from him, speaking in soft language all the while
his doubts about remaiuning in the institution or the ser-
vile tools by which a design so base could be attempted
—Instead of contributing all your exertions for the be-
nefit of the school by that kind of mutual support and
approbation which such an undertaking requires you be-
came the busy partisan ; ; passing Eulogies on all occa-
sions on some, while as busily Lllﬂdﬂ‘(‘d mn insidious &
oblique detraction from the other pl(rfe%or“

I therefore do not hesitate to say that you have de-

signedly withheld the truth & that you have been Te-
gardless of the honor & the principles of a Gentleman—
) & for this I am responsible——respectfully

B. W. DUDLEY.

[The foregoing is a copy verbatim et literatim of Dr, Dudley’s manu-
-seript letter. ] PRINTERS,

] b e et Uy U
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Each application for justice having produced
new and more offensive aggressions, T have re-
solved to bring the matter to a crisis. That not.a
single charge, “however trifling, may remain unre-
futed, I have carefully extracted from Dr. Dud-
ley’s written and oral communications, ev ely
thing which has a bearing upon me; and as far a
I can perceive, the following schedule compuses
tlle whole.

. % That my conduct in resigning was unac-
muntable inasmuch as I ple(l%d mvselt when
the ¥ acuhv met at George’s laat fall, to hold my
Professorship for two years.”

2. “'That the whole course pursued by me on
the evening of the organization of the Faculty,
wasof a chdracter to afford every assurance that I
felt myself pledged to the school for two seasons
at least.”

3. That T resigned for the purpose of break-
ing up the school, and establishing one in Cin-
cimmti.

That my declarations during the winter,
that I expected to resign in the spring, were not
sincere.”

5. « That T announced myself as having em-
barked in common cause with the Institution, and
that my fortune must rise or sink with it.”

6. 'That 1 asserted that the number of pupils
the first winter should have no influence on my
determination.

7. That I insisted that Doctor Richardson
should be recognised as a Professor, by which
imt least one pupll from the state of Ohio was

ost.
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8: That witheut hearing one of Dr. Dudley’s

]e(‘turom I pronounced him incompetent. ch
‘ That in relation to Dr. Overton, 2 man to
W hmb talents are brilliant in collision with any wi
others in the western countlv, my conduct was N
still move reprehensible.” pr
10. That I have been engaged in an intrigue to
for Dr. Overton’s pmfusorslup a8
11. % That instead of contributing all my ex- :
ertions for the benefit of the school, by that kind str
of support and approbation which su(,h an under- As
taking requires, I became the busy partisan, pa:s- sie
ing eul gies on all oceasions on some, while as tio
lmth engaged in insidious and oblique detrac- Do
iwn nf'ulm'h ne
12. That I had designedly withheld the truth. foi
That my conduct had been illiberal: and an
1_—}. That it had been ungentlemanly. an
New, as these charges are unsupported by any Wi
]n'oof-, but the dcdamtmm of a ])(f{u maitre, who pr
in a moment of wonderful energy, is fumbling to
immolate me on the altax of pubhc opinion, I R
should, were T an inhabitant of Lexington, content pl
myself with a denial of them en masse. Being bu
comparatively a stranger, a different course is Tas
perhaps necessary. True it is, that while I have Lt
the disadvantage of being unkmm ntomany of you, L ge
’ : Dr. Dudley ldbmns ung Ivr the greater disadvan- i ai
tage of being weil known; and 1 might therefore L th
R rest the 1ssue npon a general dec laration of my th
innocence. 'T'o save trouble in future, I prefer =1
however to examine and refute his al]cgatiﬂns at va
the present time. Iam desirous of cleansing the wi

Augean apariments by a single effort.
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For a complete refutation of the three fivst
charges, it will 1 trust be sufficient for me to refer
to the letters of Doctors Blythe and Richardson,
with the accompanying address to the T'rustees.
No additional testimony can be necessary to
prove that the charge of my having given a plulwe
to hold my Pl‘Uft‘SSOl‘Shlp for any given time, is
as false as the intimation that in the time and
manner of my resignation 1 had attempted to de-
stroy the College, is groundless and unprincipled.
As I held my pla((, Tor no specific time, the re-
signation of it could never be a breach of obliga-
tion, When 1 accepted the appointment, it was
not a condition that after resigning it 1 sheuld
never hold another of the same kind ; and there-
fore were there a Medical Scheol in Cincinnati,
and were I to join it, such an act ought not, and
among candid, honorable and high mm(lcd men,
would not he a]leged against me as an impro-
priety.

I have said that the leiters of Drs. Blythe and
Richardson are sufficient to prove that 1 gave no
pledge to hold my appointment for a specific time;
but of this, it would appear from Dr, Dudley’s
last letter, there is some doubt, In the midst of
the abuse which he wantonly heaps mipon those
gentlemen, he does not, it is true, charge them
directly with nusrepresentation but to elude
the- effects of their testimony, he intimates that
the pledge was given at another time and plage:
—if so, why attempt to vilify them, This pre-
varication is dirvectly in character, 1 am charged
with having made a promise on a certain occa-
sion; in an application for redress, that occasion is
C
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recognised; T then prove that T made uo such
promise-—and behold, it turns out that there was
a mistake as to the time and place, T'o whatever
place or period it may be shuffled, it is neverthe-
less a falsehood, and the author of it a scoundrel.

With respect to the 4th charge, that my de-
clarations through the winter, that I expected
to vesign in the spring, were not sincere, it will,
I presume, be only necessary for me to observe,
thatas I did resign at the appointed time, it is
pretty evident that I meant to do so. The per-
formance of a promise is, I believe, generally re-
garded as prima facia evidence that he who made
1t was sincere, 'Whether T was in earnest or not,
1s a matter of no moment on the present occasion,
as the question simply is, whether I gave timely
notice of my intention—a fact that is admitted in
the charge itself.

‘Whether ¥ ever made the declarations ascribed
to me inthe 5thcharge, I do not now distinctly re-
collect: andas Dr. Dudley’s authority is in favour
of it, there is a strong presumption that I did not.
Whatever may be the truth on this point, my
conduct while in the Institution was, I hope, in
strict conformity to the honorable sentiment con-
tained in that charge. No sophistry can construe
such a declaration, suppose it to have been made,
into a pledge to hold my Professorship for any
given length of time. It was simply an expression
of that integrity and enthusiasm which should
pervade and animate the mind of every member
of a new institution. If T was not wanting in
exertions for the benefit of my class, I certainly
redeemed the pledge attributed to me, To fur-
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nish data for an estimate of my labours in this
vespect, I may be permitted to say, that 1 met
my pupils oftener than any other Professor of
the College, and that at the end of the session 1
had the gratification of receiving from them an af-
fectionate and approbatory address. From this I
am warranted in making on this occasion the fol-
lowing extracts; but do it with réluctance, as they
are so deeply imbued with the glowing and im-
passioned feelings of very young men.

“Ttis (say they) not becoming in us to enquire
into the causes that produced at your last lecture
an allusion to our final separation, and if this
were the only reason afforded us for a belief in
such a separation, we should still cherish the
pleasing expectation of your continuance, not only
as our warmest friend and the friend of science,
as an example of diligence, perseverance and
laudable exertion; but above all, as our faithful
guide in the difficult path of science.”

“ We fear, however, from information derived
from other sources, that you intend to resign.
We intreat you to look areund you, upon us and
the Institution. We expected much from you,

and our expectations have been surpassed. Your- -

social virtues alone would have endeared you to
us all; but when we look upon your acquire-
ments, your general knowledge of science, your
happy and luminous mode of illustration, the ad-
vaniages obtained and those we must derive from
your lectures, the lustre and fame you must shed
upon our rising Institution by your superior ta-
lents—these call forth our deepest interest, as
well as highest admiration.”




¢ Be assured that we cannot find words to ex-
press our gratitude for your attentions to us, the
smallest of which will never be forgoiten.”

To this I shall only add, that ¥ attended the
meeiings of the Medical bouety regularly, and
was the only Professor of the College that at-
tempted to meet and encourage the young men
in that mede of prosecuting their studies. This
can be testified by the whole society.

‘Whether T made the declaration contained in
the 6th charge I do not remember, nor is it a
matter of any moment. Ican smcerely say, with-
out going into an exposition of the causes that
m(lucod me to resign, that they had no reference
to the pupils of the School. In the establish-
ment of Medical Colleges in the Western Coun-
try, the great desiderata are, not btudents, but
Professors. A single coxcomb is sufficient to
blast the prospects of 2 new institution.

'To the 7th count of the indiciment T plead
guilty in part. T did not insist that Dr. Rich-
ardson, in particalar, should be 1‘0(‘0gmsed as a
Professor, th ough I strongly advised it; but 1
did insist that h\, or some other person in his
place, should be recognised, that the School
mluht be as complete as i)(l‘wlll'(‘ s without which
| drﬂ ared my intention of returning immedi-
ately to Cincinpati. 'This Dr. DmllLy would
uw,uwtmn; 1bly have permitted, but from a dread
ut your ubim,uv Dr. Richardson held a regu-
lar appointment 5 the T'rustees did not olmct to
him; I was w lim' to associate with him, on the
condition dictated T believe by himself, that until
he got a diploma he should sign noné ; the
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Board had issued an order requiring the Profes-
sors elect to assemble forthwith ;—and the alter-
native was presented to Dr. Dudley, of recogni-
sing Dr. Richardson, and retaining me for the
winter, or of postponing the organization of the
Faculty another year. He preferred the latter,
but from a dread of public indignation, adopted
the former; intending and expecting by a ceptain
course of conduct to rid the Institution of me
at least, within a short time. 'There was, then,
nothing yielded to me, as he pretends ; all was
extorted from him by circumstances. It is quite
unmerciful, therefore, to heap on my devoted
head the vast opprobrium of having caused the
loss of at least one pupil from the state of Qhio,
while my influence brought no patrenage from
that quarter. 'What an overwhelming calamity
to the School! It happens, however, and I only
mention it to show how little reliance is to be
placed on any of the statements of this catch-
penny guardian of the Institution, that there was
“one pupil at least” from near Cincinnati. I
feel degraded, however, hy the bare mnotice of
a-charge so boyish and despicable, and will
hasten on, in hopes of finding the others more
exalted.

T'he 8th has more pith thanthe last, foralthough
a short one, it contains two lies. 1. Tt is false
that I decided on Dr. Dudley’s lectures, without
hearing one of them: and 2. It is false that T ever
pronounced him incompetent, in the unqualified
manner in which it is heve stated. 1 always en-
terfained the opinion, that no Professor, who is
also a practitioner of physic, can teach with suc




cess both Anatomy and Surgery. In this opmmn
I was so much 5tlcnutllulul hv my residence in
Lexington, that it became one of the causes of my
resignation; and in my various conversations
with the friends of the (Jolleﬂe I never hesitated
to express it.  But I always admlttul that Dr.
Dudley would do very well for either Professor-
ship alone. "T'his eriticism on the organization of
the School but ill comported with his monopo-
lizing views. I assert, but cannot prove it, that
when I arrived at Lexington, Dr. Dudley was
disposed to suppress Dr. Richardson’s Profes-
sorship altogether. 'What is now taught by that
gentleman w vith so much success, would then
have attached itself chiefly to Dr. Dudley’s chair;
and we should have been presented with the
magnificent and affecting spectacle of one young
Backw oodsman en‘raged in teaching what in the
University of Pennsylvania uc(,upled the time
and powers of WistaR, Puysic, Dorsey and
James. This -would have been charming !—
From my knowledge of Dr. Dudley, -1 expcct
him to deny what I have stated relative to Dr.
Richardson’s Professovship; but if that assertion
be altogether suppressed, we shall still find him
preiending to teach all that in Philadelphia was
lately confided to three of those illustrious men.
As it respects, in the 9th place, my conduct te
Dr. Overten, < a man whose talents are brilliant
in collision with any others in the western coun-
try,” I have nothing further to say. "That (in the
10th place) T ever intri igued for his Professorship,
or would have accepted it, had it been offered to
me, is a wilful lie, fabricated merely to prejudice
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the public mind. I should be glad to see an
attempt made to support it.

"The 11th charge is so long that I beg leave
to vefer you to it. 'T'o answer it properly, it
will be requisite to give myself a little latitude.
1t seems to contain twe distinct items: first, that
1 did not wnite with the other Professors in giv-
ing that mutual support which was necessary;
and second, that L praised some of my colleagues,
while T censured others. 1 am not more struck
with the injustice than the folly exhibited in ma-
king these charges. In entering upon a refutation
of them, I would say, ¢ Let him that is without
sin cast the firststone.” If 1 could only show that
1 zave the same support to Dr. Dudley that I re-
ceived from him, I should prove, I presume, that
whatever right the Trustees might have for cen-
suring both of us, he at least onght to have heen
silent; but if I can show, still further, that 1 gave
to him much more support than 1 received, my
defence, on his own principles, must necessarily
assume the character of an opprebrium on his
eonduet. 1 shall adopt the principle contained in
the charge—that it ‘was necessary and proper
that the Professors should give mutual counte-
nance and support. Let us then, (as Dr. Dudley
considers himself at the head of the Institution,
and as T was a stranger,) enquire what liberality
he manifested to me.

‘When I arrived at Lexington, I called upon
him. He retarned my call, and was again at my
tavern lodgings two days after, at the first meet-

ing of the Faculty. convened in ohedience to a
requisition of the Trustees, 'That was the last
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time I had the honor of being visited by him,
although at a subsequent time, in violation of
every principle of etiquette, 1 condescended to
invite him to visit my family. ‘Was this giving
me countenance? Dr. Dudley was almest the
only physician of Lexington with whom I had
no consultation. 'Was this giving me approba-
tion and support? He never entered my lecture
room during the whole session. Was this show-
ing me respect? I requested to be present at an
operation he was about to perform; he promised
me an invitation, but never gave it. My friend
Dr. Ridgely, however, smuggled me into the ope-
rating room, where I remamed unnoticed in the
presence of the whole class, and was finally left
at his own door, while one of my colleagues was
invited from my side to go and assist in dressing
the patient. - 'Was this manifesting respect? was
it the lowest grade of common politeness? was
it not indecent and insulting ?

Such were theapprebation, hospitality and sup-
port that I received from Dr. Dudley. T will
now state what relates to myself. Before leav-
ing Cincinnati, I received several invitations from
Dr. Richardson to accept of his house until I
could procure lodgings for my family ; which I
declined, on the sole ground, as expressed to him
In my lofters, of a difference existing between
him and Dr. Dudley, and that I did not mean to
come to Lexington as a partisan. He approved
of my decision, Afier my arrival I gave Dr,
Dudley to understand that I should recognise in
him a former acquaintance, and treat him as such;
and accordingly continued my visits fo him du-
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ring several weeks, until I fairly ascertained that
he had resolved not to return them. ¥ informed
him, mereover, that I meant frequently to attend
his lectures; and should have done so, had my
first visit thither, soon after the course commenced,
been reciprocated. - The Medical Society was in
a very irregular state. I suggested to Dr. Dud-
ley the i importance of having it reorganized, and
made an auxilliary lll‘-stltlltl{)ll to th(‘ (,nllvg,e——:t
theatre for the Professors to appear upon in dis-
cussion before the students. He assented to the
whole. 'The Constitution was revised, and at
my suggestion, Dr. Dudley was elec ted Presi-
deut and then utterly 11L'01ulul to attend the
meetings. Such were the overtures for mutual
support and assistance made by me. The pub-
lic will decide who was most remiss in that res-
pect, and on whom ought to rest the disgrace of
having failed in that reciprocal countenance and
aid which the Professors of a new C ollege should
alford to each other.

In the latter periods of my residence at Lex-
ington, 1 made repeated complaints to various
persons of the manner in which I had been treat-
ed by Dr. Dudley, and this is what he denomi-
nates “insidious and oblique detraction.”” All to
whom 1 gave a history of his conduct, expressed
their astonishment; and most of them were una-
ble to explain his motives.. I can develope the
whole in a single sentence. He did not, as I
have already mumate(l wish me to remove to
Lexington, and laboured mdirectly and insidi-
ously to render both the town and University so
offensive, that I would not desire to belong to
D
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either: and he in a great measure succeeded.—
Dr. Dadley wishes for a Medical School; but it
must be organized in a very peculiar way. He
must be permitted, in the first place, io select as
many of the Professorships as he may desive; in
the next, no Professorship must have an incum-
bent that will net be subservient to his views
and in the last, no physician must be introduced
from abroad that will interfere with his practice.
These are the conditions which have heretofore
seoretly governed hims and should he in future
abandon them, it will be merely because they
are developed to the public.  Until they are dis-
pensed withy Lexington cannot have a Medical
School, netwithstanding her enviable acquisition
of this great man.

The three last charges are so indefinite as ta
admit of no refutation, and so personal as scarcely
to be enfitled to admission into an appeal to the
community. - "They were not made in the hLope
that any person would credit them, nor (if we
may jJudge from Dr. Dudley’s general character)
in the expectation that his responsibility would
be tested. 'They were uttered solely with the
view of turning the public eye from the embar-
rassment info which his false and malicious as-
sertions, respecting my Professorial character and
conduct, had placed him. They remind one of
those ejections made by a certain fish, when
closely pursued, which serve to darken the wa
ters in its track and enable it to elude its pursuer.

I have on this accasion had but a single object
i view, that of proving all my conduct relative to
the University to have been correct and honora-

ble; a
flict ck
ohject
my fe
quate
I may
as the;
demon
cipled
attemy
outrag
kave 1
award
I h
ing tas
excite(
cannot
ing va
some
vermit

Cinc




23

ble; and have not therefore stepped aside to in-
flict chastisement for insults, which, my principal
ohject being accomplished, must fall harmless at
my feet. How far the preceding facts are ade-
quate to this end, is not for me to decide. But
I may be permitted to remark, that in proportion
as they establish my innocence, they inevitably
demonstrate Dr. Dudley to be a base and unprin-
cipled villain, who has wantonly and wickedly
attempted to destroy my reputation. For this
outrage, my feelings require no other, and can
have no higher sam,-hmtmn, than the favourable
award of an impartial and intelligent public.

I have now finished a necessar y but disgust-
ing task, and shall with great difficulty be ve-
excited to another of the same kind. Although I
cannot, like the Grecian Hercules, Loast of hav-
ng v '.m(!ui-all(‘d a monster, I may at least claim
| some praise for having ferreted out one of the
| vermin which infest our modern Attica.

| DANIEL DRAKE.
Cincjnnati, Ohio, July 10th, 1818,
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TO DR. DRAKE.

— D
SIR—

I HAVE ever been taugbt, that in all controver-
sies, the first trait of the scholar and the gentleman is
delicate, chaste, yetstrong and appropriate language.
Permit me, therefore, to observe, in reply to your Pam-
phlet,that I shall scrupulously avoid all retaliation in'the
way of scurrility, and should I'fail in the contest, I shall
cheerfully yield the palm, and submit to the disgrace of
a vanquished foe. But should it appear, as I trust it
will on this oceasion, that your position 1s as untenable
as your style is remarkable for its grossness, then I pre-
sume you will be content to return from the field of
controversy, and stand the convicted culprit of merited
degradation.

From doctor Drake, I had reason to expect much
more. A lofty, generous and magnanimous course, Gua-
lified by language the most chaste and elegant, rivetied
on-public sentiment by great force and energy of style,
was what 1 had reason to expect. This is what your
{entucky acquaintances looked for—nothing less should
atisty the citizens of Cincinnati. - But, sir, what wil] the
learved say, on being told that Daniel Drake, author of
the « Pieture of Cincinnati 3’ he, whose name i already -
enrolled on the proud list of American literati, is also
the author of a pamphliet, inprecedented for its iow vul-
garity, unequalled for its abuse of individual character.
Surely Botany, Mineralogy and Geology, those high de-
partmentg of Science, to which you have invited publie
» attention, acknowledge no alliance with that low art, of
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whichthe grovelling technicality consists in Liar, Scoufy
drel, and Villain.

Now, in proving you,in the most unqualiﬁed manner,
to be all these, I shall politely decline making the ap-
plication. Your friends must feel the rcspomlblhty of
guarding you against such thoughtless ebullitions of
your nature—otherwise you will betray yourself; and
while you are erecting your great temple of literary
fame, you will experience the mortification of having it
deeply engraven with insignia, that may convert your
fair prospects for reputation into a (hsbustmfr monument
of turpitide and folly. Let us new go into a candid re-
view of our case, and thus enable the public to direct
the finger of odium to the guilty heart. Early in April
last, I received the following letter through Mr. Bain:

Cixeryxizr, Ar’c. 24, 1818

Str—In a letter I received this morning from Dr. Richardsen,
he informs me you say, my conduet in resigning my Professor-
ship was unaccountable, “¢inasmuch as I pledged myself at
¢ George’s tavern, when the faculty met last fall, to hold it for
¥ two years.” This isincorrect. I observed that my impression
then was, that I should come to Lexington a second time, after
which I should decide on my ultimate destination. In regardto
a resignation, I remarked, that I should always consider it my
duty to resign under ciscumstances that would enable the Trus-
tees to fill my place in time te prevent the inslitution from sus-
taining any injury ; and this Thave done. " I trast, ‘sir, you will
appmcmte the propriety of ‘correcting your statement on this
subject, and thus preveat any imptession on the minds of the
people of Lexington unfavorable to my veracity. Any explana-
tion that may satisfy my friend, captain Bain, will be suflicient,
for me,

Yr. obt. svt.
DAN’L. DRAKE.

Early after the above letter was placed in my hands,
I made it my business to see doctor Overton; and find-
ing we entertained the same sentiments inrelation to the
tonduct of doctor Drake on the evemng aliuded to, I
proceeded to address captain Bain the following note :

Sir—The last sentence in the letter from doctor Drake, di-
rects me to address to you any remarks I may be prepared to
make, and that whatever may ¢ satisfy you, will be sufficient
for him > I have oiily to observe, that the avhole course pur-
sued by doctor Drake on the evening of the organization of the
faculty, was of a character to afford us évery dsstrance that he
felt bimsell pledged to the school for two years at least. And
in addition to {lus, dector Drake cheexved on thaj ogoagion, thmt
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he felt himeel, with us, enlisted in the fortune of the school,
and that his reputation must rise or sink with it.
I have the honor to be, very respectf’ly. yr. friend and serv’t.
B. W. DUDLEY.

14¢h Japril, 1818

T would now ask, what were the circumstances which
elicited from you this remark——“ I obscrved on that ec-
¢ casiony that my impression then was, that I should re-
¥ turn to Le\mgton a second time, after which I should
“ decide on my ultimate destination.”

The answer is easy. It was designed to be offered
doctor Overton and myself, in exchange for what we
had yielded to you for the purpose of organizing the
school. = Unlessyou felt yourself pledged to the school
for two seasons, it would be difficult for you to find an
apology for your conductia relation tp the 3d resolution
of the faculty on-the evening of its organization, which
makes provision for the absence of doctor Rlch'u*dsun
doring the winter of 1818 and 1819, while his absence
was to have no effect on candidates fo" degrees,

In yourattempt to obtain proof of a neyative, the pub-
Nc perceive the discordance between your adnusamn,
and the certificates you have puahsh\,d The injustice
with which you have treated these friends of yours,
scarcely admits of limitation to censure.  Your letter of
the 2d April acknowledges that it was your 1mpless1on
that you would be here a second seasan, after which you
would decide on your ultimate destinationr; while the
two letters you have published as certificates of your
innocence, contain no admission of this kind. On the
10th July you published your pamphlet, and instead of
treating your friends, who it may be presumed have for-
"'Ottcn your piedgey with the liberality characteristic of

g-entlem:m, you have most cr:mmall) exposed their
negative testimony, by a'mocmtmg it with your positive
acknowledgment to the contrary; on this subject.

You should recpllect, sir, that while posnm, testimo-
ny is conclusive in the establishment of a point, it is
moral turpitude in the extreme, to use the negative evi-
dence of a friend, which has lost all its fmce by your
own admission.

As a man, and a gentleman, you should have declin-
&gl %0 publish those letters, under the impression that
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the authors had forgotten your expressions on the everis
ing of the organization.of the faculty. In the 5th page
of your pamphlet, you have accused me of addres ssing
you, through captain Bain, an abusive and prevaricating
note. It Is strange, indeed, that you should have dis-
covered either abuse or prevarication in thatletter ; but
should you be able to get one intelligent friend to agree
with you, then upon this peint I am ready to plead cuilty
If a eandid and fanhful recital of the substance of an in-
terview, be consistent with abuse and prevarication, then
I am justly tharged with this offence

After having dissected my second communication, and
made up from it, and other quarters, fourteen points ;
as containig this number of charges alleged against
you, let us see how far you have gone in the way of ge«
neral, as well as particular refutation.

Do not suppose, sir, that public attention i3 to be di-
verted from-truth, by announcing my declarations to be:
those of a « petit maitre ;> and, be assured, it would not
be suificient to prove your innocence, to deny them © en
masse,”’ even ¢ were you acitizen of Lexington.”” What-
ever the character may be, which you and 1 individual-
iy support in Lexington, I am apprehensive the result
might be fatal to you, were you to risk thv issue upon
as gmemi declaration of .your innacence.”

I smcerely believe that, although “ comparatively a
¢ stranger,” your domestic virtues, your feelings of syra-
pathy, affection, and i‘.mnanitv for those with whom you
stand in close relationship, are more highly estimated
even in Lexington, than in Cincinnati.

But, sir, let us go on to the proofs in peint between
us. To prove that you did not pledge yourself to our
schiool for two years, and that you d:(l not ‘at last con-
template its destruction by instituting a rival establish-
ment in Cincinnati, the public are referredto the letters
of your friends, and to your address to the trustees of
our University. Strange refutation, indeed: eertificates
are adduced to prove a negative, and these are previ-
ously rendered a nullity by your own confession. s

But what can you say in reply to the positive testi-
mony of doctor Overton on this subject ?

Nasnvrnee, serr’s. 157r, 1818.
Dran Str—TI have received several letterc from vou, in rela-
tion to certain facts, about which it seemss that some controvers
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% exists, between yourself and doctor Drake of Cineinnati
Some of these letters have been reeeived by me some wecks
ago; butT have never been able to see the pamphlet of doctor
Drale, nor that Tetter of yours tome, in which you ask my state-
ment in respect to certain faets; said by you to have transpired
at Lexington, during the last winter. It was not my intention to
have given a statement on this subject, unless impelled to the
task by considerations of duty ; ner under any circumstances,
until T had been furnished with the inspection of the entire
ground of controversy between you; so that I might have dis-
charged the obligation as directly as the nature of the duty im-
posed, would allow me to perform. It appears, however, that
you deem it necessary to respond to the charges made in doctor
Drake’s pamphlet ; and’ that my statement is thought essential
to enable you to shew to the public the grounds which have
dictated your conduct, respecting the points in eontroversy be-
tween doctor Drake and yourself. Tam informed thatthe points
upon which docter Prake and yourself disagree, are in regard to
the nature of the assurances which doctor Drake gave to the
Mediecal Faculty at their first meeting, in tlhie. commencement of
the last session, of his intention to continuie in the office which
he then held in the Transylvania. University.  ‘Fhis, sir, T shall
endeavor to dos with as much precision as my recollection of the
facts will allow me.

Anterior to the commencement of the last session, professors;
by the Trustees; had been appointed in the Medical College at-
tached to the University, eonsisting of five mdividuals ;- whick
are ascertainable by reference ta the journals. Neo organizatiori
of the Faculty had, however, so far as I believe, ever taken
place ; norhadany of the individuals holding appointments from
the University, ever, asT am informed, considered themselvesas
under the superintendcnce or control of its Trustees, anterior
to the commenecement of the last session ; when the arrival of
doctor Drake in Lexington from Cioeinnati, induced the Trus-
tees to erder ameeting of the medical professors, for the adoption
of such regulations as they might deem neeessary for the pér-
manent management of the school,  Accordingly, the Medical
Faculty had a meeting ; and were engaged about the best me :
thod of effecting the objects of the Trustees in their appoint-
ment.  Doctor Dudley and myself had objected before the Trys.
tees, to lecturing in the University, if associated: with doctor
Richardson, who, not being a graduate in medicine himself, we
deemed incompetent to form any part of a-school, the ostensible
object of which was, to graduate othersin the healing' art. T'his
ohjection, together with others, we stated ‘before the Frustees,
and repeated them at the first meeting of the Faculty, before
alluded to; never having, antérior to that time, -concluded to
lecture under the appointment of the Trustees, but disposed
xather to continue our exertions as we had before done for the
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wintér preceding. At the meeting of the Faculty, doctor Dirake
heard all these facts plainly. as I think, stated ; about few, or
any of which, he entertained opinions similar to myself, or so
far as I wasinﬂnwned,izxcn:nbrnﬂty with those of dector Dud-
fey. e stated that he had come to Lexington, i conformity
with a resolution of the Board of Trustees, and that he could
not think of giving leetures in his individual capacity ; and that
therefore, upon the adoption of the idea of lecturing in our in-
dividual eapacities, he would feel it his duty to return home.
Under these circumstances, doctor Dudley and myself were in-.
duced to wave our oljections in relation to doctor tichardson,
for the purpose of securing the exertions of doctor Drake in the
establishment of the school. From circumstances which had
transpired, we did not expect a large class the first winter; and
as doctor Drake was understood to have come to Lexington for
the purpose of ascertaining the prospect of a Medical School at
that place, we deemed that the expermment made the first win
ZCr,underiheadjusuncnt\xhhﬂndklnbtahn would not be a fair
one; and that doctor Drake, deterred by the smallness of the
class, would not return a second winter:-and hence, that the
object of our coneession in favor of doctor Richardson, would
be produetive of no ady antage to the school. These facts were
stated to doctor Drake, and their influence upen the determina-
tion of Dudley and myselfwere obviated by doctor Drake remark.-
ing, that he would not suffer the resuit of our first winter’s
exertion to fix his resolution in relation to holding his appoint-
ment ; but that after the second winter, when the impediments
now existing to the advaneement of the school were removed,
that he would finally determine—and if in the aflirmative, re-
move to Lexingtony - Under these circumstances, doctor Dud-
tey.and myself were induced to enter upon the duties of our ap-
pointment, in concert with the othep gentlemen hrﬂding ofhices
in the University ; expeeting to supply the disadvantages of the
first winter’s attempt, by the subsequent effects of a permanent
establishment. This Ibelieve to be the substance of what took
place at the first mecting of the Faculty, in Lexington, in rela.
tion to the assurances given by doctor Drake to continue in his
appointment.
J.- OVERTON.
Doctor B. W. Dudley, 7

Lexington, Ky. =~ §

Let us raise the veil.a little farther, and Lehold how
ingeniously we perceive you skulking to avoid the
charge, that your design was inimical to our school.—
What possible bearing have your twe certificates, with
your address to our board of trustees, in extricating yon
drom the charge of hostility to our school 7—But lef us
follow you a little farther. Page 13,
“ When I accepted the appointment, it
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“ dition that after 1 resigning it I should never hoid aii-
« other of the same kind ; d'l(] therefore, were lhcrc ‘:’;
“ medical school in Lm' Innati, and were I to join it
¥ such an act ought not, and among candid, honeral lr
«and high- minded me n, would not, be alleged against
“ me as an impropriety.”? 'V ery true : under ku.in Cire
cuinstances you would stand .‘cqum@d
But let us come to the fact.  When was tlie medieal

school in Cincinnati-established ! Since doctor Drake
returned to Cincinnati last spring.—When was the pro-
ject of that school first conte emplated ? Immediately afl-
ter doctor ‘Drake’s amnbition was (hsappomtud in Lex-
ington~When did doctor Drake first agitate the sub-
ject of a medical school in Cincinnati? Last winter, in
a conversation with doctor Overton, at the time he was
p1 rofessor in the Lexington sthool. Thus your conduct
is exposed to the true hﬂ' t; we perceive distinctly the
differance between your atteinpt at sophistry, in sayny
 were there a medical school, and were I to Jum,” &,
and your real character, as pi ojectox' and: advocaie of
that institution—consequently, the charge I have made
‘qull 18t you, of hestility to our schoel, cannot be qucs-

toned.

In relation to your Lolding your appointment for a

“ specified 1in’;c,” you cbserye, that 1 1+ order to elude
the force of your certificates, I hove intimaied th: «L the
pledge was g'ixc % at another time and place;” )\m
pretend « this 1)1vauxcatmn to be directly in charactér,’
and after a long string of infercnces, you come to fhe
conclusion, and. pronounce upon me. your favorite epi-
thets of falsehood and scoundrel. - Ithank you for this
j-icce of liberality, inasmuch as it Is altogether an ima-
ined case. On that part of my letter to whick you re-
fer, I chall 'u“.z,f.- you or any of your friends; and I am
wiliing to be pronounced any thing within the limits of
your fertile powers in the art of detraction, so seon as it
c¢an be maide to appear by any cm:sti‘w_.::om however re-
mote, that I was in that particular guilty of prevarica-
tion; or that T w ]a:ltﬁd to elude the ‘f‘un.c of your certifi-
cates. No, fir; my course has been dictated by feel-
ags of honors T am supported by the strong arm Gf
substantial truth ;- while - your attemupt to div en public
attention {royi yoursell, by directiio itto an ideal attack
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on the 1‘“};'!“.%0.1 of vour friends, is a piece of subtet

fuge which recoils upon its author, and cannot fail to
mmf'css on public’ sentiment the f! uitless efforts of an
impure heart, - In regard to the fourth peint, that you
were not suicere in anhowne 'nw your C"&'"i:.‘f‘T'llld'l oi ree
s'mru:;: in the s“n'w, it only becomes nec essary to ¢x-
plain the conduct of y o wself and vour friends Y ou ace-
kpowledpe that you did, on different accasions, e \] ress
the probabiiity that you would resign. - The certificate
of doctar John Tod 1d, 1 n(i( introduc c'i tegether with the
reiter:ted observations of your iuc:x'n, m] g0 o prove,
that you wished to supercede doctor Overton in his pro-
fessorship,

Early'in the month of March Jast, when rid inz'in company
with doctor Dudle iy, I told Lim 1 had heard doctor D“J > would

be pleased to have the .L.)p(.nmnc nt of doctor Overton, as Pro
tessor of the theory and }HJPU((‘ of physic.

(Sign cr!) -~ JOHN TODD.
The above certificate was: grounded on a Commuii-
cation coming duum Lmn one -of vour confidential
friends, before your departure from L cxington. TL.et us
now ' see how 1'\:' you ‘w correct in your statement in
relation to the mediecal soc lety. - “You observe—st [ af-

“ tended the meetings of the ch'cal society regularly,
‘and was-the only professor that attempted to meet and
encourage the young-men inthat mode of prosce 'mn'r

« ¢heir studies:” This can be testified by the whole so
‘ciety.”  Thn this statement you should have been more
cautious; you shounid have recollected that the secie ty
bela s meetines. in my room, norc Hd it nreeta any .‘.nCIU
t‘_!_r‘\;‘. But as you have given the invitation for proof, I
al l an you to read the following ¢ crtificates, handed me
 the members of the soc 1('1}'

1

r
<

-2

1\ E; the undersigned, members of the Irx:r‘g!var \T- diecal
Seciety, do certiy, th: it doctor Dudley did, duri mg last winter,
attend the meetings of suid soe ut' as r)fLen as appeared consist-

nf \v:'n his professional” ehigagements ;- and turther, that we
} aves on different ocedsions, héard dociop Dudley 'md dostor
1.'-:‘;-.1:(; m scuss the sifiie subjectsin the socicty tm-rﬂ ICT,

(Signed) CHRIS U0 GRAHAM,
JONA, STOU ¥y
5. P.-RUSSE l,l,,
J, H I?UYI Es
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of doctors D wdiey and Drake at the said seci ety during last win
ter—state, that we recollect to have seen (mf"m' Dhc ‘.lc\ at four,
and doctor Drake at e ight meetings.. We further certi iy, tha
we recollect ohce to 1..;.'.(, heard d u“ois Dudley and Drake dis-
euss the same subject.

SAM. P. RUSSELL,
JUH.\: T. PARKER,
GEORGE W. YENABLE.

2. oin e 154 DB !
Lexin _r!ml, July 25th, 1818,

1 \vou‘ have passed in silence your remarks in reja
fion to. the influence you bm.lglu with you into our
schooel; but as this might be seized by youas a triumph,
[ have only to repeat, that in vi'l"l',’; a principle to-you
ior the purpose ef conciliation, we 1njured ourselves at
I0ME, .Khd lost the opportunity ui conferring adiploma
n one “of the brightest young men of your state; a
}'r:-u]'lg,v; man who might have given as much eclat to our
school as a graduate, as you have done in the capacity
of I‘l‘m S‘m_)l‘,n(h youz » influence gave us no support fiHm
Ohbio. . In your 8th division of my letter, you present
y(‘ursc‘;fin full charaeter, and charge me, with all the
3}':01“.;1 U'EL of a well educated bi.\ckr'uwrd with telling
“ two lies.”’— It is false,” you observe, “that I decided

“on docter Dudley’s lectures witho nr hearing one of
i ¢ that I ever pronounced hLim in-
i, ';:1 the unq 1)I.L}c-a{ manner in which ‘it 1s
ated. £t us now examine your course, and sce
ar it is in unison wnh the above assertions.

lect, sir, that op this occasion we.shall not pe
mit you te qualify your expressious to suit your pmp(. 5
€83 we tske your language and your condnct as coin-
mon coin. In your ]mmpinct you-go on to observe—
“ I always entertained-the opinion that no professor, who
¢ is also a practitioner of physic, can teach with success
“ both anatomy and surgery.  In this opinion I ‘was so
“ much sirengthened by my residencein Lexingtongthat
«it became one of the causes of my resignation, and iu
“ my ‘various conversations with the friends ef the col-
“lege, I never hesitated to express it.- But I always
'-wd'* itted that doctor Dudley would do very well

% either }n‘dcsscrsinp alone.” “Now. permit us to ask
‘;;nw it happened that your residenge it Lexineten
sivgngthened you in the opinion, that a practitigner cad-

i
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cid not hear me lecture, and the class bear witness that
X was the most regular professor in the discharge of my
duties, even in comparison with yourself. “Doctor Post,
of New-York, teaches anatomy, surgery and physialogy,
and yet doctor Post is a practitioner of physic. If we
cross the Atlantic, we find anatomy and surgery gene-
raliy associated ; and yet these teachers are ali practi-
tiorers.  What then does your obscrvation amount to ?
A mere expression-of hostility to me, with a desire to
have me superceded.

But let us examine this subject a little farther: you
were opposed to me because of my monopoly of ana-
tomy and surgery. 1In the school which yoy have insti-
tuted in Cincinnati since you retired froni the Lexing-
ton school, I perceive you are to teach botany, materia
medica, physiology, the theory and practice of physic,
and midwifery ; while your associate teaches anatomy,
suggery, and is joint teacher in midwifery : and yet you
are both practitioners of physic. This specimen of
your character must prepare the public'to believe, that
you have no respect for consistency of conduct, and that
you are as insensibie of your duty to yourself; as of your
obligations to society. ~While you object to my filling
two branches in the Lexington school, in their nature ine
scparable, you institute a school in Cincinnati, wherein
you are engaged to teach five or more different depart-
ments ; and your associate three others, I-ncluding the
two branches confided to me in Lexington.

not teach with success both anatomy and surgery 2 Yo

Thus, to use your own language, we are presented
“with the magnificent and affecting specacle of one
 young backwoodsman cngdged in teaching what, in
“the University of Pennsylvania,” now occupies ¥ the
“ time and powers of” Chapman,Coxe, Barton and Jamess

Suffer me to congratulate you on the latter part of
your 18th page, wherein you have been so honest as to
make a tacit acknowledgment of the charge against you
in relation to doctor Overton. Immediately aftery how-
ever, with your usual facility in the language of vulgar-
ity, you proceed to say—¢ That (in the 10th place) I ev-
“er mtrigued for his professorship,” meaning doctor
Overton, « or would have accepted it, had it been offer-

¥

¢ ed to me, is a wilful Jie, fabricated merely to prejudice
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®the public mind. I should be glad to see an atempt
“ made to prove it.”” On this occasion I am surprised
at your want of respect for-the feclings of your {riends,
because it is from that quartef enly that we have had
any intimation of your willingness to super ede doctor
Overton. I grant you, sit, on the subject of your in-
trigue and desire to supercede doctor Oves ton,l cannot
ndduce positive proof; yet I am suvre a criminal at the
bar of justice would have fatal sentence passed upon him,
from evidence of the character with which we are fur-
nished.

Before your departure from Lexington, you express-
ed your dissatisfaction with docter Overton, of which
we have abundant proof; and]l ¥y dectar Jobn Todd’s cer-
tificate, we learn that you would be pleased to supet
cede him in his pl‘ofc%snz&mp. Ever since your depar-
ture from Lexington, it has been teiterated by your
friends, that you cauld be brought back by giving you
doctor Overton’s appeintment ; and only a-few daysbe-
fore the arrival of your pamphlet, your {riend, doctov
Biythe, propagated the same cpinion in our streets.

In addition to all this, I'have been officially requested
to consider doctor Overton’s ohpun itment vacated ?"' hi
absence, and to concur in giving it to you; and -1 had
every assurance that youw umd‘ under such anarr ange-
ment, return to L.exington

Under these circumstances, I ask you, siry what will
be the impression on the part of the public 2~ Can it be
supposed your friends were so stupidly insensible to
their duty, as to jeopardize the existence of the Medi-
ca! School by disiiacing doctor Overton, without any
promise of an equivalent? No, sir; your serviceswere
the pledge offered by your friends in the event of doctor
()\‘cr*un's removal frem cffice. ~ The attitude in which
vou place those devoted to you, is bumi ;11*1ng ndeed.
Like the master workwen, you would have it lllthM'oUd
that you project the plan, while those devoted to you €x-

ecute the work, without regard to consequences.. In
relation to your attempt at a refutation of my remarks
concerning your pumal and \mfuendly pmgecdm to-
wards the school and some of the protcssms, I trust it
1s in my. power to expose its \Wu\new, and to bring
heme conviction tothe minds of the public, of the feels

3




ol mahve and detraction which have mark e
ceportinet.  ‘U'hat 1 did not treat you with the friend y
feeling whieh I wouid have extended to a straneer un-
der difierent circumstances, is trae ; yet to prove your
supreme regard for detraction and misrepresentation; I
reler you apd the public to the statements of . dortors
Pindeli and Ridgely. EExiseron, Jury 22, 1818.

Sip—Tn answer to your letter of the 20t h mat. 1 beg leave to
sliate, "Lhat soin

e \“‘:t [“t‘.;(;hS to the operation on Owens for
bladder, octor ].‘ici"‘(]_‘; and myself visited '.im with
> purpose ef sounding him. While at Owens’s, you
observed that \(m sheuld ol)(z‘.h' i afew (m_\ s, but in conse-
Guence (r the room being so small, yeu would be underthe ne-
ity eftaking bim down to the house you (‘((‘";*':ul On my
-wtmrl \\k ether there would not be some risque in c: ArTYing
imn back atter the (qn'z‘uhun, and enqulrm r-whether a l()u'ﬂ
could not ,a.g recured m the houses more adjacent, you replied
thatyeu ha d-e \4‘r'm<-u, and could find no room suitab} v large
for that ed your class should witness the (,E:tlull\hl,
and tha ':-d to usk a few fric m‘~ among those enn-
At the
» we reccived a message by one

s to attend ; ml [ either after we arrived at your

wtoeinthe

~L\'l‘ )-\!' '[l'

1ve you meéntioned doctor ’)“ ke:

1

L

. )

merate a, LOY
time H'I ointe (’! i\_n' tlie uperation

of your stuadent

;;U(Ji'. r ll"""_‘ L;\('UT. we saw doc Lor L,A}-L aj J]Jiu.lLuul Un ht

stopping, however, a door below, I mentioned to doctor Ridgely
that | ;"' sumed he had nusmkx'n the place. Doctor J{u'wnh,

¥ think, veplied, * P« erhaps docter Dudley has neglectes

10 “n‘
vite ham:?

ch'cr Ridgely thien walked to deetor Thu Lh vy and

1eaw dnc:nr Drake ushered into Lis lllmtnun.amnmmu 1y af-
tery and my Impression is that he wis handed in by doctor Duda
ley @ in this, however, 1 may be mistaken.
I am, with great respeet, your obt. svt.
R. PINDELL,
rymis

o Da-Dob

Joctor Drake :"n"w mentionca me asan ¢ ag
‘iw\n 1o see an (; MW
(I()I'Sh(lt;‘l' J.x

nt inintroducin 2y
ton |)uh='n.( d by \.c)(,uu Dudliey, I do nnv
as nug roper tuat 1 should state the circumstances, so
far as I now recoliect them, andaoy ow Ill]ll])l‘Lbbl »ns at the time,

A few days previous to the (pu.\c'm, doctor Pindell and my-
self were t""tLuL"‘ with dector Duadle ¥V, to see Nlr.OQwens, w l‘L n
m the colrse of conversation Lie siid he should irvit € some
friends, and the students—doctor Drake’
1n particular

1

Ui the ¢

S name wys mentigned,

~of the (*“'\cr"ziir:n, and when on my way to it, [ met
docter Drake, and yemarked to hian that it was time to go to the
4_11',;:';‘_‘\;(_)!._, or words to that effect =t " lieh he ]L[JII\ u, he had
not been notified of it My anxi'w from doctor Dudley he
was to have been invited to it, and .:,,)f')u'l";‘, in“the hurry of

, e had forgotten it, or

making arrangements preparatory for
thsat some ong et hisy oung gentlemen might have been commise

him-and
hesgitating
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fention to
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";1 to do 1, and had emitted it, T felt myself justifiad inuret
g him to go with me. We passed up the street néar to the
ous \..),n I saw doctor Dudley at the door, tnd advanced to
1.*.1 :n.@ eaid there was doctor Drake ; he immediately and un-
hc‘m.;;mv_'-si_\' advinced to him and led lim i, or he joined me
and went in with me. So confident was I of doctor Dudley’s in-
tention to invite him, that I did net hesitate to press doctor
Drake to go with me, which 1 certainly should not lLave d\)nr
could I have had a suspizion cf i:‘::.xc;:'::'\ in the expressions.of
doctor ‘)'nl}("‘, when he kad used the naime of doctor Drake pars

ticularly, in company with doctor Pindell and myself,

T TN TIY YW
F, BICGELY.

fhat the operation would be performed until

s S . : S W e T d st and D 3
mornine «,i its exectution.  Doctors Pindell and Ridg

fiad just been invited the moment belore 1 called you
and conduct : *
SwEr a basc de ¥
: 1
temptible attitu e uf Lcmg smuggled
jaents. 7 :
You should have recoilcc*«*c that in this misrepre-
entatl ’1}0\1 have involved th -‘L‘.‘::ﬂq »§ doctor Ridee-

it

ed you ,..m my apartiments; anc
; =

PR E= %

gt
i, a man who is as incapabic of sn mgalme you i
Ly
{

Bl

entleman’s a,.tutu.-v..&; o8 j ou have been base i thie re
al of that affair.
¥ now proceed to detail my réasons for declining that
cordial intimacy with you, which, under proper circim-
stances, would have been congental with my nature. - It
cuickly understood after your arvivédl in Lexington
vour Ap:'oi‘:’s';:si'ws to the contrary :‘f‘L".:‘ti‘;f:.»..‘u::li'.:;;_s
you entertained all the rane :
you were host ile to any ¢
vrl.imm'\ ol the Umnrm
],.;u iy in the winter there was anether circumstzance,
however, which determined my course towards you.

A inan was accidentally killed at the door of one of our

pubiic hcu:‘:‘::‘ \ curs “'if, doctor Cloud, doctor € “\'cw::.,
snvself atid others, were ,hllu’. on to examine the bods

t

O that-occaston seyveral of us urged the pro nriety of a
examination to be continued u.,mt 1¢ causesaf hisde ﬂ.n
were compietely developed by dissection; you, while

yeta auv;.m‘h most officiously urged Q.iu ‘tial examine a-

tion, al‘d as this course met the views of the coroncer and
jury, you prevailed.

_l -
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Vv € were then sworn to examme, ahid report accarding
to evidence: we proceeded, and {airly exposed the caus-

¢s of his death ; and then, instead of presenting yourself

in an adjoining room before the jury, yeu eloped. Upon
being brought back by the constable, you appeared to
be angry, and refused td give evidence—~when 1 replied
to you, that your refusal more particularly concerned
yourselfy as you had taken an ocath to give evidence.
After a moment’s hesitation and choking, you expressed
your determination not to give evidence, as you woald
not lay yourself iiable to be called from Cincinnati to at-
tend the trial.  Thus, sir, if you were not guilty of per-
jury, you have atleast refused to obey the injunctions of
yourown oath; and your conduct on that occasion con-
vinced me that your moeral faculty was unsound, and that
you were urworthy of my confidence and my friendship.

You next proceed to the subject of the Medical So-
ciety, and with the efirontery peculiar to these who are
regardless of the consequences of assertions, you boldly
pronounce~¢The censtitution wasrevised, and at mysug-
¢ gestieondoctor Dudley was elected president, and thén
“utterly neglected to attend the meetings.”  Read the
following certificates, and then, provided vou have any
sensibility remaining; blush for your destittition of morz]

3 ;
4 by .-
integritys

This isto certify, That on the evenin
last, at a meeting of the Lexington Mec
nominated doctor Dudlev

5 of the 22d November
lical Society, 1 arose and
as president thereof, and that the hal-
lot was immediately taken, when he was unanimously elected.
And further, that my nomination was not made from the sug-
gestion of any person whatsoever.
(Signed) CHRISTO. GRAHAM.
_WT, the undersigned, membersof the Lexington Medical So-
ciety, do certify, That doctor Dudley did, during the last wins
ter, attend said Society as often as a')pcal'cd consistent with his
professional engagements. And further, that we have on differ-
ent occasions heard doctors Dudley and Drake discuss the Sagne
subjects together in the Society, '
(Signed) CH. GRAHAM,
JONA. S rOUT,
S. P. RUSSELL,
J.-H. RQYLE,
Your observations on what you have styled my mono-
polizing views, present such a perfect picture of your own
ambition, that all wl ¢
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it the disgusting deformity of the original. The five or
ccarding | IMore branches which you have cng.zggd to teach, speak
the caus. 40 2 language which reverberates with an unceasing 3
you rselt | €cho, the application of thatsignoble epithet to yoursel It
d. Upen Your reply to what you have dnsw nated as “ the three
eared to | last charges” in my letter, a ddressed to you on the
 replied 3|Oth Jm]e, has been shaped by feclings which nething
hcerned |~ Saort of guilt and pusillanimity could have dictated,
vidence. = ter publising that your feelings ¢ require no other,
tpressed | & and can have no higher satisfaction, than the favorable
a woald | award of an impartial public,” you have subsequently
found it necessary to insinuate, that you would fight, if

atito at- Fay :
v of per- chellenged. - This course of yours reminds me of a cow-
ctions of  ardly boy, who submits tamely to insult; and who can

ion con- | ©Dly be brought to defend himself when his adversary
andthae | Strikes a chip from hishead. Permit me to ask of you,
endship. | ¥ hat has caused this change in the course you had
ical So= | arked out as your line of p"occdu e ! First you ad-
who are Iressed me a note through captain Bain, requiring of me
u boldly | 1o correct statements 1 had made, injurious to your-cha-

racter in Lexington. In my answerto that communica-
tion, instead of retracting my statement about you, L
gave you additional causes for dissatisfaction; and had
you then possessed the Iy rely feelings of a man of ho-
norable pt'de that was the time to make it a personal
affair—then you should have called on me for satisfac-
tion. "xlxonly after, it appears, you adopted the idea of
lovember - defending your conduct by two negative certificates, to-

arose and
Lt‘{);éalf gether with your own statement to the Board of Trustees

mysug-
and then
lead the
\ave any
of moral

Feloated. of this University. Upon the reception of my szcond
‘the sug-  letter, notwithstanding you have given it publicity with-

out colon, semicolon, or peri@d, in some places; yét so
\HAM. much of 1t was intelligible, that you fouud it absolutely

edical So- necegsary to fight, yourself, orto place your friends be-
iast _w;r_;« tween yourself and danger. The latter ajternative you
t::ﬁ%:ﬁt prcunul this was more agreeable to_your views of
ithe same personal safety, @ t‘nt istanding the sacrifice of the ob-
Jigations of friendship, of truth, of honor, and of manly
firmuess—now that you have lost all these, it is said you

are willing to fight. '
1 have now finished the painful task of expesing your
<onduct to public censure. .1 have, by yeur own ac-

‘ r\L\‘ ’LL 1-»“ 11{ tr\gl::i}c"- 'n‘lt{‘. t't-wl-_: (:'v'(!r\nn(\ .:\‘ (‘Lf‘*; "

Yailalw
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Overton, made it a ppear that you did ,-:1“'“ us an ms::ft
ance. of being e in the L (\m'}.mn school for two seasons a®
least. Yoursophistry in attempting g to evade censure for
your hostility to the L(,mng;tnn school was too shallow—
your dquplicity is exposed.  Your assertion in v €gd "d to
your being the only professor who attended tlie meeti
ot the \ud r‘r' Saciet ¥, 1s controverted by the lL
testimony of the members of that body

By your own confession, I have made it appear that
you did pronounce on my i c“mpe ency te teach ana-
tomy and surgery.  That you have intrigued for, and
wisk 1wi to (;')m,n doctor Overton’s s 'mpmmnwnt, we have
the evidénce of your friends and advocates.” “I'hat 3‘cu
have most \\‘iiim.\ net‘w.rtf-‘ I the truth, appears clear
from the testimony of doctors Pindell and Ric nkcly.

2

hat yeu ..\ue pe rverted thc truth 1n relation to the pre-
sidency of the Medica Society, is clear from the corti-

l' 1 (3 &l 1 1
hcate ot Mr. Grabam. That vou have perverted the
t yard to myattendance on the socie ty, we have

puth in reg
ampic testimony, in the certificate of different mem! bers
: What then remains for me to do?
ould you have me apply to you your classic language
of hiar, villain and seoundre}? \o* it onlv becomes ne-
cessary for me to adduce the proof: society will award
you appr opriate names 'mu tities,
A grievance vi th me of still mor

of the soclety
W

mterest, however,
vet remains muum ated, notwithstan i]g; the degraded
n.,w,'.“r;;: in which youi m.nf{uu has placed you.
i s
You have enlisted the feelings and prejudices of doc-
Rivithe i £ o ghie}
oy Duyt Iresi-

the in your favor—a man w}‘.o, irom leng
dence in Lexington; whose capacity as a teacher m 2
pu?aiic ii stitution; whose powers in pulpit oratory
whose present occu ptt'rm. as preceptor of the most in-
ter (-'1‘111’ order of creation, should have placed him too
high in public estimation, to be.reached by the drm of
]n--;s[s{i: 7. Unfortunately, however, for him, for rn%en,
and for Lexin ngton, he has not bwn vetehful of his die-
nity and his honor. - When doctor Blythe received your
m»n:r.nzn;cafu'n, requiring of him such a statement as
I :.;4.,;, impeach my veracity and prostrate my reputa-
ony 1 ask of you, T ask him, I ask soc :ctv, what should
have hce“ his course ! Didnota regard for the :!'T.(‘t‘f“‘.t‘i
o¢ the Lexington Medical School render

.
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proicssor, to \'is.it mesand-cerreet wint e
imagined an erroneous impression, before giving his cer-
llﬁLutL ¢ Did not his residence in L exington make it his
duty to quiet, not to foment, the hostile feehng between
Lis associate in the Medical Cellege, and vou, a citizen
of Cincinnati ! Did not meek C hn-,tmm_‘,‘ require of
Lim, by every principle of his profession, to guard his
fellow being against strife, and to tuvn with horror fron:
the proposition of being made a servile tool in individual
contention ! Witness the contrast—Doctor Blvthe for-
wards his negative certificate to you, couched in the
strongest Janguage which this species of testimony can
bear.  All was secrecy : . not a word was whispered to
me on this subject; aned but a few d;‘zyfa before the as-
riv ». of your pamanhlet, the doetor, whese curiosity could
no lonzer be restrained on the sabjectof wy lnam‘%iutirrn,
Jike a timid and guiity animal, chm'cs to address one
of my ')'lpil%, and thus gave himthefirst intiniationol a
rupture hetween you 'wcl imyself.
Itis t;ulv a misfortune that such a.man should pos-
cssany share of public conh fidenee: That heisapreach-
er of the o« e I, 15 a circumstance of peculiar ‘1="1't';£'1ﬂ
cation. For his profession asa minister, the eavliestim-
pressions of my mnfapcy are warmiy eng f
ver. The man who is undeviatingly enpag
moting the. cause-of humanity, ,‘ kn ()'.‘,’l'.:f.lgc and reli-
oion, con ‘aLP..lJ“: from me feciings. of approbation m.d
g atitude, which can with d ﬁ cud r" be compared toany
hing earthly in eharacter. <1 am awave that doctor
Blythe will attempt to-make 3t appear that the charch
and reli; oion are subjectso f:\‘tn.”]: 10 this, Bowever, -he
must {ail. - The ve ‘.\umr;.\ with which:1.behold the de-
voted Christian—~the warm feelings m reg 11"' i elitertain
for those who compose the doctor’s
under any circumstances short of the unphc

own character; have urped me to silence. I'should most
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unwillingly exchange my situation for tT'H'\ of @ manavho,
while a preacher of the gosj )(", seeretly gives neg: tive

: ¢ oo AN ¥ 1
certificates, which are- designod Il. stroy dndividual

¢haracter, to-affect the interest m{ our town; to threaten
the existence of auseful schoolof information, te excite
controversy,and finally to urge the partics torthe last and
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most unchristian anpeal, to imnlemeits of destruction,




j281 the succeas?

I ortier fo scttie a dishute.  Such has
ful courss of your 'ul\m ate and {riend.

The diletnma into which the certificate above pamed
places the doctor, will appear more (tIcnr by reference
10 the following expression contained in if, coupled with
your 0\1\(“‘”1”‘ acknowledgment. Doctor Dlythe ob-
serves—« But in my hearing, vou (doctor Drak e¢) al-
“wyays spoke in great deubt as to your deliveri ingr a se-
« cond course;> while in your letter of the 2d April, we
find the following—<1 nhsu‘xm, that my nn“r'«smn
#then was, that T should come to Lexington a secend
« time, after which T should decide on my ultimate des-
“ Linatiun.” This took place on thé evening of the cr-
ganization of the facyity, in the presence of doctor
Bivthe, and must remain a lasting monumeat of werk-
ness and folly in him, who has been so prompt in sup-
porting vou l)}' negative testimeny.  If we are permit-
ted to jn(‘.:r{: of the future b" the past, we may yet an-
ticipate the time when the doc tar w ill recolléct, 1n its
fullest latitnde, thé ebligations which bound you to the
Lexington Medical Hr.::;'\l

Since he furnished you with his certificate, he recol-
Jects that you did say that “you were enlisted 1n the {or-
« tune of the scnr)ol, and that your rcputation must rise
<« or sink with it.’

I have thus completed the exp sition which circum-

ances reqoired me to make.  Some little apology
mu} be thought necessary for such delay in meeting
yvour expectation, Many disappointments in the iail,
iopether with one in a special messenger, compelled
me, from a want of some of the materials, to protract
your suspense in relation to the answer which vour

rxmphlml.us invited. If L am prepared, however, o

:uppm.matc your feeling, the pining influence of sue-
pense is pleasure extatic, when compared with the cor-
roding powers of evidence which must prostrate you be-
vond ail hope of redemption; m while the sun of
vour fair fame 1s set forever, the east T could desire is,
that vou may leave seme friend to toll the melancholy
%neil over the humble remains of humar 1ity-

B. W. Dudier.

Teatngion, K. September 03, 1818
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£~ As the following Appeal is neitlier very
short, nor entirely free from attempts at logical
reasoning, a careful veading of it will be attended
with some labor. I would advise those persons,
therefore, who are already convinced with re-
spect to the matters in dispute, not to engage in
its perusal.  Such as have decided in my favor,
do not want additional evidence : and should
there be any who are convinced by Dr. Dudley’s
facts and arguments, I despair of producing in
them any change. T write for those who have
cautiously suspended their opinions till the whole
case should be presented, and ave willing to con-
template the evidence adduced with sufficient pa-
tience and attention to perceive distinetly how
much it establishes. "To such persons I hope to
exhibit something that will be conclusive.

At the end of the pamphlet, I have added a
note concerning the election of the Professors of
the Medical College, which is intended for elu-
cidation ; and might even be read first, with ad-
vantage,
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A SECOND APPEAL.

e ——

Ix the preface to my first Arprar, it was stated that
the principal object which IThadin view was to vindicate
myself from the charge of having made an attempt to de-
stroy the Medical Cul?ege of the Transylvania University,
while a Professor in that Imstitution. The attempt, it
appeared from Dr. Dudley’s statement, consisted in this
that I had given a pledge to hold my appointment for
two years, and had resigned before the expiration of one.
Dr. Dudley’s declarations were accompanied by no evi-
dence, and-invefatinethem T was under the necessity of
proving a negative; which 1 did, as 1 conceive, in the
most unequivocal manner. The pledge, he asserted, was

iven in a meeting of the Medical Faculty, at which Doc-
tors Blythe and Richardson were present as members.
These gentlemen Lave declared that they listened to the
conversation relative to the length of time that 1 would
continue in the University, and that I gave no pledge to
hold my place for any specific period. Dr. Overton,
however, one of the Faculty, tho’ at present an inhabitant
of Nashville, after being repeatedly importuned by Dr.
Dudley from July to September, both by mail and a spe-
cial messenger, at length favored him with a certificate,
in which it is stated, that I observed at the meeting just
alluded to, that I would not suffer the result of our first
winter’s exertion to fix my resolution in relation to hold-
ing my appointment ; but that after the second winter,
when the impediments then existing to the advancement
of the Sc}mo{ were removed, I would finally determine,
—and if in the affirmative, remove to Lexington; and
this has been published by Dr. Dudley as “evidence
which must prostrate me beyond all hope of redemption.”
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Now I deny that this evidence, taken literally, offers
any contradiction to that of Doctors Blythe and Richard-
son, and earnestly invite my readers to reperuse it. The
natural and correct meaning of what Dr. Overton has
attributed to me, is, that I w vould suffer no circumstance
connected with the difficulties which the School had to
encounter for the first winter, to be the cause of my re-

signation ; but it certainly does not express that in de-
kplte of &ll circumstances I would continue in the School
for two years. 'This is only.an inference, and to this
inference the unequivocal and decided testimony of Drs.
Blythe and Richardson stands directly oppesed. Before
commwitting the apparent contradiction between these
bent}emen to the public, I will take the liberty of offering
a few remarks.

1. Dr. Dudley would endeavor to excite the belief,
that the testimony of Dr. Overton is of a - positive, and
that of the other gentlemen only of a negative character;
and therefore, th: it dl’fh()d”l] he stand alone, his evi I*uce
should overturn theirs, Ir does nut IL(lllllL‘ much mnge-
nnit:,—‘ to d‘;‘;ﬂ:ﬂiﬂ‘a(‘ ﬂl“ buw..ap;-‘:v uf L-:ia ltasvunw. 'fhv
gentlemen state that they were parties and auditors to

ﬂw very conversation alluded .to by Dr. Overton, and-

declare that I made no engagement whatever. I‘hexr
certificates have, consequently, as pesitivea character, as
th‘xt which has been pm(-ured te supersede them.

2. In Dr. Overton’s letter, and in various parts of Dr.
Dudley’s pdmuhld it is either intimated or pesitively
asserted, that an engagement of mine to stay two years,
was, with them, an equivalent for their conse: iting o as-
sociate with Dr. Richardson. Now, the conditions on
which that gentleman was recognised were recorded 'in
the Journals of the Faculty ; and I would enquire, |fa.
pledge of mine were the bdsls of that recegnition, why
that pledge (so important in its corsequence~) was not
recorded also? The truth is, that no promise or intima-
tion of mine had the smallest influence in procuring the
recognition of Dr. Richardson by Dectors  Dudley and
U‘mhtn ; for u.fme my arrival at Lexington fhev had
consented to associate with him, on the very condition
which was afterwards recorded in the Journal of the Pro-
fessors.  For the truth of this I will vefer to- M. Andrew
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M:Calla and Col. James Trotter, the Chairman and Trea-
surer of the Board of Trustees ; the latter of whom was
requested, by Doctors Dudley and Overton, to call on
Dr. Richardson, and inform him, that they were willing
to go into the University with him, on the single condition,
that he should sign no diploma until he got one himself;
and this is the condition on which he was received at the
first meeting of the Faculty. Now, as Dudley and Over-
ton had consented to this, previously to my arival at
Lexington, it must be admitted by every man of common
understanding, that they are net at liberty to refer that
consent to any promise of mine made at a subsequent
period :—the testimony of Dr. Overton is therefore set
aside, and all the reasonings of Dr. Dudley founded upon
it of necessity fall to the ground.

3. Before I left Lexington, Dr.Overton made a pro-
posal to me to remove thither and succeed him in the
practice of physic, as he wished to emigrate to the state
of Tennessee, - He seemed anxious that I should accept
his offer, and held out a variety of inducements. Ata
meoting of the Faculty, st tne same pericd, Twas Jes
sired to unife in an application to the Trustees to have
the existing appointments confirmed under the new law
of incorporation. I declined both of these propesitions,
and repeatedly assured Dr.Overton that I expected to
resign in the ensuing spring. In the midst of all these
assurances, he never uttered a single word on the subject
of a pledge on my part, not to resign under tweo years.
Now 1 will leave it with - those whe understand human
nature, to decide whether if he then had been conscious
of having on me so strong a lien as the engagement spo-
ken of by Dr. Dudley, he would not at legst have cited it
as an argument against my determination ¥

4. The vituperation uttered by Dr. Dudley against Drs,
Richardson and ‘Blythe, was resented by those gentlemen
in a manner, and with a promptness that could ouly have
been inspired by conscious rectitude. The former, aban-
doning his characteristic moderation, demanded, as an
atonement for the outrage on his character, that satisfacs
faction which the fashionable world erroneously call the
highest that can be given. The latter, with as little delay,
resigned his Professorship, and in a letter at once tems
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perate and energetic, has shown to society with what in-
dignation he resented the imputation of dishonesty.

3. Dr. Dudley, either with profound ignorance, or the
shallowest sophistry, has cited my vote at a meeting of
the Faculty, on a question relative to Dr. Richardson’s
situation in the year 1819, as a proof that 1 intended to
hold my Professorship for two years~—As well might he
have cited any other vote which had a prospective effect,
as that which he has selected. - If he think that the mem-
bers of a corporation are to vote on no subjects but those
which will be perfected while they continue in office ; or
if he suppose that he can make society believe that such
is their Lﬁlty, he has as much to learn on this point as on
many others. As a member of the Medical Faculty of
an incorporated institution, it was my duty to decide on
all questions that were raised. He might with the same
propriety have selected my vote on the question regula-
ting the succession of the office of Dean, which established
a perpetual rotation, as a proof that I meant to hold my
Professorship for my whole life, as to have quoted the one

-he-did; to proveth ; teds mue_in-tre
School for two years. In my vote I represented my Pro-
fessorship, and not myself.

‘These facts and arguments strongly corroborate the

(7

testimony of Doctors Blythe and Richardson ; and until
their evidence is set aside, I shall consider myself com-
pletely acquitted from the charge of having violated a
pledge to the Transylvania University.

Dr. Dudley asserts, however, that in my letter to him
by Capt. Bain, there is an admission that I had made this
pledge. The sentence alluded to is the following: «1
observed that my impression then was, that I should come
to Lexington a second time, after which I should decide
on my ultimate destination.”

Having assumed this as an acknowledgment of all
that he had charged me with, he proceeds to make various
applications of it, and among the rest, asserts, that while
Doctors Blythe and Richardson were denying that I gave
any pledge, I was, myself, admitting it. So much stress,
indeed, does he lay on this sentence, that it would have
pervaded his whole book, had the u;orif not been too dis-
Jointed to admit of a connecting principle.
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Now if the statement that I had the impression that
1 should return to Lexington a second time, be the same
as a pledge that 1 would ;—if there be no difference be-
tween the simple utterance of an eaxpectation, and the
declaration of a promise ;—if “ an image in the mind,”
be the same as a “ pawn,” or “ any thing given in secu-
rity,”* then 1 am convieted. But if those terms are not
synonymous, and I might express the former, without in-
curring the obligations of the latier, then I stand acquit-
ted, Dr. Dudley’s sophistry is exposed, and Drs, Blythe
and Richardson are exonerated from the charge of having
certified to less than was admitted by me.

I most earnestly solicit my readers to reperuse thig
part of Dr. Dudley’s reply, confidently expecting them to
perceive in it such an earnest attempt at assuming, and
reasoning from, false premises, as will induce them to re-
ceive with a proper degree of caution all his subsequent
conclustons.

I conceive it unnecessary to take any further notice of
the charge of m{ having violated a pledge to hold my
Professorship. 'The public have now all the facts and
reasonings on the subject which they will perhaps ever
obtain, and 1 feel perfectly willing to rest the issue on
what has been exhibited.

On the charge that in the time and manner of resigning
I had attempted to break up the Lexington School, 1 need
say nothing in addition to that with which I have already
troubled the public. In the 7th page of my first Appeal
it is demonstrated that T gave the earliest possible notice
of my intention toresign, and that 1 did resign immedi-
ately after the end of the session. These points are in-
deed not controverted by Dr. Dudley in his pamphlet, and
1 stand therefore as completely absolved from the imputa-
tion of having attempted to break up the Schogl, as from
that of hayving violated an engagement to contifue in it.t

* Johnson’s definitions.

t In the 13th page of my first Appeal, T have stated that Dr. Dudley.
in his letter had in#imated that the pledge I was charged with making,
was given at another time and place from that to which he had at first
referved it.  This he denies ; and I am.pleased that he has confined his
statements to -what occurred at the meeting of the Facuity, My con-



8

Dr. Dudley insists that there is a Medical School in
Cincinnati; that I am a member of said School ; that it
was instituted since my return from Lexington; and
that it had been previously projected, as T spoke of it to
Dr. Overton in the winter.” From these premises he draws
the inference that I was hostile to the iexington School.
What admirable logic '—Since my resignation a Medical
School has been established in Cincinnati, therefore 1 was
a faithless member of that in Lexington ;—I projected
this School, with the view of destroying that; but at the
same timeé communicated the project to Dr. Overton, its
techmical head. The truth is, that I re eatedly predicted
to the Professors of that College, that wll-’1ether I continued
in it or resignied, there would be arivalSchool in this place;
for that Dr. Rogers had contemplated this project, whe-
ther supperted by me or not. ~ And therefore that the
most which could be ealculated on by the people of Lex-
ington, wou!ld be to make their town, as it respects Medi-
cal instruction, the Philadelphia of the west:

To pursue this subjeet a little farther, T am willing
to incur the charge of repetition. Suppose I admit that
there is a Medical School in Cincinnati, and that T am
one of its teachers, does it follow that I was or am an en-
emy to the Medical College of Lexington? That I never
violated any engacement made with thiat Institution;
that T labored zealously to discharge my duty while a
Professor in it; that T warned my colleagues of the pro-
bability of my engaging in a School at this place; that I
gave the earliest possible intimation of my intentionof
resighing; and, finally, that I vesighed seven menths be-
fore the commencement of the second course of TLec-
tures, have all appeared in evidence. On what ground,
then, am 1 chargeable with hostility to the Lexington
School? I am a Director of the Seminary in this place,
and mighf, with equal propriety, be charged on that ac-
count with enmiity to the Transylvania University. The

clusion that he had changed the time and place, was founded on that
paragvaph of his letter of the 30th of June, which eontains a partial
Statement of a eonversation that T had with him and Dr. Overton the
day before the meecting of the F aculty ; with which statement be has
<oupled the pledge which T am said to have made, in such a manner,
s t0 indicate that it was given at that time.

« PEITUPIISSE S -y




ol in
1at it
and
‘it to
raws
hool.
dical
was
cted
t the
I, its
cted
med
lace;
vhe-
the
46X~

edi-

img
that
am
en-
ver
lon;
ea
Iro-
gt
of
be-

BC-

on
fe,
te-

he

1at
ial
he

9

Medical School of Baltimore was established long since
that at Philadelphia, and the Faculty composing it might,
on the same principle, be denounced as haviﬁg attempt-
ed to subvert the University of Pennsylvania. The peo-
Fle of Cincinpati entertain the hope of erecting a Col-
ege; but, on a parity of reasoning, might be required by
the inhabitants of Lexington to desist from it, as an act
of hostility to that town. These examples will, I trust,
be sufficient to expose the fallacy of Dr. Dudley’s rea-
sonings on this subject.

These were the first and foulest of the dark catalogue
of crimes with which I am charged by Dr. Dudley, and
such is the successful issue of an examination of the evi-
dence adduced in their support. I will now proceed to an
inquiry into the manner i which the other allegations
are sustained; and here a great difficulty presents itself.
In my fiest Appeal I had, with much labor, collected
from Dr. D’s. two letters.and arranged into a regular se-
ries all the counts in his indiciment, and had their au-
thor possessed but an ordinary stock of intellect, I should
now have an easy task. A shorter effort, however, than
the labor of two months would have enabled Dr. Dudley
to bring back confusion. The subject is nowinextricably
involved; and I am deeply impressed with the truth of
the maxim, that one of the greatest miseries attendant
on controversial writings is that inflicted by the stupid-
ity of an adversary. When folly erects its wan(iJ n
opposition to the tfll1ilos:n)pher.’4; stone, and transmutes
the precious into the base, let those who are doomed
to lay its sorceries prepare for trouble. I will proceed
with as much perspicuity as the nature of the case will
admit.

'The charge of my having, with consummate vanity and
presumption, intrigued for Dr. Overton’s pm_fessorbﬁip, is
supported by Dr. Dudley with testimony which he grave-
by nforms us would be sufficient, in a court ef justice,
to bring a criminal to the gallows. Itis as follows:

1. Doctor John Todd certifies, that he had heard that
1 would be pleased to have Doctor Overton’s appoint-
ment.

2. Before ¥ left Lexington ¥ was digsatished with Dr.
Overton. : : .

B
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3. My friends in. Lexington were of opinion that if Dr.
Overton’s place were offered to me I would beé induced
to return.

It is impossible in Obio not to smile at seeing such
proofs a\'ldluced in support of such a charge : in Ken-
tucky, if we credit Dr. Dudley, it would be no laughing
matter; as, on testimony of this character, the purest man
in society might be convicted of the vilest crimes,

What does the certificate of Dr. Todd amount to f—
Not that he heard that I was intriguing for Dr. Overton’s
place, which was Dr. Dudley’s cﬁarge against me; but,
that it was said I would be. pleased to have it! Again:
I was dissatisfied with Dr. Overton while at Lexington,
and therefore had intrigued: for his appointment. What
an irresistible conclusion!. Again : y friends were of
opinion, after my resignation, that.if Dr. Overton’s pro-
fessorship were offered to me, I would be induced to re-
turn: ergo, 1 was, with them, engaged in an intrigue to
supersede him!  Such deductions really outrage all com-
mon sense. That 1 was dissatisfied with Dr. Overton 1
am willing to admit, if Dr. Dudley requires it. - That
various overtures have been made to me to accept of his
professorship, I will not.deny; but I do deny that I
ever desired or agreed to acceptit: and that I would
plunge into an intrigue:to gain what I would have been
unwilling to receive, if tendered to me, 1s absurd. = The
truth is, that the severity with which I retorted on Dr.
Dudley for this charge, was inspired by my vivid per-
ception of its falsehood and injustice. T called on Eim
for proofs,and be has furnished none—he therefore stands
convieted of wicked and wilful misrepresentation.

Another charge made by Dr. Dudle against me, was
that I ])mnounced him “incompetent without hearing one
of his lectures. I declared botE members of this sentence
10 be untrue, and expected Dr. Dudley to offer something
in their support. On the latter he has favored us with no
testimony whatever ; and to sustain the former, has re-

pealed his vwn deelaration. Eeing on the negative of
the question, it1¢ not incumbent on me to offer any testi-
mony in disproof of these allegafions; and in eaving
.them subject to my former denpnciation,l shall only ob-
8CIve, that in my visit to his lecture room, 1 was accam-
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panied b¥ Dr. M‘Reynolds of the navy, then on an ex-
cursion through the Western country.

1t will perhaps be recollected, that in vindicating my-
self from Y)r. Dudley’s charge of failing in my duties to
the other Professors, 1 incidentally made the following
observations : “ The Medical Society was in a very irre-
gular state. I suggested to Dr. Dudley the importasice
of having it reorganized, and made an auxiliary instita-
tion to the College-—a theatre for the Professors to appear
upon in discussion before the students. He assented to
the whole. - The Constitution was revised, and at my
suggestion, Dr. Dudley was elected President, and then
utterly neglected to attend the meetings.” This at-
tracted the attention of the Doctor in a peculiar degree,
and has given origin to three certificates; on one of which,
although (as I shall presently show) good for nothing, he
laced so high an estimate as to give it two insertions.
T'he first is from Mr. Graham; one of the junior members,
who states that he nominated Dr. Dudley as President
of the Society, without its being suggested by any person
to him. - This is very probable. Butif I had not already
seen how little sagacity Dr. Dudley possesses relative
to certificates, I should be very much surprised to find
that of Mr. Graham introduced. T never made a nomi-
nation in that Society, nor did I know who nominated:
the officers. All that I said was, that Dr. Dudley was
elected at my suggestion ; and that this was the case,
will be at least rendered highly probable, by the follow-
ing extract of a letter received from Mr. Venable, one of
the young gentlemen whose names are to the certificates
introduced by Dr. Dudley :

¢ I recollect, very well (says he) that you requested me to use my
¢ influence in procuring the election of Dr. Dudley, as President] and
¢ Dr. Richardson as Viee President, for the purpose of conciliating the
¢ differences between those two gentlemen. Mr. Royle is very certain
¢ that you spoke publicly in favor of the eleetion of Drs. Dudley and
¢ Richardson, the evening on whieh it took place : Mr. Russell is per-
¢ haps equally certain. - Mr. Parker and myself are willing to certify
‘¢ that you spoke of it publicly, either at.the first or second meeting of
‘* the Society 3 at which we cannot say ; but are inclined to the opinion
“ that you spoke of it at both meetings.”

- As Dr. Dudley had not been President the preceding
winter; and as his election took place not long after my
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sugzestion, it was quite natural to attribute to"it the ins
fluence which I did. 'This will be suffcient for all who
comprehend the difference between the words suzgestion
and nomination ; to those who, like Dr. Dudléy, are too
ignorant for such distinctions, I have nothing to say.

To subvert my assertion, that Dr. Dudley utterly ne-
glected to attend the meetings of the Society, he has in-
troduced the two following certificates:

WE, the undersigned, members of the Lexington Medieal Saciety,
do cortify, that Dr. Dudley did, during last w imter, attend the meet-
ings of s.id soeiety as oftea as appeared consistent with his professional
cngageiients 5 and further, that we have, on different occasions, heord
Dr. Dudley and Dr. Drake discass the same subjects in the society to=
gether.,

(Sigoed) CHRISTO. GRAHAM,
JONA! STOUT,
8. P. RUSSELL,
J. H. ROYLE.

WE, the undersiened, members of the Medieal Debating Society,
being ealled upon to certify concerning the attendance of Dis, Dud-
ley and Drake at the said socicty during last wintep—state, that we re-
eollect to have seen Dr. Dadley at four, aud Dr Drake at eight meet-
ings. We farther certify, that we recollect onee to have hoard Drs.
Dudley and Drake discuss the same subjeet.

SAM. P. RUSSELL,

JOHN T. PARKER,

GEORGE W. VENABLE.
Lerxington, July 25th, 1818.

The first of these is the certificate which Dr. Dudley
has inserted twice, and that which I have pronounced to
be good for nothing. 'That this is the case, will appear
from the following facts: 1. The gentlemen subseribing
it, have not told us how often Dr. Dudley was at the So-
ciety ; but only thathe attended as frequently as in their
epinion, was consistent with his professional engage-
ments. Now this might have been once, or twice. I can
assure the gentlemen that they were but indifferent
judges on this peint ; and, like many others, supposed
the Dogtor’s professional engagements to be more nu-
merous than they really were ; as 1 recollect to have
feft him, once,"at least, at an evening party, when I at-
tended the Society. 2. Both Mr. Russell and Mr: Royle,
after having, by solicitation, subscribed this certificate,
became convinced, by longer recollection, that they had
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testified to more than was vorrect. They both, therefore,
made an earnest application to have their names taken
off ; and were surprised and mortified to find that it was
pot done. My, Russell, meanwhile, subscribed the other
certificate ; and thus, by Dr, Dudley’s littleness, was
placed before the community in an attitude, which ne
member of the Society merited less. 5. Messrs. Graham
and Stout, the other subscribers, are Dr, Dudley’s fa-
vorite private pupils. Concerning the former I have no-
thing more to say, but that he is the person on whom Dr,
Dudley relied to procure certificate-men, and to whom
Messrs, Russell and Royle made the request to have their
names erased. Of the devotion of the latter to the evil
do-tu,lba of his master; some idea may be formed, by
reading the following polite and magnammr»u% eplbﬂe,
written to me last summer, immediately after the pub-
lication of my first Appeal ; in which, it will be recol-
lected, there was inserted an extract from the Valedic-
tory Address of my class:

Lexington, July 22nd, 1818,
Dg. Draxe

T have seen a quotation, from an addvess to you, by the young
sentlemen of your class Last wintér, in a pamphlet
You have used this address for personal motives, which T will not
sanction, I therefore demand a withdrawal of my name from that ad-
dress

JN.O. STOUT

The gentlemen subscribing the other certificate declare
that they recollect to have seen Dr, Dudley at the Society
four times, and-myself eight; and that we once discussed
the same subject together. From this it would appear that
I have made an 1110011e=cf statement eoncerning Dr, Dud-
ley’s negligence, which I very readily grant; and conscious
of the 1e(,t1mda, of my intentions, feel no appr ehensions for
my character. Had I been (lls]m-e{l to misrepresent, I

should cer tainly not have done it in a case where detection
was a .)_-,uls.stuy certain ; nor referred to a whole society to
decide on what I said. 'Writing, as I did, under the infig-
ence of a sleepless indignation, I could not be expected, in
every minute case, to express myself with mathematical
precision ; and, I certainly did not mean that Dr. Dudley
wasaever at the Seciety, nor that I was always present,
C
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-—But, considering that he was the President, that he had
placed himself at the head of the Medical College, ard
that the meetings of the Society were held at his own
shop, his attendance was abselutely a minimum: that,
in short, in comparison with the claims of the Institution
upon him, it was utter neglect, I never saw him in the
Society but twice, and was really surprised that he
could so often contrive to be from home when it assem-
bled. At one of the meetings to which he came when I
was present, some alterations of the constitution only
were discussed. At the other he did not appear till a late
hour. He took the chair, listened to a few remarks made
by myself on the classification of pulmonary diseases;,
got up, and under pretence of calling a juniér member to
order, repeated them nearly verbatim; when, the exer-
cises being over, I withdrew. I never had the honor of
meeting the President again; and the gentlemen sub-
scribing the second certificate are correct in speaking of
a single discussion only between us. I have deemed it
necessary to dwell for some time on this subject (altho’
no part of the original dispute) that it might be correctly
understood, before a final decision on my veracity is
awarded by those to whom I am personally unknown :
my acquaintances cannot even doubt my intention of
ad‘ilering to the truth;

Several recent charges are exhibited against me by Dr,
Dudley, for the purpoese of diverting the public mind from
his want of prm)Fs to substantiate those w{:ich 1 had denied.
In this proceeding he resembles an embarrassed and uns«
principled merchant, who continues to sell new drafts to
meet the payment of the old, until by the miluence of
increasing discounts alone, his bankruptcy is completed,
"The new charge, which I am new to refute, is that of
anconsistency. This is manifested, he informs us, in my
holding five, and my colleague &wo professorships in a
Medical School at this place; while he is censured for
having monopolized only the latter number in the College
at Lexington. . A few minutes will be sufficient to afford
the public the means of judging en this subject. Lietus
begin by inquiring what kim? of medical institution has
been organized in that town? About 30 years ago, the
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Legislature of Virginia incorporated the Transylvania
University, with powers to appoint and organize Facul
ties of various kinds. A Faculty of the Arts, for com+
mon College instruction, had been partially in existence
for many years, when, in 1815, the Trustees resolved on
creating a Medical Faculty. They proceeded accord-
ingly to elect professors, and in the autumn of 1817, soon
after my arrival in Lexington, these professors met and
organized themselves as a Faculty. The Medical Col-
lege, as it was termed in the ordinance of the Trustees,
was required to hold annual sessions, and authovised to
confer the degree of Doctor of Medicine, under the char-
ter of the University. It was, indeed, invested with all
the privileges and legal powers of the most regular Col-
leges ; and, technically speaking, was entitled to rank
with the medical departments of the Univeysities of Penn-
sylvania or Edinburgh. T :

Now, what is the nature of the arrangements made b
Drake & Rogers (in conjunction with ilr. Slack) whie
Dr. Dudley has denominated a Medical School, and even
elevated to a rank with the Medical College at Lexing-
ton? I answer, that accordingto the advertisements of
that firm, those arrangements relate expressly to the in-
struction of private pupils ;—to that kind of education
which every physician, who has a student, is bound to

jve him ;—to that kind of instruction which Dr. Dudley
is.expected to afford to his private pupils, independently
of the public instruction ~vhich he gives in the College.
‘Who does not know that every physician has, or ought
to have, an acquaintance with alF tﬁe branches of medi-
cine ; and teaches, or pretends to teach, his students in
the whole ? This is a fact familiar to us all. Now, what
Drake & Rogers have propesed, is merely to multiply
the advantages and opportunities of their private pupils,
by delivering to them annually a few courses of Lectures.

"These courses are superadded to the usual facilities af-

forded young men by their preceptors, but are still en-
tirely gratuitous. Their doors are not.shut, however,
against the students of neighboring physicians, who may
be desirous, before visiting__ Philadelphia, New-York or
Baltimore, to avail themselves of all the advantages with=
in their reach. In this manner, they have proposed to
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sbviate some of the difficulties, with which, from éxperis
ence, they know the students of medicine in this countr
are obliged to contend; but they have not pretended
that they could supersede the necessity of visiting an
eastern school ; much less, that they had the power or
intention of conferring degrees. Considering their plan
under this, its proper aspect, it offers nothing which, as
Dr. Dudley would intimate, is either immodest or im-
possible ; but quite the reverse :—for while Dr. Dudley
and other single practitioners undertake to educate their
students in every branch of medical science, the upils of
Drake & Rogers will be conducted through the same
routine by fheir united exertions. Should there be a
Medical College established in this place, and should
they become professors, their instruction of private pupils
would still continue, This will be sufficient, I presume,
to show the difference between their establishment, and
the Medical College at Lexington ; and to exhibit in a sa-
tisfactory manner, the fallacy of Dr. Dudley’s argument,
in citing the number of branches that are faught by me,
as a proof of my being inconsistent, in pronouncing him
incompetent to two collegiate professorships.

L will now proceed to examine whether my criticism
on Dr. Dudley’s monopoly was not conformable both to
reason and precedent; and will commence by repeating,
that no man, who is a practitioner of physic, can success-
fully teach, in a Medical College, bot anatomy and sur-
gery. The reason simply is, that he has not time. The
are both to be taught in the winter, and are both demon=
strative. The operations necessary to illustrate them
must be made during that season—they cannot, like the
manuscripts of the professors of the theory and practice
of medicine, and of materia medica, be prepared in the
summer, and laid by for use—they must be made and
exhibited in rapid succession ; and no professor, who is
engaged in the practice of physic, can find time for their
successful execution.

I assert, without the fear of authentic contradietion,
that the medical world does not, at this time, furnish a
single example, of a practitioner of physic and surgery,
who is an eminent professor of anatomy and surgery, i
any Medical College. In Europe it may not be uncom.




mon to see anatomy and surgery taught by the same per-
son; but in that country the practice of surgery is sepa-
rated from that of physic, which of course gives much
more time for study to these who follow it, Even there,
however, the oldest and most respectable institutions fur-
- nish no precedents in support of Dr. Dudley’s assumption.
The only full and regurarl - organized Medical College
in Great Britain, that attacl{ed to the University of Edin-
burgh, for more than half a century the most respectable
school in Europe, has, as Dr. Dudley may learn by a refer-
ence to the books, a professor of surgery, distinct from
the professor of anatomy.* After this model the best Me-
dical Colleges in America have been constructed. Phil-
adelphia has both a professorship of anatomy and surgery;
Baltimore has the same ; and, Br. Dudley’s ignorance to
the contrary notwithstanding, New-York has confided to
Dr. Mott the department of surgery, and to Dr, Post the
professorship of anatomyf = = -

We must now attend to matters of a different kind.
It will deubtless be recollected, that Dr. Dudley com-
lained, in his letter of the 30th of June, that I had failed
11 the respect and attention due from one Professor to
another. This charge I demed most unequivocally ; and
cited various proofs of a friendly dispositien on my part
towards him when I arrived in Lexington. It was impos-
sible for him to set aside this testimony, and he assumes
anew ground. He avows that he declined a cordial in-
timacy with me, and proceeds to give his reasons. It
was understood, he mforms us, soon”after my arrival in
Lexington, my professions to the contrm{y notwithstand-
ing, that I entertained all the rancor of party feeling;
and that I was hostile to any change in the condition and
regulation of the University. Here againis another at-
tempt to impose on the public a species of testimony,
- Which even a duller intellect than that of Dr. Dudley
would reject, if he had possessed any better. = What was
understood  concerning my party feelings, by persons
whose names are unknown te me, is no concern of mine ;

* See Thomson’s Annals of Philosophy.
T See New-York Medical Repasitory,
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and what is meant by being hostile:to any change in the
condition and regulation of the University, remains o
be explained. This is one of his two reasons for declin-
ing my acquaintance. The other, which still more loud-
Iy proclaims the extremities to which he was reduced by
the magnitude of his charges; and my pointed calls for
testimony in their support, I will proceed to state and
consider in detail. = As the original dispute related tomy
official conduct, and to the incidents connected with my
professorship, it might have been expected that Dr. Dud-
ley would have confined himself to them. These, howevyer,
unfortunately for him, were not of a kind calculated to
subserve his purposes ; and he felt himself under the ne-
cessity of ranging beyond the limits of my public con-
duct, and ravaging the fields of privatelife, or of bear-
ing magnanimously the unequal contest. Fortunately
for my reputation, he had not fortitude to sustain the
latter, nor sense and decency enough to avoid the former.
But few of the incidents of my private life were within
his knowledge, but these were suflicient to furnish him
with no less a crime than that of perjury! As that part
of his reply, which contains the narrative on which this
charge is founded, has no doubt been repeatedly read by
all who have seen it, I shall immediatell;' proceed to my
vindication, by a eorrect statement of the transaction.
On the 24th or 25th of December last, when walking
the street with Dr. Overton, I was requested by him to
stop at Wickliffe’s tavern, and see a man, who, from an
injury in the head, had been for twenty-four hours affected
with convulsions. I walked in, and spent a minute or
two at the bed-side of the patient, who was not at that
time convulsed, and then withdrew. Two or three days
afterwards, I was requested by Mr. Stout, the Coroner, to
attend before the jury of inquest, the. man having expired.
I repaired thither, and found Doctors Dudley, Overton,
Cloud and Warfield, with several Medical students, in
the same room with the jury and corpse. Not long after
my arrival, Mr. Stout, I think, (but perhaps some member

of the jury) addressed a question to me, which led to the

answer, that an opinion on the case could only be given
by an examination. He immediately asked if T would
make it: to which I replied, that Dr, Dudley, the Professor
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of Anatomy, was the proper person to execute it. Doctor
Dudley was accordingly spoken to, but declined the un-
dertaking, unless he was permitted to remove the subject
to his own house, as it might require perhaps two days to
complete the examination, The Coroner decided that he
could not suffer the body to pass ont of his custody ;—
upon which I'ebserved to Dr. %udley, that he might com-
mence the examination there,and continue it as long as the
jury weve willing to wait, or until the causes of the man’s
death were discovered ; that if they were not willing to
tarcy in the adjoining room until we were satisfied, they
would have to make up their verdict without the informa-
tion to be derived from the search. Dr. Dudley consented
to undertake it, and all the Medical men present were
sworn, as 1s usual, to make their report correct. A few
perforations through the skull, in the course of half ar
hour, exhibited such an appearance of the brain as satis-
fied all who'saw it, that violence bad occasioned the death
of the subject, and the Doctor desisted from his two days’
labor. While the examination was going on, I began to
reflect on the serious inconvenience % might suffer from
being recognised as a witness in this case, and accord-
mgly determined to withdraw. This determination, and
the reasons for it, I briefly mentioned to some gentlemen
of the crowd who stood near me, and then retired for my
lodgings. On my way thither, I was overtaken by a stran-
ger, and requested, in the names of Doctors Dudley and
Uverton to return ; I gave him my reasons for not doing
s0, and proceeded to my room, In a few minutes I was
waited on by the Constable with a subpena (for none had

been served on me before) and I returned with him. On

my way back I'met with a gentleman of the Bar, to whom
I stated the case, and he voluntarily accompanied me to
the room where the jury were assembled. -His represen-
tations, with my own, quickly satisfied the Coroner ; but
Doctors Dudley and Overton, with some of the jury, in-
sisted on my evidence. T stated to them thatl wished
to return to Cincinnati before the next term of Court,
and that I knew nothing of the case but what all the
Physicians in Lexington wmight know in fifteen minutes
if they were sent for: that no benefit could therefore re-
sult to the prosecution from my testimony,+while a visit
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from Cincinnati to deliver it would subject me to great
meconvenience. This, from a stranger, 1 thought would
be sufficient ; but Overton and Dudley, with one or two
of the jury, continued to insist ; and Dr. Dudley, in par-
ticular, among other remarks, observed that I ought
to have withdrawn before being sworn. I replied to him
with becoming indignation, that 1 had not sworn that I
would be a witness in the case, but that I would give
correct evidence, if I eave any. Finding myself thus
environed, 1 expresseci’a regret at being compelled by
circumstances in any way to oppose the requisitions of
the civil anthority, and then refused to give testimony in
a manner which silenced all further importunity,

This, as far as I can recollect, is an accurate report of
the incident introduced by Dr. Dudley : if I have mis-
stated it, there will be no want of certificate-men, as the
whole transaction took place in a crowd.~

That Dr. Dudley thought, in this instance, that all of us
had sworn that we would give testi mony, is very probable,
as he expressly says so in his pamphlet. A mind organ-
ized like his, could riot be expected to apprehend the
difference between an obligation te appear as a witness in
a cause, and an oath to state corvectly the facts relative
toit. My offence was a contempt of the Inguest, which
the Doctor mistook for a perjury. He could not distin-
guish (nor perhaps ‘will ﬁ,e ever) hetween the crime of
refusing to give testimony, and that of swearing to a false~
hood. On the same principle, had I been unable, from
sickness, to continue at the examination; had Dr, Dud-
ley breken his trepan, and given up the search ; or had
the f'ur dismissed us without receiving a report, perjury
would have been the crime in either case. If failing to
give evidence after being qualified constitute perjury,
then every mian who is sworn to oo before the Grand Jury,
but is not taken thither by the lf’rusecuting Attorney, is
perjured ; and every witness in a Court of Justice, who
after having taken the oath is discharged, from the trial
not coming on, from his testimony being superseded by
that of anvther, or from the cause being discontinued, is
guilty of the same crime. I need dwell no longer on this
transaction, and will leave it by ebserving that Dr. Dud-
fey’s malevolence in eiting i, is only surpassed by the
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gross stupidity with which he has contemplated its cha-

racter, and the contemptible sophistry with which he has

attempted to palm it on the public, as an excuse for ne-
lecting me six weeks before its occurrence.

I wis%n the reader to bear in mind, that my complaints
of Dr. Dudley’s incivility were made in veply to his charge
against my deportment, as his colleague, in the School.
In private life, it is impossible that there ever could have
been a « cordial intimacy” between us. I acknowledge
that in geing to Lexington I anticipated something froum
his society. Ihad heard,it is true,that hehad once failed to
get into Fractice in that town, and, abandoning the profes-
sion, had. established himself in the trade of a commission
merchant at New-Orleans ; but I was so credulous, as to
suppose that a voyage to- Europe, even for commercial
purposes, might have superadded something to his natu-
ral manity. In this, however, I was disappointed. In
my first interviews, I perceived the ensigns of Paris fop-

ery to have nearly obscured the slender stock of intel-

ect on which they were engrafted ;—while a closer in-
spection soon convinced e, that egotism, ignorance and
sycophancy had formed within himh an unholy alliance,and
alternately guided the helm of his destinies. The obli-
gations of official duty might compel me to associate with
Sefend me against his

e
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Dr. Dudley has asserted, that if T had « possessed the
lively feelings of a man of honorable pride,” I would have
challenged him for his imputations against me, instead of

‘appealing to the public. 1 will ?roceed to examine how

far it was incumbent on me to adopt that course. 1t was
the violation of apledge to the Medical College, and an
attempt to destroy that institution, with which I was
charged. My conduct as a professor was what his accu-
sations involved. My respcnsibilities were to the Col-
lege, or to Society on its behalf ; and in no degree o Dr.
Dﬁdle_y, although he chose to connect with his libellous
allegations, such personal remarks as seemed to indi-
cate that he was individually injured.

Now, I will ask, what was my duty to my family and
friends, when thus arraighed ?  Unquestionably to show

D
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that I was innocent. . But was this to be accomplished
by requiring personal satisfaction? Certainl y it was not;
—and the demand for such satisfactien; instead of obvi-
ating, would have increased the necessity of a public ex-
position. I -could not for a moment hesitate about my
cowse. I procured and transmitted to the Trustees
the most ample proofs of my innocence. Exasperated by
this exposure cfp hisbaseness, Dr. Dudley utters new char-
ges relative to my official conduct, garmshing them, as be-
fore, with various personalities. Adhering steadfastly to
my original purpose, I resolved on an appeal to that com-
muni“ty, in the bosom of which, it was said, I had been
planning and perpetrating crimes ;—and the whole trans-
action was exhibited to their inspection, Possessing, and
thus employing the means of a complete vindication, the
personal invectives with which malignity had shrouded
1ts strictures on my public character; were at once an-
nulled and avenged. - The venom being -extracted, the
wound must quickly heal up. . ‘Fhe flimsy pillars of the
gothic and vitious fabric being demolished, its uncouth
’all_)pe_ndages must tuwmble to the ground and moulder away.
o have demanded personal satisfaction after havine ac-
complished this, would have been to do more than duty
required ;~~to have demanded it before, would have been
to neglect the only method of establishing my innoeence.
Dr. Dudley asserts, however, that 1 felt it necessary,
on this eccasion, either to fight myself, or. to impose that
necessity on my friends ; and that I adopted the latter.
{ can as readily refute this calumny, as the others which
he has uttered. Doctors Dudley and Richardson were
in a state of animosity long before my arriva! at Lexing-
ton, and the unfortunate meeting between them was onl
the consummation of a protracted hatred.  Dr. Richau{y:
son sanctioned the exhibition of his certificate to the
‘Trustees, and a statement of Dr. Dudley’s animadversiong
on ithat certificate, was tronsmitied -to Dr. Richardson,
without my knowledge, by a gentleman to whom I had
shown Dr. Dudley’s letter.  This was done before the
publication of my Appeal ; and in Dr. Richardson’s reply
to that gentleman (a letter which is now inmy possession)
he_expresaly_--‘decl'arcs his_satisfaction ac having at last
obtained positive proof of what he had long suspected—
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the secret calumniation of his character—and avows his
determination to be revenged. The call upon Dr. Dudley
was occasioned, therefore, by his own letter, and not by
my Appeal.

I will briefly exhibit this subject under another aspect.
On the day that my pamphlet issued from the press, Mr.
Rhinelander, of Lexington, arrived in Cincinnati, and,
under cover of the following note, enclosed to me a com-
munication from Dr. Dudley:

Sir
I was requested by Doetor Dudley to hand you the inclos’d & re=
eeiye your answer,
JNO R RHINELANDER.
Edmonson’s Tavern.
Dr. Drake. - ; ;
July lstho % : i ;' s ~ i %

Sin

Twelve or fourteen days ago 1 addressed you a letter by mail on the
subjeet of the eommunieation you haye made the board of Trustecs of
T, U—

The olject of this note is to receive an avowal on your part of the re-
eeption of 'y letter 3 masinuch as it is my design to bestow the atten=
tion to that subjeet which your conduct has rendered necessary,

Respectfully &e
B W DUDLEY
Dr Drake,
Lex. 16 July 1818

From the bullying style of this note, several of my
friends, as well as myself, were of opinion, that when my
Appeal reached Lexington, Dr. Dudle{ would make a
demand for personal satisfaction. He had, to be sure,
uttered the first abuse and committed the only outrage ;
but what he had said was in a private letter by mail. I
had brought the transaction before the public, and de-
}_)icted to them his meral turpitude, in a manuer which
1e has acknowledged to be unequalled. 1 knew hun to
be without the means, as has since been shown, of sup-
porting the charges which I had required him to prove;
and every circuinstance conspired to excite the expecta-
tion of a visit from him. Under this state of things, it
was necessary that I should promptly make another de-
cision. This was done,and 1 returned to Mr, Rhinelan-

der the following answer:
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Saturday afternoon, July 18, 1818,

i

IR,

That T received Dr. Dudley’s letter of the 30th of June, will ap-
pear from the enclosed pamphlct, in which T have refuted his chavges
against my official character, aud consider mysclf as absolved from
any attention to theose which are personal.

I would obscrve to you, that 1 regard the community as the proper
tribunal to deeide between us : butif Dr. Dudley thinks otherwise, and
wishes to address me again, he must not de it by iail, but by the hand
of a gentleman, unscaled,

DANIEL DRAKE.
M. Rhinelander.

From this note, Dr. Dudley could not fail to be con=
vinced, that while from policy, as well as principle, I
might expose his falsehoods, as the surest mode of punish-
ment, the farther outrage of a call would be resented by
an acceptance. He had not the prudence to make this call;
and-although as bare of proofs, as of genius and virtue,
proceeded to a public exposition. The dispute is thus;
by the consent of both parties, referred to the community,
from whose decision I shall acknowledge no appeal.

In my first pamphlet, it was incidentally stated, that
I requested Doctor Dudley to invite me to an operation
which he was about to perform, and that he neglected to
do it; but that I was smuggled into the operating reom,
where I received from him neither politeness nor civility.
On this important subject, he would not, of course, fail
to get all the certificates within his reach. 'We are ac-
cordingly favored with two, from Doctors’ Ridgely and
Pindell.  From these it appears, that when on their way
to the operation, they met me near Dr. Dudley’s room 3
and l)r.'[Bin(leil detained me until Dr. Ridgely reported mé
to Dr. Dudley, whe forthwith advanced to the door and
asked me in.  Now, this is' what T denominated smug-
gling; and those who attentively read the certificates of
these gentlemen, cannot, I think, but agree with me, that
but for our accidental meeting, and their strenuous ex«
ertions, I should not have been honored with an mvitation.
For what purpose these certificates have been introduced,
I'have met with no person who can divine ; and yet Dr.
Dudley seems to regard them with as much interest as
a certain fowl broods over the egus of chalk which mis-
chief may have substituted for the true ones. He should
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not be ridiculed for this, because he can no more distin-

1ish between relative and irrelative testimony, than that
silly bird can between natural and artificial eggs. I shall
not insult my m‘}'ectahle friend, Dr. Rid ue!v by an
apolncry for hd\m“ said he qmumrle(l me mto tlu, ope-
rating room; nor will I venture to repeat that 1 was
smumr]ed in. Certain it is, that I was neither boxed up like
abaf’e of muslin, nor carried in a buck-basket of clothes,
like Sir John Falstaff: but, that I was, as it respeets
Doctor Dudley, a a contraband article,1s evulent from the
treatment L received. Whatever may be the decision of
the literati and civilians on this point, it will, 1 hope
be granted by all, that to smuggle a man into a « gem’(c’
Wan’s apartment” 18 no very serious effence.

As Dr. Dudley’s pamphlet may be sent beyond the
sphele where Dr. Blythe’s reputation is known, it is due
to that gentleman that T should devote a page to the con-
sideration of Dr. Dudley’s attack upen his character.
The following is a correct history of this eutrage.

At the same time that 1 made an app lication to Dr.
Dudley, requesting him to correct the calumny he had
promulgated on the subject of my resignation, 1 ‘address-
ed letters both to Dr. Blythe and Dr. Richardson, desir-
ing them to state whether th ey had ever regarded meas
pledged to the University for a specific time. From each
of those gentlemen I received an answer in the negative.
These answers, after the failure of my application o Dr.
Dudley, were transmitted to the Trustees, and by them
exhibited to him. It was this which drew forth the con-
fused and illiterate letter which was inserted in my
Appeal. In that letter, for no other reason than Dr.
B{v’rhe ’s having made a candid and temperate statement
relative to my pledges to the University, Dr. Dudley,
with unprecedented audacity and mj'uhco, pr onounced
him “a man whose memory 1s tenacious in ref ammo' ey-
ery-thing agreeable to his wishes, while he has the peca-
liar f'iculfj ~of forgetting all which would prejudice his
views, either in rela‘rmn to money, to peolitics, or to the
church.” The publication of this unprovoked and out-
rageous aspersion was instantly and indignantly resented
by Dr. Bly the, in the only mode which his feelings and
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principles would permit. In the letter announcing a re-
signation of his professorship, there is manifested all the
symptoms of a wounded sensibility; but the most violent
retort made -upon Dr. Dudley is, merely, that he could
“ no longer consent to associate with aman who knew so
little of his real character, or could so wilfully misrepre.
sent it.” Retaliation so mild, might have been expeeted
to produce in Dr. Dudley a magnanimous silence; but his
subsequent conduct has shewn, that magnanimity s a
virtue too lofty for grovelling minds. In the pamphlet
now under review, we find at least two-pages devoted to
the most virulent and unrelenting abuse, that was ever
disgorged on so slight a_provecation. Had Dr. Blythe
committed a flagrant breach of every commandment of
the Decalogue, Dr: Dudley could not have set forth his
depravity in stronger language; when the entireamount
of his offence was, to give as a witness, a statement
which proved that Dr. Dudley had misunderstood . or
misrepresented a fact.

In the construction of this dastardly article, Dr. Dudley
has attempted to be artful. But his art, like that of all
feeble minds, is folly in the livery of cunning. Having
understood that all ([)ecent men condemn the perpetration
of outrages on ministers of the gospel, the Doctor pro-
poses te himself to escape their obloquy by an affectation
of religion, and dwells with great sublimity.on his de-
votion to holiness and holy men, = He has thus, if I am
not mistaken, superadded hypocrisy to the catalogue of
his ¢rimes ; and instead of gaining the confidence of those
he designed to please, must invite the contempt of every
religious person who happens to be acquainted with his
disregard of christianity.

It may be well to examine if there be not kennelled in
this department of sacrilegious scurrility, some other gob-
lins than malevolence and deceit. The oftences of Doctors
Blythe and Richardson against Dr.Dudley were the same,
and in his letter to me on the 30th of June, they are
abused in abaut the same degree. ‘This abuse they beth
resent ; butin very different modes. Dr. Richardson de«
mands personal satisfaction ;—Doctor Blythe resigns his
professorship. The effect of these opposite methods of
revenge, on Dr. Dudley’s feelings and conduct, is very
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striking: The ealumnies that might have served for both,
are concentrated upon one :—on which of them ¥ Not on
him who might a second time require personal satisfac-
tion ; but on him whese vocation precluded any such
resort. ‘True courace would have selected the ether, if
malignity and conscious guilt had urged it to attempt the
yumelation of either.

Dr. Dudley commences his pamphlet, by informing his
readers, that I have employed the vulgar epithets of liar,
scoundrel and villain; which he, as a gentleman and
scholar, intends to avoid. This is very well; but it
would be still better, to aveid that conduct which can
only be depicted by this “ grovelling technicality” My
friends have spoken to me on this subject, as 1t relates
to my own dignity, rather than the Doctor’s merifs, I
will say to him, and them, in the language of Junius,
that if some coarse expressions have been uttered, they
are unworthy of me ; but I'see no reason to admit that
they haye been improperly applied. He asks, what will
the learned say? To these I must apologize in a differ-
ent manner.  Although a novice in the sciences, I am not
whollyignorant of the rules of philosophizing, and not one
of these is more deeply engraven on my mind, than that
which teaches us to call things by their right names. If
this 1s not done, all is confusion. A paper on astronomy
cannot be written in the language of astrology ; ror can
the nohle qualities of the horse be depicted in terms wiich
dessﬁba"&e sullen stupidity of the ass. Honesty and
dishonesty, truth and falsehood, virtue and vice, are not
more opposed, than the men to whom these contrasted
epithets are applicable. No learning could enable us to
everlook these distinctions, nor render an author intelli-
gible, who should employ the language in which we pour-
tray a saint to depict the character of a fiend. It was
scarcely possible, then, for me to avoid vulgar epithets,
without ¢ sacrificing sense to sound,” which the rules of
compesition forbid. On the whole, 1 thank those worthy
friends who have spoken to me on this matter, and regret
that T was not more attentive to my dignity as a man,
and less anxious for precision as an author, This apo-
logy, I hope, will satisfy all who are interested.
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But what excuse is the grossness of my rétorts upon
Dr. Dudley, for the accusations that provoked them ? Can
the falsehood of a charge be done away by the severity
of the reply? Are the declarations of Dr. Dudley, that I
had violated a pledge—engaged -in an intrigue—and
proved faithless to my trust—Iless false and wicked,
because I may have compromitted my dignity in repelling
them? No one can answer these questions in the afiirm-
ative. Why then, T would ask, does the Doctor com-

-mence his pamphlet by reciting the instances in which
passion had stimulated me to speak the truth in “strong
and appropriate language?” Had I condescended to write
more grossly sfill, it would net have supported his
eliarges, nor lesstied the necessity of his engaging in
that inglorious task. So bad a cause, required, however,
a variely of expedients to.support it ; and this is but the
initial of a stupid series, to the production of which, [
shall apply the lines in which Pope has depicted the
labors of anether hero of the Dunciad, and with them close
my paragraph :

"Vhen gnaw’d his pen, then dash’d it on the ground,
Siuking from thought to thought, a vast profound ;

Plang'd for his seise, but found no bottom there,

Yet wrote and floundered on in miere despair.

As De. Dudley has given us to understand,in the second
line of his book, that he is a scholar,* it may not be amiss
to devote five minutes to a consideration of his charac-
ter as an author. I would not be understood to mean
that the defects of his book could even be indicated in
that period, bt that they are unworthy of detaining us
longer. As far as I know, Dr. Dudley is the auther of
three different works : an Inaugural Dissertation—a Let-
ter to me, inserted in my first Appeal—and the Pamphlet

* I was about to sav the very first line; as I preferved the sound, but
dil not wish to have a certificate brought against me for misquotation.
1 hiave not yet forgotien the Medical Society. Some men have organs
of sense that enable them only (o perceive small matters, and Dr. Dud-
ley is one of this genus. T said that he utterly neglected the Medical
Society ; and he comes out with seven certifieate-men, to prove that he
was gailty of great, but not of utter negleet.  In the language of Dean
Swift I may exclaiin—

Strange sach a difference should be,
"Twixt tweedle-dum and tweedle-dee.
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now before me: - The first either was, or otght to have
been, suppressed by his friends, and should not now be
dragged before the public ;—the second would be a fair
subject for criticism, if its grammar, orthography and
punctuation were not so wretched, as to sink the dignity
of any reviewer who might condescend to touch it. The
Doctor has blamed me for not pointing his letter; but if
he wished me to do this, he should have added a post=
script to that effect.  Of this production I shall take no
furthér notice, except to hold it up asa specimen of Wwhat
we may suppose his pamphlet was before it underwent
the corrections of the printer.

I will now proceed to an examination of the chef-
d’ourre—the great masterpiece of the Doctor’s literary
labors—his Pamphlet. Of the utter insufficiency of his
facts, and their gross misapplication—of his false as-
sumptions, sophistical reasonings,and absurd conclusions,
we have already seen examples enough.  Of the amazing
derangement into which he has contrived to throw his
matter, I have already spoken ; but this forms so strong a
feature of the work, as to require, that we should contem-
plate it a little longer. I am inclined to believe it the
effect of design; and, if so, it is truly one of the most
unequivocal signs of genius which he has manifested. It is,
probably, an attempt at applying the instinctive manceu-
vres of the rabbit, in crossing its own path when pursued,
to the discomfiture of an adversary, in controversial war-
fare :—and the thought is certainly much better than most
of those embodied in the book. If° you raise a dust in
your adversary’s eyes, and blind him, it is about as well
as beating him off, or running away. = As a critic, howe-
ver, it becomes me to protest against an expedient which
gives so much trouble to the reviewers. For example :
suppose that I was desirous of stating the facts relative
to that great affair, an attendance on the medical
society. 1 open at the eighth page, read two certificates,
and consider the business disposed of. I advance,
through nearly a dozen different topics, to the 14th page,
where to my astonishment I find the same subject for-

.mally introduced a second time, in company, as before,
with a pair of certificates! I read these; and behold, one of
them is the same that I had read before !

e reewy——
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Again: In the eighth page weé are presented with &
certificate from Dr. Todd, to prove, that T would be pleas-
ed with Dr. Overton’s professorship, and the subject is
upparently finished ; but it has only plunged to reappear,
unlooked for, in page 11. Thus verifying the accuracy
of Mr. Addison, who compares an author without me-
thod, to a duck—which dives when you do not antici-
pate it; and rises where it is least expected.

Of absurdities and contradictions, I shall cite but a few
examples, as such faults are too trifling te: merit much
notice.

In the first page he observes, that T am a man, of
whom a “lefty, generous and magnanimous course, quali-
fied by language the most chaste and elegant, and riveted
on public sentiment by great foree and energy of style,”
was what all my acquaintances, not exeepting Dr. Dudley |
himself, had reason to expect :—while in the 2d page, by ?
the powerful magic of his pen, I am transformed into a
liar, scoundrel and villain, though he “ polite]ﬁy declines”
to call me either! Now, the Doctor never reflected, that
if I had such a great stock of good fame, the public might
receive the report of its being dissipated by a single eifort,
with some caution ;—that they might suspect vanity had
magnified his labors in his own eyes, or a general failure

mduced him to overrate the value of a ial success. A
He will, it is to be hoped, avoid this inconsistency, in the 7,
next edition. ]

Again: in the 14th page, I am charged with perjury,
committed in December, 1817 ; and that crime is alleged
as a reason for declining a “cordial intimacy” with me
during the remainder of the winter. But in the first

P page %le informs  us, that when I wrote, in the follow- -,ﬁr
mg summer, I was a person from whom he expected a :
« Jofty, generous and magnanimous course.” TlLisis
certainly not what we look for from ene whois perjured.

Once more: At the bottom of the thirteenth page he

- observes, when treating of said perjury, “On that occa-
' sion several of us urged the propriety of an examination
to be continued until the causes of his death were com-

pletely developed by dissection; you, while yet a stranger,

most officiously arged a partial examination, and as this

: course met the views of the coroner and jury, you pre-
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vailed.® But, onthe top of the next page he states, that
being sworn, “ we proceeded and fairly exposed thecauses
of his death.” 'Thus, at the very time that he is depreci=
ating me, he bears testimony to the efficiency of the mode,
which he alleges I had officiously urged in opposition to
his. Vanity led him, in the moment of success, to fanc
that his ownmethod had been pursued; and therefore he
announces the result with a sort of triutoph. In this he
reminds. one of the philesopher in Rasselas, whese self-
complacency was so great, that when it rained, he imagine
ed himself to be the power that sent it. 1t would be well,
however, for an author to avoid the treacherous influence
of this delusive passion; and should the Doctor write
again, it is to be hoped he will, like George 111, “make a
memorandum to remember not to forget” one sentence
before he proceeds to another.

My limits absolutely forbid more than a partial review
of the style and language of this work; but, to exceed this
would be ungenerous. One of the Roman poets* advises,
I think, that a literary work should be laid by and im-
proved for nine vears before its publication. But Dr.
Dudley was employed only nine weeks on his, although
it extends to 18 duodecimo pages, but five of which are
filled with certificates and extracts. It would be wanton-
ness, then, to hold up many imperfect sentences to pub-
fic derision. Four or five will be sufficient,

¢« —then I presume you will be eontent to return from the field of
controversy, and staud tie eonvicted culprit of merited degradation.”

€A grievanoe with me of still more interest, ho{vever, yet remains

unalleviated , notwithstanding the degraded position in which your con-
duct has placed you.”’

¢ You have enlisted the feclings and.prejudiees of Dr. Blythe in your
favov—d man who, from long vesidence in Lexington; whose capacity
as a teacher in a public institution; whose powers in pulpit oratory;

whose present occupation; as preceptor of the most interesting order of |

creation, shiewld have placed him toohigh in public cstimation, to be
reached by the arm of hostility.”

¢ [ am aware that Dr. Blythe will attempt to make it appear that
the church and religion are subjects of attack: in this, however, he
must fail.” :

* I have refrained from saying which, lest some wag should tell the
Doctor I was mistaken, and put him to the trouble of procwring and
publishing a ccrtificate.
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I shall leave it with such of my young readers as want
exercises at school, to test these sentences by the rules
of syntax and composition ; and proceed to the termina-
tion of the book. As yet, the Doctor seems never to have
entirely forgotten the old adage, that « Ignorance, divest-
ed of cap and stilts, excites neither ridicule ner contempt.”
But folly cannot always adhere to the rules prescribed
for its government by wisdom. e had heard of the boy
who was called a fool, because he refused to speak ; and
therefore determined not to let the closing paragraph
escape, without impressing on it a poetical image.~
Mounting, for this purpose, a brace of metaphors, he
raises his eyes o heaven, and, forthwith, makes a plunge
which might have shamed the noblest personage of the
Dunciad.  But let my readers collect the history of his
descent from the paragraph itself:

“If Iam prepared, however, to appreciate your feeling, the pining
influence of suspense is pleasure extatie, when compared with the cor-
roding poters of evidenee which rust prosteate you beyond all hiope of
redenptions but while the sun of your fair fame is set forcver, the
least T eould desire is, that von may leave some friend to toll the me-
Iancholy knell over the humble remains of humanity.”

‘To prostrate by corrosion is certainly a new method ;
but since this has faken place, we may soon expect to
hear that a tree has been sapped by the wind, or a tower
undermined by thunder and lighining. The last clause
is so affecting and unintelligible, that I shall presume to
2pply to it nothing short of a quotation from Pope—

T'o move, 10 raise, to ravish ev'ry heart,

With Shakspeare’s nature. or with Johnson’s art,
Lot others aim : tis yours to shake the soul

With thunder rambling from the roustard bowl:
‘With horns and trumpets, now to inadiess swell—
Now sink i1 sorrows with a tolling bell?

Lincinnati, Ohio, October 6, 1818,
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NOTE.

For the purpose of enabling the public to understand
several allusions made in the Pamphlets which have been
written on the subject of the Medical College of the
Transylvania University, I propose briefly to state a few
facts. I will not vouch for their accuracy (though I be-
lieve them myself ) but am willing to give up my authors
if required by any of the persons interested.

In the summer or autumn of 1815, an application was
made to the Trustees of the University on this subject:
a general ticket was formed, and an election held. = Dr.
Brown was elected Professor of the Institutes and Prac-
tice of Physic; Dr. Dudley of Surgery and Anatomy; Dr.
Richardson of Obstetrics; Dr. Short of Materia Medica &
Botany, and Dr. Rogers adjunct Professor of Anatomy.
Drs. Brown, Short anﬁ Rogers refused ; but Drs. Dudley &
Richardson accepted their appointments; and Dr.D.inthe
ensuing winter, delivered a course of lectures on anato-
my and surgery. Dr. Overton, who was a candidate for
the chair refused by Dr. Brown, proceeded at the same
time to delivera course on the institutes and practice of

hysic;-and Dr. Blythe another on chemistry. In the
ollowing autumn a second election was held, which re-
sulted 1n the choice of myself as Professor of Materia
Medica and Botany; but the two other vacant chairs
were not filled. In the ensuing winter, that of 1816-7,
Doctors Dudley, Overton and Blythe resumed their
courses; and, before the expiration of the season, the
two latter were, by a union of their friends, elected,
and signified their acceptance. The friends of Dr. Ro-
gers, meanwhile, insisted that Dr. Dudley should relin-
quisii to him one of his professorships; but this he refused.
Dr. Richardson was among the number who urged this se-
. baration, and to this is to be attributed, in a great degree,
the unfortunate differences between him and Dr. Dudley.
About that period Doctors Overton and Dudley became
united in their yviews ; and although Dr, Richardson had
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been eminently instrumental in the election of the lat-
ter, he joined Dr. Dudley in the technical objection to
Dr. Richardson, that he had not graduated. Doctor
Richardson believed, that, as Dr. Dudley was elected at
the same time with himself, and made no objection to him;
and as Dr. Overton had manifested a strong desire for
‘admission into the College, notwithstanding this circum-
-stance, their objections were the result of hatred, inspived
by his efforts in faver ‘of Dr. Rogers, and refused, there-
fore, to resign. A violent animosity was the consequence,
and in that state they continued till the following Octo-
ber, when Doctors Dudley and Overton agreed to associate
with Dr. Richardson, provided he would sign no diplomas
until he graduated. Soon after this,I arrrved at Lexing-
ton, and the professors elect held a meeting. Dr. Rich-
ardson was recognized as a colleague, under the above
condition, and leave of absence was granted him, in the
winter of 1818—19, for the purpose of graduating in one
of the eastern schools.

This was the first meeting of the Faculty, and before
that time, although Lectures had been delivered for two
years, there was no Medical College organized ; and our
resolutions expressly declared that the students, who at-
tended those courses, should not thereby be rendered
eligible for degrees. I state this fact explicifly, because
Doctor Dudley has blamed the recognition of Dector
Richardson (which he ascribes to myv influence, although
it had been agreed to before my arrival) for the loss of a
brilliant student from the state of Ohio, who was a per-
senal enemy of Dr. Richardson, and would net, ﬂlerellztre,
we are given to understand, return to Lexingten. We
thus lest, says Dr.Dudley, the opportunity of conferrin
adiploma on “a young man whomight have given as mucE
eclat to our school as a graduate, as you have dene in the
capacity of professor.” New, by the resolutions of the
Faculty just referred to, although this young man had
attended some Lectures in Lexington the preceding win-
ter; he could not have graduated until he went through
two other ful! courses: but that he would net have dene
this, under any circumstances, is evident from the fact, -
that he has since engaged in the practice of physic with-
oui visiting any Medical Scheol. ;
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