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Much as I regret an open collision with colleagues,
I cannot refuse you permission to make what use you
please of this letter.

I remain, yours faithfully,
W. H. BROADBENT.

CLITORIDECTOMY.
LETTER FROM HOLMEs COOTE, EsQ.

Sip,--My name having been mentioned in a cor-
respondence on the subject of " Clitoridectomy" as a
means of cure in cases of epilepsy brought on by
self-abuse, I wish to record my protest against the
performance of that operation under the circum-
stances referred to.

I believe that the operation is based upon a double
error: first, the supposed prevalence of the vice, paxr-
ticularly in the female sex; and, secondly, the mis-
taken function of the organ which is removed.
That self-abuse prevails among the inmates of

lunatic asylums, is most true; it produces great
nervous prostration, and finally death. But such
cases are readily recognised, and are treated accord-
ingly. It is a disease of the brain, and not of the
clitoris nor of the penis.
The cases are more difficult to treat in women than

in men; because, in the former, the gratification of
the erotic passion involves not so much the act of
connexion, as the subsequent enlargement of the
uterus in pregnancy, and the exercise after the birth
of the infant of the various maternal cares, such as
suckling, etc. The affection of the female is more
comprehensive than that of the male, and involves,
perhaps,'the highest attributes of our race.
In the very commencement, marriage might rectify

this morbid condition; but who would like to be the
father of infants coming from such a source ? In all
probability, the same mental inability to control
the passions which forms paxt of our being would be
transmitted in due season to the offspring. In the
male the treatment is easier, but the mental prostra-
tion and the vagaries of waywardness are lamentable
and often disgusting.

It is with a feeling of indignation that I record the
fact, that the operation was proposed in the case of a
little girl aged seven years, the daughter of persons
known to myself.

I am, etc., HOLMES COOTB.
7, Princes Street, Hanover Square, Dec. 1866.

LETTER FROX HEENRY MAUDSLLY, M.D.
SIR,-Will you permit me to correct a statement

in Mr. Baker Brown's letter, published in the BRITIsH
MrDICAL JOURNAL, of last week P To my no small
surprise and dismay, 1 find myself there placed
amonget other medical men, who, having had experi-
ence in the treatment of insanity, have expressed
an opinion in favour of self-abuse being a frequent
cause of the disease amongst women. In the same
letter it is said that the result of the discussion on
my paper, read at the Harveian Society, was a
general concurrence of opinion to the same effect.
Both these statements are incorrect. What I really
said was exactly the opposite of the opinion attribu-
ted to me: that I did not believe such practice to be
a frequent cause of insanity in women: that I had
carefully examined into the histories of fifty insane
women, who had been under my care, and where I
had the best opportunities of observation, and that
in two only was there any reason to suspect the ex-
istence of self-abuse, but even in these it was certainly
not the sole cause, though it might have cooperated;
aud, lastly, that it was most important to bear in

mind that self-abuse vas not a cause, but a conse-
quence of insanity. I said further, that, I had met
with one case of insanity in which the clitoris had
been excised, without benefit to the patient, and with-
out sufficient evidence, so far as I could judge, of self-
abuse having been the cause of the disease.

I may now add that this case was that of a young
lady demented after epilepsy; that the operation had
done no good whatever; and that the operator was
sufficiently skilful and experienced, for it was Mr.
Baker Brown.
With regard to the discussion at the Harveian

Society, so far as it touched upon the subject it cer-
tainly was not in favour of Mr. Baker Brown's views;
on the contrary, the only speaker who expressed any
definite opinion on the subject, coincided in what I
had said.

I am loth to trouble you with this explanation, but,
concurring as I do with the views expressed in Dr.
West's letter of last week, I hope you will agree
with me that the statement is not unnecessary.

I am, etc., HjENRY MA.UDSLEY.
38, Queen Anne Street, WV.

LETTER FROm R. D. HARLING, M.D.

SIR,-I much regret to find that a case of clitori-
dectomy performed by Mr. B. Brown, at an advanced
period of the patient's life, and associated with the
names of Dr. Hawksley, Mr. Trustram, and myself,
has been brought under the cognisance of the Obste-
trical Society, and unadvisedly obtruded upon Mr.
Brown's notice at a late meeting of its members. In
the present immature state of its results, it is not
possible to form a valid and abiding judgment re-
specting the propriety and the probable issue of
that surgical adventure; and I accordingly refrain
from offering or endorsing an inopportune opinion,
favourable or otherwise, upon the operation in dis-
pute. I feel, however, bound to declare that the
facts of the case, so far as they were then, and are
now developed, do not warrant the censure passed on
Mr. Brown's procedulre; nor do they, in my estima-
tion of their significance, justify the congratulation
retorted by that gentleman on the occasion referred
to. I am sorry further to remark that, at this pre-
sent time, the patient is in a pitiable and unmiti-
gated [plight of general nervous distress, and has
sustained a return of the "irritation" which the ex-
cision of the clitoris was designed to eradicate. The
relapse occurred within three weeks of the operation;
and, although that source of evil is now very modi-
fied, and quite under the control of its victim, it has
assuredly become yet more marked and importunate
during the last twelve days.

I have no reflection to cast upon Mr. Brown's
bearing in this transaction, which has been open and
unreserved; but I may be permitted, I hope without
such offence, to relate the part which I have taken
during the progress of this case. For eighteen
months, or more, the patient had been under the
care of many London and provincial physicians and
surgeons, and treated for a distempered state of
nervous system, and, subsequently, a special mani-
festation of morbic nerve action, which do not de-
sire further to particularise. Every kind of local
treatment had been practised without any favourable
result, beyond a trivial and passing relief, often with
obvious aggravation. All constitutional remedies,
save those of a gently sedative nature, had been
without the least avail, or had failed, equally with the
former, to yield other than insignificant and fugitive
ease, frequently with intolerance, and unquestioDable
prejudice.
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