
ALLEGED IMMUNITY FROM DANGER OF SULPHURIC ETHER IN 

ANAESTHESIA. 

To the Editor of the Edinburgh Medical Journal. 

Boston, March 10, 1861. 

Dear Sir,?Will you have the kindness to insert the accompanying circular 
in the Edinburgh Monthly Medical Journal? 

It explains itself, I believe, and will, I trust, elicit such facts as your readers 
may possess bearing on the subject of its inquiries. 

The question at issue seems as undecided in England (I cannot speak for 
Scotland) as it is here. Mr Erichsen, in the 2d edition of his Science and Art of 
Surgery, says that 

" 
no death has as yet resulted from its (ether) administration." 

This statement is reiterated in his recent 3d edition, notwithstanding the asser- 
tion made by Mr Charles Ividd (Med. Times and Gaz., May 12, 1860), that 

twenty-five deaths had occurred from ether or amyline. 
Dr George Hayward, the first surgeon who performed a capital operation 

during the entire insensibility of the patient to pain, during a recent visit to 
Europe instituted inquiries on the point; and, just before his return to America, 
published an article in the Brit, and For. Med.-Chir. Review, wherein he says 
that he has never known or heard of a well-attested case of death from the 
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inhalation of pure sulphuric ether, though he had taken unwearied pains 
to 

obtain information with reference to such an occurrence. 
I might also refer to the opinions of the surgeons of Lyons or Naples in 

be- 

half of the security of ether, but enough has been said to show the diversity 
which prevails as to belief in the entire innocuousness of that agent. 
The importance of the question must be the excuse for my request made 

in 

behalf of the committee which I represent. 
Communications may be addressed to the undersigned, chairman 

of the com- 

mittee ; and the foreign postage, it may be well to say, need 
not be prepaid. 

Very respectfully your obedient servant, ir tt R. M. Hodges. 


