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or mor. of theny, e combmed toather. TLIS division then is merely
that with which we are already acpminted, as adopted by Lee and
Churchill, It excludes, lowever, nffoamation of  the uterine
appendages, which oceupi: s prons xnt piice in the laticr, and is ren-
dered pecnliar by the resolntion of noetmtis into three species: endo-me-
tritis, exo-metritis, and metritis projer, according as the insi ie or ontside,
or entire thickuess of the uterus is intlamed. These inflammations abot e
expressed are presamed to be the forernuners and caness of the fetver.
Dr. Meigs does not expressany peculiar view ofthe Zod of indumm tion,
so that we presiiue hie takas it to be the common.  He is, as he would
style it, a czs Hmnoralist, and scoras the theory of blool contamination
promulgated by Dr. Fergusson and his saccessors.  He ealls Dr. F.'s
book “ a gospel-book ** on the subject, and mentions it as “the crack
English work,” but he condemnsit as » the most misleadingand weakest
book” out of Philadelphia! Iun admitting the unnatural plusticity of the
blood duriug pregnancy, and the liability of women so circuirstanced to
become febrile, he, nevertheless, considers it can have no connection with
the occurrence of any of the proximate causcs ofchildbed fevers, further,
perhaps, than remiotely predisposing to their inception. He seewns tolose
all sight of the possible reception of a morbid poison into the cireunlating
fluid, and a consejuent vitiation of the entire system 1n the nutrition of
its organic components and the performance of their essential functions.
In touching upon the subject of contrzivusness, atter quotations from
varioss dictionaries, the longest of which is one from Webster! he ob-
serves—* I rest deeply couvinced that the fever does not take the ini-
tiative except m very rare instances 3 but, on the contrary, that an area
of inflammation being first established, the reactions ensue therenpou,
and T beg you to observe that in all the truly contagious disorders the
constitutional affection leads the train,and brings on the topical lesions
after an indispensable preliminary incubation.”  This is rather vircaitous
and indirect. There is no direct asseveration or denial of the fact of
contagion ; the decision of which bears strongly on the sywptomatic
view of these fevers which Meigs claims.  Dr. M. takes up a new po-
sition and stands firmly v i, thus:—If childbed fever be contaginus,
¢ Why should it attack the pregnaut or n lytng woman alone?” and
thaus parodies poor Shylock :—¢ Is such a creature not a woman still ?—
hath she not hauds, organs, dimensions, appetite, &c.?  * * .
—if you prick her, will she not bleed 2—if you tickle her, dotlh she not
laugh, &c. !’ No one can withstand such conviction ; as for us we find
ourselves lost in amazement, and wonder why no one has never antici-
pated Dr. o). in sach a view.  Iut seriously, it does appear strange he
should have vverlovked that a specitic itcrual cause isubsolutely neces-



