-
]

176 Canadian Jowrnal of Medicine and Surgery.

1t had been used for over fifteen years, obstetric authors were not
agreed as to the extent or the frequency with which it should Le
administered, and in reading his arguments for and against the
use of chloroform we can see that medical men at that time had
not learnt how to adminisier it in such a way as would ensure to
the patient the needful relief from suffering, while interfering as
little as possible with the normal action of the uterns. Ile con-
eludes by saying that in normal labor especially he would not
Administer chloroform, but would rather let well alone than inter-
“Tame with the course of Nature.  Appavently very many practi-
7tiouers of to-day agree with his views, and not having been taught
the proper method of administration, they allow many a patient to 'j
=sufler severely during labor withour affording the relief that |
“Ghloroform can give. '

Many of us will agree with him in his conclusions as to the
treatment of placenta praevia, namely, that the method of version
and extraction by the feet must after all be our main resort, being
that most often suitable and, be it added, successful. ~ The cases
which are exceptional and rcquire other methods are those in which
the difficulty of dilatation of the cervix is considerable.

Of the other subjects he discusses, that of the operation of
ovariotomy (then still in its infaney) must interest us particularly.
Here are seen soine of the pioneers of this operation: Spencer
Wells, Baker Brown, Tyler Smith, and Clay, with the results
involving a mortaliy in seleeted cases of from 50 to 30 per cent.
Dr. Tyler Smith, then President of the Obstetrical Society of
London, whose papers will be found in the third volume of the
Transaclions of that Society, is quoted as having had seven recov-
eries out of twelve cases, and that ““ one of the most remarkalle
features in these cases was, that in two of them the pedicle was ticd
with a silk ligature, the pedicle and ligature being cut as short as
possible, and dropped into the abdomen without producing any bad
results.”

The address in 1884 was given iy Dr. G. H. Xidd, of Dublih,
at the mecting at Belfast. It is recorded in the British Medical
Journal, Vol. IL., p. 217, cf that year. The subject was Puerperal
Tever, treated chiefly from the clinical point of view. While
rightly exposing the fallacy of the theory of scarlet fever as a cause
of puerperal fever, he refused to admit the general septicacmic
theory, because it did not include groups of cases which he sup-
posed due to a specific epidemic disease. The twenty-two years
which have clapsed since that date have brought evidence which
convinees all who study the matter under favorable conditions that
the cases commonly grouped under the head of * puerperal fever ”
are in the main cases of septicacmia arising as the result of infee-
tion introduced from without in connection with the process ©




