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APPENDICITIE,

THAT 18 THE

TO CUT OR NOT TO CUT,
QUES110N !

The introduction of the use of aunwes-
thetics and anti-septics in the practice
of modern surgery has given thesurgeons
of our day an amount of success which
in many cases has led to audacity.
When a few years ago it was discovered
that man was possessed of a uselesshittle
attachment called an appendix, the
surgeon 8aw no reason why it should not
be cut off, particularly as it had a
fashion of taking up little forcign bodies
on their passage through the system,
and setting up in itself and surrounding
tissues a disagreeable condition of in-
flammation. Cut 1t oft said the surgeon,
and thus get rid not only of the present,
but of possible future trouble. And so
for a time almost every case of appendi-
citis went to the operating table. But
the fatal results were so marked that
thoughtful physicians began to ask what
was the need of so much surgery ina
trouble which hitherto had been treated
medicinally with most favorable results,
and it was soon shown that homeaopathic

25¢ct8. A YEAR.

physirians were treating the disease suc-
cossfully with rare appeals to the neces-
ity of the knife.  Doctor Mitehell of
Chirago, veported 1 illustration of this
fict, bis own experience.  He had treat-
ed 92 eases, all of them successtully, only
three of which were operated on. Some
little time ago  Life, New York's witty
comie japer, took up the question with
the view to showing the absurdity oi 8o
mauch © kuiting ” in the treatment of this
trouble, and was promptly sat upon by
the New England M.dical Journal for its
presumption. The following summing
up by Life in its issue of March 10th
shows how creditably the comic journal
comes out in its discussion of this very
serious question.
HOM. OR AL,

The New England Medicdl Monthly, in
answer to a statement in Life’s columns,
asks:

By the way, does Life really know of
any surgeon who removes the appendix
on ‘general principles?

Life does.

Dr. —. of New York, than whom no
allopath in this city is oftener named in
this connection, advocates the removal
of the appendix {rom children when fif-
teen daysold.

Dr. ——, one of the most swollen of
swell old-school doctors in this city, was
recently operating before students. He
was at work in the abdominal cavity.
Coming to the appendix, he _sald :
«I'his is of no use to the patient; it may
be of harm. While we aré neré we
might as well remove it, and insure
against future trouble.” It was perfect-
Iv healthy. Heremoved it.

Our osteemed contemporary then
quotes us—for our demolition, of course :

“The joke of it is that during all this
reign of blood and terror the homao



