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Here there is a confusion made ot an act ad its product. The set

(Ioematuria) cannot plug the ureters; but its product (extravaaated
blood) may. The continuance of the act implies thaf the escaping
material is in a fluid condition, and in this state forme no mechanical
obstacle; for, admitting it to be poured forth in quantity so, abundant
and so quickly as to fil up the urinary reseivoir with its aqueducts, the
distention would provoke contraction, and the whole would be apeedily
afterwards expelled. Where, l'owver, the bleeding is in less quantity,
it is not improbable a portion of the liquid may be so circumstanced as
to undergo coagalation, auJ the clot becoming entangled with the
mucous lining inay constituate a veritable obstruction and so plug the
ureters. 13 it thi is altogether differ nt from what is to be made
ont of the sn 1 rj iwent extract. There, instead of the physical occurrence
being ascribed tu its real eanse, the product effused; it is expressly spoken
of as due to the act of homoirhagu itself since this (hoematuria) forma
the nominative throwu.hot.

Leaving tins, our next inspection opens up a nest of curiosities, some
dull, sone meani,,es, some perveroi, soule stinted.

".Diferenti4d diaqnosis. Cancerous tumor of the kidney may be sup-
poffll, when the elnrgemnent is of the liver. The renal swelling how-
ever, if there he no alatomical displaoement, is in the lumbar region.
* * * An enlarged kidney is not moveable; were the tumor of splenic
origin it w.ould extend higher up into the chest and its anterior, notcbed
edge is frequently distinguishable."

Now we ask, what is meant by the first declaration i "Cancerou,
tumor of the kidney may be supposed, when the enlargement is of th#
limer." Are we right or are we wrong in understandiug thereby that
in a given case when the liver has been found enlarged, cancer may be
suspected te exist in the kidney, in other words, that cancer of the
kidney is denoted by an enlargement of the liver. If we are wrong in
this deduction, how are we to know it-how are we to ascertain this is
not what the writer implies f He evidently considers bis statement self-
expressive, for the context does not seem to render it more lucid and
certain)y not more impenetrablo. But if we are right, can we beliere
the author to be serious and trnthful, or shall we not ra her hold him
guilty of perpetrating a preposterous absurdity in the face of simple
honesty. Enlargernont of the liver a diagnostic sign of a Cancerous
Kidney I Incredible I 1 Prodigioua 11I

The second sentence is also mystical. Taking the aid afforded
by the commas, and eclipming what they include within their em


