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Here there is a confusion made of an act and its product. The act
(Hematuria) cannot plug the ureters; buat its product (extravasated
blood) may. The continuaunce of the act implies that the escaping
material is iu a fluid condition, and in this stata forms no mechanical
obstacle; for, admitting it to be poured forth in quantity so, abundaut
and so quickly as to fill up the urinary reservoir with its aqueducts, the
distention would provoke contraction, and the whole would be speedily
afterwards evpelled. Where, howhver the bleeding is in less quantity,
it is not improbable a portion of the liquid may be so circumstanced as
to unlergo coagulation, and the clot becoming entangled with the
mucous lining 1y constitute a veritable obstruction and so plag the
wreters. Bt thia is altogether differ:nt from what is to be made
out of the st et iwent extract.  There, instead of the physical occurrenoe
being ascriled to ita real vanse, the product effused ; it is expresaly spoken
of as due to the act of heemoirhagy itself since this (hseematuria) forma
the nominative thronzhout. .

Leaving this, our ucxt inspection opens up a nest of curiasities, some
dull, some meaninz'ess, some perverss, sowme stinted.

% Differential diugnosis. Cancerous tumor of the kidney may be sap-
posedl, when the enlargement is of the Ziver. The renal swelling how-
ever, if there be no anatomical displacement, is in the Jumbar region, *
* % * An cnlarged kidney is not moveablo ; were the tamor of splenic
origin it would extend higher up into the chest and its anterior, notched
edge is frequently distinguishable.”

Now we ask, what is meant by the first declaration? * Cancerous
tumor of the kidney may be supposed, when the enlargement is of the
liver.” Are we right or are we wrong in understandiog thereby that
in a given case when the liver has been found enlarged, cancer may be
suspected to 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
Bot what the writer implies? He evidently considers his statement self-
expressive, for the context does not seem to render it more lucid and
certainly not more impenetrablo, But if we are right, can we believe
the author to be serious and trathful, or shall we not ra'her hold him
guilty of perpetrating a preposterous absurdity in the face of simple
bonesty. Eulargement of the liver a diagnostic sign of a Cancerous
Kidney! Incredible!! Prodigious!l!

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



