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sixty hours-aye, and even for a much longer time 1. That the child be aliTe.
-without any attempt being made to relieve them. 2. That the head have remained stationary for
The results, I need hardly say, were lamentable both six hours at least.
as regards the mother and the child. Many mothers 3. That the membranes be rupturing, and the os
sank, worn ont by long continued, suffering, or died uteri fully dilated.
subsequently of peritonitis, the result of unduly 4. That the head ofthe child beso cjrcumstauced
prolonged uterine action. In others, sloughing of that the car can be distinctly feit.
the vagina followed, caused by the long-continued 5. That the state of the soit parts be such as de-
pressure exercised by the foetal head on the soft notes the absence of inflammation.
parts of the mother. This again was followed either Time will not permit one to contrast in extenSo,
by the formation of dense bands occluding the vagina as I night with profit do the grent divergence which.
to a greater or less extent, and which often opposed bas taken place in the present day from the practice
serious obstacles in subsequent labours, or by the laid down, and rigidly adhered to, by thèse who
formation of vesico or recto-vaginal fustue, a source were my teachers must content myself with surn-
of the most intolerable misery to the unfortunate marising
patient, rendéring her loathsome alike to herself and The lst nd 5th rules are stili ndmitted by ah
to others. Nor were the results as regards the child practitioners, ouly with this grea difference, that we'
less lamentable. Women were allowed to linger on neyer now wait till the life of the child is iu any
in labour till their children being dead, the perforator danger, and as a consequence of our prompt interfer-
was used-an instrument harmless enough to the ence "inflammation'of the soit pars" is now virtu-
dead infant, whose life, however, was not the less ally neyer met with during labour. Therefore,
sacrificed to a rigid adherence to the rule of non- thougl we admit the truth of the principles incul-
interference. catcd by these mies, the necessity of act ing ou them

All this is now changcd. It is the recognised is neyer likely to arise la our practice. Buies 2 and
rule, followed by every well-informed practitioner, 4 ne altogether repudiate.
that women should not be left to linger on in suffer-
ing, but that delivery should be accomplished by the c
forceps when once we are satisfied that Nature, un- fled
aided, is unable to effect deligery within a safe period. th telpoers ofthe r ar e ient t
What that period may bc cannot be fixed by any once proceed to eifect dclivery by mens ofthe force
definite rule, each case must be judged by itself; pdefiitemie cai cae mst e jddb itl; I should not tliunk of leaving a patient to linger ou,
but the axiom in general adopted is this, that when in u
once the head ceases to advance, or to advance so Zoneteha1esst dnco oavneS was sutisfied that the head had ceased to ndvaace,
slowly-that delivery by the natural efforts cannot be and not uufrequently 1 upply the forceps even thougl
expected to take place within a reasonable time, the I am satisfied it is slowly udvanciag. Gentlemen,
forceps should be used. Some idea of the change t
in practice in this respect may -be formed from the
fact that in 6,634 deliveries which occurred during authoitie. coien d you to di als.
three years of the mastership of Dr. Charles Johns- can, i al cencc av se you t ea
ton, whose pupil I was, the particulars of whieh are rute 4. fors have pased sia I fe trl,
recorded by Drs. Hardy and M'Clintock, the forceps te ild, for this , tat Inv try
were used but eighteen times, or less than once in feel i ates o thisec s e I d th-,
every 360 cases; while in 7,027 deliveries which oc-Physicians, who it is my duty to examine, nhen
cured under the mastership of Dr. George Johnston, questioned as te the use of tbe forceps, sty thnt the
between November, 1868, and November, 1874, thc ear should be feit beÉore it is npplied. I presum&
forceps were applied 639 times, or once in about these gentlemen
every 11 cases. The difference is so startling that
we are naturally inclined to ask, Is the frequencypofr ue te on
recourse to the forceps absolutely necessary ? I am cf opinion non exists
not prepared to give a definite answer to this ques- of any expericace as amcng prtitioner nowao
tion ; but of this I am sure, that while no injury is denies that casesnil1 from time te time present them-
inflicted by the forceps on either mother or chi]d
when the instrument is used by skilful hands, the ic whieh thefos may, ith perfect ad'
most lamentable results followed the old practice of
non-interference. further, thut frorn the preseuce of urgent symptomsi

So much as to the frequency of the use of the for- su ns tie occurence cf couvulsions, homorhage,
ceps. Now as to the rules which were laid down delivery by means of the forceps shold, itho

its use as compared with those at present acted ou. But he eemutedt o e ri nial
The conditions "which were considered indispen-

sable in order to render the forceps -applicable, and a
whoutGeorge Johnston-hold that the forceps may b apnitiut hic thy nre nt ued, byDr.Cialespied with aearly as muci impunity before the os1s1
Johnston, were these:(*)

*;"Practical Observations." By Eardy and McClintoch, 1848, from this v n Iusdsent I hod tn the
P.3 ht the m s be turI and theos
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