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mostly because, taking his doctrine as a basis for a modified sur-
gical procedure, he has obtained resuits which dem and attention.

Baldly, a diseased mastoid antrum is at the bottom of every
chronie aurai suppuration, is the holding of Heath. I1e had ar-
rived at this conclusion from bis findings in 500 operations, in al
of whidh. he found diseased areas in the antrum. The diseased
antrum being the nidus, the focal point of the suppuration, of
what use is it, says Heath, to treat thc effect, rather than the
cause? In other words, there is no use in doing'ossiculectomies, in
curetting thc tympanum, in cleansing and drying, for in none of
these procedures do we reach thc antrum, where the fundamental
cause is situated. RatIer, if we eradicate the disease in the an-
trum, the secondary disease of the tyiwpanum will of itself get
well.

I find the literature on this subjeet prior to Heath's enunciation
of his theorem most meagre. It liaq been generally accepted that
the antral disease is secondary to that of the tynipanum, and
always remains such. Cure the intratympanal disease and we
remove thé cause. ,We, as otologists, ail believcd this, and to many
this reversai of pathology, so to speak, meets witli very little favor.
In some respects, is not the disfavor with which'this theory is meV
ratIer due to an unwillingness to admit the possibilities of our
firmly fixed ideas being open to error, and an unwillingness to in-
vestigate for ourseives as to, the truth or the fallàcy of our position.

I have been iooking up my own case records of the past three
years with a view to finding out in what percentage of radical
operations undertiken for the cure of a clironic purulent otitis
media I found the antrum diseased. 1 find that in ail but two
there was demonstrable diseases of this cavity. This was a series
of 28 cases-a relatively -small number, I admit, but is the finding
not significant? In the two cases in which no mention is made of
iintral involveinent, may there not have been sudh? For it must
be remembered that no minute seardli was made for evidence, of
disase in this cavity, for 1 followed the traditionai teaehings, and
always sought the cause in the tympanum.-

It is an open question, this antrum versus tympanum, as a
causai factor' of persistent pus formation. H.eath 's theory lias
secured many adherents, and personally I believe bis operation is
here to stay. Its usefulness fias been thoroughly proved by mnany
surgeons of repute. What then of the pathological basis for this
operation? Does it not menit our attention?

.There are a few outstanding differences in the anatomy of the
temporal bone of the infant and that of the aduit that must be


