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Dî,. Babington, o Hliîxy-N.S., being ried females in the ceixusually.
preset s'ïinvited<to' take partî' the main ho agreed with the opinions oxprcssed

usso. the paper jst read.
iDr Fegusn, ai~t-en~a1ld' onto Dr. Georgre Wright mentioned the case ofý'Dr. Ferguson, warhncle Co t

read his paper on "The Local Origin of an nmarriec female, the hymen being per-
Sfect, in whici the cancer was cervical. ne

show that cancer arises as a local disease, could not agree with Dr. Ferguson's papei
and fron some forin of irritation or injury. the theory of a cancerous

Dr. D. Clarke, in discussing this paper ex- ciathesis n-o b
pressed the opinion that only the tendencyto pd cEan&è, in one ani au ei in-
it, not cancer itself can be transmitted from j y resffing n1«atively in îÙ6ther, be
parent to child. Thcetcsa m for, 'eemrt by sch1e theory
taallrotherieass-no- -actual -disease Di
descends. power of>resistanc i th n

Dr. Gaperon, askedifDr. Clarke con- ButY peat\the blow'su cicntly often, and
sideredtle'sta.temént just hade correct caicer will hc tlre•6i L

regardto -pili agree with-Di.
D.Clarke .replied in. the affirmative.
Dr. Oldrighteseed-t he -heredi- acfarlane r ed on the urios

tar.y-,tendency-ookancer-and-to -syphilis fact that a proninent citizen of Toro
could not-be compaed. While-the essayist smoked for forty years withont develo

ad heldcancer, while that gentleman's fathe
tion, no one will pretndt t~ hiod, yet had been operated onfo'
-thus-causedHas referred to the fact epitheliom.
that some authorities now hold peculiar Dr. Teeve heU that sarcoata '92y,
ideas in regard to non-malignant tumors. successfnlly reiovec. Ho wonldinsiston
Many now admit the possibility of secon- the early removal of ail doubtful growths.
dary growths resulting from them. 1 To
oase-in-point ,was ýgiven. If this view were of a tnmonr causes secondary growtls ls
adritted, one of the most important points entirely erroneous.
of difference between malignant and non- At the close of tue discussionthe chairin
malignant tumors was removed. annonnced that next meeting wonld ho d

rCaeron.suggted that ina s vote to cases in prctice, pathoogic91l -

suéh as -m ilied the tumor wdâ sarco- specimens, etc.--kdj-rrrned.
níštous. _____

Dr. McPhedran pointed out that the
essayist had given the irritation of men-

struation as a cause of uterine cancer. How PTunE oF UTnus.-While refernn t
did he account for cancer of the cervix, its

mucos mmbrae nt bing hoc atinterest to recaîl two cases of rniptui.e cfmucos mmbrano not beingf shed at
the nterns which have occurredinBala

menstruation 2mestuaio 2wards during the past .three.weeks' du_-j
Dr. Ferguson considered that the irritation both instances the patients were brougl t

of engorgement was sufficient to account for the hospital in a state of collapse sO1f,

it. time after the accident. In-the r
MPhedran£ouldnotagree-with-,this (a neglected transverse prese

foetns had partially esca-,ped into tbO
r natminao cavity. Turning ann. exti l
Dr. Cameron said that uterine cancers in promptly effected, and two large

vrgins arefond in flc body, those of ar- tubes werc întrode r into tcerous


