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THIE EAiLY DIAGNOSIS OF CANCER.

Students of nedicine and-practitioners at large cannot liar too inuch
upon the subject of Cancer, since imucli of the tragedy in professional life
is bonnd up with the dreadfuil disorder. Within recenlt years there has
been so much discussion upon the deeper parts of the subject, that the
more obvious aspect has been neglected. The surgeons hae been
speculating upon the infectivity of the disease, and the influence.oi
heredity. The pathologists have been searching for a specifie parasité,
one set affirming and another dcenyi ng' that it has been discovered. Jlie
therapeutists have been bnsy with an estimate of the influence of certain
rays of light upon its growth; and we have heard too littie upon the
nccessity of an early and exact diagnosis.

Dr. Armstrongc bas donc well in recalling the minc .to a con-
sideration of the ·essential fact that cancer has a beginning;
that it is primarily a local disease; that in many instances therÔ
is a pre-èancerous . state; that it may be detected and, that
it nay ble renoved. This is the message of his clinical lectui•c
iî the Montreal Generai l ospital, which is printed in, this- issue of. th
Jlournal for purposes of 'wider.circulatiôn. lhe leture will'recall tho
old days in that institution, . When its .reat elinical teachers, Osler,
Howard, Ross, Macdonne, sed to seize"upon on tlhme, and, strippigg
it of all accessories, wouildprcsent it iiithe simpli'ity of, its.truth. The
lecturer made it cear that success in dealing with cancer rests .primarily
with the general practitioniers. It is they wo arc iLrst consultedc about
flie trivial ulcer upon the tongie, about the harclly palpable "lump -in
flic breast." Upon the early reogniioi 6f th nature of the condition
dependis its successful remoYal. Tihe best which the records., show is
twenty-five per cent. cf recoveries and seventy-fiîve per cent. of failures
Dr. Armstrong's dcclaration tht li thse figurcs might be reversed is none
too optimistic, if physicians arc alive to their responsibility.

The series of cases which was presented slowed 'so perfectly the results
cf early, delayed and late diagnosis, that a profound impression nList

have been made upon the stident mind. h'lie early case proved that
recognition is not difficult, if only care and industry be employed-by 'the
physician who is first consulted. The general practitioner cannot hold
himlnself guiltless if he allowsa commencing cancer to become inoperable.

In the issue of this Jounn for ,May wc had occasion to mention the
rctircment of Dr. F. W. Canpbell from Bishop's College, to give some
account of his public service and an estimate of his character. At the
same time we were obligerl to chronicle the death of his only surviving
son, his eldest son having dlied not a ear previously. To-day we desire


