146 CriticaL Axivysis.

¢ \When ever there isany, the slightest degree of inflamma.
tion of the hip-joint, whether it procceds from an injury, or
be a spontaneous and constitutional inflammation, there is
au inclination of the pelris on the head of the thigh boune, as
sepresented above, and the inclination of the trrok fiom the
line of the thigh bone, increases in proportion to the degree
of intiamation. At last the disease coutinuing, the affected
leg and the trunk will form an angle of 459, and the head
of the femur will be thus raised upon the lip of ‘he acetabu-
lum, and prepared to start out of the sacketaltogether,” the
ligaments being alse inflamed permit dislocation, buat do not
cause it, ““Itis the inclination of the body and the leg which
throws out the head of the bone from the socket ; aud owing
to the softening and yielding of the ligaments, there is no
check or limit to the distortion, and thus-dislocation is cuiie
sequciit upon injury. ’

From tiie first to thelast degree of thisinclination, it isof
the highest importance for you to notice it. Iu examining a
limb which is supposed to be fractured or dislocated, you
request the patient to lie upor: his back, aad potting the
heels together, you find that one leg is shorter than the other,
But before you allow yourself for a moment to think of dis-
location or fractufe, you look carefully to the positiou of the
trunk ; you take a piece of tape, youlay itaczoss the pelvis,
ard lixing it with the thumbs opon the anterior aoi supcrior
processes of the ossa ilii, you observe thas the line made with
the cord is oblique; you now compare the height to which
the process of the ilium on the injured side is raiscd above
what it ought te be if the pelvis were truly poised, and com-
paring this with the clevation of the keel, you fnd that there
is no shortening of the leg.” . .

Such is the substaace of Mr, Bell's léctores which uo one
can read without regretting that such a celebrated sargeon
should have atlowed his fceiings to bave assumed too much
ascendancy on his-judgement. We-do not, bowever; pre-
tend to countenance wiat must considered at least an onis-
sion ou the part of Sir Astley, not to have coasulted the ex-
perience of his predecessor and his contemporarics in the
‘elucidation .of some doubtful poiuts, yet we arc inclined to
eliese that he has been rather too -Earsbly censured by his
antagonistss On the whole we coasider these codtroversics
to have been of great service to the causeof science,'as egety
champion has heeu compelled to give to the subject more at-
tention,



