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N tlolorry so fak hom hemu comprehensrble ina L-nef paper such as c]ns
é_:c‘would mnely hﬂ _a very considerable \o]ume For, if there ever were
“a dxxuw, concemmv whlch one set of U'l eat thinkervs established theories
“and speculauonb only to. be in tum louted wheén ])unmn investigation
f“‘;‘was parmlbted b0 kenter 1t<adf one hmrs lneadLh fmthe into the
Ti‘fmystemcs of physiological uuth, “ Puer peral Eclampsia ” seems to me to
~ stand unique. . And, although the latest researches of the various
: e‘;perxmentels seem to point to a pretty well established pathology,
_there still is yet some difference of opinion, and a good deal, from a
clinical aspect, that is mnysterious.

I present this paper to you to-day, not because I presume to know
more of the subject or feel competent to instruct this angust assembly of
scientific thinkers, but simply to draw out a discussion on a very
important subject.

I think we can scarcely estimate the vast amount of benefit which
we all may derive by open discussion on these papers,

* Read at meeting of New Brunswick Medical Society, Fredericton, July, 1899,



