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Prejud;
t oJSedv}vC:(,) alril;(i I am certain it is a misfortune that
Work Stric{l lt'} ’?)’Self, are very largely engaged in
comm“nica{e imited to a department, can never
Xperience o as successfully the results of their
ing, | regretcan those who are engaged in teach-
Withouy menti’ therefore, that I must pass over
Which ha beOH the important field of new work
Years in he Se“‘opened up within the last few
idney, and ‘f‘glcﬂ treatment of the liver, spleen,
Speak of manmtestmes. I c.annot even stop to
Portan; subie y other less striking, but no less im-
Scesses tj) Ctsi)Such' as the treatment of pelvic
though o) ¢ }fe abdominal section and drainage,
at they exc'se are Of. less importance, in so far
ave to say 1 ite but little hostility ; and what I
brief diScu}; .“r‘her to you I propose to limit to a
for the prodS]On' of a proposal made by Dr. Battey
for the purucuon’ aftlﬁ'cially, of the menopause
Tom C(’ndit?:;e of indirectly benefiting patients
oms of Whichs more or less n?urotic, the symp-
Tecurrence of are appflrently influenced by the
clear 1 g, m:Ienstruatlon. It must be perfectly
an extreme] Stjcasual observer that this is a field
first sight Yf; 1-deﬁned.chara.cter—one which,
Success, and ;no ers very ‘mta.mgl.ble prospects of
Cess muygt be which the 1ndlca.nons even of suc-
can be dou;er)’ vague and indefinite. There
Suffer iy, such t that a large number of women
that i they w & way as to make it perfectly clear
ation they wOirlZ telieved from recurrent menstru-
€an be ,¢ little be improved materially, but there
Wdea—_j;, itselfe Oule that the application of this
Care, have a brilliant one—requires the utmost
ISt Who, e no sympathy with stupid obstruction-
Would absolu::ulse the)’. scent danger in the air,
aVe sufficie ely prohibit its application ; but I
king of Drofn t regard for the expression of every
Cessity for thissflOnal Opiflion to recognize the ne-
Propogy) wa ﬁul] exercise of caution. When the
that 1 Selects st made, I recognized this so fully
Make i, thi:ddtjor “fhalever experiments I should
Teality of o1 lrection a disease concerning the
ever . :hlch there could be no doubt what-
thing ¢, recea"< epilepsy. It is a perfectly easy
8enuine epi(l)fmle by two facts alone any case of
Uwas, | thi Psy from mere hysterical imitation.
clearly establl[’lk’ Dr. John Hughes Bennett who
®pileptics evel:hed. the facts that none but the true
atta,cks’ and th:tenouSIY hurt themselves during the
after the fits are over the epilep-

tic is always somnolent. It is certainly the case
that in a large number of cases of epilepsy in
women the incidence of the disease is concurrent
with menstruation. It is also true that every epi-
leptic woman, certainly whose case I have investi-
gated, is worse during the menstrual week than at
any other time. In some cases the epilepsy is
absolutely limited to those days of the month dur-
ing which the menstrual flow is in existence. It
was, therefore, a perfectly easy thing to select a
number of cases in which the experiment of Battey’s
operation seemed capable of justification. For
the purpose of trying the experiment I selected
six cases, and to these I have absolutely limited
its application, though from the number of cases
who have been sent to me for the specific purpose
of having the operation performed, 1 suppose 1
might have been able by this time to have placed
several series of attempts on record. The reason
of my careful restriction has been that I did not
care to prejudice the results of my other work by
complicating it with what seemed to me a doubtful
kind of proceeding, but all my care has been to
some extent fruitless, for I have been persisten:ly
charged by a certain class of writers with having
performed a large number of useless and unneces-
sary operations in removing normal ovaries from
women suffering from nervous disorders. Indeed,
so late as July sth last, Sir Spencer Wells wrote
the following sentences which, though they may
have been intended for some one else, I cannot
but suspect were levelled at me. They are as
¢ Just now something more than a word
of caution against rash, dangerous and unneces-
sary operations is called for. We are startled by
the reports of the removal of normal ovaries of
young women suffering
which may be exaggerated or imaginary ;
to be feared that our professional honour is at
stake, and that abdominal surgery in its latest
developments is open 0 the denunciation hurled
against the carlier ovariotomists, and that with
more reason than in 1850. Lawrence’s question
must be repeated, whether such operations can be
encouraged and continued without danger to the
character of the profession, and West’s assertion
that the fundamental principle of medical morality
is outraged, cannot now be satisfactorily refuted.”

Though I am fairly familiar with the litera-
ture of abdominal surgery during the last ten.

follows :

from nervous disorders,
and it is



