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Again, research wvork is sonîewvhat unique in character. In other
kcinds of workz the laborer cxrects a pccuniary rewvard, but in this field the
reward is flot niaterial; it cornes in w~ork unselfishly done for the sake
of science. Harvey is saiàd to have lest about haîf his practice on accounit
of the opposition with xvhiclh bis great discovery wvas met. I-le wvas
fiercely denounced for teaching scientifie, facts instcad ÀI the dicturn of
the fathers "The spirit of cornrercialism should be as foreign to the
nian of science as it is to the physician, for both should be idealists in the
best sense of the word. The fruits of their labors rnay be gathered by
others, but none can rob themn of the joy of having brought them forth.
The 'practical man' may not appreciate such ideals; lie mnay deride those
'vho cherish them; but lie is ever ready to use the discoveries of science
for bis own ends. The rcward of the truc pioncer does flot lie iii what
is said by 'the fool multitude wvho choose by show,' hie seeks only 'flic
wages of going,' he fiuids luis recompence in delving into the wvonderland
()f nature wvith ail its hidden beauties and thcrcby forgetting the srnall-
ncss that enters into ail rnen's lives."

\Ve kcnow, Irom the character of research xvork, the neccssity of
hiaving some means of securing publicity. Many Canadians have con-
tributed excellent original papers, but as we have no rccognised national
organisation or journal, or no pubiislîed transactions of our medical
societies, Lilesc are bidden away in cither the mernories of those wvho
.isuard the papers, or in local journals. Under these circunistances it
practically impossible for any article, howvever nîeritorious, to gain na-
tional publicity. The resuit of this lias been very larnentaole, in so far
as building up a Canadian literature lias been conceraed. Instead of hav-
ing an institution that would encourage original xvorkers, they have been
left to struggle along xvitlîout recognition, or allowed only too often to,
drilt awvay to other counitries. We have lost nmen who could, if they haci
been kept here, have nmade Canadian niedical literature and practice'
challenge the attention of the wvhole world. Wlîether the loss of men
like Osier, Cullen, Barker, et al., is irreparable or not, of tllis we are
certain, that hiad their wvorks gone' out to the wvorld throughi a Canadian
.Xýcadeniy of Medicine they would have given to our medical literature
and practice a national status.

Sir WVilfrid Laurier bams said, "What the nineteenth century wvas to
the Ulnited States, the twentieth century Nvill be to Canada." \'e hope
this prophecy nîay be fulfilcd in our medical as in our national life. The
nzneteenth century saw~ the wvhole field of medicai science exploited by
American writers. Their text-books are listed in ail our coileges. If
Canadians could only realise the fact that Canada is in a mnuch better
-osition to-day tlîan the United States were muchi less than even a ccii-
tury ago, it would do inuch to lire national aspirations. Medical mnen
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