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under the name of Volkmann's contracture.1 Early mas-
sage and movement, though condemned not long ago by a
London surgeon and rhetorician as methods of barbarism,
would at all events save the practitioner from calamities
like these.
In the Journal de Mldecine et de Chirurgie Pratiques of

February 10th, 1907, M. Lucas-Championnibre quotes the
observations of Drs. Ducroquet and Emile Pillet on the
fragility of the bones which results from long-continued
immobilization. Spontaneous fractures of the femur had
taken place in several cases of congenital dislocation of
the hip on removing the limb from the usual apparatus
a:fter immobilization for some months.

Professor G. A. Wright, whose recent letters in your
columns have been of so much interest and impor-
tance, is to preside over the Surgical Section at the Exeter
meeting of the Association this year. May I suggest that
he should endeavour to arrange that a full discussion of
this subject-that is, the principles of the treatment
of fractuxes-should then take place? The permanent
value and interest of such a discussion would be very
great, especially if it were found possible to induce M.
Lucas-Championni6re to take part in it as the guest of the
Association. The adoption of this suggestion would, in
my opinion, go far to ensure the success of the annual
meeting at Exeter, and, in particalar, a record attendance
at the Surgical Section.-I am, etc.,
Penrith, March llth. J. EDWARD BOWsER.

1 Lancet, October 21st, 1905, and May 15th, 1906.

AFTER-TREATMENT OF OPERATION CASES.
SIR,-After reading Mr. Morton's letter in answer to

mine of March 2nd, I cannot see that he makes his case
any strohger for the after-treatment of operation cases
being taken out of the hands of the general practitioner.
I have recently had a conversation with a consulting
surgeon enjoying a very large operating practice on the
subject of Mr. Morton's paper; and he decidedly agreed
with the views expressed in my letter.

If Mr. Morton does not distrust the competence of the
general practitioner to deal with post-operation dases, how
is it that he saya in his paper that even if any medical
complication should arise in the case the general practi-
tioner should meet him in consultation before treating it?
Mr. Morton says in his letter that he admits that the
general practitioner is the most competent to deal with
any complications arising after a labour case. So I take
it that should, for instance, a pelvic abscess form, the
general praotitioner is the most competent person to open
and drain this. Is not this the very ground 'on which
Mr. Morton in his paper says the general practitioner
should not tread?
Mr. Morton also tells us that the busy practitioner

cannot find the time to profit by the writings of others.
This may be his unfortunate experience, but I think I am
not wrong in stating that practitioners in general do read,
and that many, like myself, never lose the opportunity of
visiting their old hospitals to see what they have read put
into practice. It seems strange that no other operating
surgeons should have found it necessary to read and
publish a paper on the subject which Mr. Morton has
taken; and one cannot but believe that they must have
had happier meetings and experiences with the general
practitioners than the paper suggests Mr. Morton has had.
-r am, etc.,
Wotton-under-Edge, March 12th. ERNEST F. CLOWES.

TRYPSIN IN CANCER.
SIR,-With great reluctance, I must ask you to allow me

to submit one word in reply to the communication on
trypsin in cancer in the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL of
March 16th.

I should hardly have thought that any one could have
disputed the claim of Dr. J. A. Shaw-Mackenzie as being
the originator of the method of treatment of inoperable
cancer now known generally as the " trypsin treatment."

I am in a position to speak with authority on this
question, inasmuch as I was associated with Dr. Shaw-
Mackenzie in the treatment of some cases of inoperable
cancer while his researches were being made and before,
t6 my certain knowledge, he sent the injections of trypsin
and communicated the details of his treatment to
Dr. Beard.-

As you rightly observe, the question of priority is the
least which need be concerned in a problem of such magni-
tude, but it is only just to Dr. Shaw-Mackenzie to state
that whatever controversy which seems to have aricen was
not of his seeking.-I am, etc.,
London, S.W., March 16th. THos. LIGERTWOOD, C.B., M.D.

*** We have received several letters on this subject
which we do not think it expedient to publish, as they only
tend to prolong an unprofitable and not very edifying con-
troversy. On two points, however, Dr. Beard has been
good enough to show us the error of our ways, and we
hasten to make acknowledgement of our backsliding. We
accidentally conferred the degree of "Dr." on Mr. B. T.
Fairchild; this, Dr. Beard tells us, that gentleman may
regard as a personal insult. If Mr. Fairchild feels it an
insult to be designated by the same style and title as Dr.
Beard, we tender him our humble apology. Again, in the
thirty-first line from the bottom of p. 661, we made Dr.
Beard say, after the manner of Cockayne: " The treat-
ment laid down for is use." This is one of those tricks
of that wayward sprite, the " printer's devil," which grieve
the soul of the unhappy editor who has to bear the blame.
The rest of Dr.. Beard's-communication is in his customary
style of SirOracle,but there isamore than Delphic obscurity
in his latest utterance which we are unable to penetrate.
Some of our readers may be glad to add the concluding
part of the letter to their collection of literary gems:
You talk, or your writer does it for you, very wisely about

apportioning "praise," and presumably blame also. When
that time comes, what place do you suppose will be occupied
by your various small spicy editorials? Do you really think
that the editorial " WE will then represent MiNos and
AEACUS with a CANCER RE8EARCHER as RHADAMANTRUS
behind the scenes pulling the Editorial strings ? P P Well,
NOT EXACTLY!! !

As Johnson said, in like circumeLances, "Are we alive after
all this satire ?"

THE ART OF POLITE LETTER-WRITING.
SIR,-In your issue of March 9th, calling attention to a

slight error in a letter which I addressed to the press, you
used language so disgraceful that it showed you to be
incapable of fair and gentlemanly controversy.
On March 16th you returned to the attack with a

comment on a letter of mine which you, meanwhile, had
not the moral courage to publish; but which you had the
turpitude to suppress, contrary to all the honourable
traditions of English journalism, as the non-medical
newspapers, at least, interpret them.
Your new complaint against me is that I did not reply

to you as early as you expected. It does not occur to you
-such is the extraordinary bent of your mind-that there
nEight be a perfectly reasonable explanation; and the
explanation, I may tell you for your information, was that
I was suffering from lumbago and a bad cold, which
prevented my attending to my ordinary duties.
You will no doubt continue your attacks upon me and

to suppress my replies, which will be in perfect keeping
with the peculiar ethics of medical journalism as you
understand them; but to every fair-minded person, and
in accordance with the best and highest traditions of
journalism, the person attacked has the right of reply.
To every decent Englishman this unwritten law is a

binding moral obligation, but to so simple and honourable
a duty you convict yourself of being indifferent. You,
who prate of honour! You, who cant of truthfulness!
You are so afraid of criticism which gets beneath the
armour of your self-complacency that you are content to
keep your thousands of readers ignorant of your opponent's
case lest you be found out!

I have only one remark to make to you, and it is this:
That your father may have succeeded in making of you a
medical man, but he obviously failed to make of you a
gentleman.-I am, etc.,

SIDNEY TRIST, Secretary.
London Antivivisection Society, 13, Regent Street,

Waterloo Place, London, S.W., March 20th.

, Mr. Trist is under a delusion if he thirnks we have
any complaint against him. On the contrary, we cannot
have too much of such a controversialist-on the other
side.
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