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duce a paper with a reference to the bad results obtained by
Brodie and others, I do not think it has any bearing on the
subject. Sir James Paget has expressed a very depressing
view about cancer, and I think he was justified in so doing ; 1t
may be that the type of the disease has altered, for people
certainly live longer now after operation for breast cancer than
they did thirty or forty years ago, and T am now within two
years of half a century’s experience of operating and seeing
others operate on the breast. Mr. Sheild has demolished the
contention that three years’ immunity means a cure, showing
that the disease may occur at any interval after the operation
up to twenty-one years; indeed, within the last few weeks I
have had to remove a caucerous gland from the axilla of a
patient operated upon for breast cancer twenty-four years ago
by Sir James Paget. Professor Gross, who early advocated the
complete operation, estimated that only 2:8 per cent. of returns
took place after the third year; but Konig, as quoted by
Watson Cheyne, puts 1t at 15 per cent., so that there is no
agreement as to the proportion of recurrences after the third
year, but 1t must. be obvious to all of us that a large number of
cages recur after three years’ immunity. I would urge that
those who take a strong view one way or another about cancer
of the breast and its operation should bear in mind certain
possibilities. Tt is quite possible that the period at which
cancer returns depends upon the date in the progress of the
disease at which the operation was dome, so that if a woman
has already had it two years she is likely to live longer after
operation that if she has had it four years, Yet in these tables
all dates of disease are massed together, and cannot be distin-
guished. Then, too, the period of immunity must largely
depend upon the type of growth and the soil in which it grows.
In florid child-bearing women it is admitted that the disease
runs a more rapid course than in thin, pallid, angemic women.
Another possibility which T hardly like to mention is that the
removal of healthy lymphatic glands may conceivably favour
the return of the disease. Mr. Teale hinted at this—that the
removal of glands from the axilla did not improve the statistics ;
in fact, he implied that the removal of the glands had rather
the opposite effect. We must remember that this is quite
possible. I should like to refer to a case of Mr. Cheyne’s, who
18 of the opposite way of thinking. He speaks of a case where
he and Sir Joseph Lister removed a cancer on a certain date, the
original operation having been done fifteen years previously.
At that time a very few small hard glands were felt in the
axilla, but were not touched, and they remained in statu quo
until a short time before the second operation. They proved
to be carcinomatous. T cannot help thinking these glands may
have afforded a certain protection against the spread of the
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