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T~e question of  t t z  relationship bez~ee_n the tnftammatory and blastomxtogen/c p r o c ~ e ~  is artractm~ 
the ar~emion of elinicia~:~ ~ expcr imcn~.~.  Many invcstigazozs [1,  2 .  11. 2,'4.26] asinine that in/lzmmaxiost. 
pyc~cnic infection of  the r , ~ l a s m  of the ~ after removal of the neoplasm affect the mu3pltst/c l ~ o c e s  
favorably. They comider a~ute inflamrnat.k~ an sntibL~sth= fac~J~r, ha.sing their opiniou c~ ~ e  a c t / v ~  o f  
~he r r~cnchyme  which ~ d-ring i n f l ~ m a t i m  and which counzexacts, in their opinion, the deve lopmem 
of a neoplasm. Ocher i n v e ~ a t o r s  [ 3 . 9 . 1 0 ,  1 2 . 1 4 . 1 6 . 1 8 .  20] zza~ ~tat  the inflammatot~ p r e c e a ,  as a ~szl~ 
of r, ecot~dary regeneration zz3~ler c<x3ditiom of  dysuophic chan~e~ in ~ tissue, kads  to pre-,~mcer,  ~ l n f e ~  
~/on of  th'~ already e x t ~  ~ o p l a s m  great ly  i~v,,ease~ [m growth. 

L, M. Slzabad [24] = ~  his school [ 6 . 1 3 ,  17, 21] re~ched the c ~ v i c t i o u  that inflammation is not at ~ u l s i t e  
link in the chain of  even~  3:adin~ to ~ _ ~  m the basis of  a n u m b ~  ~f exper/mental  investigations with puee 

The pteser~ work is ~vozed to the c l ~ i f i c a z i m  of the effect of  t h e / n f h m m a t o r y  p ~  on the d e v e k ~  
mcnt of mal i~nam t r a n s ~ k  remain, 

E x p e r i m e n t a l  M e t h ~ . d  a n d  R e s u l t s  

We sc]ec~_d the ~ c h .  in which, even with extensive d c s ~ o Q  of many inzerni! argam, metastases 
of  Itrown-Pearce cancer  ~ very_ rarely form/,  as the object  of  i n v ~ a d o a .  

According to the ~ a  oJ ~ r o w n - P ~ .  after intzazesticular i .~ ,~t ion of rabbit c a ~ i n o m a ,  metaszas~ 
were found in the stomac~ in l.S~0 of the cases; according to the dzr~t ~f A. A. -~ol~yev [22], in ~zly 2 ~bbim 

om of SG. i.e., in 3~ of ~ne ca~es. G. F. Dyadyutha and N. M. Tu~.~evich [5] followed the mc~t of the la- 
dicazed s i r e n  when L u c ~ c d  in 383 rabbi~;  they found not one c~se of mcza~asiz of the neoplasm to zbe smm- 
ach. Our observations c f  128 rabbits, w ~ h  were administered a ~ > c n s i o n  of Brown-Peas~,e neoplasm imzavea-  
o ~ l y .  gave ~ e  oppormr~y  of soting only one case of implantatioQ of  the cancer in the sIiomach. A . N .  GotTeva 
[4] showed tlXat initatir of the stomach ~cepton by introduction of 70~ ethyl tlccthol urger the setosa facFtl-- 
razed the metastasis of ~:~ c a r c i n ~ a  into .the stomach in almost aI1 cases after adminisu~tion of  the cancex 
suspension into the au~ i~ . l~  vein of  the ntbblt .  

order to clari~ ~ in.rlncnce of at slow asepti c inflamm~o, ry pz~ccs~ in the stomach on the metastasiJ 
of Brow~-Peatce ca~a. we carried ~z two scrles of experin-~,~. Ir~ the first series--the abdominal wal~ 
of 20 rabbits undcx ~ ~ese,~*'al ethez anesthesia were opened along t ~  l inea alba and the stomach was e ~  
through the i nc i s i c~  T'~t~-,n 0.5 ml of a 10~, cmuhion of infusorial e,a~,h itt peach oi l  waz injected in d:te m m -  
cula~ layer of  the s t o ~ = ~  alon~ the ~ - ~ r  curvature. 12 days a ~  administuzlion of the emulsion, z n  the I~b- 
bits wer~ in~ected in ~ zu~icu~az vein ~#ith a 30~ tmpcnsion of ncopl~tstic tissue in an isotonic tol~tim of t~bk 
s~h. ruing | ml of ~ i m  per I kg r.~ the animal'~ weight. To c~uol the effect of txauma, 0.fi ml of ttcril~ 
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isotonic tame zalt solutloa was admluiste~c~ ahc,  lapatotomy in ~ r  in,scalar layct of the Inocnach wall o[20 
rabbits along the ks~cr curvature. 12 days later these same co,  uol  rabbit~ were injected in the auricular velI  
with a 3 ~  su~pcnsio~ of Brown-Pearee carcinoma, using 1 ml  per 1 kg of weight. A g r o ~  of RO tabblta served 

a second control, which were not admfnistcxed anything in the stomach wail. but received :: 30% tmpemlol  
of carcinoma intravcnoesly {1 ml per 1 1" 8 wei~b 

R~tU~ Of t]~ f~m ~ri~-.s of experimen:s a~e presemed in Ta~le L 

T A B L [  1 

Affection of the Stomach and Other Internal Orgar~ of t~.~bbi "t with art Inflamed A ~ t  of 
the Stomach wall by ].noculab)~ Can~inoma 

~ . Meta~uc=l 

Ill 

- .. " _. 

+-+ u u u 

u ++ u 

u ++_§ u u 

Symbo~ + sing~ knots; ++ limited invasion; +++ ~ d e r a b ~  i n v a ~ i o ~ ; - ~  of 
implants. 

As is apparent fi'om the data presented i~ Table 1.10 out of 20 experimental ~abbi~ ~ m  found to b~ve 
soUtary m e ~  of ~'.~ neoplasm in the stomach. $ rabbi~ had implan~ of the neoplas~ ~ ~ e  p o ~ - o p e r a ~  

In the fL'~t g[oup of control rabbit~, meta~ta~e~ of the neoplasm we~ not found in the ~or.aach at all .  Slaw 
gle metanase~ of the neoplasm were found in $ [abbit.t of this group oa the parietal peritoneum in ~ e  area of the 

tx~t -opera , re  ~can 

In the second group of control ~abbi- no cancer meras~a.~es were found in the ~tc~nach. 

In the second ~e~ie~ of experim.~,~ on 10 [abbi~, we stud~-.d ~ e  effect of aseptic inflamma~oa of the 
stomach oa da~ difh~ioa of m e t ~ e ~  of Bmwn-Pearce ca~cinc~a aher inoculation of file tumor in the te.~e~ 

A 30~ suspension of the tumor/a  isotonic salt tolutic~, t~h~g I ml pet 1 kg of the animai~ weight, was 
injected in the right ~estis of the rabbit~. 12 days after the inoculation of the tumor, the abdo~ainal wall wm 
opened ur~der ether anesthesia by incising the upper part of the Enea alba,and the slomach was extruded ~ t o u ~  
h~e operative wound. L~ the stomach wall along the ~ t  curvature of the middle third, each rabbit rec.eived 

0.5 ml  of 10~ emulsion of infu~orial earth in peach o/L 

The results of the ~eeond series of experiments are shown in Table 2. 
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p ~ z ~  ::I c ~  = ~ w t s  i .  ~r ~omach W.ll. pri.marl~iy a l ~  dm icmea curvature, was ~ i~i 
$ l~l:~b~. }~kI~,.~,r , , ~  dcs~r~cd in lhr psr~tll  p~rltonctlm 113 the ~re~ o~ th :  lycst-oi~.4raLive It.Ill o[  11 rlbb~ll. 

~c,  wa-Pca~c= ~ o r  wm i~ocublcd in ~ dglit lcit[~ of the ccr group of  10 rabbll:i, and 1~ dayi 
; f t~r  eric.dial h p ~ y ,  9.~ ~:nl of phy$ioloo~lcal s th  IrolUtloo_was i~:clr.-d in thl: stomach wal l  aloRi ~ 
~ n ~ c  of iu ~ p ~  thi~.  ~'~a-..h mc~as~a=~ we~ not found tu a i~Ln~,~ mbbR. 

T A B L ~  

M c ~ a s ~  of ~ . .~ -Pcarce  ~ R m ~ a  ~o the Imcmal Orgasm of Rabbiu with an Inflanmd 
Area ~n ~ S~cc~ Wail. 

~ c j  _ _ ~./)~. ts.= 
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Mc~.sz~ of l~,n-Pcarc~ ~ to tl~ line.real C~g~mm of Control P~bbl~ 
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Thus. ~ ~ ~ ~  showed thal allow aseptic inflammatory p~oce~ in the. stomach ,#all widm 
d ~ i c  hi~.~oic~1 ~_ .~cs ,  prc~uc~.dby jn~usori~ e~rth, c ream a favor~bk ground Ib# the m e ~ - ~ b  d 
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