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productions, of tuberculous origin, were located at the 
crossroads of all dangers in these lymph nodes, where 
the evil spirit has the strong tendency to deprave. It did 
not take more so that physicians were convinced of their 
cancerous nature [16].

Antoine Louis also deserves credit for having 
raised the ambiguity. More specifically, Louis in order 
to convince his colleagues put two tumors to boiling. 
One was scrofulous; the other was of scirrhous and can-
cerous origin. In the first case, he obtained a gelatinous 
substance, while in the second an albuminous froth. 
He concluded that the scrofula was formed of an amor-
phous gelatinous material, while scirrhosis and lymph 
cancers were composed of albumins: “Scrofula”, he 
writes, “are formed of gelatinous lymph. They do not 
degenerate into cancer, which proves that their mate-
rial is of a different nature from the one which forms the 
scirrhus. Tumors of the latter kind are produced by the 
albuminous lymph which is susceptible to a spontane-
ous movement (fermentation) by which it becomes al-
kaline and very corrosive” [17].

A century later, it was found that benign and fi-
brous tumors produce a gelatinous substance with boil-
ing, while malignant tumors, richer in albumin, emerge 
albuminous foam as a result of the concoction. Lipo-
mas, cysts and scrofula were also successively subtract-
ed from the family of cancers. All other tumors remain-
ing in the same group under the name of scirrhus or can-
cer had to continue to comply with the theory of lymph. 
Mastitis, adenomas and most benign tumors continued 
to have a bad reputation [18].

But why some scirrhous tumors did not evolve, 
while others degenerated into cancer? For what rea-
sons certain tumors were malignant soon as they arise? 
No one knew anything, or at least they were content to 
evoke the vagaries of the lymph.

Conclusion

The 17th and 18th centuries are marked by great 
discoveries which contributed to the evolution of oncol-
ogy. The discovery of the lymph and the lymphatic cir-
culation has led to the theory of carcinogenic property 
of the lymph that has dominated for at least a century, 
being the triangular corner of oncology, until the ap-
pearance of histology and pathological anatomy in the 
early 19th century.
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