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Ureteroileosigmoidostomy, a sort of internal urinary diversion, was performed for a 37-year—
old girl, who previously had a total cystectomy and bilateral cutaneous ureterostomy because
of rhabdomyosarcoma of the urinary bladder and had been attacked by repeated urinary tract
infection associated with mild bilateral hydronephrosis. The convalescence of the ureteroileo-
sigmoidostomy was uneventful and postoperative urograms revealed no evidence of urinary
stasis. Contrast medium enema showed ureteral reflux to the left upper urinary tract. Three
weeks after the operation, however, she had a severe anorexia with deteriorated acid-base
balance, but the administration of alkalizing agents was effective and was continiied. During
the post-operative follow up period of 9 months, there was no evidence of pyelonephritis and
no hazards in daily life. Her growth rate was somewhat slow compared with that of normal
Japanese children, but we had no impression of emotional disturbance with her.

After the detailed case report, several advantages of ureteroileosigmoidostomy were discussed
under following stand points.

1. Ureteroileal anastomosis seems to be more satisfactory compared with ureterosigmoidal
anastomosis if a nonobstructive anastomosis is more desirable than an anastomosis without
ureteral reflux.

2. The interposed ileum segment can be expected to act as a functional valve against
pressure gradient between ureter and sigmoid colon.

3. Effectiveness of the ileal segment as a bacteriological barrier between the upper urinary

tract and the lower intestinal tract cannot be completely ignored.
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T L & I Table 1. Findings of preoperative laboratory
examinations.
TR B L 3 PRI LR - [El - SRS
Wp&1iT (ureteroileosigmoidostomy) #HifFL, 0 ﬂﬂ%ﬁm
199 » RIChRe b BB BEE L TR o, A iz 3;*6%
RIRETREE UTRI Rbh T X R RIS WEBC <500
THHOEEE (ileal conduit), HaWXRESH Mg 30. 47
WERBYIA R (ureterosigmoidostomy) & 3% &y Ht 33.5%
{OPBDFERDPANL B, F@ERFERN Hb 11.9g/dl
BohicDT, T ZCEDEFICOWTOFEME D, ke
SORE - [ - SWEBYA GO L OB o Eosino. 6%
EFOBERRDABET S, REAEAIAIC Neutro. 0%
B BRI 5 R - EI - S RAEBY A _ymphe- 4:;
= S ono. %
PERAATD. Hi i 34
iE £ YBR[ 9%
ESR 607 65 mm
EE3F4HALR 12045 96 mm
R AT~ & LTl i
BEARE - Fap &z &7l Urea N 10mg/dl
BRI 1 19724 2 A RIS NBIEBHEIIR 245 0 3 Creatinine 0-4me/dl
Ea$s, MEREREE 5 L ERET, BT Na 138 mEq/L
ERBC AR, 2 ATFALDVERY L b5 X5k é{a j; !
b, 3 RUaNXKETRERCER, SEEEORSRE 1 @2 ,
MEE L2 Ih, REZ SLERRcEy, 3 F22H, o
H%%éﬁ@%ﬂﬁ% X Uﬁ@ﬂﬁ%&&ﬁﬁ?&?ﬁ%&’;ﬁt :1(‘\,%‘\\5 PRy 6.7 g/dl
WERRERINEE TH - 1R ECE» 7 =T A BE A/G 1.3
BELFZIVD 2, LEUERBRY & 5 REh GOT 88 u
XL, Flely VBT FOREBEL)FHLL GPT 56 u
WCHARAEEAEL R TE o, BHUE LDH 1401
BORBFRIBEOKBIBNHNELAHL, o IMFEEFRIEE
FRB L 0 BRI FHD 5 CERBEEEAY B2 ASLO 100 Todd
Teo T BECITRIB S b 5 2 ISR E 25 & AIEH] CRP )
LR TE AT ORSHIEIG &£ 115 2 BRI o o2k, ;; - E—i
U—RSHNC b Tt LW A BAEER %D & L AT =L : -
imf?iﬁ%ﬁz;ﬁ;@: x f?g@i;m% B B R EREDRERR
. AR HENFEN
&L TRIRBEAFESRECERR L 1C. K B
RS ELE © B 95.8cm ERFIEEI T, 1ZITF PRy, (-
SISO ER LY L o323, 4 13.6ke L RFRET i (—)
PR, BEARC CRBHEEKCBEOE M0 ey -y E %
%, BREBECIERAL, KEd L ORI Rk VA
BES 2 BET D, REEY v HIOBEREIRD S FRiER P
s\ BRI AR B TR . s 5 b LR )
Hoo T, FHREENTC 1 SR, AR T B M (=)
e bIe Shpstoys, FIEEIE RGO E O i il )
LR S M ERFNCBIR LA 7 — 7 A2 g (NA B58)

BIRTW5, B FROESEEC CHREFERIRETY Pseudomonas & Sta. aureus T8 1,000/ml, T

REaRsbhin, ARROABIEE Thor s
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—E AR T Ok RE A Table L it ebTL
DT, BIRITERINC I 2 e o fensmifll & b iziF Rk
DIRBIERSEOFT RA R L T 5,

VR BEARAS R ¢ M T TR & I ES
BB A L 2T R <, OB LIRS, WA
B TIXBRIEFERC TEFRMEBECH D, KEZL -
TORFERIKACE &2 L oteu, PR T
Fig. LITR7 & B0 #FABRINIA R & LIZIEREFT
HHDME LITBEEDKEIEN A EDHNE,

Fig. 1. Preoperative excretory urogram shows
mild bilateral hydronephrosis.

FMFTR - 6 A14B, KEPIERE: T F i i
frLze. b, FIEIEHYIBC CBARE L JEBN A B3
5L, BB ECIRFEREIADRIL ) 127,
HlEEC L B3 K OTTGEEBIIRIC Z 5 ) v < FiO#E
BEONERNEHH D, EHER L BRI I ATl
WifTo B %% 2, B 2 CTFMiaT L. BE Bk
L OB ITT B\ THIRE X R L OB L O
H A B NSt e o THED =AY, KB &
LITEB 7 BAEHIRIE D R b, REYRA B2 /e
S7cDb, Fig. 2-a IWRTLXHCETEERL v K
cm FAC TR 20 cm OEllg 1A % O Kk a2
BT L 5 CEEL, FERIIEAR TR O A YA
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Fig. 2-a. Isolation of ileal segment.

Fig. 2-b.

Fig. 2-c.

Reconstruction of fecal stream by end
to end anastomosis of the ileum.

6/

Anastomosis of ileal segment to sig-
moid colon and implantation of ureters
to the ileal segment.
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Z > taenia libera o Ficfticinz ShcgBin & =
BB E R s st SOOI VA L LAE
(LJBEEE) 12000-2r—3y Zhy 27y b, 4HE
CHEERERE ) AR R R L 2o IKEEY)

#1% Cordonnier HEZHEL 0000-¢f2>& 7 m— 3y 7
#v b7y ML mucosa to mucosa DFEHIHES
¥ L 0N serosa to adventitia DFEEIHEAICL DB
foo 1o 5L Fig. 2-¢ TH 5. gl h % Sk

« SARFE WA i

WAk A O oDy, HEEPICIL 2
ADT ANV —vERYPE, BRHCIIER 1.2cm v
VavFa. —THRIGFAL, Mil%E 2 BT U CF: iz

v i D—

T UTe. FMPTERf L 4 B30, HMmER 250
ml TH- 7.
Mitefelm o BICECREE S T oy

a2 v F . —7 LY RBEFEERIROIEIETC T -7
P, IBEEENEAMTESE 1 B B RTPEARICT, wES
ANEHEEET5 L HoTchy, HEEHS neosti-
gmine O LA B e, PnE@ne Eiszktco

FEN BRI AT & R EE L, AL TWw oy Ie X DHF LD WE O DR L. H2 H
Table 2. Pre- and postoperative findings of blood chemistry and acid base balance.
i Ai L pic| A5 B 4 A 6H»r B 7 HHAH 9 HAH

Urea N mg/dl 10 12 6 25 17 20
7 v 7 F=vmg/dl 0.4 0.4 0.5 0.4 0.5

Na mEq/L 138 143 134 138 140 138

Cl mEq/L 102 106 101 107 104 105

K mEq/L 4.4 4,4 3.2 3.7 4,2 3.8

Ca mEq/L 4.3 4.4 4.0 4.8

pH 7.265 7.37 7.41 7.30
Base excess mEq/L =12 —1 ==<7.5 —9.5
Alkalinization (=) (+ (+) (=)

Fig. 3. urogram shows

stasis (5 weeks

Postoperative excretory
no evidence of urinary
after the operation).

Fig. 4. Rectosigmoidogram with 150 ml contrast
medium. Ureteral reflux is noted on the
left upper urinary tract (indicated by

white arrow).
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i RPEEOBALADND X5, &I,
IEALZEROB R O R b B MBS DA R R E e
{, H3IBHE I VERHEROEL ST E L LITHTE
BEORAME, £5 0 BCLBOREN T
EAISLVEBCEBEY SV Y 2 v F . TR
EL7. FEREMERIIILS Y 2 v . — THEERY L
WERY 1 A20ERE THo o), TOZHFNTES
Iawien kbR ULEVEFDOEEL 8 ~11ENVER
LU, FECERE Bbns flxicEoic, itk
DOMELE 3 L OB - EEFEC BT 5 Wiy
Table 2 % & TURTH, REFIREXBEZA
IO BEBRNENRZDLNAE LS5, ZOI VDMK
#ASHCE pH 7.265, BE —12mEq/L. LHRED
metabolic acidosisDFF RA R L, F o liE L22A i
KEMETAARbAI. S HCH LD R JOFREC
I B 7 h VAR OB A B L o3 e DABE LA
BCs=viEAV2.08, /v — X108 %R0
¢, lactate Ringer 500ml ¢ 7% NaHCO; J& 20 ml
TR T AR Th - (REH7An ) LT
40.2mEq/day). 11 BE O LRl X h AL EIEL
TR ED Thh Lo fdt, BRESILMEL
7aAn Y 2 LT 9.6 mEg/day) it 5 B E O MK
254 cir pH 7.37, BE —1 mEq/L.  LiaiFIEHEE
AR, 48 5 B BT LBkt B &t
Fig. 313 & 5 Wi E & LICHgne i b ok
FELEEL, EFHOPEL RIiFch o7, Fig 41
R TR E R R Z o RIEBEE AT, G
#| 150 ml OFEACTHITHBBFSHE T, BI0N
XAy, L TERENDERRIOFHL AL
Bhhi, FHRIATCEVCLERL Y v B DMK
WA DR TIEEMB OEBIIIEH S higds» 7oh
ARED EBLRAMT L opNBIIE, TEHECAE
TERETEDH B, DEDIEAbhI. HiR9H
BEAC X BT A0 VRO 5% 35 2 Iso0REE
L, BRBAEEL 528, Hithd » BB oML
WA T 2 v 7 9 = VI T 3 AR ch et
urea N (% 25mg/dl rBEEAL, ¥/ Cl Dk
ERIOKED ETHRLLR, BMEAPEL pH X
7.41THAHMN BE 13 —7.5mEq/L &% b metabo-
lic acidosis OFFRAEL T\ (Table 2 &) .
9 » A B Mgy A GHEE 0N L BRI L b 7
» VAEHIORIEE B & 7o TICET L b D TH B D
metabolic acidosis DEENL 7 A H Y EFIPIRERC <
LT WA A . 1§tk 9 » A B OfkEIx14.5ke,
HEIT99cm & = DEFERD 9 H AR OEERE D55~
COBBEDTE LA LIt lediP, FEHTaH

HRIEED L 5 mHRE ST, AEEERETREL
L5 EILEIALRT, EicZ ORIRIT RS
S B BRI ELERL T

S 2

cutaneous ureterostomy (k= N E CIREKEES
HOBBIC LD tubeless &35 < % H52~0%, trans-
ureteroureterostomy 2 X b FEROEAY 124
LRSI I NP, BFE Tk AN REE M &
LTHEHBEINIDELTWE, LrLIhbiERD
b BT R EEK LT tube ORBENDEIEE
B L, BRI 5 L REIFES 5\ EERER
B DERREREE L ETTAHENE D, ¥
7o & QPNROFECIL HFEAERE LOHIRR b IEFITK
o, IO LS IREBCHIGL 5 5 REBEBERELL
Tk ureterosigmoidostomy % 7-i3 ileal conduit A3
— B TH A 5,

ureterosigmoidostomy 13/ PRI U CTHEH LA
I AT SN TE MR Th o, BFCHEETUEL
DRI Th R I L OHEFEOFRIFEN T 12 b b,
EEANEPLORBFAEEFEERLZENTEDLEND
RELFERD L, LU LZOWNRTIIIRE &
SO G EIAEL I, FldidbiRs b
Lo 7eRARE Uil Ui b 2 E R ER & R, Bl
IR S35 <, SROYEEDERT L hvh b
b1 OREEO MR LY ETRIAE H 5 LD
7o DKBHRECHIEM B RE A X b B oE Ly
B HBEDIEFIC L0, LA TR OE
BE O BRI, HERER 2 REL DD
hyperchloremic acidosis ¥ X 0% hypopotassemia %
FhE THMIERES LOEREOTNFEERLI LD
B0, UBEENER ISR T B X D Tes
BRALZ OBEMEATHLIT LA CHEC bR ED
WhR T AP, BER L R EIRC XD BishERE
LB TNC LI ORI OBE Y X B
BT AEEREE. TRRLHL INAERTHD &
ZxbhToah, NEOBEIIITEOS IR
BOBERARD L MBED 10 Lo ThE®, %
OERPERRTERFAL 5 5REC Ty 5 SARRS
Bicd e bz &, TRENHMEETIETS
DI EDNERI R, ELMERELELLSTVWRE
S REBYEERNTRENCAE T 5720, FEENS
EWEED X5 BT, &L UTHEL RS HRS
BRI U 5 SARBIRLE, B5\VINEET
DLO L 2BEE ST T I el b BEREE L
=Y (T
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ileal conduit {319504F Bricker &L Tob
B oOMIE < OEBERZ L L THTEINL LS
iz b, NRERT 5 AT IOV Th 195447
Bill o™ LMEEE O BIREEN DS 162,
Z DA DBR ORI RE Gy A S 2w Bh 1k
oD DEIEN & CRBER I, BB - ThiE
LA DB EFARMERTRCERT L Lel, B
BREr RN R LA & THE. ROBE
& DERNC X RS L CEREREEHEOSATY £
12 BEEABEEIR O W 2 h IR RIS
FW, Z DcdHvPRIT R AR O SR RE O
REEE 4TI B i\ 2D, AfFRiC T stomal com-
plication LA D L 5 70 O OB L
DT AN O L 5 CHEREOE» b A UTizE
WRINBLDEEZ LR T B2, okl
ROWEM o RS EERB OFHREE Y NE LT
HZETHL. ZORALMNILBAOBETILCw
S55ATRL 5 5 & B s IVNEOBEW T L
TEBRBINANEMBELE ELONRM . BT
Smith?® 13/E o ileal conduit i DOEISHRED
12 & L ¢ emotional disturbance &5 &L, Table
3 ART E D 107THIFF 1761 (16%) Wi Feb b

Table 3. Long term complications after ileal con-
duit diversion (more than 2-year follow
up in 107 cases) : quoted from Smith??,

Type of complication Number
Leakage at appliance 13
Peristomal ulceration 81
Pyocystis 39
Emotional disturbance 17
Ureteroileal stenosis 3
Stomal stenosis 7
Too long a loop with acidosis 3

h, EREROEB BN S LERC AR D £2B6%0°

THERIHER CH - DRTHH T LAER IS,

EE LA ds O Toofe  ureteroileosigmoidostomy
IOWTIE, FOFEFEL19074 Berg? [ X b #ifh X
HTWeAUIES L OfiEH £ H B I inbhhv T e
w1e X 5 CThAH. F ok ureterosigmoidostomy
THRCONIH L OBRLSREBIND & L HIC1950
L D, Riba LEOARIHER & o ICEREY
Froea i U s L, Annis B2 X ABEMEH (2
AL THoto) BRbRB L IRID, TOtk
L NIRRT B T B 5 DUV D OWMERHRD
NB LD lno Tz, ZOREL SIREEBO

M IEEEEIE R A AME S 5 AMROBREZO¥ED 3
RTHAS,

1. REEBYEIRE S IREBWACLL, Z€
L7 iEr B o h s,

2. B WCRE L S RSB OMOEZE Y &E
THBEY HRET 5.

3. RIS RE & SRS DM OMEE N7
barrier & LT OMBER $ifET5.
DTFoD3ECOEEEZEOE LR DRL, H10%
FELIHEEEDCE LN AYE &\ 5 BRRITEAANT
IRZEL R MDA bV s, TORRELT
KEE L FREFRBR OB bloL e &\ EIR
THB., DX ERBERT % BIEFoisR 2 H
B IO TR IR & W 5 BRI B T Db
L5 3 —EH BT 4 ureterosigmoidostomy D
AoREL SIKEBowE Tk Coffey #0311
¥, Goodwin #327e XD, RET b v R A%TEELL
DI ABRL ol & & bic, Cordonnier #30
% Nesbit #PD L 5 ICHET b v 2 A 2fELTE
ERAYEE B LIRS AN DH B, ThbDREY
ZTHHRCLVBROMEN VLU ALV, 47
LAFIEAT SR TOD @M ELRNSIID i
Pincks? 1 ureteroileosigmoidostomy % Jifr L 72 ®
BHRIZEHIC FIRR B~ ORI A 5RD T 5 23 Dtk
BREOBHICSNT 5l EnH A1 X, REHe
TEDERBRBLLONT D, ELEEFIIPPR
7o 575, ileal conduit ®iE ileoureteral reflux 7%
EHCEBCHENBT L b5, L L THEBR
RICREYD R B BE BN E O b hdb b
THEEOFBNES 2 I IR SHICERERRE X
DARFBITIINAN T B T\ 262538 4 ¥ % 4, ileal conduit
OBED ERFAORESE ureteroileosigmoidosto-
my OBEOREBRONE, H5VIEEhbDONEY
DFEFROBELT > L TRICEEDOLOTH S LR
by, LAED X 57 b el &1 uretero-
ileosigmoidostomy OBETILFEFTTH VD T ik
R EANET T A RARDOETLIELLNRT, T
L AR X 5 RIFEHAER L RF Clxinv L B
bhb., LU TRELMBEHEOBLLIYE &\
5EER PR XT3N Y 5 e E LB LUCBAR
& LG E DY STRESEE & OYE LIz AN
RELICEENMESNDE X5 THL,. LHL uretero-
ileocolosigmoidostomy D4 L FE CBY &I
BT Py R AEO IO RBERIEECHIEHRER
FhEEY BEDLRADTHAEVHEVIERLS
DI, R EVD Z EHFELTERTH Z LN TE
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WA, CDEIRDOWTIEE B LR Rl D
FICAAE X TG B RS & SREEIB ORI
= RET s S i e st v MBETHS
B, BROBER LD EZOACEL THERN X F
TETHD. TLTH LFEELREILLBEY Uy
5 SARFEERE HCIXERE SREBOROY &%
Fig. b5 X 5ic valve DX 5 &T5 = & DNE
THBHEEZ I8 FUNEILBELLT
Fig. 6 iw7x7 L 512 ileocolic segment & H 5N
P2EVSERND L2, FEFIL T DOETOWTLTL
BREHEIMZONARERELEL AN, BFEFCL5E
Lo Loperistaltic activity % elasticity,

Fig. 5. Valvular pouch formation at the site of
ileosigmoidal anastomosis to prevent the
urinary reflux.
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. 6. Ureteroileocolosigmoidostomy.

BUVCIIABERL S L0 B L EEDOFEOEETER
PHIBTEX RO TRV LB T, 3 O
FHY7n barrier 70 b 5 B2\ S RIBECOWTHE
EORE LR UER» LS HBERECE L DT
WnE BB ZLRBA, Ll 2O LT
B>\ TUE Bt @ Moors 540 O EERITgRC. X Aut,
Bz @B R &/ S8 T L MEYA e barrier k4
le b ziousE WS EERNRZL S, e ileocolic seg-
ment AR BEITECTh HHEERICLE
EBLOTMEN S LD &\ 5 KREHEL H v, 28
BB R D 1<, REIEEEE T M7
barrier & L TR HIfrT 5 2 LIZTERVD,

Z D L5 InE R X D BUHE L BRIRPIBREO H\ I
AT L SROCETEGERAB RN L L EET
HD, SHLOEOSEXHMAEYETS,

YL EDFE S L b AflfstiL ureterosigmoidostomy @
LOBRREET V5 BN IO NB AR D S
EEZbh, ¥ RFCEBRESERCEIIEE
e BB RS LOEHBE AN PFE LD REL DD
Tiklebm I n s, COECBETIHEROBRE
THIHE HEIND BELALND L5 HE-2
LB, TERISERICI -1 DBREDLHD
—ELiWnhy, FREGOFEECILT v s V(LRI DHESE
PLEET Y, FlrOBEC L v EIET S L]
HTHo MBEOBIEATFHORENARD LI

HENRBEED SISO CILAESOSE, =
DERDIEHERE OROBRE D H R, REOMINL
MEBE BN bl UTRBIL Tl b
NEEZLNDLH, TEHPCIARRGEORETCS
WTOHERRL LT, SBRERFAORIRCIHIS
MREREENNETHS S . IBEEAOHEFE
B (BEAE oFRY €2 T REBERHED
actinomycin D ¥s L UF vincristine O#5 %32 7o
fotz b OEIERIC X b R OBEORBAIEY H
Sl Ll EAFRBENIEF Tl 1 DDFERE T
ek B Tnb,

PEDRTERLLSEARTRL, BBEAESED
BEN U 5 SACHEBE T2 &, BRI
BREONEHEI AU HTEENDHS Z &, TR
TIRHREEENZBE IR bR L Lo LT
RHEF D70 AR TR A Y, ileal conduit %D H
¥R L O#EE L, ureterosigmoidostomy U5
AR T & W 5 RIEER MR L 5 AT O B BT
D1DEEZBR, Tb LEERCETOADRS
X5 e A L B B ileal conduit BT
A ELERETH D, SHBRIBEECHTINATL
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1. 3FL B ureteroileosigmoidostomy % HifT
LIcBe oX, BERFLEEHELRTBZE
BHELC.

2 . ureteroileosigmoidostomy D >EHd, B
BEREMERE, MRIEIR S OBMREYY, BHENREE, KB
HMYRE 1o &0 WD, ureterosigmoidostomy 2
ileal conduit & H# U 7eHEEL T,

ARTOEEIF19734E5 B19H, KK ToE63E H
AR LSBT S THRRL

X [y

1) B GE  EAORE, 191267, 1972,

2) Lapides, J.: J. Urol., 88: 735, 1962.

3) Thompson, I. M. and Ross, G., Jr.: Surg.

Gynec. & Obst., 115: 363, 1962.

4) Thompson, I. M. and Ross, G., Jr.: J. Urol,
105: 649, 1971.

5) Weiss, R. M., Beland, G. A. and Lattimer, J.

K.: J. Urol., 96: 155, 1966.

6) Rk - B - 2R SHRHBRR, 220361, 1970.

7) Whitmore, W. F., Jr. : The Ureter edit. by

Bergman, H., p. 601, Hoeber Medical Divisi-

on, Harper & Row Publishers, New York,

1967.

Cordonnier, J. J. and Lage, W. J.: J. Urol,

66 : 565, 1951.

9) Spence, H. M. : Brit. J. Urol., 38: 36, 1966.

10) Williams, D. F., Burkholder, G.V. and Good-
win, W. E.: J. Urol., 101: 168, 19609.

11) Jacobs, A. and Stirling, W. B.: Brit. J. Urol,,
24: 259, 1952,

12) Wakim, K. G.: Urol. Surv., 20: 45, 1970.

13) Williams, D. 1. : Urol. int., 23: 35, 1968.

14) Bricker, E. M.: Surg. Clin. N. Amer., 30:
1511, 1950.

15) Bill, A.H., Jr., Dillard, D. H., Eggers, H. E.
and Jensen, O., Jr.: Surg., Gynec. & Obst.,
98 : 575, 1954.

16) Nash, D.F. E. : Brit. J. Urol., 28: 387, 1956.

17) Rickham, P. P.: Ann. Roy. Coll. Surg., 35:
84, 1964.

18) Logan, C. W., Scott, R., Jr. and Laskowski,
T.Z.: J. Urol., 94: 544, 1965.

8

N2

g

19) Forkalsrud, E. W. -and Smith, J. P.: J. Urol.,
94 : 132, 1965.

20) Bowles, W. T. and Tall, B. A.: ]J. Urol., 98:
597, 1967.

21) Malek, R. S., Burke, C. B. and Deweerd, ]J.
H.: J. Urol., 105: 892, 1971.

22) Smith, E. D.: J. Urol., 108 : 815, 1972.

23) Delgado, G. E. and Muecke, E. C.: J. Urol,,
109 : 311, 1973.

24) Harbach, L. B., Hall, R. L., Cockett, A. T. K.,
Kaufman, J. J., Martin, D.C., Mims, M. M.
and Goodwin, W. E. : J. Urol., 105 : 511,
1971.

25) Schmidt, J. D., Hawtrey, C. E., Flocks, R. H.
and Culp, D. A.: J. Urol., 109: 210, 1973.

26) Hautappel, H. C. E. M.: Brit. J. Urol,, 35:
277, 1963.

27) Berg, J.: Cited by Hinman, F. and Weyrau-
ch, H. M., Jr. : Int. Abst. Surg., 64 : 313,
1937.

28) Riba, L. W., Tsai, C. and Maddock, W.G.:
J. Urol., 70: 426, 1953.

29) Annis, D., Hunter, W.R. and Wells, C.: Brit.
J. Surg., 42: 290, 1954.

30) Hudson, P. B. and Fox, H.: Am. J. Obst.
Gynec., 74: 368, 1957.

31) Turnbull, R.B., Jr. and Higgins, C. C.: Cle-
veland Clin. Quart., 24: 187, 1957.

32) Pinck, B.D.: J. Urol., 102: 37, 1969.

33) skH - ST - FR - AR - BAURACE, 18 1 329
1972,

34) Coffey, R.C.: J. A. M. A, 56: 397, 1911.

35) Goodwin, W. E., Harris, A. P., Kaufman, J.
J. and Bed, J. M.: Surg. Gynec. & Obst., 97:
295, 1953.

36) Cordonnier, J. J. : J. Urol., 63: 276, 1950.

37) Nesbit, R. M. : J. Urol., 61: 728, 1949,

38) Kafetsioulis, A. and Swinney, J. : Brit. J.
Urol., 42: 33, 1970.

39) Gangai, M. P., Moore, C. A., Diaz-Ball, F.
and McAninch, J.: J. Urol., 104: 684, 1970.

40) Peng, B., Morales, P.A. and Hotchkiss, R. S.:
J. Urol., 82: 462, 1959.

41) Fuleiham, F. M. and Cordonnier, J.J.: Surg.
Forum, 20: 538, 1969.

42) e - ST FR - ok - T - P B, 25



BH @ RE - @G - SHREBYa 851

923, 1971. Chiricosta, A. and Oxley, M.: ]J. Urol., 109:
43) Hinman, F., Jr. and Oppenheimer, R.: J. 224, 1973.

Urol., 80: 448, 1958. )
44) Moors, D. E., Collins, W. E., Vogelfanger, 1., (19734 7 ATL R



