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Fig. 1. Lateral abdominal radiography of a cecal impaction.

There is generalized loss of abdominal detail.
Marked distention of the ceccum(arrow).

Fig. 2. Lateral abdominal radiography of a healthy dog.
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Fig. 3. Schematic lateral abdominal radiography of a
healthy dog.
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Operative Treatment of Cecal Impaction in the Dog

Jong-il Kang, Young-dae Kim and Joo-yon Cho

Seoul Chung-hyun Animal Clinics

Abstract

Clinical symptom, diagnosis and operative surgery was discussed on a case of cecal impaction due to eation too

many bones or foreign materials due to a depraved appetite in a Chindo-mongrel dog. The diagnosis and successful

correction of such an impaction are reported here.
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