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Ut' the otiii'r two llio black is luiicli the more coniinon in Indiii.

Ill tliis thero is a (loi)osit of blackisii jji^incnt witliiii tlio mycelial

masses. Wliotlier we are dealin^i; with a separate iiiiero-or-ranism. or

whether the iMLrmentatioii is due to dilVereiiee of a^e and of environ-

ment, is a matter that is not yet settled beyond dispute, althou^di the

elinical an<l other evidence is, taken alto<:ether, somewhat in favor of

the former supposition. Tlie eases observed out of India have been

all of the light-colored variety, with the one exception of I'assini's.

The further (pu'stion as to whether this last fn-m is or is not, as

Carter suggested some years ago," a local manifestation of actinomy-

cosis, would seem to have been settled l)y Vincent's successful culture

of the fungus obtained from one of his two Algerian cases.'"

Turning now to this pale form or variety—what are its relation-

ships V Is it or if-, it not a form of ray fungus, a variety of actino-

myces ? That it is not the ordinary actinomyces is evident from

several cimsiderations. While, occasionally, in the actinomycotic ox we

may meet with tin- mycelial masses possessing giant rays, these are

the exceptions, not the ride; only some of the club are gigantesipie.

Here, in mycetoma, all the peripheral clubs are large—much larger

than those of the bovine actinomyces. Again, clinically, mycetoma

is essentially a local disease. It may, as in our case, affect a foot for

years, but it does not extend beyond or lead to a generalized morbid

jiroeess with metastases.*

These two considerations alone are sufficient, it seems to me, to

overthrow Vandyke Carter's suggestion that it is a local manifestation

of actinomycosis. Were further proofs necessary we have Vincent's

record of his successful cultivation of the fungus froir. one of his two

Algerian cases. The jjure growths obtained by Vincent, while being

of the streptotlirix type and so broadly resembling actinomyce.s

hoininis, presented so many points of dift'erencc, that if it be accepted

that Vincent was dealing Avitli an example of the true disease there

can no loiiiier be anv doubt as to the difference between the two fungi.

The only difficulty in accepting Vincent's case as being one of the

true disease lies in his diagram and description of the fungus in altii

* Ndl II lilll<' umuMVssary ooiirnsim^ 1ms licoii iiitroitiii'L'il in to llic ilisciissiuii of lliis sulijoi-t

by iiinisiiiKlrT-stiiiKliiif,' 1)1' Kiiiilhiu'k's \«isilii>ii. Kiiiillmck, as Ids iniiicr I'liMirly sliows, iii'ViT

al,tcin|iU'cl 111 pnivc Uiat Uie iiiadiin' liiiinM-i is iiK'iilical witli actiuomycos liDininis or bovis

only Ibat il is an actiiiorayces, a ray luugiis, belonging lo Ihe sami; groui> as llie Europeun

ray fungus.


