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*hriepancreatitis, " another pretty surely Nvouid niot. As My

lias well said, "If so înuch uîîeertainty clin exilt \%ith regard to the

gall-biadder and its infections, how much more uncertiny usi oxist

as regards the pancreas ami ils infection? 'rite st-nso of' sighit (ýtiltit

aid in. solving the question. .b h ianssu ust1 sais

liv, ilt sense of touch, anîd al certain autouiit of intit'jo(ti on t le part ofý

the, diagnostician whichi, unfortunatuly, aifiin piay' s buo iimuli ol, :a part

iii his final judgment.'' Furîherýi o11, Mayu * i the eo' Hf 11w sorm riitalie

article, states that it lias been liîs pratilt- f'or va lu exaine with %lI

agluved haud the entire contents of tlite abtionii \îný ote fi r any

putrp)os4e and the condition of the paliett ii pe1[1riait iuh anipula-

lie bas bee(n saurprised lu lid Ilow f'ruquifty Ill'. paîîwr-ý slîo

ed enagitlinduration ind nodulation w0lich Nvoul(l hvjiN tfie

a iakgniosi of chronlie paî;eti.tisi, if' soteo portioni of, the bî Ir ract

liait bven ilt original lesioi, bilt I Iiii whiter was nuo synipl)oni1atic

evde Iewatever that paeete ie xistd." I wottld like, 1')

add Io isi an observation which 1 hav 1nanly t imts inade. amircod

cdt, that nult înfrequently wlicrt li1w chinlical symptoîtis silmntlae e

lolythat syndrome which luiaý been decieand ie is gt-netraliy

bulive.d Io indicate a cîroiiec pant-ioatitls, 1 haive beeni unambl l d-

teet anyv palpable chaniges ini te size, eoiitnyor sîruc1tlurv of theo

panicreas, and had xny attenitîi ion nu ee calledl to ii, pro l bb

opealitias a possible ex-pliintiii of ilte train of ynpoisgivenl by

the( paýtienit, I should have said the pancrt-as wns puerft1 nt vormoaI. T1iis

ob)strvation bas been verilied by ILissauer, who rcnlrpotda serieS

of twextly-four cases ini wiich hie enpliiizes thie associationl we

chiroiei pancrealitis and alcobol, and brîngs out the faet that mlicro-

scpcal there was no disease of the panicreas ascertaineI. Ani ob-

servat ion of no little importance. As I have said before, ibheitec

of* panereittitis is uflquestione(l, but I cunnot agree withi Ilt proposition

that it ocaurs wilh anything like the frequency, or thiat il deýserves

anythinÎg like the importance which is attaehed to it by soîne, writer1s.

It is au easy to say and su satisfying lu the patient, and hlis frienids to

give as an explanation for failure to flnd any iailsfactory- cause for

the symptoins compîained of, but is it flot really in mnain, calses jusI a

terin used as a cîoak for our ignorance? More thani teu year-s ago I

called attention to apeculiar-dilatationiof the first part of the duodenuin>lll

eoupled -with certain apparent changes in the pancreas. At the saTine

tmthe fact was noted that these pancreatie changes were tnl con-

stant. I f elt then and stii feel that the onîy satisfactory explanation

of this condition of the duodenumn, frequentlY assoiated as il is w ith


