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itv—how 15 1t possible that this can be admitted as n correct idea.
Suppose a spark of fire to tuach the tunen cunjuactive, or suppose
with a ucedle we prick the web of a frog’s foot, or take any other de-
licately sensible purt of the budy, and suddenly appiy @ powerful sti-
mulus : the consequence s Inthkunmation excited alicst ju an nstant,
What has this to do with visendaty ot e blowd U How will qesadity,
moreover, account fur zacreused action 1 the seasution of nereased
heat? the bright seartet appearanee of tue part § which should rather
be of a dullish leaden hue. were viscranty tie cause . the pawn, or exci-
ted sensation, which showid rather be dided, than exalted—the gencer.
al febrile symptoms winett otten attend T and the frequent destraction
of the part from over-excited actionl  Viseadity will never account
for these.

‘The error loci, 100, arising from the obstruction to perspiration, is
an equally untenable doctrine. 11 I upderstand it anght, cvery time
any part of, or even the whole budy, 15 eaposed to a sudden check of
perspiration, so oiten must intammation fulluw.  Suppose, fur instanee,
the hand at auy tume to be cuvered with pusspuratory mosture, every
pore of the skin open, dilate, aml perspuning ireely, the hand 1s
suddenly plunged mto coid water, the persparation s imniediately
checked ; dilation ot the extreme vesseis should nunediately oceur;
error loce and Inflammation: how absurd and how untrue is tlus. Do
we not know that 1t 1s a common practice with sume nations, the Rus-
sians m particular, to Jeave thewr warm butlis (every pore of the euts-
cle pouring out perspiration), and roll themselves m suow, alternately
repeatng the bath and the snow for hours together 7 and this they do
with mpumtv, notwithstandmg that every change frum the une to the
other should, accordme to this doctrine, excite Intlammation from
head to foot. In fact the idea 1s absurd 5 the theoury tuu confined ; the
error loct 1s true enough—we all can observe that—but the cause of
that error loc: can never be explained by such a suppusition.

Dr. Cullen attributes the proximnate cause vi Inflammation to a
spasm of the extreme arteries, supporting an mcreusad action in
the course of them; and further he gous on to say, * the vis medica-
trix natura increases still more the acuon of the vessels.™ Ilis own
words ran thus: «A spasm of the extreme artesies, suppurting an in-
creased action in the ceurse ot them, wmay therciure be cousidered
as the proximate cause ot Inlammauon, at leust in all cases not
ansmg from direct stimuhi apphied.™ Let us explun this doctnine
by other language, and see how 1t will read. It 15 adimtted by all
that in Inflammation the red particles of blood have forced their
way 1nto 2 channet through which they do not flow naturally. In
short, according to the school term, tirere 15 an ersor loct, and in
this ervor loct consists the essence ot the disease ; indeed, when
once effected, Infltammation exists n all its essentials. But Dr. Cul-
len says this error loc:. or congestion, 1s the cause of the spasm.
How, then, can the spasm be the cause of its cause—that is, the
congestion? The idea 1s altogether fonnded in error, and Dr. Cullen
has totally forzotten the relative situations of cause and effect. In
homely language, he has put the cart before the horse. After all,



