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The neat dovsion of Inthunmation 15 mto acute and chronic.
This divison s atuest as ol as the seience ot medicwe jtself, and
hos obtane d the s ietion of e bestsuegieal writers. Yet am I con-
vinee D that it Shoadd ieever hase been auade, and that the doetrine 18
foraded oy errore What s the idea, let e ask, that the term “acute
wlanun ™ wonld convey to the mind ol @ young man  just come
mencitg s roatine of medical studies 7 Is 1t not that of a violent,
ageravated form of iseuse, wlnch the mure expenenced practitioner
will tell hunt s ot stich @ nature that it must, 1 the ordmary course of
things, run its duration i a short periwd 1 The system cannot endure
this long continnance.  What 15 the wdea he will term then of chronze
Inflannation ! Coetanly, thut as before, it 15 a violent, aggravated
form ot disease, wlndh, i the form of acute, the system 1s unable to
endure tor any leusthened period 3 but when the word “ chronic” is
added, Loao ! bebold, 1t can be endured for an unlimited tume,—such
mame 1> there oo e, deam 1 osay 1 do not wish to carp at
words 5 L ouly olject ecause when nusplaced, they convey a wrong
ety and becinse L well satishied that Intlannnation (accompamed
with all the syoiptowss by which the disease 15 detined) can, and does
ouly exaist 1 the o ract focalery 1 which 1t takes its ongin, for @ Limat-
ed porod, and therdtore should always be tenimed an acute disease, to
the utter exclusion ot the word * chrone”  With these few passing
remarks. we proceed to the remote canses of Inflammation.

These are generally dinvaded 1to two general classes.  The first
meludes all snel azents as operate by their stmulant or chemical qua-
htiess for mstance, Cantliarides, heat, &e.  The second class are those
wlueh wet meclaeadly, such as brases, wounds, &e. To these
would add a tlurt canse, viz., cold, applied directiy to the part.  The
prnciple on whicl this becomes a remote cause of Inflammation, I
will eudeavour to explam mats proper place.

Now, in any theory endearoring tu point out the proximate cause
of this diseuse, vanvas points st be borne i mmnd 5 and that theo-
1y, to b entitled to credence, st gne an explanation not only of
the leading symptoms pres:ut in foflanmation, but also 1t must show
the chawn by wiuch the proximate 1s counected with the remote or ex-
eting eauscs, and likewise with the subsequent symptoms which er-
ther mvariably or veeasivnally accompany st.  Let us sce, first, whe-
ther any of the lutherto promulgated doctrines will bear this test,  If
not, they are certaunly wceorreet, and not worthy of credence.

Passing by the most antiyuated of the doctunes on this subject.

The celebrated Boerihave imaguied the proximate cause or In-
flammation to cuusist 1 an ubstructon of the extreme vessels, caused
by an wnusaal tluekness or viseidity of the bloud 3 which viserdity or
thiekness he tauzht wus produced by dunrhea, perspration, or any
other cause which uught Le sappusad 10 be an agent.  Another of his
doctrines was what e termed wn error fuce. produced, for wstance, by
a cheek of the porspirativn; which bewg retumed, dilated the vessels,
and allowed the red globules to enter, and produce a more permanent
obstruction.

As regards the first of tiese 1deas—that 1s, the doctnine of viscid-



