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He believes in the doctrine of Tncubation, that is tosay, that the virus
may remain for some ‘ime a cause without effect, at Jeast withont any
appreciable effect ; it is substantiated Dy analogy nnd well observed
fucts. Onc instance,seen by himself, was that of & young man who had
intercourse with a prostitute, a friend to whom he told his adventure so
frichtened him by telling him that she was diseased, that he immediately
after applied to M. V., ¢ For four days, during which I attended him, I
observed nothing. On the fifth day a chancre appeared.”

He dissents from those who maintain the opinion of the localization of
chancre, there being no certain period wherein the effects of the virns
are limited to the narrow sphere of the chancre, and arecently developed
chancre which nlready secretes pus capable of inoculation, being at the
same time able to proluce that which is capable of absorption. M.Rey-
naud reports a case where two suspicious pustules on the penis were im-
mediately eanterized, yet sccondury accidents were not prevented, al-
though after the canterization the paticnt abstained from sexual intcr-
course. Asthere is noreason for denying the efficiency of the cauteriza-
tion this instance must be admitted to be one remarkably illustrating the
rapidity of absorption nfter infection, and the short time necessary for
the contamination of the system. The diseased action in the part itself
is not limited to the seat of wiceration, the textures around and beyond
it are all implicated, although to outward appearance they look healthy.
* I have sometines excised ulmost an inch below chancres on the edge
of the prepuce ; I have found the skin, mucons membrane and cellular
tissue, entirely sound, and yet the wonnd became transformed into a vast
chancre.” ‘

He censiders indaration as a character of all chancres occurring in va-
rying degrees and being variously seated in the different varleties, and
therefore that it is not pathogneumonic of the kind commonly styled
Hunterian. He observes “I will not with Bubington, assert that indura-
tion precedes ulceration 3 nor will T admit with others that induration is
consecutive ; I Lelieve that both these conditions may occur simultane-
cusly5 whilst nuture effects a dimresis, it also prodi:-es a synthesis, it

ondenses the tissues, or creates a fibroplastic tissue beneath and around
he ulceration.” Such views tend materially to simplify the relationsof
hancres to the constitutional affections. Induration is merely a result
f the virus and not its agency, hence “ it does not produce the poz.” It
ecomes, however, an importunt indication as when present it is to be
nferred that “ gencral infection has already taken place” Hcenceit is a
ign of confirmed Syphilis and may be the only one.

In exten:ion of these principles he diffcrs from those who held that

nstitutional disease alone, or for the most part follows the (Hunterian)

hancre as well as from those who conceive that induxation is the atart-



