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18 YELLOW FEVER OF PHILADELPHIA IN 1870,

have been exposed to the exotic infection, had one existed at any
point along the river, escaped the morbific influence. Nor counld the
disease have been communicated from the city to the su ffering ships,
inasmuch as it did not then prevail there, and had not done 50, 48 we
have seen, except sporadically, and on a very limited scale, for seve-
ral years past. Taking all these circumstances into consideration,
and discarding all idea that the facts here narrated were imperfectly
observed, we cannot err in Joining in the statement expressed by Dr.
Harris, that the disease was unequivocally generated in the afore-
said filthy and ill-ventilated gunboats and other naval vessels 1 ying
idly at anchor within a mile from the city. Whether, as likewise
sunggested by Dr. H., the infection of the fever was communicated
to the guard and to certain other persons exposed in a narrow dis-
triet at the naval hospital landing and New Levée and Tchapitoulas
Streets by fomites or some other material agency, is a question in
regavd to which some difference of opinion may exist, and upon
which I shall recur presently. :

The case of the Messager, related by Rochou, in which the
disease was evidently produced hy a cargo of Mangrove trees, is in
point. Here there was no other cause to account for the morbifie
effect, unless we refer it to the vessel itself. Dr. Chervin’s docu-
ments contain several other examples of the generation of the
yellow fever at sea, before the infected vessels had reached West
India ports. In the case of the Regalia transport, which suffered
considerably from the yellow fever, Dr. Fereuson ascribes the dis-
ease to the foulness of the ballagt (small stones, with a considerable
mixture of mud and other impurities), and to the operation of sea-
water, resulting from leakage, on that ballast, as also to a quantity
of green wood with which the vessel was loaded. His words are
explicit: * The cause of the disease was, therefore, I am clearly of
opinion, to be ascribed to the green wood laid in at Sierra Leone,
operating, along with the foul ballast, to furnish, when impregnated
with the gases arising from putrid sea-water, morbific miasmata,
similar to those that on land arise from marshes, when exposed to
the influence of the higher degrees of atmospheric heat.” That the
canse of the fever truly resided in the hold of the ship, is shown by
the fact that the cleaning of that part was particularly injurions to
those exposed; and that while the fumigation of the ship proved of
no avail in purifying it, the disease ceased when she was completely
cleaned, and with her hatchways closed, her hold had been exposed
to the concentrated heat of many stoves. Let it be added, that
though the Regalia communicated freely with the seaports of Bar-
badoes and other islands, landing the sick or dying subjects of that
































































































































































































80 YELLOW FEVER OF PHILADELPHIA IN 1870.

often treated with by those who strive to make good the theory in
question, doubtless is, the subject would, if entered into at large,
occupy more space than can be spared on the present occasion.
Let the following cases suffice: As the reader will recollect, Dr.
Chisholm, the great apostle of importation and contagion, and the
standard authority of the advocates of that doctrine, maintained
that the fever of Grenada, in 1793, was introduced there by the
Hankey on her arrival from the island of Bulam, and thence carried,
by contagion to other parts of the world. He admitted (1) that
the yellow fever did not prevail on the coast of Africa at the time
of departure of the ship; (2) that the disease from which her crew
and passengers suffered so severely was the common endemic
malarial fever of the country; (3) that this fever was devoid of con-
tagious property; (4) and that the Hankey could not, therefore,
have derived there the disease she carried into Grenada. In view
of these admissions other etiologists and pathologists might well
feel puzzled to connect as cause and effect the Hankey with the
epidemic which followed her arrival at the ill-fated island; but
according to Chisholm the event found an easy explanation, which
may be thus epitomized. The fever sprang up in the Hankey, not
from a morbifie virus derived from the place she had just left, but
from the foul condition of the vessel ; which foulness, owing to some
peculiarity in the African atmosphere, gave rise, by its modifying
action on the poison of the endemie fever existing in the ship, to a
new pestilence, which pestilence turned out to be true yellow fever.
In other words, what in Africa was the common endemic of the
country—a fever admitted to be not contagious—was, through the
agency mentioned, converted into the yellow fever, which, owing
to the power of contagion with which it became endowed, spread
widely on the island, and was thence trausplanted into this and other
countries.

Of kindred nature is the story of the origin of the fever at Cadiz
in 1819, which was heralded by no less an authority than Dr. Pari-
set, a man of high professional standing, and the then perpetual Sec-
retary of the Academy of Medicine of Paris. Dr. Pariset was sent
to Cadiz by the French government to investigate the question of
the origin of the fever then existing there in an epidemic form, and
arrived strongly impressed with the idea of importation and conta-
gion—an idea in which he was supported by the majority of the
physicians of the place; but after the most diligent search, he could
not discover the source of introduction of the disease. He looked
to vessels from this country, from Vera Cruz, and other places, but
all in vain. Nothing for a long while could be found suitable for







































