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Parliament that something handsome ought to be awarded to
Jenner, because “vaccination would absolutely extinguish small.
pox in these realms.” This was what Parliament reported only
six years after the first inoculation with cow-pox. Jenner, aided
by such powerful friends, and by unfounded assertions, obtained
the reward of £ 10,000, and he came and took a house in London.
And it was after this he wrote a letter to a friend, in which he
said—* Vaccination is placed on a rock immovable.” I think so
too ; it was placed on the rock of the 10,000 vote, which com-
mitted the Government to the practice. Now if the life of Jenner
had never been published, he would have stood before the world
as never having modified the positive statements we have quoted,
and which were the ground of his reward; and yet he wrote to a
friend—* The public thinks it is not a complete protection,” and
during the sitting of the committee to Mr. Hicks, “Don’t listen to
every blockhead who says it fails.,” Baron says that in 1804
failures began to multiply ; persons had small-pox who had been
vaccinated. In 1806 the failures multiplied still more ; but not-
withstanding that, Jenner managed to get £ 20,000 more, and
that completed the £ 30,000 which ‘““a grateful country” awarded
to him for his words, and for his words alone.

In 1809 there was a small-pox epidemic, which might have
been due to the inoculators; I cannot say; but Baron says that
in consequence “ Jenner and vaccination were again put upon
their trial.” “ Put upon their trial ” seven years after Jenner had
got £ 10,000 for * exterminating the small-pox;” seven years after
President Jefferson had written from Virginia, “You have banished
from human ills its greatest ;”’ nevertheless, vaccination was “again
put upon its trial!” Jenner then propounded a new theory to
the world—that vaccination protected from small-pox as much,
and no more than small-pox itself protected from a recurring
attack, That theory was invented and propounded to the world
in 1809, and he clung to it tenaciously to the day of his death,
asserting, in the face of the positive statements I have quoted from
his book, that he never claimed for it any greater protection.
He wrote to Miss Calcraft in 181 1—* What if 100 or 500 persons
have small-pox after cow-pox, as many can be produced who have
had small-pox after small-pox.” That, however, was nothing to
the point; for his strong case was that none who were vacci-
nated could possibly take it. Inoculators had likewise claimed
that persons who had small-pox by inoculation could not have
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fore, I thought that possibly Mr. Wheeler might spring a mine
upon me, and blow me into the air. Well, I don’t find that I am
any further in the air than before. I find that I occupy #r7a
firma with as certain a step as I did before I had the honour and
pleasure of meeting Mr. Wheeler on this platform.

I have met with several anti-vaccinationists at public meetings,
and this I will say, that it appears to me their rhetorical usually
exceeds their logical powers. I find in it—(Cries of ““ Question,”
and “Order ”)—a great deal of florid talking. I will not detain
you with these preliminary remarks any longer, but will begin to
criticise the few observations which Mr. Wheeler has brought
under your notice. Now, in the first place, I, for one, never
believed that Jenner was infallible. I think that Jenner was a
mortal man, liable to error the same as I am, and the same, I
suppose, as you are ; therefore, when Mr. Wheeler brings before
your notice some of the fallacies of Jenner, of course I admit
them at once. We are all fallible, and Jenner, in starting this
new thing, was particularly likely to fall into error; and he did
fall into error; but that does not, to my mind, militate in any
degree against the greatness of the man; and I do hold that
Jenner was a truly good and great man.

Mr. Wheeler starts with the assertion that England was not
decimated with the small-pox before the days of Jenner.

Mr. WaeeLEr—I did not say so.

Dr. WyLp—What did you say?

Mr. WHeEeLER—I said it was very prevalent, but that was
because the doctors insisted that everybody should have it.

Dr. WyLp—I understood Mr. Wheeler to say that England
was not decimated by small-pox before the discovery of vaccina-
tion. I find from the Parliamentary report of the committee that
investigated the claims of Jenner to a pecuniary reward that
45,000 people died every year in the British Islands from small-
pox. If that is not analogous to decimation, I don't know what
is. If we turn to the population of the present time, we find it
about double what it was in the days of Jenner. If 45,000 died
then, we ought to have go,000 dying now. Well, what have we?
We have had ten epidemics of small-pox during the last 3o years,
and there have died only 150,000. That is a very large number,
but that is only 5000 a-year, and I have shown you that go,co0
a-year ought to have died. That vaccination is inefficient, every
one now admits; but when I use the term “inefficient,” of
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300 per million less than in the previous year. That is to say,
the death-rate was slightly reduced notwithstanding this enormous
mortality from small-pox.

When there is a great prevalence of small-pox the general
death-rate is not increased. That is true through all the epidemic
years. So far as we can gauge, there is no increase of mortality
from small-pox. Let us look again at Dr. Greenhow’s tables. You
will find in the Blue-book this note : * Several of these years were
years in which small-pox was very prevalent;” and these years
are in the years selected to give the mortality as compared with
our day. Further than that, 1665 is included into Dr, Greenhow’s
estimate of the mortality. That was the year of the plague! Can
any one be surprised at the mortality? And why has the plague
gone? Because our population has been more rationally treated,
and because of improved conditions of living and sanitation.
One hundred millions have been spent upon sanitary works.
Dr. Farr states that in many towns the death-rate has been
reduced by sanitary improvement as much as 5 per thousand. Sir
James Simpson said that vaccination saved 80,000 lives a-year in
this country. That would reduce the death-rate from 2z per
thousand to 18. In 1838, the first year of registration, there
were very few people vaccinated. There was no compulsion, and
people did not like it, for they saw that small-pox had been
reduced without it, and were quite willing to let it alone. In
1838, with very few persons vaccinated, the mortality was 22 per
thousand. I want to know how the 80,000 lives saved are to be
accounted for. If saved, they must have been shown in the
death-rate, and they never yet have been. I think that is enough
to prove that vaccination is inefficient, as has been admitted by Dr.
Wyld. If once vaccinated is inefficient, will twice be efficient for
protection? If Dr. Wyld had taken the trouble I have in going
through these Returns,® I think he would not have talked as he did
about re-vaccination. 43,000 out of 83,000 small-pox deaths,
from 1850 to 1872, were under 5 years of age. Re-vaccination
would do nothing for those who die far from puberty; and if vacci-
nation cannot protect under five years, it never can protect at all.
I told you that Jenner went through a long development, but we
have not heard a word about that from Dr. Wyld, or any expla-

* Mr. Wheeler held in his hand the Parliamentary Return, ‘ Vaccination,
Mortality,"” 14th August, 1878.
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nation of it. I told you he began with a tremendous statement,
which gradually came down to nothing. We have been told that
the vaccine gets weakened through 8o years. But where will you
begin to look for the weakening? Suppose we begin in 1812,
when Jenner lived. You will find from one of his letters that this
weakening was alleged in his time, not long before his death. He
says—* They attribute the lessened activity of the matter which
may fall into their hands, and the disposition to produce imper-
fect vesicles, to the great length of time which has elapsed since
it was taken from the cow, and the great number of human sub-
jects through which it has passed.” These are nearly the words
of Dr. Wyld. What does Jenner say to that? * This is a con-
jecture which I can destroy by facts.” So far Edward Jenner.
There is no weakening, he says. In truth there is not. The
doctrine of Edward Jenner has been weakness itself from the first.
Is that an answer to Dr. Wyld? Jenner adds—*If there were a
real necessity for renovation, I should not know what to do, for
the precautions of the farmers with respect to their horses have
driven the cow-pox from their herds.” 1s there any need to go
further than that? We are told that Jenner was not infallible.
But no doctor knows anything about this subject if Jenner did
not. None of the innovators in this practice have anything new.
Neither Dr. Worlomont, nor Dr. Martin, nor Dr. Wyld have any-
thing new. They are but imitators ; and if Jenner was mistaken,
then so most grievously are they. .

I understood Dr. Wyld to say that Jenner published many of
the answers to his circular? Is that so?

Dr. WyLp—I said, “letters.”

Mr. WHEELER—AD, yes, letters from medical men; but I was
not speaking of letters. I have quoted from the letters of medical
men who helped him, and without whom he would not have done
anything ; but I was speaking of the circular Jenner sent out two
years before he died, and I repeat that not a single medical reply
to that circular was published. The circular was issued after 18
years’ experience of vaccination; 18 years of development and
paring down of the original claim until nothing was left. Mr.
Simon also sent out a circular in 1856, and 542 answers were
published, which contain a great amount of information, some of
which was against vaccination ; of this, and of the anti-vaccinators’
arguments, he said that he did not feel called upon to answer “all
this rubbish.” That was in the 1857 Blue Book. There is nothing
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11,174 were vaccinated. That is from the report of the medical
officers. I have given you facts which you can verify, I repeat
that seventy-five per cent. of the cases in the Metropolitan Small-
Pox Hospitals in 1871 were vaccinated. More than that, these
persons in 1871 died at just the rate Jurin records in 1723. There
cannot, therefore, be any reduction in the number of deaths in any
way. And the explanation is, that the classification is incorrect,
and the error is made by recording those only as vaccinated who
show marks on entrance. The disease obliterates the marks,
and, consequently, those severely affected who yield nearly all
the deaths are recorded as unvaccinated,

Dr. Wyld’s third point is that vaccination from the calf will not
produce syphilis. Here I propose, in a few seconds, to run
through the calf lymph case. Will you be good enough, Dr.
Wyld, to tell me the source of your lymph? I presume it is
Worlomont's or Martin’'s? (No answer.)

Well, calf lymph has been used since 1815, It has been used
in Brussels, in Paris, Rotterdam, Berlin, St. Petersburg, and
America, and Dr. Seaton in his report is dead against the practice.
Dr. Ballard and Dr. Seaton have both been to the Continent to
report upon it ; and upon their report Dr. Seaton says—First, as to
its origin—that it was from no distrust of their lymph that the calf
lymph was produced (p. 174; Report, 1870); that it was not from
Beaugency stock alone ; and that it often failed in the commence-
ment at Brussels, &c., and was renewed from Paris. Secondly, as
to its success in producing vesicles. He says the failures at Paris
were 21 per cent., and at Rotterdam 12 per cent,, and that success
at Brussels was too favourably recorded, the number of vesicles
being not more than two-thirds of the insertions. I say that in no
place has calf lymph been adopted first of all because of syphilis.
And in France and Belgium, the countries where it has been most
adopted, they have not a compulsory law—to their honour be it
said. Dr. Worlomont says that in Belgium the use of calf lymph was
resorted to because parents were reluctant to bring their children
for vaccinifers. They had to bribe the parents, he says, to bring
their children in order to get lymph. Dr. Martin, of America, has
sent me, an anti-vaccinator, several letters and much information,
for which I honour him. Dr. Martin records that for a long time he
vaccinated with human lymph on one arm and with cow-pox from
the heifer on the other, and that it was because he saw the con-
stant appearance of erysipelas on the arm done with human lymph
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week ago with his four children, aged from two to seven. They had
never been vaccinated. He said he had a dread of vaccination
and contamination from syphilis, and that he had declined to
have his children vaccinated, though he felt uncomfortable in
disobeying the law ; but he said he had no objection to have
them vaccinated from the calf. I vaccinated those four little
children, and the week following they came to show what we
doctors call their beautiful arms. Their mamma and papa are
now extremely well pleased, and feel much happier and safer than
they have been for a long time. Mr. Wheeler quoted Jenner as
admitting that inoculation was possible after vaccination, and so,
indeed, it is, after a certain time, the practice of re-vaccination
being a universal admission of the fact. Dr. Wyld ridiculed the
assertion of an anti-vaccinator that Jenner was an ““obscure country
apothecary.,” On the contrary, he was known to have been
honoured by every crowned head then in Europe, and to have
had honours and distinctions crowded upon him. He was a
simple, good, kind-hearted man, and when Napoleon unwarrant-
ably seized certain travellers passing through France, and refused
to liberate them, even on the application of the British Govern-
ment, Jenner wrote a simple letter to Napoleon, craving the
release of two of his friends as a return for the boon of vaccina-
tion he had conferred on France. The conqueror of Europe
replied—* Jenner is a good and a great man; I can deny him
nothing. Let the prisoners be liberated !”

SIE THOMAS CHAMBERS.

The CHairMAN thanked the disputants for the ability and
courtesy they had shown, and proceeded to “ sum up,” as he saw
by the programme he was expected to do. He did not think
that he could do better than repeat what he said in the House of
Commons. And first he would say that compulsory vaccination
is beyond all comparison the strongest form of “ parental govern-
ment” that was ever introduced into this country. It overrides
and tramples down parental authority in relation to children. It
takes them out of the care of the father and mother, who are
ordained by Providence to exercise their parental care, and it
insists upon a disease being infused into the blood of every child
in order to prevent the contingency of its catching another disease.
That might be justifiable ; but it could only be justifiable, not upon
medical Zheories, not upon the observance of innumerable pre-
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cautions and the presence of favourable circumstances, but upon
a truth undeniable, universal in its operation, certain in its
results, free from peril, and an absolute preventive. (Cheers.)
So far he was satisfied that Dr. Wyld would agree with him,
because every word that had been uttered in the discussion that
night proved that vaccination was a medical theory which had
varied in its form, varied in the exposition of it by those who
understood it best, varied in the estimate formed of its wvalue,
varied in the mode in which it was supposed to act, and varied
in the manner of its operation from the peril of introducing other
diseases ; thus the theory and practice of vaccination had changed
from time to time since Dr. Seaton's report in 1869, as Dr. Wyld
had just stated. (Cheers.) The men appointed by Government
to report upon the subject laid their report before Parliament, and
it was printed by authority of the Queen, and yet that report was
now declared by Dr. Wyld to be utterly worthless. (Cheers.)
Dr. Wyld asserted that Dr. Seaton was wrong, and it was possible
that Dr. Seaton would say that Dr. Wyld was wrong when he
undertook to vaccinate 150 children with his calf lymph without
a failure. (Cheers and laughter.) He must ask Dr. Wyld to
excuse him for not believing it, because every doctor in every
period had always been just as confident. (Laughter.) He once
said to an eminent medical friend, * How many people did you
kill by bleeding?” He said “I cannot tell, but a very great
many.” On the Continent bleeding was still practised, and at
one time in England, and that not very distant, bleeding was done
at every barber's shop, and it was believed by medical men that
bleeding in the spring and fall was the only way to save a man’s
life. He believed that Count Cavour and the late King of Italy
were bled to death. Well, bleeding was abandoned by medical
men in England ; and medicine, like all other arts, was an im-
proving one. What Dr. Wyld, or any other doctor would believe
twelve months hence it was impossible to conjecture. Now, it
could not be set down as an established and immovable truth in
medicine that vaccination was an absolute protection against the
disease for which it was enforced. He spoke as one who had
had small-pox naturally, and he had a stamped receipt from
nature (a laugh) ; and therefore he would be in favour of anything
which could prevent that, provided it did not do a greater mis-
chief. He had the highest admiration and regard for medical
men, who he thought did more good gratuitously than any other












