The vaccination dilemma : &c.; A word to our legislators / by E. Haughton.

Contributors

Haughton, E.
London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine

Publication/Creation
London : Digby and Long and E.W. Allen, [18897]

Persistent URL

https://wellcomecollection.org/works/syc8hpxz

Provider

London School of Hygiene and Tropical Medicine

License and attribution

This material has been provided by This material has been provided by
London School of Hygiene & Tropical Medicine Library & Archives Service.
The original may be consulted at London School of Hygiene & Tropical
Medicine Library & Archives Service. where the originals may be consulted.
This work has been identified as being free of known restrictions under
copyright law, including all related and neighbouring rights and is being made
available under the Creative Commons, Public Domain Mark.

You can copy, modify, distribute and perform the work, even for commercial
purposes, without asking permission.

Wellcome Collection

183 Euston Road

London NW1 2BE UK

T +44 (0)20 7611 8722

E library@wellcomecollection.org
https://wellcomecollection.org



http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/mark/1.0/

RS ‘qu—l.-.- LN —B 5

'_'I'_"I-‘_"="" {:}"‘

WI THE 1
| VACCINATION |
DILEMMA - ‘
| :
* :

1

A Word to our Legislators.

- E. HAUGHTON, ESQ., M.D., B.A.;

M.R.C.S.E., &c.

| =

LONDON :

DIGBY AND LONG, I8, BOUVERIE STREET,
AND

A3
E. W, ALLEN, 4, AVE MARIA LANE, E.C.

%i PRICE TWOPENCE.




Pabel .

THE

VACCINATION DILEMMA:

An ADDRESS by E. HAUGHTON, M.D.
Delivered at Battersea, 8th May, 1889.
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JIHE public are under the impression that the
f| opposition which has been carried on for so
long against the Vaccination Acts is mainly of
- a sentimental nature, and that there are statis-
tical grounds of the most unimpeachable character for the
state of the law as it now exists.

Those persons who think so would perhaps be surprised
to learn that the first really serious opposition which the
practice had to encounter was based upon statistics.
Indeed, at the present day, notwithstanding every effort
of well paid officials. it seems impossible to make out a
statistical basis for the existence of the compulsory law;
or even to show that a single life is ever saved by the
practice of so-called * vaccination.”

That the very name should be called in question, after
being consecrated by the use of two or three generations,
seems to savour of undue scepticism; but it must be
recollected that the advocates of the practice have always
shrunk from defining its nature ; and that the pretended
unanimity of the medical prufessmn will not bear even the
most superficial investigation. I need scarcely say that it
has always been much against my will that I have been
obiiged to oppose the prevailing opinion of my professional
brethren. But a sense of duty impels me to do so, as
I am fully persuaded that they have been made the victims
of even a more dlscredltable hoax than that recently
practised upon a newspaper of world-wide reputation.
The manner in which the hoaxing has been carried out is
fully shown in Mr, William White's “ History of a. Great
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Delusion,” and in Dr, Charles Creighton's monograph
upon Jenner. In the latter work the great apostle of
blood-poisoning is shown to be a worthy representative of
the fabulous cuckoo which his imagination has depicted,
to the discredit of natural history, rather than a careful
student of Nature and a generous benefactor of long-
suffering humanity.

With regard to the Royal Commission of Inquiry, which
has recently been proposed, it must not be taken for
granted that it will settle any of the points under dispute.
The official medical reports on the condition of Leicester
and Birmingham have been largely occupied by the
endeavour to prove that the well-vaccinated town of
Birmingham would have had more small-pox if it had not
been for vaccination, and that the comparatively ill-
vaccinated town of Leicester owes its strange and long-
continued immunity from small-pox to an oppressive
system of isolation and re-vaccination. On the other
hand, the elaborate report of Dr. Barry on the thoroughly
vaccinated town of Shefheld gravely assures us that a
study of the frightful epidemic of small-pox which has
recently prevailed there, ought to convince the most
obstinate anti-vaccinator of the priceless benefits of vacci-
nation. The report, having proved a little too much, is
“ withdrawn for correction,” after having been puffed in
almost every paper in the kingdom.

There is absolutely ne point in connection with the
practice upon which there is anything like general agree-
ment amongst modern physicians. Take, for instance, the
following questions:—What is the true seurce of * vaccine
lymph ?"" What is its nature, and what are its pathological
effects 7 How often must we be vaccinated in order to be
safe from small-pox? What i1s the degree of protection
afforded? In what way should the operation be per-
formed—awhether by one or many punctures ? &c.

Under these circumstances it is quite useless to appeal
to authority ; for it may be asked which of the authorities
we are to follow? Whether Jenner, who thought the virus
came originally from a disease in the horse; or Dr. Martin,
of Boston, who thought it must occur spontaneously in the
cow; or Dr. S. Wilks, who doubts if there is such a
disease as vaccinia ; or the bulk of British medical opinion
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present to the previous generations in regard to teeth, Mr. Carter
emphatically remarks that he had examined the teeth of men In
nearly all conditions of civilization and barbarism, and that the
outcome of his observations amounted to this, namely that wherever
the people are not vaccinated their teeth are sound. but wherever
the practice of vaccination has been introduced the teeth of the
people deteriorate, just in proportion as the population comes under
the influence of vaccine, Space will not permit me to do more
than hint at the thoroughness of his enqniries. Throughout the
length and breadth of the Indian peninsula he found no _pec-ple
suffering from dental decay except those who had been vaccinated.
In Ceylon, while the natives had good teeth, the young people of
European parentage who had been vaccinated, were suffering
dreadfully. Much the same also in Burmah and Australia, and
among the Malays and Chinese in Java and the Straits Settlements.
He asks, fairly enough, that since vaccination is, in all parts of the
world, accompanied by rottenness of the teeth, is it unreasonable to
conclude that it is in some way the cause of that rottenness ? He says
it must be remembered that a child’'s health is aftected by vaccination
just when the germs of the permanent teeth are undergoing their earliest
formation, and he adds that it is a fact well known to physioclogists
that any severe constitutional derangement in early childhood leaves
an indelible mark upon the teeth. J- H.
April 2.

Were it indeed necessary to sacrifice beauty rather than
put our neighbour’s life in danger, or even put him in prison
without a just and righteous reason therefor, 1 dare say
there are even now many ladies who would prefer Christian
principle to outward attractiveness. But the Almighty has
not so constituted the universe that physical beauty can
be advanced by moral evil. In this case we shall find
much more truth in the vulgar proverb ‘* handsome is that
handsome does,” than at first sight might appear. Purity
of mind, serenity of disposition, righteousness and tempe-
rance are eminently calculated to improve the appearance
of their possessors ; and may we not expect still more from
cleanliness, which is next to godliness, especially when it
is interpreted so as to mean the exclusion of all impurity
from the food we eat, the water we drink, the air we
inhale, and the blood which circulates within our bodies ?
The blood is the life of the flesh ; and we have no right
to polute it. If we do so against the dictates of reason—
the tenor of revelation—the teachings of experience, and
the voice of our own conscience, who shall say that we are
guiltless? It is not boasting too much to assert that
women are influential enough to abolish this fetish if they
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would only speak out. It will never stamp out small-pox
or anything else, as it has not itself a “* leg to stand upon.”
In addition to the many contradictory utterances of the
most distinguished advocates of vaccination, collected by
Mr. Alfred Milnes, F.S.S., I beg to call attention to
the controversy lately carried on in the pages of the
Lancet between Dr. Samuel Wilks of Guy's Hospital and
Professor Cruikshank of King's College, as to the exist-
ence or non-existence of any such disease as vaccinia or
true cow-pox ; and the recent statement of Dr. DujarpIiN-
BeavumeTz of Paris, as to the change of opinion on the con-
tinent with regard to the use of so-called * lymph " of var-
1olous origin, which I now submit for your examination.
Dr. Dujardin Beaumetz, of Paris, Member of the
Academy of Medicine, in a recent lecture says: “f]enner, as
you see, attributed to horse-pox the origin of vaccine.
This view seems to-dav to be abandoned, and if we may
trust to the experiments made by the Lyonese Commission,
under the direction of Chauveau, vaccine is really cow-
pox, and not horse-pox. There is a still more plausible
view, namely that cow-pox and horse-pox is in reality only
the small-pox of the animal. Unfortunately this is not
the case. Despite the experiments made by Sunderland,
in 1831, who covered the teats of cows with small-pox
scabs ; despite the researches of Theile in Russia, who
inoculated small-pox in the cow, then took lymph from the
eruption to transmit the disease back to man ; despite the
labours of Cely and Leonard Vogt of Hamburg, this question
appears to be settled in a manner distinctly contrary to our
previsions, and constantly small-pox gives small-pox, and
vaccine vaccine. It seems, then, to be decided that these
two diseases are clearly separated the one from the other.
All these processes seem to be abandoned ; and the medical
profession has returned to the point from which it started,
namely, to the employ of the Jennerian vaccine. If we
add that, by reverting to the cow for our supply of lymph
we avoid one of the dangers of vaccine, to wit, the inocu-
lation of syphilis, you understand why animal vaccine has
become so popular, and we may say to-day that in all the
countries of Europe this kind of vaccine is generally pre-
ferred, and in Germany it is universally resorted to."”
The Doctor further states that in the case of heifer-
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getting fifty lashes at the hands of the boatswain, anr.i*wh:::
was “ dissatisfied " whether they were given to him “high
or “low.” We are not even content with getting off fines
and penalties, and begin to growl ominously about dis-
establishment of the vaccination interest, and prohibition
of all kinds of inoculation with septic animal poisons,
especially when the victims are helpless infants or children
who have no knowledge of the mischief which foul matter
is capable of inflicting on the human body. ¢ Oh, but,”
say the advocates of compulsion, *“ we don't compel you to
use foul matter. We are very particular that you shall
only be compelled to use the purest lymph in vaccination.”
I have gone into this matter before, in an article in Modern
Thought, June, 1881, not being able to find .a medical
publisher willing to accept an unorthodox article on the
subject. I shall, therefore, simply refer you to the sources
from which vaccinators profess to obtain the *“ pure lymph "
which they are so particular about. First, we have the
disease called ** vaccinia 7 in the cow, which, when occur-
ring spontaneously, Jenner declared to be ** non-protective "
against small-pox, and which produced, when inoculated on
the human subject, a sore very hard to distinguish from
that produced by a similar inoculation of the matter of
rhinderpest, or cattle plague—uvide Mr. Hancock's case,
reported by the late Mr. Ceely, of Aylesbury. Yet,
although no general assent amongst vaccination authorities
can be obtained in proof of the genuineness of such cases
occurring in modern times, the matter obtained therefrom
1s freely used and circulated, even by those acting under
Government authority, as pure vaccine lymph.

When we consider, moreover, that such cases are
accounted for by sanitarians as arising directly from the
dirty condition of the byres in which cows are kept, we
have reason to doubt the purity of the lymph which can
be procured from such a source. If, on the other hand,
we regard such cases from a pathological point of view, we
are confronted by the singular circumstance that this is
the only blood disease, properly so called, represented as
peculiar to one sex only. It is, forsooth, the * cow-pox,”
but not the * bull-pox.” Future generations may, perhaps,
regard it as a joke that such a palpably impossible freak in
natural history should have been believed in by any
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scientific society. True, we hear also of the new ¢ calf-
pox,”’ but here, again, we find an animal which only has
the disease when it is artificially conferred upon him.

This brings us to the second variety of pure vaccine
lymph—namely, that in which small-pox itself is the
acknowledged source of the virus; and which only differs
from the original disease by the alteration in its character,
which is assumed to be brought about by the dilution of
the poison through being passed into the system of the
animal selected, as an ass, pig, cow, calf, or any of the
mammalia. [Is it reasonable to predicate the same results
from the use of two or more different substances; or to
claim as genuine fruits of a particular method that which
appears to arise from the employment of entirely different
agencies? On the one hand, we have an enactment which
positively forbids, under heavy penalties, the employment
of ¢“variolous” matter in any form or in any amount ; and,
on the other hand, we have the more recent Acts, which
magistrates say they must enforce, without reference even
to their true meaning. These Acts are interpreted so as to
require parents to submit their offspring to inoculation
with matter openly confessed to be *“ variolous ” as regards
its source, and which can be proved to be variolous by its
experimental effects.

We now come to the third variety of this interesting
substance—namely, the original horse-pox or * horse
grease,” which Jenner declared to be the true and genuine
life-preserving fluid, protective against the contagion of
small-pox. Notwithstanding the antiquity of this kind of
lymph, it is now the least fashionable of the three, though
it has some living advocates, of whom I may mention
Dr. Hands, of Hammersmith, formerly pupil of Jenner,
and Dr. Pietra Santa, of Paris, Editor of the Fournal
d'Hygiene. Theidea of horse-grease—a scrofulous disease—
was too suggestive of an increase of tuberculous maladies
in the human subject; and so it became necessary to throw
Jenner himself overboard. They cannot say now that
“ there is but one vaccine-lymph, and that Jenner is its
prophet.”

In America they know how to make a commercial
article of a new and improved variety, to be obtained only
at the establishment of the late Dr, Martin, who, when
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called upon to bless our new small-pox lymph, at a meeting
of the British Medical Association, characterised it as “‘an
abomination which might give the people actual small-
pox.” The same was the opinion of Dr. Wyld, who some
years ago took a great deal of trouble to obtain from the
Continent a supply of lymph, and who publicly contra-
dicted me when I expressed doubts as to the pedigrees of
any of the stocks now in use, The only answer I wish to
make to Dr. Wyld is the retort courteous. I have never
doubted his sincerity ; and if it were possible for me to
believe in any virus as wholesome and good, I would be as
favourably inclined to his as to any other, But knowing
human nature to be what 1t is, and that innumerable
sources of fallacy beset those who wish to stand guarantors
for matter which has passed through many generations
before being offered to the British public, I cannot accept
even his authority for the purity of any ¢ vaccine lymph,”
whatever may be the confidence with which he vouches
for its excellence. It is not to honest enthusiasts that I
refer when I use the term ¢ quackery " in the title of this
essay.

If we are told that but few cases are entered as * deaths
from vaccination,” we say that it appears wonderful that
any can be found so entered, when we see the efforts every-
where made to suppress the truth. Members of Parliament
ought to know that every such case reported represents a
hundred hushed-up; and, if they refuse to pay attention
to the cry of the people against the poisoning of the blood
of their children, either with modified small-pox, horse-
grease, or any other kind of noxious matter, stronger
measures must be taken to bring them to their senses.
The fact 1s, anti-vaccinators have contented themselves
too long with begging for mercy when they should have
shown their teeth. They should make it very hot at
election times for all candidates for Parliament who make
war against the health of the people. In duetime they will
be able to disestablish the blood-poisoners; and even to
forbid the cultivation of Pasteur's germs of hydrophobia
and yellow-fever within the bodies of sensitive living
creatures.

Is, therefore, every medical man who uses any of the
‘“ pure vaccine lymphs” a quack ? By no means. If I
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it attacks infants for being in good health, has nothing to
say against a similar condition in the occupants of the
Judicial Bench ?  Why are not members of the House of
Lords examined as to the evidences of successful vac-
cination as well as emigrants or schoolboys ? It 1s a pity
that a measure could not be passed which would require
all adults to be inoculated every ten years, so as to place
the people in a thoroughly ¢ protected ” condition.
Truly this would be the ““last dying speech " of a very
absurd superstition.

When an epidemic of small-pox has subsided, we are
said to be ¢ protected "’ by the revaccinations which have
taken place in the last * scare.” When it breaks out
again it is discovered that * iaccination has been greatly
neglected.”” When an epidemic breaks out in France, the
medical scribe of a leading journal thinks 1t good taste to
say that French doctors do not know how to vaccinate.
Then it is said, almost in the same breath, that the oper-
ation is so simple that almost anyone can perform it. If
there is an epidemic in London *it is from want of revac-
cination; but Scotland and Ireland are safe—they are

well wvaccinated.”” Then, when i1t breaks out in those
countries, “it is all the fault of the ¢unvaccinated
residuum.”” Yet, nevertheless, when the unvaccinated

residuum constituted ninety-nine hundredths of the popula-
tion at the beginning of this century, we are gravely told
that the diminution of small-pox at that period should be
attributed to the introduction of vaccination. We ask for
statistical proofs of the alleged mortality from small-pox
during the same and previous periods; and we are told
that the supposed death-rate of London is to be taken as
the measure of the mortality throughout the whole of the
country.,

The House of Commons cannot plead ignorance of the
statistical tricks which have from time to time been prac-
tised upon it. But I forbear to enter upon this part of the
subject. It is evident that no manipulation of figures can
set aside the fact that the death-rate of unvaccinated
persons cannot be greater in proportion to the vaccinated
than when the whole community was unvaccinated. Yet
such is the lame and impotent conclusion of some modern
compilers of hospital statistics, who thereby proclaim
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themselves to be three times as unskilful in the treatment
of small-pox as were their compeers of eighty years ago,
though destitute of many an implement and means of art
which are now at their own disposal. It is impossible,
within the brief limits of this essay to give the statistical
evidence which we can so easily furnish of the utter failure
of vaccination; but a few figures may be permissible.
We find from the death-register for England and Wales,
that between the years 1838 and 1853, while vaccination
was voluntary, the annual small-pox mortality varied from
2,713 to 16,268; and between the years 1854 and 1872,
with vaccination largely increased under compulsion, from
1,320 to 22,g07. The variations in London for the same
periods respectively were from 211 to 3,817, and from 156
to 7,876. Whilst in Scotland the small-pox mortality for
the years 1855 to 1864, under voluntary vaccination, was
from 426 to 1,741 ; and for the years 1865 to 1873, under
compulsion, from 15 to 2,448. According to the calcu-
lations of Mr, G. S. Gibbs, the tables of the Scotch
Registrar-General also show an excess of 5,972 deaths of
infants during the first nine years of compulsion over and
above what would have been the mortality from all causes
at the rate of the preceding ten years; the explanation
appearing to lie in the fact that “ during the same period
of nine years, disease other than small-pox, had carried off
6,600 more infants under six months of age, and 2,079 more
infants between six and twelve months old than they
would have done had the proportionate mortality been the
same as in the preceding ten years.” Nor have the results
of vaccination been at all better in France. There, accord-
ing to the figures politely furnished to Mr. Gibbs by the
Minister of Agriculture and Commerce, we find that in
those departments where the proportion of vaccinations to
births reach 50 per cent., the cases were (in proportion to
10,000 births), in 1865, 569 as compared with 222 in the
less vaccinated departments, averaging 33 per cent. of the
births. In 1866 the corresponding record is 400 to 130,
and in 1867, 254 to 83. He adds, ** Here we have clear
evidence that the extension of vaccination does not
necessitate a diminution of small-pox.” DBut the most
terrible figures brought forward by Mr. Gibbs were pre-
sented by him to the Committee of inquiry appointed by






