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COMPULSORY VACCINATION

BRIEFLY CONSIDERED

IN ITS SCIENTIFIC, RELIGIOUS, AND
POLITICAL ASPECTS.

To the Right Hon. Sir B. Harw, Bart., M.P., President
of the Board of Health, dc., de.

Maze Hitn Corracr, ST. LEONARDS-ON-SEA,
June 30th, 1855.

Sir,— Having learned that it is under consideration
to place the working of the Compulsory Vaccination
Act under the control of the Board of Health, and to
extend the provisions of that Statute to adults, I beg
to invite your special attention to some facts and argu-
ments in opposition to the proposed measure, as well
as to the Act of 1853,

There is no subject upon which so many otherwise
well-informed people betray such ignorance and cre-
dulity as vaccination; and therefore it is that the par-
tisans of this practice cast away every gentlemanly
feeling, disregard every principle of justice, violate
the spirit of freedom, outrage the precepts of Chris-
tianity, trample upon common sense, and betray their
own best rights and dearest interests.

The Compulsory Vaccination Act is the first direct
agoression upon the person of the subject in medical mat-
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4 OBJECTIONS.

fers, which has been attempted in these kingdoms. It
invades in the most unexampled manner the liberty of
the subject and the sanctity of home. It not only un-
speakably degrades the free-born Briton by depriving
him of ]iberty in a personal matter, but denies him
the possession of reason; outrages some of the finest
feelings of the human heart—those feelings which
have their origin in parental love—that still bright
spark of the Divine Nature breathed into man by his
Heavenly Father; sets at nought parental responsi-
bility, and constrains the parent either to violate his
deliberate convictions, and even his religious scruples,
or boldly to defy an unjust law.

The plth of this statute is in the 2nd and 9th clauses,
which enact that the parent or guardian of every child
born in England after the 1st of August, 1853, shall
cause it to be vaccinated within a specified time after
birth, unless vaccination be postponed under a medical
certificate, or series of certificates, of unfitness, and
that a pecuniary penalty shall be inflicted for non-
compliance with the requirements of the Act.*

Now, by what pretext is it attempted to justify
such an outrage upon the constitutional liberties and
natural rights of the subject? And, if vaccination be
a blessed boon, is it not strange that in Jenner’s own
land of thoughtful Englishmen, after the experience of
half a century, during which it has been fostered by
the State, a practice which appeals so strongly to human
hopes and fears can be prﬂpagated only by penalties?

Wherefore, then, is vaccination held in abhorrence
by so many ? Have those who reject it no weighty
reasons to justify their rejection? They do not be-
lieve that it affords an efficient and assured protection
acainst the invasion of small-pox ; they have a natural
disgust to the idea of transferring to the veins of their
children a loathsome virus derived from the blood of
a diseased brute, and transmitted through they know
not how many unhealthy human mediums: they have
a dread, a conviction, that other filthy diseases, tend-

* Bee Appendix A,
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DOUBTS OF THE PROFESSION,

ing to embitter and shorten life, are frequently trans-
mitted through and by the vaccine virus ; they cannot
bring themselves to believe that, under any circum-
stances, the true way to heallth and longevity can be to
corrupt the blood and lower the vital energies by the
infusion of a poison and its consequent train of mor-
bid actions ; and, further, they have a conscientious
conviction that voluntarily to propagate disease is to
fly n the face of God, and to violate that precept
which says, “ Do thyself no harm.”

Are such scruples and objections entitled to no
respect? Should they be permitted to have no force?
Are they capable of no justification ? Should the sole
answer to them be a Coercion Act? Such is not the
best way to disarm hostility and to ensure conviction.
Who would put faith in the professions of the philan-
thropist who should threaten the object of his benefi-
cence with fine or imprisonment if he should not
accept the proffered boon? Or who could receive
with cordiality and respect the Doctor of Physic who
should thunder at the door, armed with secab and
lancet, threatening to assault the inmates therewith,
and, although he should protest that he was bent upon
a mission of mercy, who could avoid suspecting that
his real objects were power and gain? If vaccination
be indeed a blessing which must needs be showered
upon the land, would it not better become a wise go-
vernment and a free people to commend opinions by
disseminating information upon the subject, than to
attempt to make unconverted converts by force?

What reasons can the advocates of wvaccination
assign for the faith they hold ? Scarcely one of them
has ever investigated the subject scientifically. They
cannot plead even the unanimity of the profession on
their side. “ In the public mind extensively,” says the
Lancet of May 21, 1853, <*and, to a more limited ex-
tent, in the profession itself, doubts are known to exist
as to the efficacy and eligibilily of vaccination. The
failures uf' the operation have been numerous and dis-
fﬂ?{l‘ﬂg.‘ﬂg

Vaccination, then, by the confession of the vacei-



b FAILURES OF VACCINATION.

nators themselves, is not an unfailing protectior
against small-pox. The experience of most persons
will testify to the same effect; and ample corrobora-
tive proof may be found in the Returns of the Regis-
irar-General. 1 cannot allow myself to make use of
any extracts from these important and able papers
without at the same time respectfully and thankfully

acknowledging my many obligations hﬂth to the RE-
gistrar-General and to Mr., Thomas Mann, for the
courtesy and kindness with which, on various ocea-
sions, they have complied with my requests. In No.
10, vol. xv., for the week ending March 11, 1854, we
find, «“ A grocer died in South Street, Chelsea, at the
age of fifty years, <of confluent small-pox (fourteen
days).” He had been vaccinated when one year old.”
In No. 45, vol. xii., we read :—* In the sub-distriet
of Haggerstone West, at 46, Issex Street, on 1st of
November, the daughter of a bricklayer, aged five
years, died of ‘variola confluens (nine days), vaccinated
with effect when siz months old, marks perfect.” Mr.
Bowring mentions that ¢ four out of a family of seven
have been attacked, and the survivors are still suffer-
ing under the disease. All were vaccinaied between
the ages of four and six months; the cicatrices still
perfect.” He also records a death from small-pox
without vaccination, and adds, ‘a prejudice against
vaccination, of which this is another instance, is gain-
ing ground in my distriect”” It would appear that by
a prejudice Mr. Bowring must mean an unfavourable
opinion founded on experience. To proceed :—in
No. 41, vol. xiii., we find:—* At 82, Earl Street, Lisson
vae, the daughter of a bottle-merchant, aged one
year, died from ¢ confluent small-pn:{ (fourteen days),
vaccinated seven days previously.” 'The medical certifi-
cate adds, ‘vaccinated on the 23rd of September, in
two points on each arm. Small-pox first showed on
the skin on the 30th. Both diseases progressed mn a
modified form for five days, when the child fell into a
typhoid state.””* In this case, small-pox and cow-pox

* See Appendix B.



FAILURES OF VACCINATION. 7

have possession together. Which of them killed the
patient? The Number for the week ending March
925, 1854, furnishes another instance of the failure of
vaccination to protect. ‘“On the 17th of March, the
son of an ostler died, aged six years, small-pox (five
days), vaccinated.” The Weekly Return, No. 14,
vol. xv., for the week ending Saturday, April 8, 1854,
furnishes similar evidence :—

- “8ix deaths occurred from small-pox : three of these, of which
the following are the particulars, in the Small-pox Hospital :—

“ On 31st of March, a boy, aged ten years, from Holborn Union,
¢ small-pox confluent (twelve days), unprotected.’

“On 1st April, a boy from Somers Town, aged five years, small-
pox confluent, modified (nine days). He had been vaccinated at the
are of four months ; one eicatrix.”

“On 7th April, the wife of a labourer, from Lambeth, aged
twenty-two years, ‘small-pox confluent, unmodified (eight days).
Vaccinated in infaney in Suffolk ; two good cicatrices.”

In the Quarterly Return, No. 20, 18523, at page 42,
we find :—

“ Chorlton Hulme. —The mortality of last quarter has been heavy :
twenty-two deaths have occurred from scarlatina, sixteen from hoop-
img-cough, and seven from small-pox; five members of one family
suffered from the last disease most severely, the father and four
children. ey had all been previously vaccinated, and, as reported,
with suceess. Pwo died, and a boy, who had not only been vacci-
nated, but previously had the small-pox (and was very much dis-
figured), was one of the vietims. This manifests a very strong pre-
disposition in some families for certain diseases.”

In No. 17, under the head of Taunton, the following
appears :—

“ There has been one death from small-pox, that of a male, twenty
years of age, vaccinated in childhood.”

In No. 19, 1t is stated under the same head :—

“ Taunton.— Autumnal diarrhea has heen prevalent, but not of a
severe character. Jn other vespects the district has been free from
disease.”

Taunton is net specially mentioned in the two re-
maining numbers. In connection with the apparent
small mortality from small-pox, and the generally very
healthy state of the place, the following extract from
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the Lancet of July 2, 1858, is particularly deserving
of notice :—

““ At Taunton, Mr. White reports that vaccination has become
almost extinet, and that in ¢ population of between 4000 and 5000,
not one case has offered for vaccination in the last two and a half

"
years.

Do not these facts suggest that there may be some
protection against small-pox other than vaccination ?

Many similar extracts might be made, but enough.
Should further evidence be desired, the returns may be
consulted with advantage. However, I cannot refrain
from adding that, during a period of sixteen years,
ending in 1851, * rather more than half the patients
admatled into the (Small-pox) Hospital had been pre-
viously vaccinated.” — (Medical Times, August 27,
1853); and that out of 800 patients admitted into the
same hospital in 1852, only 230 were unvaccinated,
(Lancet, Feb. 12, 1858); in other words, 570, or con-
siderably more than two-thirds of the whole, had been
vaccinated ; facts which of themselves stmngl}r impugn
the claims put forward on behalf of vaccination, but
which seem scarcely less than conclusive when coupled
with the following statement :—

“In the City of London Union, in which, in the year 1851,”
(that is, in the year preceding the one in which the 570 vaccinated
patients were admitted into the Small-pox Hospital,) * the births are
returned 1311, only 61—z.e. about a twentieth of the whole number
—were protected during the first year by the lancet of the Union
surgeon. In St. James's, Westminster, only 38 out of 973 births,
and in 8t. Matthew’s, Bethnal Green, consisting chiefly of poor per-
sons, only 817 out of 3589.”"— Lancet, July 2, 1853,

It is asserted that, if vaccination ** does not always
[does it ever, except when it proves fatal?—J. G.]
prevent small-pox, the attack is much milder.” So
mild, indeed, is it, that, in illustration, it might be
added (on the authority of Dr. George Gregory), that,
out of 298 patients having small-pox after vaccina-
tion who were admitted in the course of a year into
the Small-pox Hospital, 31 died; and (on the autho-
rity of the Registrar-General) that, out of 432 deaths
from small-pox in an epidemic season, in a period of
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ten weeks, in London, 135 deaths were returned as oc-
curring after vaccination ;—and this, be it remembered,
in a pﬂpulatmn of which it is complained by the advo-
cates of this antidote(?) that it is much neglected.”

Indeed, so notorious are the failures of vaccination
to afford protection from the ravages of small-pox,
that the Lancet is forced to account for them by plead-
ing that a supply of effective lymph has never been
provided ; that the extension of wvaccination has
hitherto been entrusted to parsimonious boards of
guardians, who not only accepted the lowest tender,
but were displeased if called upon to pay for many
operations ; and that vaccination has never formed
part of the education of medical men, but that each
practitioner 1s left to pick up his experience how,
when, and where he can. In one place the Laicet
asserts that * the best mode of vaccination is still un-
determined ;" and, in another, complains ef a “want of
agreement in the profession as to the essentially patho-
gnomonic signs of genuine vaccine inoculation.” Be
these accusations worth what they may, they fully Justity
the spreading disbelief in the efﬁcacv of vaccination.}

But, pnssnb]y, another reason for the failures of
vaccination may be found in the f'u]]mung extract
from the * Destructive Art of Healing,” by Dr. Samuel
Dickson :—

“ Yery different have been the reasons given by Professor Alison
of Edinburgh for his adoption of a new course, With Dr. Copland,
Dr. Watson, and other English physicians of mark, Professor Alison
ascribes his change of practice to a change in the tvpe of disease,
According to these gentlemen, human nature has completely altered
within the memory of the present generation; nay, within the last
ten or twelve summers it is not what it was;—why or wherefore, no
two of these three great doctors can agree. By one very distin-
guished physician we are called to believe, that the * malaria from
wood pavement has caused all diseases to assume an intermittent
type. Anather will have it that the gradual substitution of *tea
and potatoes,’ for ale and animal food in the diet of the people, has
very considerably mitigated the ferocity of all complaints. Indeed,
certain gentlemen, with the eminent Dr. Alison at their head, assure
us that the discases even of horses, asses, and horned cattle, have

* See Appendix C. + See Appendix D.
A 3



10 HEALTH AND LONGEVITY.

also, within the present century, been materially changed. By ‘tea
and potatoes?’ No; but ‘somehow or other.” Many doctors, never-
theless, declare, with Dr. Watson, that the human constitution has
been certainly altered since the cholera came to England in 1832.
According to these last, the cholera has not only altered the constitu-
tions of those it attacked, but it has, ¢ somehow or other,” completely
changed the censtitutions of those it never attacked at all.” [Justas
vaccination protects those who have never been vaccinated.—J. G.]
“ But whatever be the true theory of the cause of this change of type,
nothing is more certain than that the people of these degenerate times
cannot bear depletion as they formerly did ; for that fever, smeall-poz,
chick-pox, and the like, are no longer the inflammatory diseases they
used to be. Even epilepsy, palsy, and apoplexy—aecording to certain
gentlemen—can no longer be treated ‘antiphlogistically.” Sochanged,
in a word, has become the type of all diseases, the most sanguinary
surgeons—Mr. Guthrie, perhaps, excepted—can by no possibility
adopt the lowering measures they adopted within the last dozen years
in cases of accident—broken heads and bones, for example—mnot in
these islands only, but all throughout the civilised werld.”

If this be so, is the experience of Jenner of the
slightest worth in determining the present value of
vaccination? If the human constitution, type of
disease, and action of remedies, be thus all changed,
have vaccination and small-pox alone escaped the
common fate? Nay, the question irresistibly ob-
trudes itself, has vaccination had as much to do with
the deterioration of the human constitution as * ma-
laria from wood pavement,” ‘ tea and potatoes,” and
“ cholera?” Certainly one would expect its influence
to be more widely diffused than some, and more per-
manent than others, of these causes.

What is the relative percentage of deaths from
small-pox amongst the two classes, the vaccinated and
the unvaccinated? The Epidemiological Society
confess their inability to satisfy this inquiry.

It is not enough to investigate how far vaceination
operates as a protection from small-pox, There are
other points to be considered before pronouncing an
opinion for or against the practice. The main ques-
tion for the consideration of science is not whether
vaccination be a protection against one form of
disease, but what is its general influence upon the con-
stitution? Does it militate against health and longe-
vity? Does it lower the vital resistance, and predis-
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pose the system to receive, or does it actually intro-
duce into it, other forms of disease? In some cases,
does it even predispose the system to succumb to the
invasion of small-pox itself? How else shall we
explain those facts of which the following is an ex-
ample ?—

“ At 1, Adam’s-row, Lambeth, on 2nd April, the son of a smith,
aged one year, died of *variola confluens (ten days).” The child
had been twice vaccinated, but without effect.”—(Reg. Gen. Weekly
Return, No. 14, vol. xv., week ending April 8, 1854.)

What is the percentage of deaths before a given age,
from all epidemics, amongst the vaccinated, as com-
pared with the unvaccinated? What is the percent-
age respectively of cases of disease of the respira-
tory organs, of skin diseases, of scrofula, and of con-
vulsions? What is the average duration of life
amongst the vaccinated and amongst the unvacci-
nated? Of a thousand children vaccinated within a
given time after birth, and of a thousand unvacci-
nated, the whole two thousand being placed as nearly as
possible in like circumstances, what percentage in each
thousand attain the age of puberty? These are sta-
tistics with which the advocates of vaccination have
never grappled. Is it not, then, rather premature to
decide that vaccination is an unmixed good—a boon,
which we ought not only gratefully to accept, but
which we should even combine to force upon the ac-
ceptance of others? If it should appear that, before a
given age, the ratio of mortality, from all causes, be
the same amongst a thousand vaccinated and a thou-
sand unvaccinated children, of what avail is vaccina-
tion? Of what import is it, as a public question, in
what shape death claims his allotted number of vie-
tims, whether by small-pox, scarlet fever, or hooping-
cough? If the ratio of mortality should prove to be
greater amongst the vaccinated than amongst the un-
vaccinated, should it not suggest some grave suspi-
cions that vaceination is a curse, and not a blessing ?
A prior: there is nothing in vaccination to recommend
it as a prophylactic. Surely, then, the onus rests with
the compulsory vaccinators themselves to prove both
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the efficiency and harmlessness of their mysteriouns
nostrum; to prove that the practice is something
more than a game of chance, a throwing of the dice
tor life or death. This is only what prudent people
would demand of the vendors of any specific. Vae-
cinators have no right to defy the laws of logic and
common sense by requiring that those whom they fail
to convince shall prove a negative.

First, then, is vaccination ever attended with risk,
Is it ever injurious, is it ever fatal to the recipient?

In the Registrar-General’'s Weekly Returns, No.
30, vol. xiv., for the week ending Saturday, July 23,
1858—a few days before the passing of the Compul-
sory Vaccination Act—we read :—

“In Bethnal Green, at 19, Warner Place South, on 15th July,
the son of a cabinet-maker, aged seven months, died of vaccination,
erysepelas.”

In the «“ Weekly Return,” No. 13, vol. xv., for the
week ending Saturday, April 1, 1854 :

“In Mile End Town Lower, the daughter of a gentleman, aged
three months, died of ‘erysipelas.” ©1he medical man states that it
supervened on vaccination.”

In the *“ Weekly Return,” No. 14, vol. xv., it is
stated that—

“ At the German Hospital, Dalston, both on 30th March, the son
of a mariner, aged ten weeks, and the son of a supar-baker, aged
thirteen weeks, died of ¢ general erysipelas after vaccination, effusion
on the brain.’ The medical attendant adds, in his certificates, that
‘ both these children were vaccinated on the same day in White-
chapel Road, and were in the hospital two days.” The cases appear
to be such as demand investigation. In Rateliff, at 2, Devonport
Street, on 6th April, the son of a coal-merchant, aged three months,
died of ¢ erysipelas all over the body (one day) succeeding vaccina-
tion, which was considered to be fine,""

“ Demand investigation!” Does not the whole
question of vaccination demant investigatiun o
Other cases of legal infanticide are thus reported:—

“In Mile End New Town, at 1, George Street, on the 17th July,
the daughter of a carman, aged three months, erysipelas after vacci-
nation (three weeks), convulsions (twenty-four hours).”"— Weekly
Return, week ending Saturday, July 22, 1854,
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“In the south sub-district of St. Giles, at 8, Parker Street, on
13th April, the daughter of a mason, aged one month, ‘@rreguler
gaccination when a fortnight old. "— Weekly Return for week end-
ing April 15, 1854.

“ At the Cock and Castle, Kingsland, on 1st May, the son of a
licensed victualler, aged four months, died of vaccination, infomma-
tion of cellulur tissue of arm and thoraz! In Haggerston East,
at 54, Union Street, on 1st May, the son of a hot-presser, aged four
months, died of ®gangrene after vaccination’ (fourteen days).,” —
Weekly Return for week ending May 6, 1854.

Having seen that vaccination is frequently an imme-
diate cause of dealh, let us next inquire whether it
ever introduces other diseases besides cow-pox Into
the system.

Dr. Jones Quain, after describing the symptoms of
cow-pox (Manual of Pathology, p. 866), thus con-
cludes :(—

“ Every eruption after vaccine not presenting these characters is
spurious.”

From this it 15 evident that Dr. Quain discerns a
connection between vaceination and spurious erup-
tions. Other medical writers are more explicit. The
Lancet (a zealous advocate of vaccination) says :—

“ There is a belief—it may be denounced as a prejudice, but it is
not the less a deeply-rooted conviction, and one not confined to the
poor or the ignorant—that if the vaccine disease may be transmitted
by inoculation, other diseases, less beneficial, may be propagated in
the same mauner, and by the same operation. Many a parent of
high and low degree dates constitutional disease in her offspring to
vaccination with ‘ bad matter.”  Who skall say thet this etiologival
conclusion ts always folse 1"'-— Lancet, July 15, 1854.

““The poor are told that they must carry their children to be vac-
cinated by medical men who may be sirangers to them. They appre-
hend—and the apprehension s not altegether unfounded, or un-
shared by the educated classes—that the vaceine matter employed
may carry with it the seeds of other diseases not less loathsome than
the one 1t is intended to prevent.”— Lancet, October 23, 1854,

““So widely extended is the dread that, along with the prophy-
lactic remedy sumething else may be inoculated lest the germ of
future diseases may be planted, that few medical practitioners would
cure to vaccinate their own childven from a source of the purity of
which they were ot well assured.”— Lancet, November 11, 1854.

If such be the opinions of medical practitioners in
general, let us hear the sentiments of a few of them in
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particular; and to avoid the imputation of partiality,
let us select indifferently from opposing medical sects
and varlous nations.

An American medical author, Dr. Shew, commenting
on a case of death from vaccination, which was reyﬂrted
in the New York Jowrnal, Medical and Su;g:ca! gives
a case of a lady whose health had been injured by vac-
cination, and adds :—

“ In two other cases, large swellings took place; one in the arm-
pit, the other in the neck, lasting for some days, and finally break-
ing out in running sores. By questioning closely, we not un-
Jrequently find that childven never enjoy gamir health after vaccina-
tion, however firm it might have been before.”

In another place, the same author says:—

¢ After all the recommendation that this practice has had for the
last fifty years, there are yet those who entertain honest doubts as
to whether it is, after all, on the whole, a benefit to the race. At
any rate, the question, like all others, has two sides, both of which
demand our most honest consideration. It is certainly true that vae-
cination does not merit the encomiums which its more early advo-
cates put upon it; nor is it anything like capable of exterminating
small-pox from the world, as was formerly maintained ; but that it
will, in a large proportion of cases, protect the system 'from variola,
and that in those cases where it fails of this protection, it renders
the disease a mueh milder one, no one will pretend to deny. The
only question is, whether, as a whaole, it is of benefit to manlind.
It is maintained that vaccination, while it affords a good degree of
protection from variola, yet renders the system more liable to other
diseases. It is affirmed also, that other diseases are introduced into
the system at the same time with the cow-pox. Long-continued and
troublesome skin diseases appear to follow it, and, in not a few cases,
the child seems never to enjoy good health after it has been per-
formed. 1 think any one who has any considerable practice among
children in any great city, will be struck with the number of cases
he will find of this kind by questioning parents on the subject. .. . .
Not only does vaccination couse subsequent wunfavourable effects, but
it sometimes endangers life at the time ; and, in some instances, de-
stroys the child. I have myself known most fearful convulsions to
be brought on by i, and that in children apparently of the firmest
health.”

Again bhe says:—

“T have been for years so much a disbeliever in vaccination, that
I would not be willing to have it practised upon a child of my ewn.
I did not, however, know that there was high authority, even
among the profession, for doubting the utility of the practice, till
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the winter of 1850-51. At this time, Professor Bartlett, a very
candid and able man, and lecturer on the theory and practice of
medicine in the University of New York, quoted, in his remarks on
the causes of pulmonary consumption, on the authority of two French
writers, Barthez and Rilliett, the following facts in regard to vacci-
nation. In 208 children that had been vaccinated, 138 died of
tubercular consumption, and 70 of other maladies. In 95 that were
not vaccinated, 30 only died of tubercular consumption, and 65 of
other diseazes, The circumstances connected with the two classes,
the vaccinated and the unvaccinated, were, as nearly as could be, the
same, Professor Bartlett did ‘mot himself, in consideration of these
facts, venture an opinion as to the propriety or non-propriety of vac-
cination, but wonld S]]Tlp'_'f be understood as referring to them as
matters wmth}' of serious consideration.”

The deduction from the facts stated by Drs. Barthez
and Rilliett, according to the rules of common arith-
metic, 1s, that in the 208 children the mortality f:-“ﬂ:-'u
tubercular consumption was increased fourfold by vacci-
nation. Surely this fact, were there no other, should
of itself arrest the anxious attention of every man, and
constrain our legislators to pause and inquire. But
the appeal seems irresistible when supported by the
additional fact, that this seme dire foe of the human
race (consumption) has widely spread since the intro-
duction of vaccination, and within ten years (ending
1853) has slain its 68,204 victims in the metropolis
alone.

On the whole, Dr. Shew seems to regard vaceination
as a game of chance for life or death, with the chances
against the former. This gambling cannot be justified
by any considerations, and it is absolutely diabolical
to compel any one to be an unwilling player at such a
hazard.

Another American medical author, Dr. Trall, also

appears to regard vaccination as a game of chance.
He says:—

“ Physicians are not at all agreed as to the propriety of resorting
to vaccination as a protection from small-pox. . .. There is no
question that it is, to a great extent, a protection from the virulence
and danger of the natural small-pox ; at the same time there is dan-
ger of inoculating the patient with some loathsome, and even worse
disease, as s s or scrofula, from the impossibility of always
getting a supply of matter from healthy constitutions. In either way
there is a risk to incur, and it is a delicate matter for a physician to
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advise on a subject, when both sides are hazardous. I am fully con-
vinced, that, if people could bring up their children in strict phy-
siological habits, the non-vaccinating plan would be altogether the
best ; but in a city, this seems next to impossible, and in the country
it is pretty generally neglected. “Children reared healthily in rela-
tion to food, exercise, and ventilation, have little to fear from any
disease, however contagious ; they may have this (small-pox), but it
will not endanger life, nor produce much deformity nor serious in-
jury. I have seen, within the last year, a most horridly loathsome
case of scrofulous disease, in which the patient Literally rotted alive
at the age of fifteen, from wanhealthy virus, received when he was
but three yvears of age. Purents often find some of their children
tainted with morbid humours, unlike any other member of the
family, and which they are wholly unable to account for, except on
the supposition of foul matter taken into the system by vaccination.
My ewn practice would be to keep children as healthy as possible,
and if the small-pox happen along. let it have its natural course.
Those who have the means to do the same, I would advise to act
accordingly ; those who live, move, eat, and drink after the ordinary
manner, would have a better chance at times by resorting to vac-
cination.”

Dr. Schiefferdecker, also an American author, is
more decided in his opinions. He says:—

 Vaccination was, undoubtedly, an excellent expedient against
the awful and merciless ravages of this disease (small-pox), but it is
now, after Priessnitz's discovery of the use of cold wa'er in euring
disease, not only unnecessary, but even a great wrong, because it is
insufficient as a preventive means, and a cause of many diseases
which would have been avoided if vaccination had not taken place,
as the hidden disease of one individual is often transferred by vac-
cination to the vaccinated one. The truth of this assertion is proved
by daily experience ; thus I have seen a perfectly healthy young girl,
born of healthy parvents, soon after vaccination, vifected with a skin
diseuse, of which the parvents of the chnld, who seemed very kealthy,
and from whom the vaccine matter was taken, secretly suffered, as
afterwards was ascerlained.” :

Demurring only to the inaccurate prefix “cold,” I
cannot withhold my testimony in corroboration of Dr.
Schietferdecker’s assertion of the efficacy of water n
the hands of the late Vinzenz I'riessnitz in the treat-
ment of small-pox. When | was at Graefenberg there
were at one time thirteen small-pox patients, of dif-
ferent ages, from childhood to middle age, under
treatment by the water-cure. Some of the cases were
licht, some confluent and severe. All the patients
recovered, not one of them was marked. Here, then,



BOTANIC RECORD. 17

is a subject deserving the attention of our rulers, if
they be sincerely desirous to disarm small-pox of its
terrors.

Dr. Hering, another American author, i1s a firm
believer in vdrcmdtmn and appeals to the practice
thereof as ‘‘ offering one of the most cnncluswe proofs
of the truth of the homaeopathic law ; ”’ but confesses,
“It 1s a matter of great importance to obtain the virus
from a healthy child; one that is free from scrofulous
taint, and all other hereditary, and especially cutaneous
diseases.”

The Swedish doctor Liedbeck says :—

“1 leave it undecided whether the vaccination of Jenner be at-
tended with more good than evil ; in my own family, I have seen
both, We have known scurf and ulcers, in healthy children, to be
the immediate result of vaccination, as well as eruptions and itch to
be removed [? suppressed, J. G.] by the same."—Biitish Journal of
Homeopathy, No. 30, p. 479.
~ Let us next inquire of a few English medical au-
thors :(—

Dr. Chapman (a homeeopath), in recording a case of
eczema resulting from vaccination, says (British Journal
of Homaopathy, No. 29):—

“It may be here observed that chronic diseases may be often

traced back to the period ot vaccination, in such a way as to show
that the virus was communicated in that way.”

Dr. Newman, an author favourable to vaccination,
frankly admits :—

It is of the utmost consequence that the child from whom the
infections matter is communicated be perfectiy healthy, and have no
inherent taint of constitution ; for experience has taught us that the
most terrible disorders have been communicated to healthy children
from being vaccinated with lymph contaminated with s s, herpes,
scrofula, &c., which injurious comsequences might have been pre-
"F—‘“debl" taking proper precaution that the matter was pure and un-
vitiated.”

The medical Editor of the Botanic Record ob-
serves i—

“ I may say, in fact, that long experience with disease, in its most
horrible forms, has taught me that this vaceine delusion is a most
prolific source of glandular disease, secondary s s, scrofula, &e.,
and that the sooner it is dispensed with the better it will be for
humanity.”
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Two medical gentlemen, members of the House of
Commons, are reported as having borne similar testi-
mony in their places in the House:—

““ He was opposed to it (compulsory vaccination) on constitutional
grounds, as no parents ought to be compelled to have their children
vaccinated.  He dended that vaccination was any preventive of
small-pox, and (affirmed that it) was often the cause of blindness and
serofula.” Speech of Mr, W. Michell (M.D,, M.R.C.8.L,), in the de-
bate in the Commons, July 18, 1854, on the Compulsory Vaccina-
tion Act Amendment Bill.—Medical Circular, July 26, 1854,

“Mr. Brady stated that the (Compulsory Vaccination) Act had
proved to be an admitted failure. At the present time the operator
had not the means of knowing with certainty whether what he used
was the true vaccine lymph ; and many cases had come within his
(the hon. member's) knowledge, vn which children lad imbibed loath-
some, and even mortal diseases, from having been inoculated from
wnhealthy persons”  Discussion in the Commons, May 7, 1855, on
the annual vote of £2000 to the National Vaccine Institution.—
Dazly News, May 8, 1855.

Mr. W. H. Borham, an allopath, who is not only
a zealous but likewise a compulsory vaccinator, pub-
lished in the Lancet of July 29, 1854, a letter addressed
to another compulsory vaccinator—the distinguished
author of the * Compulsory Vaccination Act”—in
which he says:—

“1 think, my lord, that every medical man ought to vaccinate
those children that he has brought into the world, for many obvions
reasons—it would make the object more complete. He ean do so
by your recent amendment; but the slight remuneration of one
shilling will deter many from accepting it, and thus it will rather
tend to the dissemination of other diseases equally or mare frightful
than the small-pox. 'To make this clear to you, I will illustrate it
by cases that have fallen under my own observation, and these are
legion—viz., many children are born apparently healthy, and seem-
ingly remain so for two or three months, when an eruption breaks
ont upon the region of the a—s, precluded from observation by
the apparel, but the face and arms appear quite healthy. The dis-
trict vaccinator is deceived by the appearances of these children ;
they are vaccinated, fine pustules are produced, and this vitiated verus
is transmitled to scores of others, who shortly after suffer from ful-
some eruptions, or the foundation is loid for serofula or tulercwlous
consumption. These children have been born of parents who were
either suffering from primary or secondary s 8 [it is a curious
fact that ‘half the deaths registered from this disease were in children
under one year' (Lancet, March 17, 1855) ; and it is worthy of note
that in many cases the disease was derived solely from the father,

=
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the mother never having been afflicted with it.—J. G.] during utero-
gestation ; and this frightful disease, after the birth of the child,
either lies dormant, or slightly shows itself about the third month,
the time for vaceination, Such diseases are likely to be known by
the medical attendant of the family, and I humbly submit it as a
strong reason for the remunerating fee to be sufficiently large to in-
duce him to vaccinate those he attends, so that such diseases may
have less chance of being propagated.”

Why the ¢ district vaccinator” should be liable to
be deceived any more than * the medical attendant of
the family ™ is not apparent. The fact is, that no sur-
geon or physician can be sure that any given lymph is
unmixed with the seeds of some other disease besides
those of cow-pox. There is no known medical test by
which any human being can be pronounced free from
the taint of some transmitted malady. What practi-
tioner can positively assert that any given child is free
from hereditary disease? Where is concealed the
seed of serofula, consumption, insanity, or other here-
ditary malady, for two or more generations, finally to
break forth? What test is there to detect its pre-
sence! Can any practitioner pretend to the know-
ledge of sucha test? Can the lymph be traced through
some ten or twenty transmissions? Even if it could,
if we adopt the opinion of Mr. E. Wilson, that every
case of skin disease has its source in hereditary taint
from the most horrible of all diseases, what lymph can
be pronounced free ?

The following extract foreibly illustrates the utter
impossibility of deciding who does or does not carry
within him the lurking seeds of some hereditary ma-
lady :—

“The doctrine of lineal consanguinity is sufficiently plain and ob-
vious ; but it is, at the first view, astonishing to consider the number
of lineal ancestors which every man has, within no very great num-
ber of degrees; and so many different bloods is a man said to contain
in his veins as he hath lineal ancestors. Of those he has two in
the first ascending degree, his own parents; he hath four in the
second, the parents of his father and the parvents of his mother; he
hath eight in the third, the parents of his two grandfathers and two
grandmothers ; and by the same rule of progression, he hath an
hundred and twenty-eight in the seventh; a thousand and twenty-

four in the tenth ; and at the twentieth degree, or the distance of
twenty generations, every man hath above a million of ancestors, as
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common arithmetic will demonstrate,”—(Blackstone, Com. b. ii.
chap. 14.)

It is asserted that from children apparently the
most healthy, diseases the most horrible have been
propagated in and by the vaccine virus. A gentleman,
well known in the philanthropic world, informs me
that, with lymph taken from a child supposed to be
perfectly healthy, his grandchild, a healthy child of
healthy parents, was vaccinated ; from this child the
virus was transferred to his cousin, another healthy
child, the offspring also of healthy parents. Subse-
quently both children became afflicted with a loath-
some disease, prior to the outward manifestation of
which some twenty other children were vaccinated
from them.

Dr. Laurie, of Dunstable, who kindly allows me to
mention his name, thus writes to me :—

“ I vaccinated a child with pure lymph (reputed to be) from the
Royal Vaccine Institution. The child, though previously apparently
healthy, has ever since been nearly blind ; opacities of the cornea
developing themselves immediately after the operation. This case,
and several others from other vaccinators, at Ildlesborough, where it
was performed, have militated very much against the practice of
vaccination amongst the poor.”

[t would lengthen this paper too much to give other
similar testimonies.®

Occasionally some unreflecting person may hastily
assert, without assigning any reason, that it Is impos-
sible that two poisons can be deposited together in the
vaccine vesicle. Why impossible? If two distinct
poisons can circulate together in the blood, why 1s it
impossible that they should be deposited together in
the same exudation therefrom? If they preserve their
distinctive properties in the blood, why not in the
lymph ? Should it be said that the one overcomes the
other—that, for example, cow-pox masters scrofula—
the cause of vaccination gains nothing by the argu-
ment, for the result must be the formation of a third
something, which is neither cow-pox nor scrofula, and

* See Appendix E.

a



RASH LEGISLATION. 21

which cannot be innocuous, when transmitted to the
circulation of another human being.

Another reason why vaccination sometimes proves
injurious, and even immediately fatal, is said to be the
use of * decomposed” lymph (Lancet, April 14, 1853).
But is it not possible for even the * purest” lymph to
destroy health and life? It is stated amongst the
arguments against small-pox inoculation, that it is
frequently followed by dire sequela, scrofula, blind-
ness, &c. Now, as cow-pox and small-pox are iden-
tical (according to such high authorities as Drs, Ceely,
Badeock, &e.), or cognate (according to others), why
should not the one be as liable as the other to the
same train of consequences? May not, therefore, the
evil results often atlributed to a mived virus, be due, n
reality, i many instances, to the pernicious operation of
the genuine vaccine lymph itself?

By way of obviating all evil consequences, it has
been proposed to take the vaccine lymph, in every
instance, direct from the cow. But the constitutional
disturbance would be greater; the liability to erysi-
pelas, gangrene, and convulsions the same; and the
risk of scrofula no less—* kine as well as swine being
subject ” to that disease.

It is difficult to believe that the ¢ physical condition”
of a diseased brute “1s even purer than that of a human
being ” in the normal state. Does even a compulsory
vaccinator labour under the delusion that the vaccine
virus can be obtained from the cow when in a state
of health? Does he hold that it is best communicated
to the human being when in a stale of disease? As
to whether there be anything ¢ repulsive” in trans-
ferring corruption from a diseased animal into the
circulation of a healthy human being, that is quite a
matter of taste,

The expectation of a contingent good cannot justify
the risk of importing into a family any of those dread
evils above enumerated, or reliance in the judgment
of any man, much less of one, according to the Lancet,
wholly without instruction, practical or theoretical, on
the subject upon which the law empowers him peremp-
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torily to decide. How, then, can any justification
be pleaded for forcing upon others so dangerous a
gift as vaccination, and, at the same time, outraging, in
the most grievous manner, their best affections, natural
rights, reasonable convictions, and religious scruples ?

When medical authors, regularly educated, make
such admissions as those quoted above, is it to be
wondered at, that thinking men should recoil with
horror from the very idea of vaccination, and consci-
entiously decline to jeopardise the health and lives of
their offspring by the adoption of a deceilful, disgusi-
ing, and unnatural practice—a practice alike debasing
to man and dishonouring to God? Is it not rather to
be wondered at that any man professing Christianity
should not only yield himself captive, mentally and
bodily, to as mischievous a delusion as ever enthralled
the human intellect, but that, failing in argument to
disseminate his opinions, he should seek by force to
propagate his obnoxious practice?

Apart from all considerations of the liberty of the
subject, such authoritative statements should teach
human lawgivers modesty, and make them shrink from
legislating upon such perilously dark and ambiguous
questions. Nay, to compel vaccination in the face of
such statements is to incur the guilt of atrocious
cruelty. Will it be said that they are undeserving of
attention? They are the statements of medical men ;
of men much more likely to be biassed, by their pro-
fessional education, in favour of vaccination than
against it; and that is sufficient to justify the sus-
picions of laymen, especially corroborated, as these
express testimonies are, by the oft-repeated injunction
of medical writers, to be careful to choose lymph from
a healthy subject. But whilst the injunction confesses
the danger, of what use is it as a safeguard?

I‘he arguments advanced in favour of vaccination

y be thus briefly summed up:—

. The majority believe in vaccination.

2 Sometimes, when small-pox appears in a house
or a locality, vaccination checks its further spread
amongst the inhabitants.



























































































































































































































