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Monday, 13th February 1871,

Ordered, Lnar a Selcet Committee be appointed to inquire into the operation of the
Vaccination Act (1867 ), and Lo lReport whether such Act should be amended

Thursday, 16th February 1871,

Commitiee nominated of—

Mr. William Edward Forster, Dr. Liyon Playfair.
Mr. Stephen Cave. Mr. Hule

Mz, Candlish. Mr. Taylor.

E'I-l r. William Henry Swmith. { Sir Dammie Corrigan.
Mr. Muntz, Dr. Brewer. =
Lard Robert Montasu, Mr. Alderman Carter,
Mr. Jacob Bright, | Mr. Hibbert.

Sir Smith Child. !

Orddered, Tiar the Committee have power 1o send for Persons, Papers, and Records,

Ordered, Tuat Five be the Quorum of the Committee,

Tuesday, 21st March 1871.

Orideved, Tuat the Petition of Charfes Rose, praving for alteration, be referred to the
Select Commitiee on the Vaccination Acl, 1847,

Monday, 27th Mareh 1871,

Orelered, Tuar the Petition of the Brackley Board of Guardians, for alteration of the
Law, be referred to the Committes,

Twesday, 23rd May 1871.

Ordereds Taat the Committes have power to report their Observations, with the Minotes
of Evidence taken before them, to The House.

REPORT - - - - - - - - - - - pe i
PROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE - - - - p v
MINUTES OF EVIDENCE - - - - - - - 1
APPENDIX - - - - - - - - - - p. 327

= - . 447

INDERX =\~ C e oania s e Sety B




| D RS I AR

THE SELECT COMMITTEE appointed to inguire into the operation of
the VaccinaTion Act (1867), and to report whether such Act should
be amended ; Have considered the matter referred to them, and
have agreed on the following REPORT :—

Eigur Sittings of your Committee have been occupied in hearing the
evidence of persons who assert that vaccination is useless and injurious, and
who therefore object to its enforcement and encouragement by the law.

After careful consideration of this evidence, and of medical and other evi-
dence given in reply, your Committee agree with the general opinion,-~

That the cow-pox affords, if not an absolute, yet a very great protection
against an attack of small-pox; and an almost absolute protection against
death from that disease.

That if the operation be performed with due regard to the healib of the
person vaccinated, and with proper precautions in obtaining and using the
vaceine lymph, there need be no apprehension that vaccination will mjure
health or communiecate any disease.

That small-pox unchecked by vaeccination is one of the most terrible
and destructive of diseases, as regards the danger of infection, the pro-
portion of deaths among those attacked, and the permanent injury to the
survivors ; and, therefore,

That it is the duty of the State to endeavour to secure the careful vacei-
nation of the whole population.

Your Committee have no doubt that the almost universal opinicn of medical
science and autherity, is in accordance with Dr, Gull when he states, that
“ vaccination is as protective against small-pox as small-pox itself;” with
Dr. West, when he gives as the result of his experience, as Physician to the
Children’s Hospital in Great Ormond-sireet and as having had charge of
between 50,000 and 60,000 children since 1835, that * he does not think that

(4741).

“ yaceination does produce disease ;" and with Sir William Jenner, when he (#929)-

says, © | should think myself wicked, and really guilty of a erime, if I did not
* recommend every parent to have bis child vaceinated early in life,”

Against this evidence in favour of vaecination, the prevalence of the present
small-pox epidemie, especially in the metropolis, has been alleged.

Your Committee, however, believe that, on the one hand, if vaccination had
not been general, this epidemic might have become a pestilence as destructive
as small-pox has often been, where the population has been unproteeted ; and
that, on the o'her hand, if this preventive had been universal the epidemic
could not have approached its present extent.

Vaccination is generally believed to require vepetition about the age of
puberty ; but as it is almost impossible to enforce revaceination, it is most
important that all children should be vaccinated both for their own sakes and
that of the community, to prevent their eatching and spreading discase.

246. a2 There
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1w REFPORT FROM THE SELECT COMMITTEE

There are three classes of children who being, by the conduct of their
parents, left unvaccinated, are themselves in great danger, and may become
centres of infection to others.

(1.) There are the children who are utterly neglected by their parents.

{2.) There is the much larger number of children of parents who, while
not denying their duty or desiring to disregard it, postpone its fulfilment,
and who from ecarelessness or forgetfulness delay to protect their children
until driven to the vaceine station by the panie feap of an epidemie.

(8.) There are the children of those parents, very few in proportion to
the whole population, who assert that vaceination will do harm.

With regard to the first and second of these classes, there can hardly be any
objection to the principle of a compulsory law, though there may be practical
difficulties in its application; but, in dealing with the third class, it becomes
necessary to weigh the claims of the parent to control, as he thinks fit, the
medical treatment of an infant child, as against the duty of the State to
protect the health of the community, and to save the child itself from a dreadful
disease, -

While weizhing these conflicting claims, your Committee have had to con-
sider the effect of the change in the law introduced by the Act of 1867, which,
contrary to the provisions of the previous English or present Irish Acts, makes
the parent liable to repeated convictions and penalties for not allowing his
child to be vaceinated.

There appear to have been several cases of infliction of more than one fine
or imprisonment in regard to the same child ; and your Committee, though
by no means admitting the right of the parent to expose his child or his neigh-
bours to the risk of small-pox, must express great doubt whether the object of
the law is gained by thus continuing a long contest with the convictions of the
parent,

The public opinion of the neizhbourhood may sympathise with a person thus
prosecuted, and may in consequence be excited azainst the law ; and after all,
though the parent be fined or imprisoned, the child may remain unvaccinated.
In such a case the law can only trivmph by the foreible vaecination of the child.

In enactments of this nature when the State, in attempting to fulfil the duty,
finds it necessary to disregard the wish of the parent, it is most important to
seeure the support of public opinion; and, as your Committee cannot recoin-
mend that a policeman should be empowered to take a baby from its mother to
the vaceine station, a measure which could only be justified by an extreme
necessity, they would recommend that whenever in any ease two penalties, or
one full penalty have been imposed upon a parent, the magistrate should not
impose any further pemalty in respect of the same chila.

It has been sugezested that the parent’s declaration of belief that vaceination
is injurious might be pleaded against any penalty, but your Committee believe
that if the law were thus changed it would become a dead letter. Prosecutions
would soon cease, and the children of the many apathetic and neglectiul parents
would be left unvaceinated, as well as the children of the few opponents of
vaccination.

Your Committee are glad to find that wherever the Guardians endeavour to
carry out the law, it is very generally and indeed almost universally enforced ;
but there are soume amendments by which they think the Act referred to them
might be made more efficient. '

By sec. 28, the Guardians of any parish may appoint an officer to promote
vaccination, and to prosecute persong offending against the Act; and it appears
that in the majority of the Unions such officers have been appointed, and that
the law in consequence is more efficiently administered. Your Committee
recommend that this appointment be made oblizatory on the Guardians.

They are also strongly of opinion that the registration of vaceination Ell}ﬂllid
be simplified; that the vaccination officer should keep the vaccination register,

and therefore that the certificates under the Act should be sent to him ; :]nd
80



ON THE VACCINATION AcT (1867.) W

also that the registrar of the district sl:ould forward to him a monthly return of
births and of the infants that have died.

The sugzestion has been made that a considerable proportion of the expenses
of working the Act should be contributed from monies to be voted by Parlia-
ment. Your Committee believe that efficient working would be promoted by
such contribution. Without doubt local ageney must be relied on for adminis-
tration, but central inspection and control are also needed, and would be much
more powerful if a payment towards the expenses could be withdrawn in cases
of maladministration.

Your Committee cannot conclude without expressing their opinion on two
questions beyond the scope of the Act referred to them, though not of the
subject of their inquiry.

A compulsory registration of births such as exists in Scotland and Ireland is
needed, as the non-registered children are those most likely to escape the notice
of the vaecinators.

There also appear to be disadvantages in the present division of sanitary
responsibility between the departments of the Govermment. The Medical
Department of the Privy Council inspects the vaecination of every Union,
and advises the Poor Law Board in regard to the arrangements proposed by
Guardians, which arrangements are then approved or disapproved by the Poor
Law Board.

This division of duties cannot but tend to delay and to non-efficiency, and
though your Committee do not pretend to decide to which of these Tiepart-
ments the duty of administering the law should be entrusted, they do not
think such duty should be shared between two Offices, and they believe that
one and the same Departiment should advise, inspect, approve, and control.

23 May 1871.

- —
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FROCEEDINGS OF THE COMMITTEE.

Thursday, 23rd February 1871,

MEMBERS PREEENT :

Mr, William Edward Forster, Mr. William Henry Smith.
Dr. Brewer. Lord Robert Montagu.
Dir, ijl ]”].'l:-,'l':lir, My, S-Iephan Cave,

Mr. Muntz. M. Jacob Bright.

Eir Emith Child. | Mr. Hole

Mr, Taylor. | Bir Dominic Corrigan.
Mer. Candlizh. Mre. Alderman Canter,

Mr. Hibbert. l

Mr. Forster was calledJto the Chair.

The Committee deliberated, :
[Adjovrned tll Tucsday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Tuesday, 28th February 1871.

Seem e

MEMDBERS FRESESNT

Mr. ForsTEr in the Chair

Mr. Canidlish. ' Dr. Lyvon Plavfair.

Dr. Brewer, Me. William Henry Smith.
Mr. Taylor. Mr. Muntz.

Mr. Hol:. r Sir Dominie Corrigan,

Sir Smith-Child. I Lord Robert Aontagu.
Mr. Hibbert, | Mr. Stephen Cave,

Mr. Jarob Hright. | Mr. Alderman Carter.

The Committee deliberated.

Mr. Candlist, & Member of the Committee, and Mr WFPilfiem J. Cailins, M.D., were

severally examined.
[Adjowrned till Friday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Friday, 3rd Marek 1871.

MEMBERS FPRLUSENT I

Mr, Fomrster in the Chair.

Mr. Candlish. | Dir. Lyon Playfair.,

Mr, Stephen Cave. Bir Smith Child.

Myr. Alderman Carier. Mr. Muntz,

Dr. Brewer. Mr. Jacol Bright,

Mr. Tavlor. Mr. Huli.

Sir Dominie Corrigan. ' Mr William Henry Smith.

My, Hilsbert. |
Mr. William J. Collins, 3.p., was further examined ; Mr. Charles Thomas Praree, M.D.,
was examined.

The Committee deliberated.
[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock.
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Tuesday, 7th March 1871.

MEMBERS PRESENT I

M. Hibbert, Dr. Lyvn Play/lair.

Lord Robert Montagu. Mr. Holt.

DMr. Stepiren Cave. Mr. Muntz,

Mr. Alderman Carter. Mr. Jacob Bright.

Dir. Brewer. My, William Henry Smith,

Mr. Taylor.

In the absence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibberf was called to the Chair.
The Committee deliberated.
Mr. C. T. Pearce, m.p., was lurther examined,

Bir Jervoizse Clarke Jervoize, Bart,, was examined.

[J\:Ijuumﬂd titl Fri[la}' next, at Twelve o'clock.

Friday, 10th March 1871.

——

MEMBERS PFRESENT:

Mr. Hibbert. Mr. Muntz,

Dir. l.}'un Pjn}'rﬂih Liord Robert ﬁ]uula.gu.
M. Alderman Carter. Mr. Holt,

Dr, Brewer. My, Jacob Bright.

M. Taylor. Mr. Stephen Cave.

Sir Smmth Clald. Mr. Wuliam ]_lenr_l,l Smith,

In the absence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Flibbert was called to te Chair,

Mr. Charies Themas Pearce, M.y, was further examined,

[Adjourned till Tuesday nexi, at Twelve o’clock.

Tuesday, 14th March 1871.

HEMDERS PRESENT :

Mr. Hitbert. Mr. Jacols Briglt

Lord Robert Montagu, Mr, William Henr i
T M|r'. H.:Irltl.nm enry Smith.
Dr. liirewer. M. Stephen Cave. ,

Mr. Taylor. i Mr. Alderman Carter,

Dir. Lyon Playfair. Mr. Forster.

Mr. Munte.

In the absence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibbert was called to the Chair; afterwards, Mr.
Forster im the Chair,

Mr. James John Garth Wilkinson, s1.0., and Mr. George Sleiyht Gibbs, were severally
examined.

The Committes deliberated.

[ﬂﬂjﬂut‘llﬁl ill Fi'i.{la_}', at Twelve o'clock,

2416, a4
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Friday, 17th March 1871.

MEMBERS PRESENT &

Mr. Hibbert. Mr. Muntz.

Mr. Siephen Cave. Dr. Lvon Playfuir.

Mr. Candlizh. Lord Robert Montagu.
Mr. Alderman Carter. Mr. Jacolh Hright.

D, Brewer. Mr. Holt.

Mr. Taylor, Mr. William Hﬂlr}' Smith.
Sir Smith Child.

In the abeence of My, Forsier, Mr, FHilbert was ealled to the Chair.
Mr. George Sleight Gibbs was further examined.

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Tuesdeay, 21st March 187 1.

MEMBERS PRESENT ;

Mr. Hibbert, Mr. Candlizh.

Eir Smith Child. Mr. Muntz

Iir. Brewer, Mr. Holt.

Mr., 'I'a:,'lur. Mr. W, H. Smith:
M. Stephen Cave. Mr. Alderman Carter.

Dy, L}'l-n FPlayluir.

In the abzence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hilbert was ealled to the Chair.

Mr. Aaron Emery, Mr. Frederick R. Covington, Mrs. Elizabeth Kemp, andl Mr. Thomas
Buaker, were severally examined.,

[Adjourned till Friday next, at Twelve o’clock.

Friday, 24th March 1871.

MEMIDERS IPRESENT :

Mr. Hilibert, Mr. Halt.

Dir. Brewer. Mr. Muntz.

Myr. Candlizh. Mr. W. H. Smith.
gir Smith Child, Dir. Lyon Playfair.
Mpr. Taylor, Mr, Alderman Carter.
Mr. Stephen Cave, Mr. Forster.

Mr. Jacol Bright.

In the absence of Mr., Forster, Mr. Hibbert was called to the Chair; afterwards, Mr.
Forster in the Chair.

Mr. James William Addison and the Rev. William Hume-Rothery were severally
ﬂ-xa'l]'lil'led..

DMr. daron Emery was forther examined.
The Committer delibernted.
Mr. Jokn Simon, B.R.5., was examined.

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock.
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Tuesday, 28th March 1871.

Mr, Candlish,
Dir. Brewer,
Mr. Taylor.
Mr. Muntz.
Mr, Hibsbert.

MEMDBERS PRESENT I

Mr. ForsteR, in the Chair.

Mr. W. H. Smith.
Me, Jacob E]right.
Mr. Alderman Carter.
rhun Cave,

L.

My Ste
Mr. Ho

Mr. Richard Butler Gibbs was examined.

Mr. John Simon, ¥.1.5., was further examined,

[Adjourned ull Friday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Friday, 315t Mareh 1871.

Sir Smith Chald.

Mr. Alderman Curter,

Mr. Taylor.

Mr. Holt.

Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Candlizh.

MEMBERS PRESENT {

Mr. Forster, in the Chair.

Mr. John Simon, ¥.1 5., was further examined,

[Adjourned till Friday, 215t April, at Twelve o'clock.

Mr. Jacob Bright.
D, Brewer,

Mr. Hibber,

De. Lyon Playlair.
Mr. Muntz.

Mr, W. H. Smith.

Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Candlish,

Mr. Aldlerman Caner.

Sir Smith Child,
Mr. Jacob Bright.
Mr. Holt.

Friday, 21st April 1871,

MEMBERS PRESENT :
Mr. Forsrenr, in the Chair.

i Mr. Taylor,
| Mr, Hibslyere,
|

Mr. John Simown, 0.8, was further examineil,

In the abeence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibbert was called to the Chair.
Mr. Robert Hall fakewell,

amined.

246,

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'ciock.

Mr. Hitilert.
sir Smith Clald.
Dr. Brewer.
Mr. Tavior,

Lo “IH'IJI‘H. Nul!lugu.

Mr. Jacol Hrif_:ht_,,

Tuesday, 25ih April 1871.

MEMBERS I"RESERT:

| M. Candlish.
Mr. Halt.
Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Muniz.
My, W, . Smith.
Mr. Alderman Carter.

Sir Dominie Cornigan,

[Adjourned till Friday next, a1 Twelve o'clock.

b

Dir. Brewer.
Dy, Lyen Playfair,
Mr. Muntz.

s.m., and Me. Danby Palmer Fry, were severally ex-
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Friday, 28th April 1871.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Sir Smith Child. i Dr. Lyon Playfair.
Mr. Candlish. ' Mr. Holt.
Mr. Stephen Cave, D, Brewer.

Mr. Hibbert.
Sir Dominic Corrigan,
Mr. Muntz.

Mr. Taylor.
Mr. Jeeob Bright.
Mr, Alderman Carter,

————

In the absence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibbert was called to the Chair.

Sir Dominic Corrigan, Bart., 3.0, (a Member of the Committee), and Mr. James Furness
Marson, v.1.c.5., were severally examined,

[Adjonrped Lill Tuesday next, st Twelve o’clock.

Tuesday, 2nd May 1871,

MEMDBERS PRESENT .

Dir. Brewer.

Mr. Candlish.

Sir Dominie Corrigan.
Mr. Taylor.

Mr. Hibliert,

Mr. ':-]lelplmn Cave.
Me. Hol

Mre. W, H. Saith,
Mr. Alderman Carter.
=ir Smith Child,

Lord Raobert Tl.imit:lgu. | Mr, Forster.
Mr. Jacob Brizht. | Dr. Lyon Play/fair.

In the absence of Mre, Forsfer, Mr. Hibderi was called to the Charg ﬂflernwds, Mr.
Forster in the Chair.

Mr. J. F. Marson, v.R.c8., Mr. William Job Collins, am.n., and Mr. Aleronder
Waod, .., were severally further exmmined.

Sir William Jenner, Bart., M.D., D.G.L, was exa mined,

[ Adjourned till Friday next, at Twelve o’clock.

f'Htfay, 5th May 1871.

MEMBERS PREBENT :

lir. Brewer. | Mr. Muntz.

Mr. Candlish. Mr. Holt.

Sir Smith Chald. Dr. Lyon Playfair,
Mr. Hibbert. Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Taylor, Mr. Alderman Carter.
Mr. Jacolh Bught. Mr. Forster.

In the sheenece of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibbert was called to the Chair; afierwards, Mr,
Forster in the Char,

Mr. J. F. Marzon, r.r.c 5., was further examined.
Mr. William Full, m.0., FoR.5, and Mr, Charles H‘rnf, M.D., were severaily examined.

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock.
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Lwesday, 9th May 1871.

MEMBERS PRESENT :

= Mr. Forsrenr, in the Chair.
Mr. Hibhert. Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Candlish., - Mr. Jacob Bright,
Dr. Brewer. | Sir Smith Child,
Mr. Taylor. . Mr. W. H. Smith.
Mr, Muntz. ' Dr. Lyon Playfair,
Mr. Alderman Carter. I Lord Rabert lu:rm,agu._

Mr. Holt,

In the absence of Mr. Forster, Mr. Hibberd was called to the Chair.

Mr. Jonathan Hutckinson, Mr. James Neighbowr, and Mr. Edward Cator Seaton, m.p.,
were severaily examined. '

[Adjourned till Friday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Friday, 12th May 1871.

MEMDBERS PRESENT :

Mr, Forsrer, in the Chair.

Lord Robert Montagu. ' Mr. Muntz.

Dr. Brewer. Mr. Halt.

Mr. Taylor. M. Liyon Playfair,
Mr. W. H. Smith, Sir Smith Child.

Mr. Stephen Cave, Mr. Alderman Carter,

Mr. Jacob Bright,
Mr. E. C. Seaton, m.p., was further examined,

Mr. William Brewer, m,p,, a Member of the Committee, was examined.

[Adjourned till Friday next, at Twelve o'clock.

Friday, 19t May 1871.

MEMBERS PRESENT:

Mr. Forster, in the Chair.

Mr. Jacob Bright. Mr. Hibbert.

Mr. Holt. Mr. W. H. Smith.
Mr. Alderman Carter. Sir Smith Child,

Mr. Stephen Cuave. Lord Robert Montagu.
Dr, Brewer. Mr. Taylor.

Dr. Lyon Playfair,
Mr. Candlish.

Mr. Jokn Simon, y.®.s., was further examined.
The Committee deliberated.,

Mr. Muntz.

[Adjourned till Tuesday next, at Twelve o'clock,
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Tuesday, 23rd May 1871,

MEMBERS PRESENT :
Mr. Forsrer, in the Chair.,

Me. Hoft. Lord Robert Montagu.
Me. Jacol Bright. Mr. Stephen Cave,
My. Taylor. Mr. Candlish,

Sir Smith Child, Mr. Muntz.

1. Brewer, Mr. W. H. Smith.
Me. Hibben, Mr. Alderman Carter.

Ir. Lyon |’|;|:|.'F.|.i1'.

DRAFT REPORT, proposed by the Chairman, read a first time, as follows :—

“1. Eight sivtings of vour Committee have been occupied in hearing the evidence of
persons who assert that vaccination 12 nseless and injurious, and whoe therefore object to its
enforcement and encourngement by the law.

“a, Alter careful consideration of this evidenee, and of medical ard other evidence given
in reply. your Committee agree with the general opinion,—

That the cow-pox affords, if not an absolute, yet a very great protection azainst an
attack of small-pox; and an almost absolute protection against death from that
disense,

That f thie operation be performed with due regard to the health of the person
vaccinated, and with proper precautionz in oblainiog and wsing the vaceine lymph,
there meed be nao apprehension that vaccination will illjm'e Iealeh or communicate :|.|1;
disense.

That small-pox unchecked by vaccination iz one of the most terrible and destructive
of all diseases, as regards the danger of infection, the proportion of deaths among
those attacked, and the permianent injury o the survivers; and therefore

That it is the duty of the Government o endearour to secare carelul vaceination.

“ 3. 1t has been suggested that vaceination from the heifer mstead of from the human
subject, should be recommendid ; but it appears to be so uneeriain in its action that its
probable inefficacy against small-pox much more than counterbalunces its possible advan-
taze, s a system lor general adoption.

“d4. As regards the opinion of the medical profession, your Committee have no donbt
that the overpowering aml indecd almost universal opinion of medical seience amd authority,
is in accordance with Dr. Gull when lhie states, that * vaceination 19 as protective against
¢ gmall-pox as small-pox itself; * and with Dr. West, when he gives as the result of his
experience, as Physician to the Children’s Hospital in Great Ormond-street and as having
hai charge of between 50,000 and 60,000 children sinee 1835, that ¢ he does not think that
“ yaccination does produce disease 1 7 and with Sic William Jenner, when he savs, ! I should
“Alunk myseli wicked, and re-.:ll:.' Huih}‘ of o crime, if I dul not pecommmened every parent to
¢ have his child vaccinated early in life ;* when asked whether he “ knew of any practitioner
f of standing who dishelieves in vaceination, or thinks it mischievous,’ u:-pfiec'l “[ donot; I
¢ cannot even conceive of any one doing an.”

%5, Acainst this evidence in favour of vaccination, the |’1rewt]cll1:c of the present small-
pox epidemie, espeeinlly in the metropolis, hag been alleged,

“g. Your Commitiee, however, believe that, on the one hand, if vaccination had not been
general, this epidemic would probably iave become a pestilence razing with destiuctive foree
like the plague of the Muldle Aces: and that, on the other hand, i this preventive had
been applied as mueh as it could nave been applied the epidemic conld not have approached
itz preseat extent.

7. It mugt be remenmibered that vaccination is generally believed to require repetition
after the ame of childhood, in order 1o exert its full prolective power, and as it 15 almost
impossible to enforce revaceinaiion, it is thevefore most important that children should be
vaccinated both for their own sakes and that of the community, to prevent their catching
and spreading discase,

« 8, There are three classes of children who being, by the conduct of their parents, left
unvaceinated, are themselves in great donger, ond are possible centres of infection to
olhers.

(1.) There are children utterly negleeted by their parents.

(2.} There is the much larzer number of children of parents who, while not denying
their duty or desiring to disregand it, posipone its fulfilment, and who from carelessness
or I"ur:_rt*lfuhmw delay to protect their children until driven to the vaceine station hj" the
panic fear of an Epiduluiu_

(3.) There are the e'oldren of these parents, very few 1 Pmpﬂltiﬂn to the whole popu-
lation, who assert that vaccination will do harm. el

o g, With
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“p, Withregard 10 the first and second of these classes, there can hardly be any objection
to the principle of a compulsory law, though there may be practical difficulties in i1e appli-
cation ; but, in dealing with the third class, it becomes necessary to wtlﬁ:l tive: elaims of the

rent to control, as he thinks fit, the medical treatment of an infant child, as against the
duty of the State to protect the health of the community, ard to save the child itself from a
dreadful disease,

“ 10, While weighing these conflicting claims, your Committee have had to consider the
effect of the change in the law introduced by the Act of 1867, which, contrary to the provi-
sions of the previous English or present Irish Acts, makes the parent liable to repeated
convictions and penalties for not allowing his child Lo be vaccinated.

“11. There appear to have been several eases of infliction of more than one fine or impri-
gonment in regard (o the same ehild; and vour lemﬁliw, t.]mugll |}:\r e eEns ﬂrlmitt.iu-__';
the right of the parent to expose his child or his neighbours to the risk of small-pox, must
express great doubt whether the ullject ol the law is gu'uu.'ll !J}" thus Eun!'llluing a |4:|-|.15 contest
with the convictions of the [prarent,

#12. The public vpivion of the neighbourhood may sympathise with a person thus prose-
cuted, and may in consequence be execiled against the law ; and alfter all, t.huugh the parent
be fined or imprisoned, the child may vemsin unvaccinated, In such a case the law can
only trinmph by the forcible vaccination of the ehild.

“13. [n evactments of this nature when the Stale, in attempling to Mulfil the duty, finds
it necessary to disregard 1he wish of the parent, it 15 most importamt to secure the support of
publie opinion ; and, as your Committee cannet recommend that the pelicaman should be
empowered to take the baby from its mother to the vaccine station, a measure which counld
only be justified by an extreme necessity, they would recommend that whenever in any case
the full penalty has been imposed wpon a parvent, the magistiae shoold not impose any
further penalty in respect of the same child.

*14. It has been suggesied that the parent’s declaration of. belief that vaceination s ia-
jurious mizht be pleaded azainst any penalty, bat your Committer believe that il the law
were thus= chanzed it would become a dead letter.  Prosecutions would soon eenze, anid the
children of the many ﬁpulht:t'ic und neglectiul parents wotld belelt unvaceinated, as well as
the children of the lew opponents of vaceination,

“15. Your Committee are glad to fimd that wherever the guardians endeavour to carey
ont the law, it is very generally and indeed almost wniversally enforeed 3 but there are some
amendments by which they think the Act referved to them might be made more eflicient,

"~ 18 i!_\' eeet, 28, the Guardians of any E:nriah may :|]1||ni||l an ollicer (o promote vaeeing-
tion, and o prosecute persons uﬁ':-:nding F:g.ﬂinﬁt the Acty and it appenrs tliat sy blyes “'“jm'i'!l'
of the unions such officers have been n|lp|.u||lcd, and that the law in cOnsequence I8 more
efficiently administered.  Your Committee recommend that this appointment be made abli-
gatory on the Guardinas.

“17. They ave also strongly of opinion that the regisiration of vaccination should be
aimplnfiml: thint the vaceinalion olficer should keb{-.i]- the vaesination n:giqicr* and therefiore
that the certificates under the Act should be sent to him 3 and also that the resistrar of the
district should lorward 10 him a monthly return of births and of the infants that have died.

“18. The sugzestion has been made that a considerable proportion of the expenzes of
working the Act should be coatributed from the Consslidated Fund,  Youwr Committee
believe that efficient working wonld be prowmoted by such contribution. Without doubt
local agency must be ielied on for administration, but central inspection and control are also
needed, and would be moch more powerful ' a payment towards the expenses could be
withdrawn m cases of maladministration,

*“10. Your Commitlee enpnot conclude without t':':prl:’e:sin_r.;1'|1ui|.'upiui::n o fwo qll!'ﬂtioﬂf-
beyond the scope of the Act referied to thew, though not ol the subject of therr inguiry.

“20. A compulsory registration of births such as exisis in Scotland and Treland would
be of advantage, as the non-registered children are precisely those must likely to vaeape the
notice of the vaceinators.

“ 21. There also appear to be disadvantages in the present division of sanitary responsi-
bility between the departments of the Guvernment. 'L ie Medieal Department of the Privy
Cousell imzpeets the vaccination of every union, amd advizges the Poor Law Board in regurd
to the arrangements proposed by Guardians, which arvangements are then approved or dis-
approved by the Poor Law Board,

“22. This division of duties cunnot but tend to deluy and to non-eflicicucy, and though
your Committee do not pretend 1o decitde to which of these Departments tie duty of ad-
mimstering the law should be entrusted, they do nov thiok such duty should be shared
!JEl'l-l'IhEH two offices, and they believe that one and the same Uq.-lm.n;m_-nl. should advise,
mspect, approve, and cuutruﬁv"

241, b3 Draft
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Draft Report proposed by the Chairman, read a second time, paragraph by paragraph.
Paragraph 1, agreed to.

Paragraph 2.—Amendment proposcd, in line 4, to leave out feom the words, © attack of
small-pox,” to the end of the paragraph, in order to insert the following words :—* That,
therefore, it 1s desirable that every facility should be given to enable the people to be care-
fully vaceinated. Your Committee cannot recommend that vaccination should continue to
be made E!Ullll'llllbtl[_}' |::}‘ Act of Parlinn ent, for the I'-n-llm'l.'ing reasons: that the health and
lives of some elildren are, l]mugh it may be in rare cases, nndmuhled]:; sacrificed I;_y it
that syphilis can be, and is, transmitted by vaccination; and that children from whom the
vaccine lymph is taken mway be syphilitic, the doctor at the same time huving no means of
discovering the fact "—( Mr. Hright}—instead thereof—Quesuon put, That the words “ and
an almost,” stand part of the paragra p|l—’1ut, and agmd {o.

Another Amendment proposed, in live 6, after the word “1hat,” to insert the folluwing
words :—* Although it has been given in evidence thiat in a fiw cases discase has been
cornmubnicated lr}l' vaccinalion, yet "—{Mr. L'm-rcf-l'-!'xfl}.—l-.lur:saiml put, That these words be
there inserted.— The Committes divided :

Ayes, 3. | Noes, O,
Mr. Candlish, ' Mr. Stephen Cave.
Mr. Hole. | AMr. W. H. Smith.
Mr. Hibbert. | Mr. Muntz.
| Lord Robert Montagu.,

Mr. Jocob Bright.
Eir Hmith Child.
Dy. Lyon Playfaiv.
Mr. Taylor.

Dr. Brewer.

Another Amendment proposed, in line G, to leave oot the words, © I the operation be
IJE‘I"IITIIII'II. with due regard 1o the health of the person vaccinated, and with proper pre-
cautions in obaiving and using the vacene lymph, there need be no apprebension that
vaceination will injure health or communicate any disease,” in order to insert the following
words :==** That vaccination may be regarded as a perfi ctly safe operation, when reasonable
care is taken in cbtaining and wsing the svaccine lymph, and where the person vaceinnted
is not in a bad state of health, 1t is true that evidenee has been laid before vour Committee
5,I|rm-il1g thant in some very few coses disense has been communicated IJ}' L TH im]tinn, but
the danger = g0 infimitesimal in respeet of [roporticn, that, snbjn:'t 1o ilie conditions men-
tioned above, the Commitiee do not hesitate to express their eonviction of the (practically)
perfeetly sale ehumeter of the operation’=={Mr. Taylor —instesd thereol.—Question put,
Thet the words pn*.}mﬁ:ed tor be lelt out stand past of the |mmgm|:|:.—TI|-: Commities
divided :

Ayes, 9, Noes, 2.
Mr. Hiﬁplu-n Cave, Mr. Candlish.
Mr. W. H. Smith. Mr. Taylor.

AMr. Muntz.

Lord Robert Mm:!.n.gll.
=ir Bouih Clald.

Dir. Lyon Playiair,
Mr. Hault.

Dir. Brewer.

Mr. Hibbert.

Another Amendment proposed, in line 12, o leave out from the woid "'F'l"‘i"i\"?lﬂsl:rw the
end of the paragraph—(Mr. Candlish)—Question, That the words “ and therefore,” stand
part of the paragraph—put, and agreed fo.

Other Amendments wade.—Paragraph, as amended, agreed to.

F.'lmgu :ip]] 3, d'imyrcerf fo.

Paragraph 4, amended, and agreed to.

Paragraph &, agreed to.

Paragrapls 6, 7, amended, and agreed to.

Puamneraplis 0—=12, woreed to.

Parasraph 13.—Amendment made.— Another Amendment proposed, i line &, to leave
out from the words, “ extreme necessity,” to the end of the paragraph, in order to insert
the following words :—* Neither can they regard the action of the present law as likely, by
the enforcement of repeated penalties, to secure the object with which it was enacted.
That object might, in the opinion of your Committee, be more renaunu]:ly effected hjl'_ﬂ-
compulsory recistration of births, followed by the production, to the registrar, of a certi-

ficate of vaccination within three months, the parent being at liberty to produce, in liew

of such certifieate, a declaration made before a magistrate on a stamp, that he, f‘:";
reason
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reasons therein enumerated, desires to avoid the vaccination of his child, whereupon the
child should be registered as unvaccinated, a farther charge being made for such revis-
tration, and un obligution wncurred to report o the registear any attack of small-pox from
which the child may suffer "—{ Mr. FHolt)—instead thereol,—Question put, That the words
“they woald recommend that,” stand part of the paragraph.—The Committee divided :

A}-ﬂ*l &, i NiFE-", 3.
Mr. Stephen Cave. Mr. Cundlish,
i“‘i r. l"‘l'. l.[.. ﬁ“'li'll- | 1.D|'|' R"lill!'l‘t- h]ﬂ,“fa‘r:“.
Mr. Muniz. Mr. Holw i
Sir Bmith Child.
Dr, Lyven Playfuir.
Mr. Tavlor |
Mr. Aldlenman Carter. |
Mr. Hibbert.

Ancther Awendment proposed, m line 5, to ieave out frem the words ¥ recommend
that™ to the end of the paragraph, in onrder to insert the fullowing words:—* A formal
declamation before a megisirate, of beliel on the part of the parert that vaccination is inju-
rious, should be a valid plea sgains IIL!IIi:-IiII:l;_'J'll for non=lulfilment of the summons to
vaccinate ; but in order that such plea ehould not be idiy wrged, the Committee recommend
that such declmuation should require a stamp of the value of ten shillings, and should be
repeuh-:l with ench suecessive chi!{l"-—{h'lr_ Tﬂyfg.r}-nmstr.u] thereof.—CQuestion %mt, That
the word- * whenever m any case ™ stand part of the paragraph.—The Comumittee divided :

Ayes, B, Novs, 4.
Mr. F-lephi:n Cave. Mr. Candlizh.
My, W, H. Smith, My, Jacob Bright,
Mr. Muntz, Mr. Holr.
Liord Robert Mnnlngu, AMr. Tu:{lur.'

Sir Smith Cluld,

Dr. Lyon Play/lair.
Mr. Alderman Carter.
Mr. Hibbert.

Another Amenament proposed, in line 10, after the word “ case,” to insert the word “a "
—{Mr. Muniz)-=Cuection put, That the word “a™ be there inserted.—The Committee
divided :

s"LI'r'd's-:.. B | Noes, 7.

My, Candiish. Mr. Stephen Cave,

Mpr. Muntz, Mr. W. H. Smuth,

M. dacoh Hrighr. Lovd Rabert Montasu,

Mr. Helt, Sir Smith Child.

My, '|‘,|."|.'|:1r. D, L:l.{m Flaxfair,
Mr. Alderman Carer,
M, Hilibert.

Amendments madle.—Anciher Amendment pr-:r]ms-n:-:i. i line G, lo lenve out the word
“not,” and jnsert the words, * have diseretion not t"—(lLord Hobert Montagn)—in-
stead then of.=Que-tion, That the word “not™ stand part of the paragraph—put, and
agrevd fo,

Paragraph, as amended, agreed fo.
Paragraphs 14—17, agreed to.
Puragraph 18, amended, and agreed fo,
Paragraph 19, agreed fo.

Paragzraph 20, amended, and agreed to.
T‘urﬂgmphﬁ 21, 22, agreed fo,

Quesiion, That this Repart, as amended, be the Report of the Committee to The Houge—
put, and agreed fo.

Ordered, To Report, together with the Minutes of Evidence, aud an Appendix,
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LIST OF

Twesday, 28th February 1871

Mr. John Candlish, m.pe. - - -
Mr. William Job Colling, 2.0, -
Friday, 3rd March 1871.

Mr. William Job Colling, ar.D.,
Mr. Charlea Thomas Pearce, M.D.

Tuesday, 7th March 1871.

Mr. Charlea Thomas earee, ».n.
Sir Jervoise Clarke Jervoise, Bart

Friday, 10tk March 1871.

Mr. Charles Thomas Pearce, M.p. -

Tuesday, 14th March 1871.

Mr. James John Garth Wilkinson,
MO - - - ¥ -
Mr. George Sleight Gibls - -

Friday, 17th March 1871.
Mr. George Sleight Gibbs - -

Tuesday, 215t March 1871.

Mr. Aaron Emery - -
Mer. Froederelk L'nn.-ingtm:

Mra. Elizabeth Kemp -
Mr, Thomas Baker - -

| i Ll 1T 1

Friday, 24th March 1871.

Mr, William Joseph Addizon
Rev. W. Hume-Rothery -
Mr. Aaron Emery - =
Me, John Simen, F.R.5. =

-
-
-
-

Tuesday, 28th March 1871.

Mr. Richard Butler Gibhs - -
Mr. Jobhn Simon, Fe.8. - - -

AGE
1
]

20
32

a8

7
05

117

123 |

129
130

135
137
152
153

154
163

WITNESSES.

Friday, 315t March 1871,

PAGE

Mr. John Simon, F.R.5. - - - 171
Friday, 21st April 1871.

Mr. John Simon, F.r.5 - - - 188
Tuesday, 25th April 1871.

Mr. Robert Hall Bakewell, M.p. - 207

Mr. Danby Palmer Fry - - - 219

Friday, 28th April 1871.

Sir Dominic John Corrigan, Bart.,
M.D., M.P. =~ = - - - a9
Mr. James Furness Marson, F.R.C.5. 236

Tuesday, 2nd May 1871.

. Mr. James Furness Marson, F.r.C.5. 244

Mr, William Job Coliins, ap. - - 249
Mr. Alexander Wood, m.p. - = 249
Sir Williame  Jenner, DBart., M.n.,

D.C L., F.R.8. - - = = 239

Friday, 5th May 1871.

Mr. James Furness Marson, r.r.c.5. 265
Me. William Gull, M.p., P.E.S. - 270
Mr. Charlea West, M.p. - - - 280

Puesday, 9th May 1871.

Mr. Jonathan Hutchinson - = 2R3

Mr. James Neiwgrhbour - - - 202

Mr. Edward Cator Seaton, ari. - 295
Friday, 12tk May 1871.

Mr. Edward Cator Seaton, M.D. - J0s

Mr. Willinmn Brewer, M.D., M.P. - 5]25

Friday, 19th May 1871.
Mz, Joln Simon, F.RE.5. - - - 326
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EVIDENCE

Tuesday, 28th February 1871,

MEMBERS IMPRESENT:

r. Brewer.

Mr. Jacolb Bright.
Mr. Candlizh,

Mr, Alderman Carter, |
Me. Stephen Cave,

=ir mmath Clald,

Sir Dominic Corrigan.

My, William BEdward Forster,

Mr, Hibbert,

Mr. Haolt,

Lord Robert Montagu.

Mr. Muntz. .

D, Liyon Playfair.

Mr., William Henry Smith.
AMr. Taylor.

Tae Rient Hoxovranne WILLIAM EDWARD FORSTER, v tne CHAlk.

Mr. Jonx Caxprisi, n Member of the Committee ; Examined.

L. Chairmaw.] You are Member for Sunder-
land ?=T1 .

2, And lost ¥ear yon ]n‘mlgltt wto the Ilonse
a Bill to amend the Vaecination Act of 1867,
did you not ?—Yes ; by limiting its penalties,

3. Do you object to inform the Committee
-upon what grounds you made that application to
the House *—In the first place, 1 am taking no
gide in the controversy as between vaceination
anil non-vaceination ; T wisl it to be understood
that I do not advocate any theory of my own,
and especially nz being a Member of this Com-
mittee, and in & comparatively judicial position, I
wish to take no side in the controversy az he-
tween those in favour of vaceination aml those
opposed o vaecination,  The first thing that
dirceted my attention to the present state of the
law was a decision in the Court of Queen's
Bench on the 15th of January last year, in
which an appeal against the decision of a' provin-
cial bench of magistrates convi: ing a secoml
time was sustained, It at onee oeenrred to me
that the Committee which sat in 1866 to deal
with the elauzes of o Bill then before the House
(and which, I think, ultimately became law in
1867), had not intended that liru- penalty #hould
[T repeated, but that one IIE!]:I'[}' ghonld be a
discharge from any obligation to submit a child
L] ‘-'-‘l_"""l:lmﬁ"ilil- I had that impression, and I re-
tain it, from having been n Member of the Com-
mittee, and a party to the disenzsions on the Bill
of 1866,
4. Has more thanone ease come to vour know-
I“I_gi';_]“ which the penalty has beén i prosed

7.

more than once within the space of a year ¥—
Yes, and having, in consequence of the view I
took as to what the intention of the Committec
was, miven notice to introdoee o Bill limiting the
penalties, I had many eommunications on the
subject.

5. Will yougive the nature of those communi-
eationg, ond one or two of the most striking
eages P—Witl the Commitbee’s permission 1 will
giw a few of them to illustrate the state of feel-
ing pervading the country ; in the minds of indi-
viduals all over the eountry, I have before me
a communication from James A, Toulson, of
Leeds, who writes as follows: “ [ enclose a few
more particnlars of the vaceination pmﬁuuutim:
under which I have suffered so s{wurul_\' during
the Iast 14 monihs, I have now been summongid
up 12 times before the magistrates at Leeds, and
fined on four separate occasions for refusing to
vaccinate my child”  And therve is a long state-
ment of the circumstances, with which [ need
not trouble the Committee.

6. Coull wou give the date of those four
different timez when he was 20 convieted ?
—The first conviction was penaliy and eosts,
28 5. G, on the Sth of ;‘Lprﬁ 18689 3 the second
was on the 20th, in February 1870; the thind
for 105 was on the 3id of May 18705 the fourth
20 s, G o, was on June the 21st 1870; the fincs
were paid, and as 1 am informed, the child on
account of whem the prosecution was taken is
still unvaccinated.

7. Have yon reason to beliove that all those
four penalties were inflicted with regard o one

anil

£

Mr.
J. Coudlish,
.0

—

28 Fehruary
1871,
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and the zame echild¥—I believe =o0; in one ease
the child was sent away out of the jurisdiction of
the magistrate to avorl vaceination ; T mention
that fict as an evidence of the strowg feeling in
the mind of the parent who was at the trouble of
sending his cluld to Sheflield to escape the action
of the law,

B. Are the Commitiee to understand that you
have #o far examined into that ease that you
have no doubt of the subsiantial correciness of
that statement P—Not the slightest: I lave it
from divect communieation with My, Toulson
himself.

4. Will you give ancther ease?—I would men-
tion besides tlic case of James Liawton, news-
agent, of North Whittingtom near to Chester-
field; T have the faetz of hiz coze down to the
present tine; he i now in the eounty gaol of
Derby, and I hiave a cOpy of his conviction ; it
iz, I think, the 10th conviction.

10, Within what time *—Within a period of
12 monthz; the date of thiz convietion iz the 251h
of January of the present vear, in which oceuirs
. matier strange o me as a in:l.;_:islr:m*; there
are Lwo convictlons on the same dayv, one for o
penalty of 20 &, and the other for costs; in one
ense there iz a penalty of 20, eosts and eourt fees
14 17 & 6.3 in the other case there iz fur costs,
distraint, execution, and other ilems, 2/, 7 s, the
one convietion beine four weeks' imprisonment,
the second econviciion one weelk. '}hl’! seeonid
conviction was to take effect after the expiration
of the first imprisonment.

11. Are the costs conneeted with the fivst case
ol ponvielwmn '."—"]"hu_\' are,

12. What reason have you for supposing that
that iz the tenth conviction?>—I1 have the most
conelugive evidence upon that point; I presented
a few days ago a petition Lo I|I|1.-. Houze of Com-
mons from this James Lawton, procecding from
the waol at Derby, in which he sets out the fact
that he has been 13 timez gummoned and 10
times convieted.  On that T wiote to the gover-
nor of the gaol asking i he would sapply me
with the facts in that 'hﬂ:lrﬁ»:'lllﬂ.l‘ Case, :m{ll I have
hiz letter before me, in which the governor scts
out that Lawton was once summoned and the
cage adjourned ; one summons was abandoned ;
one was dhsmissed; there were 10 snmmonses
and seven convietlons in vespect of one ehild,
Sophia, and three summonses and eonvictions for
snother chilil, Frederick, making 13 in all. In
the earlier enses Lowton paid the fines; T have
a record of four payments at least; then it is
atated to me, amd [ have reazon iuh::]ilwg, that
these 1'1-|:n;-;m;|l payments went bevond his means,
Hiz goods were then distrained, and in one
case of dizstraint they teok away a clild’s chair,
a nursing chair, twe common chairz and an
American cloek., The effectz on which disiraint
could be made became exhousted, and he has
sinee leen zent to |:|1'i|:4r11, and lis convietion is
pow hefore the Committee, I wonld mention in
reference to this man, Lawron, that he is a man
of gowd repute in his neighbourhood ; he is 52
years of age, he has been for 33 years a member
of a Cheistian church, and I beliese very nearly
as many vears a teetotaller : that is the informa-
tion that L have respecting him, on which 1
theroughly relv, because 1 have it from other
sourees than hunsell’ ; I believe it would be
almost impossible to adiduce a stronger case of
the power of n man’s conscientious conviction
than iz adduced in the penalties which he has

id, and in the sufferings which he has endured.
n the three or four communications which I have
had from Lawton, I recognize the letters of an
intelligent and fairly educated man.

13. How many eazes have you had brought
Lefore you altogether of repeated penalty ¥—A
very large number: but I could not tell.how
many. 1 should think more than 50. It is,
perhaps, not a fit eugzestion for me to make
from this chair, but 1 was going to sugoest that
you, Siry as Chairman of this Committee, should
move the House of Comumons for a return of
the actual number of convictions and jrenalties,
Mr. C. F. Lane, of Grantham, writes as follows:
“ Will you kindly allow me to state my case.
Having lost one child, a fine little fellow, as [
amn persuaded, through vaccination, I felt com-
pelled, in the ease of my present child, to resist the
l.'l.l]lllﬂllﬁd}l'i}' vaceination, In January last T was
summaoned before the magizirates, convieted and
fined in the full penalty and ecosts, which I wil-
lingly and cheerfully paid, rather than run the
risk of having my child’s blowd poisoned. Yes-
terday week I was again summoned, and again
fined in the full penalty,  Unless, Sir, your Bill
is allowed to pass, what am T todo? I am a
young man just commencing buziness, and cannot
afford to pay 34 eyery two or three months, 1
must cither stifle my parental eonvictions and
have my child poisoned, or be ruined by con-
tinving to refuse. They have threatened me
again.”  Another case, that of Charles Wash-
ington Nye, of Chatham, presents some special
features, as stated in the “Co-operator,” o weekly
publication, issued by Henry Pitman, at Man-
chester,

14. 1 suppose we are o understand, that ex-
cept where you are making a quotation, you
make yourself’ responsible for the correctness of
what you state *—1I may say that Ilenry Pitman,
of Manchester, is pcrsmmﬂ_&' known to me. He
hing been known in the Iitcrar:.r world, ton, for
E0MIE ¥ Cars as the editor of this paper, and I am
perfectly sure that anything which he puts for-
ward here, under the signature of any person
whatever, 13 the bond fide production of that
person. This is a weekly publication, and a large
portion of the facts which I am going to men-
tion, I quote from this as being more convenient
than the seattered documents,  Mr. Nye writes
as follows : % In December last I was sent to the
Caulmrimr{ gnol for 14 days, for not having ene
of my children vaecinated. T had to assist the
eriminal prisoners in the prizson work. At the end
of my sentence I was turned adrift to go to Chat-
bam, 28 miles, in the best way L could without a
farthing in my pocket; since then I have been
favoured with three summonses and a magistrate's
order to have the child vaccinated. I treated the
Vaceination Act with the utmost contempt, and
I have wood couse to do en, In 1866 I had two
of my Jlilf[r{'.ll vactinated and they never had a
month's health after it ; they are in their graves
now.”

15. I understandl that that extract which you
have read from that work you helieve to be a
correet one?—I have not the slightest doubt
of it

16, ITow have those eases come to your know-
ledge ?—Theease which Lam now mentioning to the
Committee came to me by a communieation about
the middle of last year from the person himself,
which I have not with me, but I reeognise the
facis as stated in this book which I have before

e
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me to be coreeet,  © The Medway Guerdian: are
at a loss to know what to do with such a atllﬂl}'
opponent of compulsory blood-poisoning.  This
case was recently under diseussion at the board,
when the advice of the Chairman was, * LK‘-"P ik
drop.” Mr. Neweomb asked whether Mr. Nye
had had his ehildeen vaceinated since the proseen-
tion? The Cherk gaid he hald not, and he thoughi
it ought to ecome before the beard again, The
Chairman: Pray don’t mention the case; il |yﬂu
do we must take it up again.  Me Hareey: Then
vou are going to let him beat the hoard., The
Chairman asked them not to bring it forward
again; let them try and forget it.  Mr. [larvey
gaid he Jid not want to introduce it again, The
Chairman @ Let it drop  This scems to me to
show the difficulty of adwministering the present
law,

17. This is a newspaper veport, is it not?—
That i= a newspaper report of the “ Chatham
Kews.” ‘The next fact in connection with the
game man is on the antl u:rrily of the [.!ﬂ-'.'!'p:!mtﬂl'."
Tt did not dvop ; he was summoned again, and for
the fifth or sixth time he has been convieted, and
I know from other soureez that four times he has
been in prigon, and ilurin:_{ his 'ilni:!l'irilrtlnl!l!rtll- s
wile and hisg other children bave had to zo to the
workhouse, :

18. Have you taken any steps to verify that
statement, or do you merely take it as heing
a statement in o newspaper that is interested in
the subject *—With regard to the Gict that he has
been fowr times in prison; I have a manuseript
eommunieation from some one, bt (rom whom 1
o not at this moment recollect,

19, I understosd you fo state that into two or
three of these eases you have personally examined,
and you ave generally convinced that at least
50 simalar enses have been bronglit before you ¥—
At least that mumber; I ennmot mention eases
with which I have come personally in contact, but
I have several cases, of the truth of which I have
not ihe slightest possible doubt, with epecialtics
in them. The Rev, H. J. Allen woz o Primitive
Methodist miniater, and a mon of =ome standing
and edueation, whose case eame before the Queen's
Bench, but | have not had any personal contact
with the ease, On the authority which we all
admit, namely, the reports of the dailv papers, 1
know that that case came before the Court of
Queen's Bench,

20, Was that a ease of repeated convictions?
—Yes; that was the very point raised in the
case,

21, Iow many eonvietions were there 3—ITis
was a second convietion certainly ; it raised the
legal question, whether a man eould be twice
convicied, and it was determined by the judges
that he eould.

22, [Have you 'Emmuu:ﬂ]:r seen this man P=—1
have not, but he sets it out in a letter which iz
now before me, printed in this book, under his
own hand : %1 bad to appear before the bench at
St. Neots several times ; | refused to pay, and was
committaid to prison for 14 1]::_:.-5 *(this iz 2 minister
of the Gospel), * but having paid the fine (543, 1
waa liberated 3 and there are zeveral eases of the
same person having been convieted for the neglect
ta vaccinate two or three childven. @ In less
than a month I had notice again, but refused to
comply. The case was tried again on May 15th,
and in spite of D, Colling's certificats t!m} fimed
me again in the penalty of 14 each child, includ-
ing costs.  When an appeal was made to the

0,37,
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Queen’s Bench by my solicitor, Mr. Stimson,
againet the decision of the magistrates, their
decision was confirmed, My solicitor's ll is
A1 10 104, and with other EXENEES n!tugcﬂler
would amount to nearly S0 Nevertheless, after
all this perseention, expense, and unsought-for

llot,uriul]‘f_. I will defend my children from being
poisoned, and will resist unto death this abomi-

pable and wicked law.” That illustrates the
petion of the law, and the feeling entertained
respecting it

23. That is a letter which you lhave every
reason to believe was written by him, having
scen it in a publication *—1 have not the slightest
doubt of its perfeet acenracy and anthenticity.
With the permission of the Committee 1 will
wention a case, which I have direct from the
partics concerned, to show to what Porsnng sum=
moned before the magistrates are sometimes sub-
jected by the mogistrates: J. Bowman was sum-
moneid before the magistrates at Newcastle for
neglecting to vaccinate; he pleaded his consci-
entious convietions, and the remark of one of the
magistrates on that plea was, that “ he once knew
a oman who had conscleniions ﬂ.‘!‘ll]l-lt’!ﬂ ngninst
wurl:iu:; g dongr as e could live by stealing, and
he did not think that sueh n conscienee should
be respected.” That was the magisterial reply
given to a man of character and intellizence,

24, Who states that that reply was given P—-
I know it from the fdends of tim mian to whoem
the reply was given.

25. That is te say, that the friends of the man
have told veu that that veply was given *—Yes;
and it i3 reported before me here on the autho-
rity of the * Neweastle Chronicle.”

26. Are the Committee to understand that it
iz upon the authority of the friends, or upon the
authority of the report in the ™ Neweastle
Chronicle,” that vou make the statement P—
Loth, g

Martha Sexton, of Poplar, last year sent
throwgh me o petition to ihe Houze of Com-
mong.  She, in the absenee of her husband, was
smmmoned for neglecting to have her child vae-
cinated, and was convieted and was sent for seven
days to prison,

may say also, in general terme, that I know
several enses where the partics have removed
again and again to get beyoml the jurisdiction
of the magistrates. One man writes to say,
that he makes it a system quictly to change
hiz habitation, now and then, when he ia
threatened, in order to get rid of the obliation.
Another ease was ﬂl]i’!-l":\l-ﬂ”ff bronght nnder my
notice, of a man who actually emigrated to avoud
the penalties imposed by thiz Act.

27. You fully believe that such was the case ¥
—I perfectly believe it.  In one case the father
of seven children is sent to prison, and of course
a wrreat deal of social suffering necessarily resulta
Mot easez of that kind. In the © Manchester
Examiner and Times™ of June the 20th, a cnse
is reported in which a mazistrate zhowed unwil-
lingness to conviet, amd added, <1 H-'Ill1mll|'li-“l3
with Mr. Bowman, amd I do think it 2 great
hardship, but a2 a magisirate we must carey out
the law.” It iz known to me, as I suppose it is
known to EVery Honowrable Member of the
Committee, that people of all classes are to be
found seattered all over the eountry who are op-
posed to vaecination, and of course opposed to the
luw which enforces it. [ know of magistrates,
clergymen, and D]..-a.cuting ministers { the Rev.
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Mr. Moleaworth is known, I dare say, to the
Right lonourable Chaivman), officers in Her
Majesty's service, of high rank, members of town
councils in various parts of the country, trades-
men of every order, and vast numbers among the
population at large, and all elasses of working
men and labourers who have expressed their ob-
jection to this law,

28, Do you congider that that iz anywhere the
view of a large portion of the population?—[
cannot speak with definitenczs as to that.

29, o you know of any districts in which the
|'|1'i!'\':1.|1,'l.1 feeling 13 agaimet vaccination f— Not
within my knowledee, T am bound to say that
it iz not 5o in the neighbourhosd where I live;
the prevalent feeling being there in favour of
vaceination.  The reason which weighed with me
in asking the House of Commonz to ameliorate
the penalties was in the facts which T have given,
and m the suffering which must neceszarily come
out of the fets.  Either vaccination is complete
protection, or partial protection, or no protection
at all.  If it is no protection at all, of course the
Inw shionld not only e ameliorated, bat abolished.
Upon that point I give no opinion.  But if it is
partial protection only, clearly the penalties by
which it is enlorced should be g:!nilu; and af it 15
a complete protection then it also seems to me to
follow that the penalties should be gentle, inas-
much ns none of the vaceinated are cxposed to
risk ; nobody is exposed but the unvaccinated. In
puint of fact, the law, as it now stands, as the Com-
mittea will see, really comes to this: theve is, in
substance, perpetual imprisonment for conscience
sike; for, that theve is v conscience at work n
resistanee to this law, in the case of 2 large num-
ber of intt:]lig:mt persms, and that there iz a
considerable amount of intellizent opinion against
it is absolutely certain.

30. Is it your opinion that the objection of the
parcntz to the vaccination of the children in
many cases arises from the feeling that it is their
duty as parents to preserve them from what they
think a calamity *—Yes, that feeling is clearly
ame] wenerally manifested. L

3l. You are not yoursell opposed 1o vaccinn-
tiom ; would you congent to it in the caze of your
own child .*-—i lave done it to my ewn chilil, anid
I have been a party to doing it to a grandchild.
My beliels have been in favour of vaceination,
but I cannot pretend to say that 1 have entered
into a study of the question, My beliel at this
moment is that it is a good thing, but [ would not
like to eome 1o a forexone conclusion in the fuce
of the work before this Committee, where 1 shall
have to glvu:: an upiniull upn the evidence before
them.

32, But according to your present views, and
vour past practiee, you would encourage vaceina-
tion for the childeen whe were under vour care ¥
—Yes,

33, I thank T uwnderstaml you to state that ¥ou
hive not made up your mind as to whether there
ghoulil, or should not, be a law for compelling
vaceination under certain circumstances ¥—As
have stated, I have been until this moment in
favour of the law with a limited penalty, or such
a penalty as would operate in bringing the chil-
dren of the negligent and thmughtﬁr.u:l within ils
operation, but not such a penalty as wounld he an
oppression to those who alijeet.

34. Does, or does not, your knowledge of the
state of sociely in your own ur:ighhm:rgrml lead
you to al.llppmt that there are many parents whe
would allow their children to be vaccinated, or

would hrillg their children to be vaccinated in
consedquence of the existence of some kind of
compulsory law, who from apathy or earelessness
wmﬁ:l not do so if there was no such law ¥ —Yes,
I think there would be a per-centage of that elnss
to be found in every sveat population,

35, Mr. fiblert. | You have referred 1o a caze
which has been decided in the Court of Quecn's
Beneh ; have you the judgment in that case he-
fore you ¥—In a condensed report only from * The
Times.”

36. Can you slate it Elmrtly —* The Lord
Chief Justice sxid that the Solicitor General had
satisfied him that it was competent to the regis-
trar to repeat his netice, and, thevefore competent
to the magistrates to repeat theie order, and to
muake orders fofies guoties until they were obeyed.
He declined to  dizeusz whether vaccination
was mood or bad ; the Legislature had ireated it
as a matter of great importance, and had passed
Apets to insure attention toit; that being so, ha
could not doubt that the intention of the Legisla-
ture was not merely to impose o pesnlty upon a
person, ones and fo all, for having omitted to do
that which the public health and salfety required,
but fo enforce obedience to the reguisitions of
the law ; therefore, be thought the ovder might
be renewed, and the penalties might be repeated
until the order was obeyed.” Justices Mellor
and Flannen concurred.

57. 1 think that you were a Member of the
Committee which sat upon the present Vaecina-
tion Act, were yon not *—I had the honour to
sit with yourselt on that Committee.

38. Perhaps your memory will gerve you that
one of the objects of the Act was to enforce the
penaltiez more than onee P—IFrom my remem-
beanee of the proceedings of the Committee, as
I have alveady saul, the object was only to
seeure the vaceination of childiren where the ob-
jccriun in the mind of the parent was not =20
strong that it could not be removed l:}‘ the ape-
ration of the penalty, and that one conviction
ghould alizolve him from the results of dizobe-
dienee of the law, by affixing its penalty rather
than by compelling him to conform to its pre-
gcription.

3%, Was it not the case that the previous Aet
which was repealed, impnﬁnd only one penalty
for the vaceination not having taken place?—
I do not remember; but T very well remember
the dizenzsion in Committes, and the reazons
which were given, and which ]'n'ei'ﬂiléf] with the
Committee, in favour of limiting the penalty.

40. With reference to the Leeds case, the ease
of Toulson, you stated that he was fined om
zeveral oceasions, and that the child still remaing
unvaccinated; do you know whether in that case
the magistrates ordered the child to be brought
Lefore the court #—1 have a very elaborate re-
wrt of that, but 1 do not remember that fact; 1
lew that that question had been raised, and 1
believe there is no power to have the child before
the conrt, and that in the abzence of the child,
there ean be no convietion. .

41. Do you speak from newspaper reports in
respeet to that #—Yes, and from my general im-
pression.

42, With respect to Lawton's case you stated
that lie waz now in gaol on his tenth conviction ;
does it not, aceording to the governor's letter,
appear that he is there after a third conviction
with reference to the child, Frederick ¥—Yes,
geven convictions having been for another

child.
43, Biill
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43, Stll not for that ;urticulnr ease ¥ — No,
geven for one child and thres for the other.

44. I understood vou to say that you thought
from rveading those convictions that he was sufter-
ing or would suffer two terms of imprisonment
for the same offence 1—So it seemed 1o me from
the documents.

45 Is it not the case that on the 31st of De-
cember 1870 he was summoned before the mag-
isteates for not |||:|.1."|:|Ig hiz ehild vaccinated T—
Ve )

46, Dwes it appear that the magistrates ordered
hiz clild to be vaccinated on or before the 14th
of January F—Yes,

47. At that time was he not ordered to pay
the eostz of the summons *—7Yes, amounting to
21 7s

48, Does it not also appear that not having
paid the costs on the day on which he waz ordered
ta pay them, he was then summoned again before
the magisirates to give the rensons why he liad
g lmi-: the costs '—Y ee. 1

49, At that time the magistrates issued a
warrant to levy the costs by distress and there
were no effcets, and, therefore, he was imprisoned
for the term of one month ; that was g0, was it
pobP—Yes

50. So that on the first econviction the fivst
term of imprisonment was really for the non-pay-
ment of the costs ?—Seemingly that was s0,

51. In the second case the magisteates having
ordered him to have his ehild vaeeinated on or
Lefore the 14th of January, he was then sum-
moned before the magisteates for not. having his
child vaceinated before that {hl}' ¥—Yes,

5%, And he was then ovdered to pay a fine of
14 for not having his child vaccinated P—Yes,
and costs; 14 17 5 6 o altogether,

53. And not paying that amount, he was then
imprisoned for a further term of seven days, was
e not?—Yes

Sk Bo that the first convietion was really for
non payment of costs in reference to the first
gimymons, and the seeond convichion was for non=
payment of the fine in the cecond summons —1
thanlk |||u|h;1h]3.' g0y but the point that T wanted
1o make out was, that there wera two convieiions
on the same day: the convietion iz on the 28th
of danuary 1871 in the one eaze, and it izon the
28th of Janoary 1871 in the other case.

43, You will find that on the 315t of Decem-
Ler he was ordered to pay a certain amount of
costs 3 nol having En‘liil those costz, he was then
summmoned to give his reasons why he had not
paid them, and then a distress is levied upon s
goods ; there are no eftectz, and then he iz im-

risoned ¥ — Yes; and that imprisonment is
ordered at the very same time that he is ordeced
imprisonment for the non-payment of the fine,
:||:11:11‘_'|_1r, the 281l of -]:ll.‘il.lilr}".

56. The two eonvietions are separate, amd have
reference 1o two separate matters, though on the
same day '—Yes, but my ohject was to show the
epirit ol severity as it appeared to me wnder
which the law was administered ; o man being
semt to prison twice on the same day, one im-
prisonment to take effect after the other.

57. You say that vou have known persons who
have removed themselves out of the jurisdiction
of the magisirates to other places, 20 02 to eseape
Leing further brought before the magisirates; is
it not the fact that wherever they are, =0 long as
the child is unvaceinated, they will be open 1o
]rmr:;;tlingu being taken against them ?—Quite

{.II‘ ¥

so, but in a new district they must he fresh piros
ceedings; they go into a fresh district where
they are unknown, and the condition of their
child iz unknown. A ehild being sent away, as
is one of the eages recorded here (T think that
of Towlzon), and being out of the distriet and
in other hands, the parent, :Ll_'l;.'urlling to the
deeision of Mr, Broee, the Leeds lurl;:iﬁlr.'l.lt'_. wns
not amenable to the law in Leods for neglect-
ing to have the ehild vaceinated, the child not
being within his jurisdiction; but T think the de-
cisions upon that point have been conflieting ;
gome magistrates I believe, have convieted, not-
wilhﬁt:mﬁin,ﬂ_{ the removal of the child.

58 You say that you wish the penalties to be
gentle ; will you state whether it is the amount
of the penalty which youn think shonld be less,
or that there should be only ene penaliy inflicted ?
_WI}' view wns that the one |1m‘|n1l::,' of, sav, not
more than 20 s should be the lwnﬂ,ll}' of thisohe-
dience to the law in respect of one 'pm'ﬁtrlﬂ:ir
clild.

49, You mean that after having paid the
i:uru:tlr_\' once a person may be disobedient to the

aw for ever —Yes, a5 regards that particular
child, rather than the other alternative of having
him impriconed for ever, which the present law
practically necomplishes,—especially as I think
the payment of the penalty is evidence of his eon-
geientions convietion, which should be respected
in 2ueh a case the relation between parent and
ehill Leing one of o most gaered and delieate
character.

8. Do you think it would be possible 1o carry
out a aystem of compulsory vaceimation with one
penalty such as you suggest *—It would be con-

mleory in every ease urwﬁ: I think it ought to
!m eompulzory, ramely, in the ease of the willing ;
it is not now eompulsory in the case of persons
who now object, as you will see, for a repetition
of the penalty and repeated inearceration are now
in the place of obedicnce to the law in one re-
gpect.  lta penalties ave affixed without aecom-
It M'Ihlg the objectz of the Inw, and the child
remning unvaccinated still; therefore it i not
compulsory in the sensze of securing the object
which the law had in view.

61. Dlo you think that in that respeet the law
requires to be made more stringent 2—1 think
that it is too stringent. I do not think that it
18 possible in this country to take a child {rom
its parents by violenee and have it vacoinated.

I know of no other compulsion than taking the
child by force.
62. And wou think that that would be an

ohjectionalle proceeding —1 think that no
House of Commons would dare to sanetion such
legislation.

63. Dr. Lyon Playfair]] T think that you
have some doubts as to whether the English Act
intended to enaet a repetition of the fining
power>—Yes: wmy i:ntpn.':?u'lun wns that it hadl
not; but the judges otherwise interpreted it.

64. Are vou aware that there ean be no such
question without regard to the Seotch Aet ?—1I
am mot aware of that.

5. In the 18th clause of the Scotch Act,
after giving power to vaccinate children who
have not been vaccinated, the terme are, @ 11 the
parent or person having the care of any such
child shall refuse to allow sueh operation to be
werlformed, he shall for every such offence D
inble toa penalty not excecding 205, Are you
aware that the Vaceination Act has been carrvied
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out more extensively in proportion to the popo-
Iation in Scotland than m England ?—1 beligve
811,

i, Ido vou think that it would be wise if' the
Riglit honeurable Chairman adopted your sug-
eestion of moving for a return of the convietions
which have taken place for double penalties in
this country, to get such a return for Seotland ¥
— Unquestionably ; the more facts we have the
beiter,

67. Would it not give us some evidence as to
whetler where the Aet had been more stringently
earried out, there mivht not be eircumstances in
the two countriez which eanzed = very diflerent
]mIn]ir n||i;|1'Lc1|| =1 EUPIpOEe We e either more
or less enlightened than the Scoteh, and thus we
may have a different public opinion vpon the
gnbject.

i, Such a return misght be expensive ; but
would it not be dezivable to extend it to Treland #
—1 should think =0, for the same reason: the
more information and the more knowledge we
have the better

69. With vegard to vour selieme for mitigating
the Aet, vou think that the pavment of n fine of
205 would be a proof el obedience to the law,
amd that then the man should be relieved for
eonzcience sake ¥—I think it wonld be proof of
hiz conscientions olijection to do the thing which
the law required, and it would be obeying the
law, not by following itz vequirements, buot h:,r
hearine 1ta '|i‘1|.ﬁ|T"I.'.

i Tull‘ll it not e o differential :-hmpulﬁion
of enormouz extent with regard to rich and poor,
ginee, in the caze of those members of town coun-
cils and high officer=2 of the army whom yvou have
mentioned, it wonld be uﬁlh'u:lg_ Lo puay b2, bor
conscienee sake, wlhile it wonld he o ]mm“\' burthen
upon the poor man *—No doubt, but that is troe
in all cazes where the law is enforeed by money
penalties,

1. Waould it not be the gale of an i:llltﬂ;cmr{:
at 2 very trifling cost to the rich, amd the zale of
an indulgence at an enormous cost to the poor 7
—Relatively to their means of paying, it would
be s, as in the case of all money penalties,

72, Sir Stk Cholel] T nndevstand that you
consider that the Aet should only operate as a
prossuve to indluee careless and indifferent peulﬂe
to comply with its preseriptions *—That is my
opinion.

78. Mr. Muntz] With regard to the letter
which you read. were the parlies personally
known toyou!—XNot personally known to me, in
the sense of having personal interviews with
them.

74. Have vou spoken to them —No,

=5. Then all yvou know is, that s eertain letter
has been received signed by a eertain nome ?—
No, I have a good deal of eollateral evidence of
ZENUINENesE,

76. As to the facts, you merely know that
certmn letters have been recerved in certain names,
but you haveno personal knowledge of the parties?
—No; inthe same way as an Honourable Member
receiving a petition wddveszed to the House of
Commeons from o person whom he does not know
personally acts on hizs belief of ils genuineness,
and presentz it to the Touge of Commons.

77. Mr. Jocoh Bright.] You say that yon know
a great many persons who are vesisting the law,
and Sulllllil'i‘t:llip{' themselves o fines and IMPTLEOTE-
ment F—Yoz, I know that to be the faet,

78. Are you aware whether those persons who

have been putting themselves in that position are
the unlettered and most ignorant portion of the
community, or are they tolerably instructed —
I believe rather the comtrary. The very fact that
they rely on eomscientions ohjectionsz is evidence
of a previous mental and moral process leading
them to that conclusion,

T Are vou aware that in the dizenssions
which we have heard upon this question, and in
newsapaper writing senerally, it seems to be taken
for granted that the opponents of compulsory
\‘E_m:ilmliml are those who are very ignorant, and
who are not 1o be respected ; does it not appear
tov vou that that iz the position which is renerall
taken up '—To some extent, T think, it i=; but
think that it is hardly fair to say that that is
even generally true, because it is very well known
that very intelligent people, and peaple of good
social position, have an opposite view.

80. As you seem to have heen brought a good
deal in contact with those opposed to compulsory
vaccination, do vou think llln.at they are, in an
average degree, intelligent and informed ?—For
the reason which 1 have given, I should think
that they are above the average, innsmuch as the
conclusions to which they come pre-suppose the
capacity for, and the fact of a previows mental
Procesg,

81. Mr. Taylor.] You say that at least 50
cases of yepeated convietions have been brought
umler your personal knowledze 7—That is my
o]inion.

82, Are they specially from particular parts of
the country, or from all parts of the United
Kingdom ?— From all parts of England.

8. Not Scotland or Ireland ?—No.

84, Yom spoke, did you net, of some cases
within your own knowledee of persons who have
gone inte other localities to avoid the aetion of
the magistrates who had threatened them with
|]I'.‘IIELI‘til.'ti *—Not {rom ]uar.l:.mm] contact with the
parties, but {from communications and personal
mterviews with individuals knowing the facts,

Bi. Is it wour beliel that magistrates in
different partz of the country act practically very
differently in referenee to pursuing those who
will not have ther chalidren vaccinated *—Yes.
In some enses the reports of the procedings before
magistrates show a strong fﬁn]iilg on the part of
the magistrates in favour of the Aet by the high-
ext maximum penaltiez being impozed upon people
least able to pay ; and in other cases you will
obeerve that there will be a 1 s penalty apon a
per=on 3 for instanee, a solicitor in the Isle of
Wight. n man of zool standing, was fined only
one shilling.

8G. ! think vou mentioned also, that in one
case at least, there was n su__gf_';esliml on the part
of the Clairman of the Guardians that the case
ghould be let drop *—Yea.

£7. So far as you know that change of locality
would, in some cazes, be effective in diminishing
the ehance, from the fact of magisteates not being
en keen in pursuing the conviclion in some
localities as in othera®—Yes. T should think
that the motive influencinge the removal wonld
I tlimt d3me st uln]ue Ei-mi'nm & new process
could be ripened.

88, T understand yen to be distinetly against
compulzory vaccination altogether P—Yes.

&8, But that you would desire that some
penalty should be paid by those refusing to vae-
cinate, ns evidence that they were not actuated

LY E
by mere apathy — Guarding myszelf by what n'nﬂ
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be the results of this inquiry, that would be my
view.

90, Tn view of the enormous discrepancy be-
tween the rich and the poor, in the case of a fine
would you be disposed in such cases to impose
something more t.llmu a fine, namely, a temporary
term of imprisonment for all as a means of
equalizing the evidenee of the low ?—[ think not,
It would in my mind imply far too much crimi.
nality on the part of the offender to commit him
10 |}I'i;"-'1'll'l direct without the nlﬂ.‘iﬂ-n ol a fime, nnad
a eriminality which I could not recognise,

a1, Allerman (,hr{rr,] I SUp[Ee You knaw
that it is the boacd of guardians that usually
takes action, and not the magistrates *—1Yes
that 13 =0,

92, So that it depends upon the following of
the guardians' order, rather than of the magis-
trates” order; it wonld depend more upon the
guardians of the diztrict to which the man had
removed tian upon the magistrates of the distriet,
would it not P—Yes, for initiating proccedings,

83. Mr. Cave.| In those cases which you men-
tioned a2 having come under your swn know-
ledge, of people feeling convineed that their
children Tiad I!u-r.-n injurad by vaceination, aml
had died from it, do you know whether they said
that from their own idea, or from the testimony
of a medical man ? —No doult whatever it is tie
perzonal beliel of the parentz in those cases, and
as to the medieal testimony, I dare Y they can
met that toe.

4. Youhave considered protection in the three
lights: no protection, general protection, aml
perfect protection. Suppoesing that the protection
of vaccination was general, do vou wot think at
would be the duty of the Legislature to enfores
it¥—I wanted to convey the idea of partial, but
imperfect protection, as diziinguished from abso-
lute and certain protection.

95. I think you spoke of general protection,
that is 1o sy, nob universal, but eflicacious in
most cnseg P —That was not the dea which I
wished to convey. The alternatives which I
brought before my own wind were these : either
that vaccination must be pm'ii;-r:r protection or
only partinl protection. By * partial,” I do not
mean  that I.IIIL*I'{! is absolute protection in any
pacticnlar caze and noe protection in another, but
that vaceination may ameliorate the conditions
unider which the small-pox may be taken,

88. Then, |mﬂ:=|.|w-. ¥ou would not like to sy
whether you think that vascination i= a protec-
tion which is efficavions with respect to the
majority of eases?— 1 would not venture upon a
professional opinion.

H L‘pun the ﬂlll‘il!ll.h.ﬂi[itil'l involved  in my
fuestion, would yvon not consier that the Legis-
!nluﬂ! ought, in its duty to the public, to enforee
it?—With modernte sanctions, proliably so.

98. Would it not be its duty to enforee it ab-
solutely ¥~ Not zeeing the number of conscien-
tious intelligent people on the other side,

80, OF course one very mueh respects conscien-

tions people; but do vou think the Legislature
ought to conzider the seruples of indiviluals in
the case of danger to the public?—Lnnsmuch as
the cage supposed implics danger in o degree,
and in a degree only, the severity, or otherwise,
of the action of the Legislature wonl] necessarily
depend upon the degree in which the danger
ArOae,

100, Supposing we decided from  evidence
hngh;'; uz, that in a very large majority of cases

vk .

vaccination was efficacions, would yon not then

Mr.

conzider that the Legizlature onght to disregard 7, Condlish,

the conscientions zeruples of the minerity on
accoant of the dameer which the ||ul:|i'u- wonld

run *—XNo, beeause I do not see the danger. You 28 Februwry

asaume the effectivencss of vaeccimation, 16 vac-
cination ia effective there iz no \'.l:lll;__:hl‘ except to
the unvaceinated,

101 1 assume only that it is effective in the
eage ol the majority, and not in every case, and
that the want of vaceination is dangerous as
causing small-pox¥—1 think that the Legizlature
by enforcing vaccination, would be infringing one
u? the most sacred ul:]i;;aliuna af man o take
eare of his own ehild, if the father of that child
believed that he was endangerving the life of his
child by submitting it to vaccination.

102, Da you think that however mistaken that
individual might be, and however dangerouns to
the publie his mistake, as we might be convineed,
might be, yet that we ought to consider his
conseientions befiel rather than the general moml
of the public ¥—7Yes, I think 20; and I say that
without any hesitation, fivst as o metier of prin-
ciple, anmd secondly beeanse T know no way by
which you can practically give cffect to your
compulsion,

103, You think that no absolute eertainty of
danger to the publiec would justify a forcilile in-
terference between a man and bis child*—If
there were absolute danger to the public that
would be upon the basis of the inefliciency of
vaceination : and if vaceination be an meflicient
process, there must be great wrong in enforeing
it; the danger ean only be in ineffieieney, and if
it is inefficient there is a destrnetlon of the basiz
on which to repoze a compulsory law,

1, Lovd Robert Mowtagn.] Your evidence,
it seems to me, has eonzisted of examples of eon-
victions for dizobedience to the Act?—Yea

105, Some of those examples you have given
of your own knowledwe, ,.1,.] some of them yon
have given on the nul'lmr'n_',.- of RCW S| TS amil
r-rher |a|_'|'i-:1|.!'.|1'4|] illllJ]il;!!L'ill||H :"'—-T-ml, Freom 'I.'I.'li:.'LT
I have a vight to vegand a2 my own knowledge,
from the conmmunication: of persons in direct
contact with the perzons who have been pun-
ished.

106, Then none of them are actually of your
own knowledge, but it is only that you have re-
ceived communications from the persons #-=None
from pervsonal interviews, but several from direct
personal eommunication.

107. OF those examples which you have given
to the Commitiee, some von have given on the
authority of letters which you have reeeived
from friends of the persons, and some om the
anthority of eertain newspapers, and other perio-
dlieal ]I-I.I.b“u:l.i]uu:: T=Yes, and some from letters
froan the perzons themselves,

108, You have Justified vour giving insianees
from newspapers sl periodical  publications I’.'F
thiz analogy: vou say vou present n petition to
the Houze of {..'H-:IHII.'IIIHS-, believing it to be gen-
uine ¥—~{Juite so.

109, As a Member of many vears' stamling,
you are, of course, aware that all these petitions
go before o Committes of Petitions, and that that
Committee of Petitions examines ench petition
with the greatest care and serupulousness +—
Yes. :

110, Have we a right to assume that youn have
taken very great paing to ascertain the gennine-
ness of those facts which you put befiore ua fee

Ad Yoz,

M.P.
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Yes, withont any doubt; and if the coneluzions
of the Committes d{']nemled upon the substantin-
tion of the Facts whiteh I have [_rl‘l_:tll,lr\etl, 1 beligve
the facts would be put before the Committee by
the evidence of the personz themzelves.

15 1= Tnl:ing the examples in the “ Co-operator”
newspaper, will you tell us in what way you pro-
ceeded to ageertmn the senuineness of the news
therein contained *—By communications with the
persong themselves, or by communications with
their friends, the friends being frequently known
to me.

112, In every caze in which you have read us
an exmmple from the * Co-operator,” you have
applied 1o the persons, or to the friends of the
pevsons, themselves 7—No; I said otherwise in
my examination in chicf, as :I'li_*g:'l.l‘l,]ﬁ- the cases to
which 1 referred.

L13. You merely gave it as news contained in
a newspaper *—Which I belicve az | believe a
report of the Queen’s Bench proceedings in “ The
Times " of this morning,

114. You have stated with regard to one of
those persons, that he objected to have his child
vaccinated because he believed that vaceination
was blood-poisoning ; was that perion at all
learned in medical science *—1 do not kizow.,

115, With regard to his opision that vaceina-
tion is blood-poisoning, I suppose we must not
attach too much weight to it, seeing that he has
not any medical knowledge #—1 want the Com-
mittee to nnderstand that | have given and give
no evidence whatever of a medical nature, and |
didd not adduce that statement to show that it was
blood spoisoning, but to cstablish -the conviction
which exists in my own mind in the mind of the
Committes, that lie was a conscientious objector
to vaccination.

116. He chose to suffer imprisonment, you say,
for conscience sake, becaunse he thought that
VAN WS g_-|_1:|m:g[-ring the life of hischild *
—TYes; but I do not want to commit myself to
the assertion that it was blood-peizaning,

117. Precisely ; but I want to know how much
vou think conscience has to say to the gquestion ?
—lIn such a case everything.

118, When it iz a matter of loose and vague
opinion, and a man has no medieal knowledge
and can have no certainty, nor even just grownd
of belief that vaccination is endangering the life
of the L"I:uih], what que:g.tiun of Cconselenee ean
arize P—1 do not knuw how we can otherwise
Lring our conscience inte operation than throush
onr infellizence. Ouwre intellizence must be the
basiz of our conscientions action in every ease
it may be weak or sirong, but in every case of
conscience there must be intelligence.

119, I thought that you told me that this man
was not intelligent in medical matters ?—Pro-
bably not; but his intelligence tanght him that
to vaccinate his child was a crueliy to his child.

120, Did he believe that it was blood-poizon-
ing because certain person: had gone u|ll and
down the country asserting it to he so, or ¢ i R
believe it from independent investigation —I
could not in many cases tell you the grounds of
my own beliel, nor con many of us de 20; but
liswever it was, it was through hiz intellizence,
much or little.

121. Then it appears that there are two zets
of persons; some believe that not to vaccinate is
tar 1-m!m:ger the life of the public; others believe
that vaeccination endangers the life of the per-
son vaceinated. If the pon-vaccinators happen

to he wmmf, I suppose for conscience sake we
must put them down and use compulsion —|
will leave the noble Lord responsible for that
logie ; it is not mine.

122, According to your theory there ghould
b ny compulsion to prevent Persans from en-
{Lu':lgu:r'mg___r the lives of others *—Unless vaceina-
tion be o protection, I know no srounds upon
which we can enforce it. If it iz a protecticn
there is no danger.

123. That is the turning point of the whole
case, 18 1t not P—1In either case it leadz me to the
game point, either that there should be no law as
all, or o mild and tolerant law.

124, But is it not the turning point of the
whele caze wlether vaccination 1s neeessary or
not *—Yes

125, And that is o medieal guestion I—Yes,
that is amedieal and an experimental question ioo.

126, Cheirman.] Supposing that the result of
the investigation of this Committee were to
satizly your mind that vaccination was a profec-
tion, and that the child which was vaccinated
would be, reasonally 5lrenki!|g+ seeure from the
terrille colamity of small pox, and that the ehild
who was not vaccinated would be exposed to that
calamity, would you still be of the opinion that
the State liad no duty to the child?—Yes; I
think that the parent in any case where there is
such ample room for divergence of opinion should
be supreme, and that we go entirely beyond the
prevogatives of State action when we mtervene
in giuch a case.

127. You think that in that caze the reapon-
sibility rests entively upon the parent, and that
the State has no right to interfere?—Yes; unless,
indeed, under the sanction of a mild penalty, he
might be required to discharge what the State
believes to be his duty.

128. Up to what age would you consider that
this right of the parent to the dizsposal of his
child, whieli in that ease would lead to the ex-
posure of his child to a great calamity, was vested
in the parent?—I do not know that any of ounr
ethical writers lave ever determined when the
paﬂ-ntnl 1mrng;|ti'.'¢ ceases and the |r:|'n:|:ugn.tirc
of the tlti]tl Iu'-g]nr'-.

129, Would you think it applied to = boy of
15 at sehool #—1t depenids upon the smount of
intelligence and the amount of moral develop-
ment in the child ; I do net think it can be fixed
at a unmiform nme.

130, You thmk that if the child was intellizent
the State would owe a duty to it, but if it were
not intelligent it would not?—I can make no such
statement.  The State now says that a child may
not marry without the consent of its 1::|n.-uts until
it is 21; Iwiil not define when parental duty ceases,

131, Lord Rebert Montagy.] Does it 1l-epcml
upon the intelligence of the child?— To some
exlent.

132, The State owes a duty toidiots and luna-
ties who have no intelligence, does it not #—Not
as superseding or over-riding parental duties, but
in the case of a child the offspring of lunaties, the
conditions would be such that 1, believing in
vaccination, would vaccinate, aud conld do so
conseignfionsly.

133. Cheirman.] What was the kind of return
which voun would wish for '=1 lLelieve that we
could 1-'1_-:3- goon et a return from all the magis-
trates’ elevks of the convictions wlich have taken
place in their respective courts fur violations of
this At

Mr.
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Mr. WiLniax Jos CoLLixs, M0, called in; and Examined.

134, Clarrman,] ARE the Committee to un-
derstand that FOU are a Doctor of Medicine *—
I am a Doctor of Medicine, of University and
King’s College, Aberdeen; Licentiate of the
Royal College of Physicianz of Edinburgh; a
Member of the ]h:p}rn College of 5Ltl‘gl‘,‘l,5.]!.i ol
I']l:glalu:l, amil Laacentiaie I.'hfp Miudwifery of the
Royal Colleze of Surgeons in England.

135. How long have you been in practice ¥—
| have been in active practice in the neighbour-
hood in which I am now residing for more than
a quarter of & century.

136. What neighbourhood iz that #—The Re-

ent’s Park ; and during that time I have real-
1sed o position as a bedside practitioner, second
W0 o One.

137. During vour practice, have you lad an
opportunity of watehing and considering the small-
pox disenase #—T have had 20 years experience as
E]“lblil:‘. vaccinator tlurlng o less 1}mn BIX 0T
geven epidemic ontbreaks of Emrl"-lw: in this
great metropolis.

138. Are you now a public vaceinator ¥==1 am
not.
139, How long have you ceascd to be oner—
I have ceased to vaccinate for some 10 or 12
Years.

140, Has the experience which you have
ﬁlnd given you an opportunity of comparing

¢ progress of small-pox amongst the vaccinated
with its progress amongst the unvaccinated *—
Yoea; it has g'n'en me every u]r]u;u'tunit}' ol put-
ing the so-called prophylactic to the test.  For
instance, in the years 1847, 1848, 1851 and 1852,
I had an opportunity, as a public vaccinator in
one of the largest parishes in the metropolis (St
Paneraz), of watching the progress of the disense
amongst the vaccinated and the unvaccinated,
and by a curious coincidence, my attention was
called to the clandestine inoculation of the smali-
pox. I watched the progress with more than
ordinary care, beeauze I found that this inocu-
lating process with the varioloid matter had taken
place both in the vaccinated and in the unvae-
cinated, amd this waz the vesnlt, About two-
thirds of those inoculated eases had been success-
fully vaceinated, and 1 have found that where the
children were strong and healthy, both among
the vaceinated and the unvaccinated, they [m:'e-le
through the different stages of the disease with
little or no constitutional disturbance; but those
who were exposed to the more concentrated
gonrees of infection, and who had been previously
dehbilitated by the influence of vaccination shared
a very different fate, for they had confluent
small-pox in itz most hideons form.

141. Does that answer appl}' to  small-pox
which results from its being earried from an epi-
demic that was raging, or small-pox that was tjllc
result of inoculation *=This was the result of
inoculation ; the swall-pox at that time was
epidemie,

_ 42, And your comparison, then, of the rela-
tive immunity of the vaccinated and the unvae-
cinated applies not o those who were subject to
the epidemie, but to those who had been inoeu-
lated in the manper which at one time was
thought very desirable a3 a eure*—Yes, and
ﬂﬂmulu“y approved h:,* the College of Phj‘!i-
cians,

l&g:s_i_ind reganded as a means by which, with-
T

out very great danger, the individual inoculated
could be secured from the cpidemic I—Exactly
g -

L4, Does the result of your experience during
the time of that epidemie enable vou to inform
the Commattee as 1o whether amongrst those who
caught the epidemic there was or was not an
advanlage in j]:m'ing been previously vaceinated ¥
—The result of my experience at that parvticalar
epoch proved to me conclusively that there was
no certainty in the operation.  Some who were
constitutionally strong, and not living in a pol-
luted atmosphere, enjoyed comparative immunity
firom .Ellmll-pm:: but those whe had heen vacel-
nated, and even re-vaccinated, and who were
living in the varieloid atmosplere, suffered dyead-
fully from the polsonous infuence of small-pox;
go much so that two cases came under my fimues
dinie notice of persons who died im0 the most
hideous form of confiuent small-pox after vacei-
nation and re=vaceination.

145. Did vou asecertain that that vaecination
had been o complete operation *—Yes; I was at
the bed-side. I alwayz made it a rule, when con-
gulted in snything connected with small-pox, to
aseertain whether the patients who were attacked
hiad any marks to lead us to infer thai they had
been vaccinated.

146. That iz to say, that two of the persons
whom you knew to die of small-pox hal heen
vaccinated and re-vaceinated ¥— Yes.

147. Were you celled in (o visit MANY Persons
who were affected by small-pox *—Yes, At one
fime, when in gcnm"ul sractiee, L |mr11:1pe l-[a_ﬂ:t!
a very prominent part in that particular style of
practice, for I was frequently called upon in my
capacity of public vaceinator,

143, Having had considerable experience as o
physician in attending small-pox cases, you are
aware of two cases of death from small-pox fol-
lowing after vaccination and re-vaccination ¥—
Yes.

140, At that time you were a public vaceinator,
were you the practitioner whe vacecinated in
those cases?—=TYes: I vaccinated in both of
them.

_150. Had the vaceination been complete ¥—

G

151, And how long before was it 7—The lady
in question was vaccinated and re-vaccinated
twice, and I performed both operations.  She
was vaccinated as an infant, re-vaceinated before
the age of puberty, and re-vaccinated again, I
think, at the age of 30 or 40, just before her
death.

132. Did you vaceinate her asan infant ¥— Nao.

153, Were either of the cases in which VL
vaccinated successful vaccinations *—There 13 =
vast difference of opinion as to that ; some medic:
men say, for instanee, My, Marston saxs that vou
cannot be thovesghly and cfficiently proteeted
unlesz you eanexhibit cight well-marked thimble.
like impressions, four upon each arm; I will
venture to say that no one in this room can exhibit
that.

134, Were those cases, in your mind, successtul
re-vaceinations ¥—Yes, no doubt abour it.

135, Do vou or do you not know that the fest
vaceination of the lady, as an infant, was 2 suc-
cessful vaccination *—There were unmistakeable
sears Lo prove it

I3 156. Have
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156. Have you scen any casea of small-pox
during the present epidemic *—Yes ; at the com-
mencenent of the present epidemic I was called
upon to visit six children, all of whom were
suffering from small-pox, and they had not been
vaceinated, T lenrned from the parents that the
elilest {':tLighL thie h:l:l"l”—li-ll.‘l when \'5ziliu{: at the
houwse of a friend whose ehild died of small-pox
after vaccination.. It was curions that this case
ghould present itzell at this partienlar cpoch. 1
watched the cases of those unvacemated cliildren
carefully, and, conteary to evervhody's expeeta-
tions, they passed through the disease with little
or no constitutional disturhance, were able torun
about the whole time. recovered, amd there 15 not
a mark to be seen upon them ; but the mother,
whoe wae in attendance, and whoe had been vae-
cinated and re-vaceinated, caught the small-pox,
had it in o confluent form, and] her Tife was. dis-

pired of.  Two young men wle were reciding
in the house at the time, and who had also been
vaccinated, i.'ullgiit tho srn:lil—l_ﬁlx; ome of them
had it in the confluent form and the other had it
very badly; Ididnotaitend those cases; but that was
not the end of the chapter. A neighbour, who felt
very indignant to think that o mauy children
could e found who had not been vaceinated in
their particnlar locality, in fact, threatened all
kindz of ﬂiiugn; but in order to mitigate the
troubles of this particular family he volunteered
to take charge 1-{' one of the childeen, saying to
me at the time; * You know I have no fear of
:;llmll-;lum, bigeamse my children hove been vae-
cinated.”  Strange to say, when the little girl
that he took charge of waz about to leave, his
three sons were attacked with small-pox. and at
my next interview I saul, © Well, what is your
opinion now about vaceination®” % Well,” he
gaid, * i’ T had not seen it in my oW f'amiI}- 1
would not have believed it

L37. In those eases in which you say that vou
were aware that the perzons suffered severely
from small-pox after being vaceinated, did you
yourself examine their arme, or upon what
erounds do you say that they had been wvac-
cinated *—1 ascertained it by examination wlhen
I attended thoese patients.

158, T understocd you in the first case {0 state
that you were ealled in to attend six children
who had caughi it feom some child who had been
vaceinated —The motlier told me that her eldest
clild bad been visiting at a honse where a child
died from small-pox after vaceination.

138, That was her aceount *—Yes,

160, Inm the next ense you say that the mother
suffered severely ¥—Yes,

161. You saw all the marks of succes=lul vac-
cination —XY ez, and I mave ler to understand
that her life would depend wpon the amount of
proteetion  that wvaecination was supposed to
[rEseEs,

162, Was it your apinion that it did de so?—1T
told her what the popular opinion was, and she
was very much alarmed ; it was not my opinien,
certainly.

163, Are you aware that it is stated that with
regard to the London hespitals, there is a great
difference in the mortality between the vaccinated,
anil the unvaceimated #=- Yes,

li4. TMow do von account for that statement ?
—It must be remembered that cach succeeding
epidemie assumes a more virulent charneter, and
they are more frequent in their visitations.
About two-thirds of the people who are vaeci-
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wated and re-vaecinated, generally speaking,
through the disease with ﬁttlu or no interraption,
but the other third are a class of people whe
never after a certain time exhibit what 1 eall the
neeezsary marks which wonld lend any one to be-
Liewe that they liad been vaccinated or re NRCCl-
nated ; for instance, I saw two ladies this mornin
before | eame to this Commities, and they woul
insist upon my looking at their arms to know
whether they really were thoroughly and effici-
ently protected, becanse they told me (I knew
nothing of them ) that they had been twice vacei-
nated. I examined them very casually, for I
had not much time, and [ could detect no trace
whatever: and that is the case of about one-
third-of all who have been vaccinated in my ex-
pervienee; if death cceurved amongst any of those
whe had not thiz partienlar mark, they would be
returned s not having been vaccinated. Now
my friends, most of them, 1 am ha]ip}' lo =ay, are
Conservatives, these two ladieswere Conservatives,
and they were very anxions indeed as good con-
stitutionalists in ease of death, not to be returned
amongst the unvaccinated. Then again I must
tell you that in my capacity, I have had oceasion
i oa = n
to vizit large schools and different asylume, and I
have taken the tronble to make rn;.'snffnﬂquainled
with this so-called protection. In one case I took
something like 50 atl one vizit, and some 200 or
300 at the next, and not one of them had really
and truly what is supposed to be the full com-
|]]ei11eut of zears, um{ in others it was nearly
obliterated. Thoze are the cases which are pre=-
dispozed to small-pox, and if they were to die,
they would be returned as not having been vacei-
nated, and that | think accounts for the reports
which appear from time to time in the different
]'LfM|}it.::]:=+ that the mnrf:lli.l_\-‘ 18 greater anongst
the unvaccinated than amongst the vaccinated.

163, Then it is clearly your opinion that the
mortality is just as likely to ocenr with a vacei-
nated patient ne with an unvaccinated patient F—
Yes, but I have earried the thing a little further;
I liave made t:l}'u:if u-cl.llmintﬂd with what Jou
call the unvaceinated people generally ; and what
do they consist of 7 they cousist of the outeasts
of society ; people who have been living in pri-
song and workhonses, and who are ]Jll}'ﬂiﬂfllij‘ ad
mentally low in the scale of human exiztence ;
wlho have not the power of resisting the disease
when attacked, and who would bear no compa-
rison to servanls who are well fed, well housed,
well clad, and taken especial care of. When
small-pox lreaks out among those vaccinated
ones, they are physically stronger, and much
more likely to recover than those who bhelong to
the unvaecinated class.

166. Are you aware that it has been stated
that the nurzes in the Small-pox Hospital escape
small-pox, and that it is supposed thut they
eseape it beeause care is tuken that they have
been vaccinated Y= Yes ; it has been one of the
stumbling blocks of the profession I think.

167. How do you account for that '—From
what [ can learn those nurses at the Small-pox
Hospital have had the small-pox before they were
nﬂmintell; but I must tell you that 1 have had
a good deal of experience with nurses, and I
know their |:||:|.'|_aic:nl capabilitics nz well as an
mam, At one time I Eu-‘.l a staff that I was in
the habit of employing who were so constituted
in mind and body as to resizt any infection.
Those nurses that I employed were in constant
attendance npon patients suffering from small-
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{»01 and fevers; they had never been vaccinated,
ad never had the small-pox, and were living
constantly in an atmospheve of contagion, and I
think were proof against any disease; nome of
those ever had it, or have ever suffered in any
wWay,

168. Am I to understand that you acconnt for
the fact that the nursez do not take the small-
pox by the belief that the nurses have had the
small-pox *—1I am told so,

169, Mav I ask who told you?—I was told by
the honwrary secretary of the Anti-Compulsor
Vaceination League, Mr. Richard Gibbs, and
have also read it in the public journals,

170. Did he inform you that he had heard it
from the nurses themselves P—No; he said, #1
am informed.”

171. Then you helieve that the nurses escape
small-pox becavse they bave had ir, and you

round that belief upon the statement made by

¢ secretary of the Anti-Vaccination League ¥
—Yee; I donot know it from my own experi-
ence.

172, But you do net know from your own ex-

rience a8 a physician that the nurses at the

imall-pux Hospital have had the small-pox ?—1
do not.

178. You have stated that vou do not consider
that vaccination is any protection agninst the
n.umll-Imx ; tdoes your opinion go further, and are
¥=u opposed to vaccination as an evil in itself ¥—

es; my opposition to vaccination is threefold.
First, 1 found that cow-poxing was attended with
inmumerable evils, by tlleh-riumting the system
and weakening the powers of vitality, and that it
often proved fatal,  Secondly, 1 found that there
wad no certainty in itz operation. In some con-
stitutions it imparts or enlls into aetivity diseases
that would otherwise remain dormant, such ns
rﬂ:hiliﬁ. eerolula, and other blood disenses; and
in my opinion it has been instrumental in swelling
the bills of mortality to 2 most alarming extent.

174. How long have you had that opinion with
regand to the evil results of vaceination 7—1 have
haed an opportunity of making mysell practically
acquainted with it for mere than a quarier of a
century,

175, I think I understood you to say that you
had ceased to be a public vaceinator *—T have
abandoned the practice mow for about ten or
twelve years.

176. Up to that time I suppose you believed it
at any rate not an evil *—1 beg your pavdon; I
cautioned every one who came to me as to the
danger attending it, and referved them to patients
who had been suffering from small-pox who had
been thoroughly and efficiently vaceinated.

177. Did yon continue to vaccinate after you
believed that it was useless*—1I abandoned “the
practice gradually for thiz reason, because the
public generally are in favour of it, and my patients
genecally were in favour of it; but when 1
abandoned it T gave up at least 500 L a-year in
the shape of fees, because I had the reputation
of being somewhat hypereritical in the childven
that I selected. I made myeelf thoroughly ac-
q}umutml with the parents’ antecedents, sa that
those who sought the so-called protection at my
hands had an opportunity of going into every-
thing that was mecessary to prevent what s
fnnﬂmligr supposed to be the case, and which 1
ave had an opportunity of proving, viz., the
transmission of disease from one patient to
apother.

]7::: Before you ceased to vaceinate, are we to

11

nnderstand that you warned these whom vou did
vaceinate, that it was uszeless, and might do harm ¥
—That it was attended with danger, and that
frequently small-pox and death cceurred after
vaccination,

179, Do vou consider that the general opinion
of the profession of which you have stated that
von are s member, is for or against vaccination ?
—1 believe that the great bulk of the profession
are in favowr of it, and 1.1'||_j|.'? Ireemuse llu,':,.r pin
all their faith upon ihe Jennevian hypothesis; I
will gi.'.'c you s very words, hecanse that is the
great point.  Jenner, in the quarte edition of his
fumons work said, © Cow-pox admits of being in-
noctlated on the human subject with the most
perfect ease and security, and is attended with
the singularly beneficial effect of rendering
through life the persons innoculated perfectly
secure against the small-pox.”  Now the great
bulk of my professional friends pin all their fuith
upon what Jenner stated,

180. You have not had vour own children
vaccinated, [ suppese ¥—Certainly not,

181. With rEguTﬂ to vaccination, do von desire
to give the Committee any opinion *—1 have re-
viiceinated thousands, and wlurn a voung man, T
had no objection to receive payment twie: for
one jolb,

182, When vou sy that you had no objection
to receive payment twice for one job, what do
You mean —That I got two payments for bring-
ing them nnder this so-ealled proteetion,

183, o you mean that you got your patients
to give you two payments for re-vaccinating
them onee *—Noj it seems to be now generally
admitted that the Grst vaccination is no protec-
tion.

184. You mean to say, that as it is stated that
vaceination is only effective for a certain time,
vou eonsider that ve-vaccinatine would be one
Jjob =1 do,

185. Am [ to understand by that, that sup-
posing it was clearly Jlll‘m'l‘:l.'] that vacgination
fu:m ed against the small-pox for a eertain num-
per of years, and that at the end of those years it
was desicable 10 re-vaceinate, you wonld then
consider that it was one job '—I never found
that amonTst those who were m:lm.umi to the more
ecomeenirated sources of infeetion, it was any [ro-
teciton at all. 1 have often, upon each suceoed-
ing epidemie, been called vpon to re-vaceinate,
showing that those who had it on the first ocea-
son were nol satisfied,

186. Do you wish to give any coases of evils
wlich lhave followed [(Fom vaccination or re-
vaccination, derived from vour experienee as a
wablic vaccinator #—Yes ; 1 will enumerate many.

have often been called upon to prescribe for
children suffering with syphilitie eruptions after
vaccination whose parents were free from any
constitutional taint; that is one of the evils which
I bave often met with. Diarrhea is by no means
an uneommon attendant upon vaccination, ter-
minating, a& I have found in many cases, in
uleeration of the bowels and death.

187. In those cases i which yvou stated that
a vaceinated child had syphilitic symptoms and
that the parents had no tendency to disease, are
we to understand that you made a personal ex-
amination of the parents 7—Yes, a careful exami-
uation,  Another complaing that is very eommon
is n digease called cczemn; it is ¢ running seab,
I have scen children hitherto healthy, with no
trace of struma, after vaccination assume a sero-
fulous character, beeome bloodless and pale, and
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cvcrything that was characteriztic of a strumuons
habit. Convulsions is by ne means an uncom-
maon |||inE; after vaceination. When the I_'I:'III]I]I::I-
tica become inflomed, which 15 al=o a VY COmmon
thing, you get enlargement of the glands of the
axille, and abseess, Poemmeni 15 0 eononon
attendant on vaccination.

188, Do you think that there ia any disease to
which individualz are subject, which you have not
geen a2 a eonsequence of vaccination ¥—"That s
not a guestion which I am prepared to answer;
but a leading question was put to me as to what
diseases I had seen ensuing after yaecinntion, and
I should hike to empmerate the whole of them,
Delivium is by no means an uneommon thing,
and erysipelas, and phagedenic uleers; you will
findl on reference to i)r. Jenner's book that
phagedenic ulcers were Ly mo means uneommon
things in his time: I do not think I have enu-
merated the whole of the diseasez to which the
human body is linkle.

189. Dr. Fyon Flayfuir.] Not phthiziz 7 —
Poeumonia terminates in ]_r]lﬂliaid- aenerally.

190, Chafrman.| Have you any statement
which you wish to make with rerard to the
origin of the vaccine, or the condition of the
lymph #—The vriginal source of the true vaccine
of Jenmer iz the produetion of o dizeazed animal,
the sreasy heel of 2 consumptive horse.

191. Did wvoun ever see anything analewons to
this dizeasze of an animal in the hwman zuljeer ¥ —
I have often scen patients in the Jast stage of
consumption with serofulous joints, conieal masses
of proud flesh, from which exuded something
resembling the fluid from a greasy-heeled horse,
and with thiz same fluid [rom the serofulous
Joint of the lnman subject, I have |_:rudu::u:l
what =ome men wounld ecall a very good mitation
of the Jennerin vesiele: it 12 a common thing
for the joints to become affected, for laree conien
masees of prowd flesh to make their ajipearance,
and for a peculiar kind of greasy-looking seere-
tion to romoft from thosze zores: I was so atruck
with this resemblanee, that I performed a series
of operations to kuow whether there was any-
thing analagous,

192, Did you ever vaceinate dircet from the
cow P—TY e at one time I was in the habit of
getting what they eall vaceine direct from the
cow, which iz cbtained by first siving the cow
the small-pox, and then when you get this resalt
the Jennerian vestele is used for vaceinating pur-
Poses that 15 what ﬂlE:," call vaocine Illph
divect from the cow. My experience |u'u1.'m{ thint
in the use of thiz matter from the cow, especially
4'I|:r]ng an epiildemic of »—'erll-|mx+ it often o=
dueed the dizease which it was supposed to pre-
vent,

193, T suppose we are to understand that yon
congider vaceination not only wselezs but an evil.
Arve we to understand that you believe that 1t
haz been instrumental in inereasing infant mor-
tality *—No doubt abont it; L'Flll!t'-i:lT].l‘f" when we
take into consideration that the infant mortality,
simee vaceination, in large towns, is a8 much as
from 43 to 50 per cent. before they attain their
fifth year.

194, You believe that there are more children
fl}'ing in consequence of the pn‘n‘alem practice of
vaceination ¥ —1 do.

195, Up to what age do you think that wac-
cination has that destructive effect ?—1 believe
from the Krst introduction of it it deteriorates the
system zmd weakens the [ower of vitality, and

THE

lays the foundation of diseazes which would other-
wize not make their appearanee.

196. Are YO aware that 1t 15 stated that small-
pox has Leen practically banished, by vaccination,
from Scotland and Ireland *—In the last return
from the Registear General of Seotland  there
were several deaths recorded; I presume, there-
fore, that it haz nos altozether been hanished as
most persons are led to believe; and I saw in
“The Times™ the viher day that it was at Bel-
fast; 20 that it is mot 20,

1657, I have =ecn it stated somewhere, in some
publication which was issued by some gentleman
conneeted with the movement against vaccina-
tion, that it was the cause of the ﬁﬂatll af 30,000
chilidlren annually ; when you congider that it las
increased the infant mortality, would you think
that it at all approaches that number!—I have
never made mysell sufficiently acquainted with
the statistics with regard to that matter, but I
know that it is reeorded by the Registrar
General, that in large towns as many as 45 or 50

wr cent. die .'u:tl:ually lhefore tlm}l' attaan their
ifth vear.

198, The following statistics are from returns
matde by the Commiszionerz of the Poor Law
Board for Treland : in lreland, from 1830 1o 1841,
there wore 58,000 deaths from small-pox ; from
1842 to 1851, 38,000; and from 1852 to 1861,
12,000, in round numberss. The Aet waz pasacd
in 1864, but in 1866 there were 1587 deaths 3 in
1867 there were 20 deaths, and in 1868 nodeaths;
have you ever heard of those figures P—Yez, Tam
perfeetly aware of them.

199. How do you account for them ?—T da not
believe that vaceination has been instrumental in
it, or has anything to dowith it.

200, But vou do not digpute the fact that those
deaths occurred up to 1861, when there was no
eompulsory Aect, and that a very small number
from 1866 to 1868 occurred after the compulsory
Act P—There 12 no disputine the ﬁgllrf.u, i I'Im-ugh
figures can be made to prove anything; but in
thig country, in 1854, the year after the Com-
pulzary Vaceination Aet, we had little or no small-
pox, and most of my friends then came o the
coneluzion that it waz to be stamped out: but
two or three, or four or five, vesrs must be allowed
to elapse belore the epidemic makes its appear-
anee, and when it does, all these statisties full o
the ground. Yeu prove comclusively that you
keep it in abeyance for a time by a more rigid
enforcement of sanitary laws,

201, Not by vaccination ¥—Certainly not.

202, Have you pef.iﬁunn{l Parliament for a
mlu:nl of the L"mn]mlmry Vaceination Laws?—
Yes, I petitioned in the uszial style; T said, first :
“ That vaccination, boeth in theory amd practice,
i= altogether a contradiction, and no protection
against small-pox.  Sccondly: that  delicate,
strumons, or serofulons children ought not to he
voeeinated. Thirdly : that your petitioner proved,
from actual experience and observation, that in
gome  constitutions  favourable to suppurative
dizease, instemd of vaccination taking i_ll the
ordinary way, it haz produced the most viralent
form of eonfluent small-pox.  Fourthly : that the
theory of the present day as to a given number
of cicatrices on the arm being any protection
against the small-pox i= altogether fallacious and
contrary to fact, many deaths from confluent
small-pox having lately ocourred in his practice
UM whom the full complement of sears were
to he seen on both arms from the effects of vae-

cinatim
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cination and re-vaccination. Fifthly: that the
two discases (variola}, small-pox, ancd { vaccina ),
cow=pox, are not, as is generally supposed, an-
tagonistie, but one and e =gme :iwmlm‘.r which
he proved over and over again by inspecting the
arims of children who had been vaceinated in
one arm and inoculated with small-pox in the
other at the game time @ the two diseazes went on
uninterruptedly in all the patients.  Sixthly:
that vaceination is often the medium of conveying
many filthy and loathsome dizeases from one
child to another, and therefore ought not to be
made compulsory.”

203, Lovd Rabert Montagu] 1 think that you
said that you took out your Lli|illum:. at Aberdeen,
dhidd Firn nit 1 didl.

204. Arc you a Scotehman, may I ask?—No,
I was born in Oxford.

205, Where did you study medicine 7—1 was
articled to a gentleman in Berkeley-square, and
I studicd medicine in Berkeley-square.

206, Why did you not take out your diploma
in London *—For this simple reason, becanse |
wrote to he matrienlated at the University of
Londen, but they would not permit of my matri-
culating beeanse 1 had not kept the full eomple-
ment of terms, and the University of Aberdeen
is the only university that would admit te an
exmmination without residence,

207. Was it a very long examination ?—XYes.

08, Did it last some days *— Some hours,

a9, Four or five hours *—I should think it
was, but I eannot say exactly ; I think I went
in at one o'clock and came out at five.

210. 1 suppose it is or was very mueh easier
to get a diploma at Aberdeen than it is in Lion-
don 7—Not at all = 1 helieve that two-thirds who
went up on that oceasion were plucked. T be-
lieve it is the most rigid cxamination, with the
one exception of the University of London ; they
have a large stafl’ of medical men, men who are
connected with one of the finest hospitals in the
world, and those men are the professors of medi-
cine.

211. Then when you went up, all the examiners
knew about von was feen your answers ot the
examination ¥—I bes your pardon; 1 hadd letters
of recommendation from nll the profeszors of
University College.

212, I suppoze that when you got vour dip-
loma you gave your opinion of vaccination ¥—I
never remember the question of vaceination ever
being submitted to me on any of the diplomas
which I have ever taken.

213, Ithink yousaid that the easy reeovery of the
vaceinated class from small-pox, or their immunity
against small-pox, was due to their lieing o better
fed class than the unvaccinated clazz?—=Yez.

214. How coull yom trace their immunity to
that better feeding T—Decanze 1 had the oppor-
tunity of making mysell acquainted with the

tients who were sent to the Small-pox Hospital.

915, But how da yaoni know that it was due to
better feeding, and not due to something else ?—
I believe that it you hadd the same experience az
T have had as a surgeon of the poor, you wonld
find that the class ol people whom we gend from
the worklhonses are the worst pﬂﬁ!ihll‘: CT R ES
Those ave the unvaccinated, and they bear no
comparizon to our domestic servants, who arve
generally shipped off the moment the attack takes

Hace,

216, What I want to know is the certainty of

ﬂli:}m?nnmt’lnn between the allewed effect and the
L3,
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alleged cause ; how do you demonstrate the con-
neetion between immunity from small-pox and
good feeding *—Or the two classes of patients,
one is physieally strong and the other is the
reverse, being delicate from constantly living in
prizons and work hion=es, '

217. That may be granted ; but that dees not
prove that it is the eause of the effect you men-
tion, does it *—That is the result of my experi-
enee,

218. The result of your experience is, that the
hetter fed elazz da cn‘ju}r that iminll:uil..'r'".‘—l‘;n
doubt abont it ; it is & question of stamina,

219. You have ﬁmte:‘ that childeen who have
been waeccinated have ot syphilis after their
vaecination; and vou =aid that veu examined the
parents to see whether they had had syphilis;
are you quite certain where you got the lymph
from ¥—Yes, [ got it from the National Vaccine
Institntion.

220, 1 suppose your opinion is that the =y philis
was {‘:um'r:;l.'mi in the |}’1II1‘I'1'I *—The first ease of
post-vaccinal syphiliz that came umder my notice
was in a clild that was vaseinated from o feiend’s
child whe had econstitutional syphilis. The first
child had full Jennerian vesicles, all that Jenner
would insist wpon, and at the request of a frieml
I vaccinated from this child, Three weeks after-
warils, those two children were beonght to me
again: in the case of the first, from whom T took
the lymph, the sores had not healed, but had
azsumed o confluent form, showing concluzively
that there was some constitutional taint lurking
in the system; and the other child had sore throat
awd other eruptions of a syphilitic character.

231, DBut was the syphilitic poison conveyed
in the lvmph ¥="That child was vaccinated from
a chilidl who had conztitutional BY shiliz,

222, "Then all that that proves iz, that you must
not take vaceine matter from a ehild who has got
syphiliz, iz not that so? —But we had no means
of detecting that, beeause the child that 1 vae-
cinated from bhad the true Jeonerian vesicles so
much insisted upon by Jenner himselt.

223, Did you vaccinate from arm to aem '—
Yes; but the original vaccine came [rom the
National Vaccine Institution.

294, Then two children got this poisoned
I:,.’h‘l'l!]ll *—1 wvaccinated the first child with the
vaccine obtained from the National Vaccine In-
stitution. This child I saw on the eighth day
with the true Jennerian vesicles; from  that
child’s apm T vaccinated the second chilid

@95 Waz there ﬁyphililiﬂ OIS m:ln‘fs}'ﬂ] in
the lymph from the first rh.LLl with which you
vaccinated the second child? =Yesz; that was
throngh the vaccine lymph.

225, Had that ficst child, from which you took
the vaceine, syphilis *—He came from syphilitic
parents, There was nothing in the child’s ap-
pearance to lead me to believe that the ehild was
sufforing from any constitutional taint.

237, Did youn examine those pavents =TI did.

228, And yet you took the vaccine from the
arm of @ child born of :-:I‘,'Inhi“ﬁl: II:I.I‘L‘II'I!EI:"—LEI- me
explain mysell.  The parents of these children
were not examined until after the $".'|lili1ith! By =
toms made their appearanee. This case natu-
rally exeited a good deal of cm'iu:l.ill_',',, hecanse the
|_|:1'I'1.'I'lta‘- WOTe u-lplm_m:l 1an \-rl.lu.'.il.mllnn, :l.ll.l! then T
made it my business to see the parents in order
that I might ascertain what state of health they
were i, The father T found had  constitutional
syphilis ; large syphilitic nodes on his bones,
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and bis first three childven were born covered
with syphilitic eruptions.  This was the only child,
amil It was |;|'-'.-L|g]1t to me to e vaceoinated., [
vaccinated it with the vaccine lymph from the
National YVaccine Institution, and then I vace-
nated the sther child from his arm.

2245 I'hen, before vyou took the vaceine from °

the arm of the first child, to put it into the arm
of the second child, you did not examine the
parent P—There was no neeessity to do a0
gyphiliz never makes itz appearance on the eizhth

¥, the process of incubation being something
like three weeks, and therefore T waz unable to
ascertain, until the expiration of three weeks, that
this child had syphilis.

250, On the eighth day vou saw the first child
with a true Jennerian pustule, did you not ¥—
Yes.

231. You were aware, that if that child had
;_tj'lrhi]is-e in his bloml it woulidl not appear until a
ortuight afterwards *—<7Yes,

2532, You saw the Jennerian pustule, and you
knew there would be no appearance until a fort-
nizht alterwards, i it ||uJ syphilis in its blood,
and yet you did noi take the pains to ascertain
the antecedents of the child before you took the
vaccine from the amm of the one ehild to pat it
i]léim“ the arm of the other child; is that 50—

i,

233, Will you explain it then ?—I will explain
it. Swphilis takes three weeks to show itsell;
the true Jennerian vesicle makes its appearance
on the eighth day. I found that in the first
child that I had wvaccinated the three vaccine
vesicles had assumed a confluent form somewhat
resembling the old-fazlhioned Hunterian chanere ;
then T at first was made acquainted with the state
of the constitution of the D‘.Illill,|, but the second
hiaad syphilitic sympdoms alreadyv.

234. The facts of the case are these: in the
ense of the first child on whom voun saw the Jen-
nerian posgtule on the eighth day, yon were not
at that time aware that the parents were cousti-
tutionally =yphilitic, and vou were not aware,
until a fortnight afterwards, that the child had
gy philiz in its blood ¥—Neo.

235. So you took tle vaceine from the first
child and put it into the arm of the second child,
and then the second child sot eyphilis theee weeks
afterwards 2—I did not waecinate the child three
weeks afterwards.  On the eighth day the vaccine
vesiele iz supposed to come to materity ; then
there was nothing to lead me to believe that the
child waz suffering from constitutional syphilis.

236, A nothing to lead you to befieve that
the parents had constitutional syphilis?—Cer-
tainly not; and until those i:t']l!.'lieii.lil’.‘ EY I poms
made thew appearance I did mot put ||1'vwli' inin
communication with the parents, hut afterwarils
I thought it my 1:11111.' to aee what was the cause
of it

237. You said, did you not, that diavrhea hos
followed from vaccination ¥—¥ery often.

238, Counld you connect that with vaceination,
as effect with eause !—Anything that excites ab-
normal inflammation in delicate strumous children
almost invariably produces diavrhea,

239. All we know is that it is post hoe, but we
(IE::- not know that it i propter foc, do welf—

i,

240, With regard 1o eczema and serofula, T
suppose il the poison of those two dizeascs is con-
veyed with the lymph the child will get it, but it
it is not conveyed with the lymph it doees not
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follow that the child will zet it *—I have told you
that there i= no ctrlui.nlr in the operation, but
that vaccination may eall into activity diseases
that would othersrise have laid dormant.

241, That those diseases have shown them-
after vaceimation *—Y es.

242, Why shonld they show themselves after
vaceination >—Beeause you produce inflamma-
tion, and a good deal of constitutional disturb-
ance

243. Do yon mean that if they were not already
in the blood they would show themselves ¥—
I believe that they are often conveyed through
Vaccine virus,

244, But if the vaccine viruz is put into the arm
without the poizon of serofuls, then the child does
not get that dizeaze ¥—1f there was any constitu-
tional taint, or predigposition to thisy kind of
diseaze, it would develope iteelf,

245. You have snid that you took the matter
from a pustule on a serofulous joint, and that by
means of inoculation you produce something like
the Jennerian vesicle *—I have.

246. Was that on a dog or on a pig #—No, on
the two patients in question, with their permis-
aion.

247. Then you wvaccinated them with some
gubstance that you believed to be poison *—XNo,
it was from their own joints.

248, You took the poison from one part of the
body, and put it into another part of the body?
—Yes, for the purpose of seeing what effeet it
would produce. Tt is a cuvious fact, that healthy
children generally resist the effect of the vaceine
YITHE.

249, You say that it was something like the
Jennerian vesicle, but you could not say thatit was
identical *—I believe that mme=tenthz of the pro=
fession would have recognised it. It was eircular
in form; it had that peculiar translucent bluish-
looking Hluid ; in faet, it had the characteristics,
but it was not &0 full and so large as the ordinary
I'EHIIEIE‘J

250. You have spoken of personswho have been
vaceinated getting the small-pox; how long before
ther got it had they been vaccinated *—I have
seen chiliven at all ages inoculated with small-
pox after vaccination.

251, T am not speaking of those chililren who
may, or may not have been vaecinated and got
small-pox after being inoeulated with small-pox
contrary to the Act, but of the children or grown
persons you have mentioned, who you eay got
s-11m|]~|:~:m alter lim}' had been vaccinated ; how
lomg were they vaccinated before they got small-
pox P—At infaney, and also at i:lulmrt}'.

252, But how [(.l].lg were they before they got the
small-pox *—I have seen the small-pox develope
itzell six weeks alfter vaceination.

959, And whoe vaceinated them = I vaccinated
aome of them : not all.

254, But how do you know that it was six
weeks afterwards *—Because I waz in attendance
as the medical adviser of the family,

255, Did you vaceinate them *—1T did.

256, You ':gmr you can tell whether o Jereon has
been successfully vaceinated 7—Yes,

257, Supposing & person has heen vaceinated
five or six or seven years before, can you tell
then?—OF late years in some constitutions we
find in about one-third of those who have been
vaceinated no trace after a year or two, and if
those patients died of the small-pox they would

be returned as not having been vaceinated,
258. But
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258, But I think you told me of some persons
who got the small-pox after they had been suc-
cegafully vaceinated 7—Yes; it is by no means
AT WTLCOENEE G tiﬁng.

259. Some of those may have been snecessiully
vaceinated within a year before, and some may
have been successfully vaceinated many years
before @ i3 that so07—Yes, in some coses in infaney
and before puberty, and afterwards they have
had the m:lll]-puz.

260, Has that been the ense with vegavd to

rzons voccinated by other |:|ru1:titil.1nr.'1's- [ -

uy of them by athor practitioners,

261, With regard to those last persons, how
do you know that they had been successfully vacei-
nated P—Iy the thimble-like impressions that
are said to be the only protection,

262. Then you say that certain persons who
have had certain thimble-like cicatrices in their
arms lave been attacked by small-pox?—Yes,
and two have died of it with the full complement
of sears of vaccination and re-vaccination,

263, But you do wot know how lons it was
alter t]'.u:}' liaed been vaeeinated ¥— As fl.]iLI naf
vaccinate all the cases of small-pox T have at-
tended I cannot say.

264, You =ay l.;mt to vaccinate o person di-
minishes his power of vitality 7—No doubt about it

265. How did you find that out?—In the
majority of instances you will find that it aceele-
rates the pulse, and produces a great deal of
constitutional disturbanee; and anything that
does that lowers the vitality.

2068. You say that whatever accelerates the
pulse lowers the vitality ; I suppose drinking
two or three glazses of wine aceelerates the pulse,
and enting dinner accclerates the pulse ¥—Some
persons have no pulse to accelerate. Taking
sustenance 15 not an abnormal condition, bt
putting poison into the bleod is an abnormal
condition.

267. Then it iz not whatever accelerates the
pulse, but only some things that acceelevate the
pulse that lower the vitality P—Anything pro-
ducing constitntional distuelance, or throwing
Jatients into a feverizh state,

2658, I want to know how wyou arrive at this

poposition, that to vaceinate a person diminishes
s vitality ; you say I know it, becanse what-
ever aecelerntos the pulse diminishes the vitality
and I mention something that does accelerate the
pulse, and vet you tell me that that does not di-
mimish 'Fitaiit.:; i how do you explain thot P—1I am
not speaking of food now ; 1 am speaking of blosd-
poisening ; anything that keeps up irrtation and
|Jl‘m1tmf.-.5 feverish symploms 15 sure to aceelerpte
the pulse,

2689, Then it is not whatever accelerates the
pulse, Lt any blood-poizoning that aceelerates
the pulse that veduces vitality ; is that your pro-
pusition ¥—No doubt sbhoul it; it is a very com-
mon thing for pywmia to take place afler vagei-
uation ; wherever the veing beeome implicated in
vaccination you get what is called blood-peisoning,
Sir Culling Eardley, for instance, died from the
effect of it,

270, You mean then that pyoemia reduces the
vitality, but nothing elee dovs s0?— Anything
that rrmim:m! premin produces eonstitutiona
disturbance.

271. In cvery case where a person is vaccinated
8 ]'l'j'l'.ﬂlllj-l'l ]}I.'L:ﬁml}d P—"Two-thirds of the patients
that I have seem vaccinated, as 1 have told you
in my evidence before, passed through the disease
with little or no constitutional disturbanee ; but
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in the other third a good deal of debility occurs,
and many other diseases are imparted or called
inbo activity.

272, Then you mean that one-thivd out of the
whole number you vaceinated got pyomia?—1
did not say anything of the kiml,

273, Will vou explain it then a little more
fully *—1 will endeavour to make myself under-
stood : T have found that about two-thivds of the
witients that 1 vaccinate |]EHE'|!'{I thn‘-ng]l the
thsease with little or no constitutional disturbance;
but that the other thivd suffered rom s Emlsﬂn-
ous influenee in a variety of ways.  Amongst
other complaintz that were cither imparted or
brought inte activity we had pyomin, eczema,
phagedenic uleers, and so forth.

274, Now we come back to the question that
I was asking yom; your proposition was that
vaceination dimimishes the power of vitality ; it
appears now from vour answer that two-thirds of
the vaccinations that vou performed did not
diminish the vitality, and that it i D-Ill;.' in the
minority of the cases that the vitality was
diminizhed, and ilen you ings that gf:m‘.'hl.l pro-
position on all the easesy iz that so¥*—=The gues-
tion I wns neked by the Right honourable
Chairman wag whether T could cenlighten the
Committee as 1o what dizeazez were ealled into
activity and conveyed through vaccine lymph.

275, You have enlightened me n]muﬂy LT
that point, and told me that the poison of thoze
diseases was conveyed together with the vaccine
lymph, and that then the diseases ensued *—Not
always,

276. But you say it is so in the generality of
CAsEs, SO that 'H:]"ll:l]'l.'l that which dinimishes the
Jower of wvitality 15 \'mwi:mliug not with pure
vaccine lymph, %u:t with vaceine lvmph, toge-
ther wil.l;: the poizon of certain diseases'—
cannot understand how anything pure, so-called,
ean come from g dizeased animal,

277. My l‘:"m'r,] I think in one or two of your
first instances you laid a preat deal of stress upon
the constitution of the children that had small-
pex 3 yeu said that those who were strong ot
throweh it, and that the others died; have you
mnn.-ﬁt'lirml very carefully whether, a2 regards
girengih ol constitution, ti{-ru was any difference
hetween the vaceinated and onvaccinated patents ¥
—Yea; [ stated, [ think, that in those cases of
inoeulntion those who were strong and healthy,
both in the vaccinated and unvaccinnted, suffered
very little from its influenece,

278, But have you considered whether in the
ease of patients equally strong, there is any differ-
ence between the vaccinated and unvaceinated ?
—HBoth the vaceinated and the unvaceinated who
are strong pase through it without any appervent
disturbance ; the system seems to be  proof
agninst it

279, But is it generally vour opinion that it
makes no difference *—The strong and healthy
resiet the disease, whereaz delicate children suffer
a govd deal.,

2680, And in the ecase you gave us of the
childeen who recovered, and the mother who alter-
wards very nearly died, would you not consider
that the wenkness produced h}' |l|1l;_: nursing
would have an effect *—DBut she waz umder the
|:|n:|tuu!ing power ol the vaceine virus, gy
no doubt her constitution was weakened by the
nursing. )

o581, It iz not uncommon in afl dizeases for a
nurse o die alter successfully nursing a patient,
is it YLt B2 very common.

B4 2582, You
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282. You menticned that syphilis was some-
times dormant in the system ; i= it 8 common case
for syphilis to be dormant in the system of a per-
gon amd not 1o show itsell through life *—1In the
cage of children born of syphilitie parents it
almost inveriably makes its appeamnce in the
first few weeks after bivth 3 but in some eonsgain-
frone 1t may remain dormant for weeks or months,

223, You rather laul stress upom your ppinion
that vaceination, although it might not inoenlate
the child with syphilis, might cause syphilis,
beeause syphilis was alrendy dormant in the sys-
tem !—No doubt it wight call it into activity.

284, In the ease of a person of, say, 15 or 16
year: of age, could s_!.'pi:li{js have remained dor-
want all |i:m time and then be caused by vacei-
nation, if wvaccination did not neculate it?—
I have never scen any cages of that kind.

285. How soon should you consider the danger
was over of the r:!.']nhiiis that was dormant ap-
pearing 7—After the age of puberty. It would
depend vpon whether the patient was suffering
from hiz ewn indizeretion or whether it was eon-
stitutional.

286, How late m hife could hﬂ'l:llit.‘ll‘:l.-‘ :~_vin'l|ili5
appear that was dormant in the system rom
Inrth *—ereditary &}'phi]is gf-nm'all:,' makes 1ts
appearance in the future I’lﬂ'-‘p!‘illg alter m:tr:l'i:igu;
we get at facts that were concealed before.  In
the father himself no suspicion has ever been ex-
cited as to any syphilitic toint until his children
have exhibited the symploms, and undoubiedly
have it by t'.lmntitutiuimllimrmliln.r:.r tranEm E=Eion.

287. Then I understand you to say that it may
pass over a generation and then veappear ?—1n-
deubtedly, 1 have seen syphilis 11'1]|ere I could
find wo tracc in the parents, but 1 bave fownd
upen inguiry that the grandfather and grand-
mother had suffered in some way, or that there
had been zome constitutional taint in the previons
generation.

288. Dao you know that it is a general opinion
among medical men that the Iymph cannot con-
Vey any other disease *—That 15 the gcm'r:ll m=
].ll't.'ririi.li!l., but I have secen svphilis conveved
through the vaccine virus. :

2809, But Vo stanted jual now, I think, that
hereditary syphilis developes iteelf in almost every
ease in three weeks after birth ¥=—No, 1 say that
it you vaceinate a chill and convey through the
vaceine virnz any syphilitic taint it makes itz ap-
pesrance in the thivd week.

200, If the syphilis was dormant in the system
at birth, I thought you said it made it= appear-
anee generally a very short time after the L]I‘th:“'
=Yg, a week or two,

201, And generally speaking, i it does not
make its appearance 2 week or two after birth
the person may be considered safe for life, iz that
#0 7—T did nof say that.

292, If it must develope itself in three weeks,
ig mol that so7—T did not say that it must deve-
lope itself,

203, You stated that syphilis waz frequently
dormant in the eyztem of the child, that i to sy,
heveditary a-'t'phiﬁh and not that from inoeulation ;
how socn atter birth decs that hereditary taint
senerally show itself ¥—In the first week.

20, 1fie did not show itself in that first week
might vou eonsider the child safe from hoveditary
syphilis 7—That would depend entirely upon cir=
cumstances ; il the ehild 12 well nourished and
well fed, and well attended to, in all lm'lmhility
the dizease would Iay dormant o considerable
L.
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205, How scon would you consider that if the
symptoms did not nlhln‘:m‘ the child would be safe
from hereditary sypliliz ¥—If the taint iz already
in the Eyetem it will be a TL]'LI.?:I‘HU-I'I cntirely of
cireiimetances a= to when 1t would de\'[-,fulu_- it;;;if_
The result of my experience is, that in children
bern of sy philitic pavents we see the discaze show
itself in the first week or two.

2065, Does your experience lead ¥ou to kmow
how soon you might proncunce o child safe from
hereditary syphilis i’ the symptoms did not ap-
pear =1 am not aware of there Iwing any gi\-en
period. 1 said that im the crdinary way in
children born of syphilitic parents it shows itself
in the first week or two,

207. What are the cxeeptions to that ¥—Tt
may remain dormant, {or anytling 1 know, for
any number of vears; but, in a general way, it
gliows itsell in the first week or two,

288, DBut you covsider that it may remain dor-
mant for any number of years, and for the whele
of life, in fact*—1 do vot say thar.

2949, But you eaid, just now, that it might
appear in the gvamlchildren ? —We koow that
ANy erseins ilﬁmril it from their ancestors after
one or two generations, 1t does oceasionally skip
a gencration.

300. Isit your opinion that it might oceasion-
ally skip a generation ¥—XNo doubt.

301. Then it might remain dormant during the
whele of life ?—XYes,

302. You stated, with regard to infant moerta-
lity, that it had ilmrme%!a sinee  vaecination :
upen what do you base that opinion *>—First,
upon the Registrar General's veturn, that 45 1o
50 per eent. of the children die before they

attain their fifth year.

303, In what particular place is that f—Iu
Li\'crlm-u], I think, and in most of the laree townz,

304, 1s that per-centage larger or smaller than
it formerly was?—Larger, 1 think,

305, Mr. Candlish.] Mas infant mertality in-
creased sinee vaccination f—I think so. I simply
state what has been over and over again printed
Ly the Itegisirar General,

306. You E.J'.ulpl}' auy that mfant mm'lalit].r 18
now laree ¥— No doubt, up to the aze of five.

307, Are vou ina condition to say what it was
befere vaceination was practised f=—No, | have
not studied that,

305, Then you would hesitate to say that any
inecreased infant mertality is due to vaceination !
—1 think that the wortality of infants iz eonsi-
derably inereased by the poisonous influence of
vaccination.  That 15 my imprezsion from watch-
ing the progress of the dizease.

309, But you have ne knowledoe of the con-
ditions of mtant hife before vaccination was rac-
tiseld *—1 have not,

310, Then you arve not in a condition (o draw
any inference, since you cannot compare the twe
E:l’_'!.‘iuli:- N0,

311. You zay that the infant mortality iz from
45 to 50 per cent. of the total deaths in large
bowns ; I]Imppeu to know that you are correct
with regard to the town with which 1 am con-
nected, but what iz it in the country ¥—1 do not
kuow at all ; I am not acquainted with any sta-
tistics.

312, Whether it be 43 or 50 per eent. in the
country or not, you cannot tell >—1I cannot,

315, Would you not require that fact to
enable you to lfmw gencral eomelusions *—Yes,
eertainly it would be very interesting to kuow
what the movtality is in the provinces.

314, May
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314. May it not be true that the heavy infant
mortality in large towns is due to the unfaveur-
able samitary conditions in which infant life
oxists in Im"'gn towns f—1 have no doubt that
that accelerates it wonderfully. Ay

315, Then that will get rid of vaccination as a
canse of mortality, will it not '—Not altogether.

316. If vaccination be the cause, you would
find the mortality in town and couniry preity
much alike, 'I.'l'l::lllti’j'cl'll not '—No doubt.

317. You know, do you not, that, in point of
fact, hall the human race does not die before five
years of aze #—Certainly,

318. Then it will follow, will it not, that, half
dying in the towns, a very much less proportion
will die in the country ¥—.Just so.

319, But vaccination is pretty uniferm over
the country, is it not ¥=—Not altogether.

320, Have you any knowledge as to that as
between town and country T— 01 course, vaccina-
tion now is generally enforeed, and 1 hcliev_a that,
by the enforcement of the Act, from the diseases
that are constantly brought under my notice
after vaceination, it has heen instrumental in
gwelling the bills of mortality.

321. You say that the infant mortality in towns
18 very much greater than in the COURLEY, a8 it
must be, inasmuch as it iz one-hall in large towns,
and yet one-lalf the human family does not die
until after five vears ol e ; and wvaccination
being a= prevalent in the country as in towns, it
will certainly follow, will it not, that vaccination
is not the cause of the great rate of mortality in
towns ¥—Well, 1 aﬂwulﬁ say mot, according to the
statistics.

322, Up to this time I think vou have con-
veyed to the Committee your belief that the
heavy rate of mortality of most infants in large
towns was owing to vaccination ?—I helieve it still.

323, But you have just said that you think
differently ¥—I am not in a position to say what
the exact mortality in the towns is, but as one-
lialf of the population do not die before the age
of five, of courze the inference dreawn is, that it
cannot be the effect of vaccination, but I am
gpeaking of my experience of the poisonous effect
of vaceination.

324. Are you aware that the evidence taken
bhefore thiz Committee may govern amid stamnp
legislation to which 30 millions of peaple may be
Eu%:jnr:tml F—TYes.

325. Nevertheless, you ave content 1o put the
evildenee you give, which may be the basis of
that legislation on mere generalisations of this
nature ; do you think that =afe; or shoulld we not,
having in view the extremely important results
which may follow from this ingquiry, have specific
and accurate information —No doubt.

326. Do you nod feel that you are merely ge.
neralising and not giving us the rezultz of scientific
inguiries *—1 do mot know whether you eall it
geientific or not, but it is the result of my expe-
rience.

327, We discover now that the fact iz not ns
you state it, and that there is not an increased
mortality in towns owing fo vacoination ; ia that
g0 *—That is my Impresson,

328, With regard to nurses, 1 wnderstand you
tor state shat the proteetion which nurses in small-
pox hospitals enjoy is the problem which puzales
the 1||'n:|l'1_:.~ss-i1|h; im e first ]r.i.lu'.i.-, i it trae that
the nurses l,:lll.illll_',.'ﬂl:i i the Hu]l:l.“"[m.‘c ]'H:lxl:lltulls
inated *—They are eanid to be vaceinaied
anf re-vaecinated.

329. The problem rests upon the fact that they
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are vaccinated and do not die, does it not ¥—=That
18 the inference.

330, Then the fucts are eorvect, first, that they
are vaccinated, and secondly, that they do nat
die ¥—That is inferred.

331. You admit the stumbling-block *—1I be-
lieve that others might be placed in the sume
relationship as the nurses of the Small-pox Hos-
i}iml who have not been vaceinated, aml that llm}'
wounld be quite as capable of resisting the diseasc
a8 those who linve been vaceinaded,

332, Have you fnets to support that belief '—
Yes; the nurses whom I have been in the habit
of employing.

333, ﬁ: any hospitale? — Not in small-pox
hieepitals.

334. Then youare only generalising again, that
you think that it might be possible unvaccinated
nurses would not take small-pox —1 do.

335. Then would you have that general opinion
govern the legislation of this country against the
stumbling-hlock fo which you have veferved,
namely, that nurses in small-pox hospitals are
always vaccinated, and that no nurses in small.
wox hospitals die of small-pox f—1 think that the
est answer that can be given in opposition o
vaccination is the epidemic which is now raging.

338, Would you have that genceal opinion
govern the legizlation of this country against the
stumlling-block to which vou bhave referred,
namely, that nurses in small-pox hospitals are
always vaceinated, and that no nurses in small-
pox u@]rnimls die of small-pox *—I am still of the
I u]nnirm that nurzes who have not been vag-
cinated, or :'-uh";;-.r:te:l o this so-called proteciion,
wionle, if’ E:Iﬂ,cm] in the same relationship to the
TSEE 1-|:'|E:|:::.'q-r] at the eillllll“-ll:l.\! Juupil::l[:-i, iy
the same innmnity,

337. Then, sz a professional man, you wish to
leave it as your answer that the unvaccinated
nurses are as absolutely protected as the vacei-
nated ones against the infeetion ¥—Yes,

338. In answer toa previous question you said
‘th&tuu-u{rr:i:iug L your balief these iluspi.ia.l nurses
did not take small-pox beeaunse they had poe-
viously had it ¥ =1 think some one told me (bot
I have no facts as to that) that they had had the
small-pox before they were appointed,

339, You really wonld not expect this Com-
mitiee to accept as conclusive your answer,
namely, that you were told by somebody else,
whao was also toll *—Certainly not; but that was
the inference dvawn.

340, Then vou are now willing to aceept the
official facts from those hospitals as a eovrection
of the statement which vou are just now making ¥
—Tea.

341 Mr. Alderman Carter] 1 suppoze you
are aware that the infant mortality that ranges
from 43 to 30 per cent. is confined to a few large
towns ¥ — I have seen it recorded, I think, as re-
gards Grlasgrow, Ediulmrgh, l.iw!rluml, amil two
ur three others,

342, It is confined, in fact, to a very fow large
towng,  Aceording to vour theory, should not
infant mortality be nearly the same all through
the eountry ?—Yesz, if the sane lavz of vaccina-
tion were enforeed,

348, 1 take it that the vaccinaiion laws are
enforced as strictly in the country as in the towns,
and that, il anything, the people will ezeape in the
towns. II that be so, should not the moriality
of children be the same in the country and in
the towns, according to your theery *—Yes: no
doulit about it.

®
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344. From your own experience, do you know
an}'t]'lillg about the condition of the Inrgc towns,
g0 far as sapitary matterz go?—They are very
defective ; and the more defeetive they are the
larger the mortality. It iz not only eonfined to
infants, but applies to movtality generally.

345. May not the mortality of the children
depend very much upon the condition of the
mothers, for instance, who may work in mills in
a elose confined stmospliere *—It may have some-
thinz to do with it.

J46. Dr. Brawer.] 1 think that in veply to a
rather important suggestion, namely, that Dr.
Marvston liad given his opinion, and made a posi-
tive statement that o cases of small-pox among
the nurzesat the Small-pox Hospital had oceurved
the answer was that nurses resist all infection :
do you think that hospital nurses ave powerful
te resist all infeetion P—1I think that isa mistake;
I said that the staff of nurses that 1 employed,
who i not heen vaecinnted, resisted the small-
pox and other infections diseases.

347. Nurses certainly do not resist all infee-
tion, nor arve they proof asainst all diseases,
not even indections him-uw.-&. beenuse the year
befure last the Fever Hospital lost several
nurses  from relapsing fever, aml this  vesr
from scarlet fever, and it is s fact, therefore,
that the hospital nurses do not vesist all infeetion,
but they die almost in the proportion of people
in private Life; therefire that cannot be exactly
your anewer; the next iz that you make o very
gerious statement indeed, that you believe that
there iz an increased movtality in consequence of
vaceination, and you quote Dr. Fare: bot are

ou aware of this reply of Dr. Fam's: # Deaths
rom lever have Prné{rg.ﬂait‘e]j‘ subaided sines
1771 and further, the combined mortality from
small-pox, mensles, and scavlating now iz only
halfl as great as the mortality formerly ocensionerd
by small-pox alove " *—Yer

348. Are vou also aware that Dr. Farr says
that desths from fever and searlating are less now
than E|n'-}' were before vaceination =1 was not
aware of that, but I am aware that it is stated that
the cobined mortality from small-pox, senrlet
fever, and measles is only half az great a2 it was
formerly from small-pox alome; tlag'is due tothe
disease of :i:::l:lil—wm I,ming better understood, to
the bamishiment of the pmiltiuu of inoculating fior
small-pox, and to the trestment adopted also
being &0 moch more ratienal, and not, a5 we
are led toinfer, to the employment of vaceina-
thast.

340, f.'km'rmﬂn.] Then FinL do not {Hspul['. the
fact, but give a different gvound for it 2—1 say
that it is due, not to vaccination, but to the aban-
domment of ineculaiion for small-pox.

350. Dr. Brewer.] The deaths per million of
the population from small-pox before yaccination
were 3.000; that would make with the present
population at least G000 deaths. Now, from
1858 1o 1840, hoth inelusive, there were 770
deaths pee million ; from 1841 to 1853 only 304
deaths per million ; and from 1854 to 18635 only
202 per million: do you know those statements

Yea: that 12 due to the abolition of inoculating
with small-pox. When we inocnlated with small-
pox we kopt the disease constantly amongst us.
In Fact, of those inoenlated about one in 40 died,
andl that inoo grert measure will account for the
mortality, but wien they abolished the practice
of inoculating, small-pox was not epidemie. The
vesult was that apprrently it afforded some pro-
tection ILEhinH-I H'::Il:!lt-l:llijl:.
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351. But we had thyree upidemiul in those pe-
rinds F—Y es,

352, And yet the per-centage of deaths only
bears the proportion of 202 to 5,000, When
Lomdon had a mEuInti.n:m of 230,000 there was
an annual death from small-pox of 1,780, but
within the last 13 years there is an average death
in a population of nearly 3,000,000 of only 759 ;
ave you aware of that T=Tt is due, as I said be-
fore, not to the employment of vaceination, but
to a morve rigid observance of sanitary laws, and
to the fact of the abolition of inoculation for
emall-pox.

353, But that would affect all fevers indis-
erimimatel v, and lau]'rm::"mil:r thosze fevers wlach Fou
say you lave seen produced by vaceination ;
but the disproportion being so marvellous that
there can be no doubt whatever that there is a
direet pathologieal eonnection between cow-pox
and small-pex, you de not deny that vaccination
nndoubtedly destroys the susceptibility to small-
pox ¥—1 do

34, With all those facts?—With all those
factz. I believe that if you wished to test the
efficacy of vaccination the enly way would be to
gointo those particular localities where the dis-
ease is roging, and that is the only way to arrive
at o practical conelusion as to its so-called pro-
tection,

335, There are certain classes of fatalities
which we eall classes of death, Small-pox, be-
fore vaccination, came in the fifth clazs of death,
that ia to sav, out of 18 or 19 causes of death
small-pox came fifth, producing the fifth greatest
number; but after vaccination, and especially
within the last 15 years, small-pox comes in the
18th class; if there is no connection hetween
vaccination and small-pox, how on earth do you
aceount for that ¥—Simply beeanse the discase is
hetter understood, and the treatment adopted is
more rational.

356. So ave fevers and all sporadie disease;
but what conld make it jump from the fifth class
to the eighteenth elass #—The abolition of inocu-
latinmn.

357. Mr. Taylor.] You have been a medical
practitioner for 25 years, and for 20 years of
those you have been a pullic VACCIMRLOT, have
you not !—1 have been a medieal practitioner for
25 years, and out of that I was for 20 years a
pullic vaccinator. &

358, You have given up the system of vaceis
nation for some 10 or 12 years—Yes.

359, Those dates are hardly right, then, I
think *—Yes, T think =o.

360. You gave up the system of vaccination,
1 understand, beecanze you believed there was no
certainty in it —Yes, and no proteetion,

361. And because you believed that there
was no difference between those vaccinated
and those unvaccinated in regard to liability
to the disease and futality when taken?—No
mora susceptible when vaceinated from varioloid
viras than from the vaceine Iymph. During the
epidemic periods T have no diﬁ‘l:}uity in producing
re-vaceination, and, il' so, they are just as liable
o take the dizease, and are not insusceptible to
either,

362, I think you said, too, that of those vac-
cinated, about two-thirds went through all the
Blages of the complaint without mischief, Ill-ll'ﬂ
that as regards the one-third, there was an im-
[J;,Egihj]it:.r in telling from the marksin the ann
whether they had taken it or not: in fact, that
it might be said, if they died, that they Ina.dbnut.

Ber
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been wvaccinated; must not that lead to great
uncertainty as to the effieacy of vaccination '—
Certainly.

363, Sinee you beeame convineed that there
waz no abaolute efficacy in the svetem of vaccina-
tion, you went much further, :.1111:'[ wou eoncluded
that vaccination, apart from its t:ﬂ'lt‘u{'.}' in =
venting small-pox, lowers the power and induces
diseases of all kind?—The fact is continually
bronght before me from the wncertainty of the
operation of the vaceine virus.

364. T ohserve that the answer that you gave
a8 to itz lowering the power aml rendering the
boedy liable to certain diseases, was apparectly
a medical axiom that when artificial disturbanee
of the constitution waz produced and fever
ensued, that was known permancntly to lower
power and to induce Iiuh’utlitg.r to disense; but |
presume that while you practised wnecination
vou did so under the impression that itz effi-
eacy with rvegard o small-pox would atone
for that comstitutional misehief which was in-
evitable: that was o0, was it '—Yes,

363, You also came to the further conclusion
that it is likely to produce, or make to grow, the
hitherte dormant seeds of positive disease, such,
for instance, as sy philis *—Yes.

366. Yon ‘P.‘UL'I.IE not be surprised if after a
child was vaceinated it became subject to certain
eruptions, such az eczema or sy philis '—Certainly
not.

367. Would yon imply from its being so that
there was any constitutional taint in the avatem,
or that the eruptiong Em:ﬂceﬂml from vaccination 7
—What I stated was, not that it imparted disease,
hut hronght into existence disenses,

368. Whether syphilis lying dormant in the
gystem was browght out by this disturbance, or
whether it waz the direet result of vaccination
from a child with constitutional syphilis, must be
then, as I understand, a mere matter of theory #—
It is a matter of fact, because the child from whem
I vaccinated having syphilis, the syphilitie virus
wis conveyed to the second clild.

369. But had you, on examining the parenis of
the first child, found no evidence of EY hilitie
taint, how would you have accounted for the
appearance of disease in the vaceinated child ¥—
I have no doubt that frequently vaceine deve-
lopes syphilitic uleers which would otherwise be
dormant.
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370. Apart from the examination, therefore, it
would be a pure matter of theory whether the
ehild from which vou vaccinated was actually
suffering from syphilis, or whether the child
ppgmtcg upen had the devmant seeds of svphilis
mn 118 own constituton *—"There was nothing o
lead me to infer that there was any constitutional
taint amongst the parents of those children.

7L, IF you ]mi{ not discovered constitutional
syphilis in the parents of the child firom which
the lymph was taken. it surely would not have
been possible for you to assert that vaccination
must have rendered active the dormant seeds in
the comstitution of the waecinated child ¥ —No.

472, Dr. Brewer.] You have an opinion that a
pure Jennerian vesicle can be produced by a
modificd  influence, and that that pure vesiele
can contain the seeds of 1'1a|:cn:-ug disease ¥—
Yes

373, Of course you know the CXPETimCt §
which have been tried both here md elsewhere
upen this very subject: unvaccinated persons,
who happened to be suffering from chanere, have
IJI.‘IL"]I vaceinated, and vaccine vesicles have Leen
raised in close contiguity to the chancre, and
from vesicles so eaised, vaccinations have been
performed. but never has it happened on a single
oceasion that syphilis, or that any other result
than vaccine has followed the use of the vaccine
Iymph, which was purposely taken from a
syphilitic subject, and this is confirmed by men
of the highest possible position, and the fargest
possible amount of experience, Acton, Tee,
West Marston, sl the rest; do von believe
that ¥—1I believe if I had seen nothing of those
whom T bad vaccinated beyond the -_-ighth day, 1
might bave said that: but if it does not make its
appearance uniil the expivation of three or four
weeks; and many a person has passed through the
vaccination in the regular way, and has heen
certificd as  having ﬁeen properly  vaccinated,
who was afterwards covered with syphilitic
BOCE,

374, Do yon know that one ense only is re-
corded, and that a French case of any known
disease being communicated with the vaccine
matter, that being a young womanin La Charité,
who, at the very time of vaccination, was suffer-
ing from wre affection wterine?—Yes, 1 believe
you will find on reference to Ricords works that
there are several such cases,

0.7,
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many more deaths among the nnvaceinated than
among the vaccinated in the hospitals 7—No
doubt that is recorded.

476, But, on the other hand, vou endeavoured
to ghow that what are called unvaceinated le
Lhad really been vaccinated P—Yes; and that
there is no trace afier a certain time in certain
consiitutions.

377, But the reply to that, on the part of
medical men gmmmlil!:.', would be, I suppose, that
those who you say were vaceinated were not
properly vaccinated *—Hecause they were re-
turned as unvaccinated,

378. Then that would appear not to tell
against vaccination, but to show that the system
i= imperfect, or the medical man careless¥—No
doubt vaccination has been performed in a very
carcless manmer for very many yvears.

379, The position that you take in the matter
does not seem to me to tell againsl vaceination ¥
—Even among those, 1 think, whase constitutions
are favourable to the development of the dizease,
there is in after life little or no trace left, For
instamce, | think T =aid that about two-thinds of
the cases that came under my notice went through
the dizeaze with little or no interruption, but in
about one=third of them the diseasze did not take
in the regular way i there were mot the true
vesieles, althongh vou might have the full com-
plement of them, because they had become ab-
sorhed or had left very little trace. Those per=
zong would he some of the particular partics to
whom 1 referred who never exhibit a full com-
plement of sears, I very much question whether
vou coulid fully develop them ; the consequence
iz, that you could neversay that they I.IH"-'l: Imr::n
|i:n1'nng‘h|_1.' awd efficicntly vaceinated from their
peculine Wliosynerasies, and those would be re-
turned as unvaccinated in ease of death.

380, Do I rightly understand that you consi-
der that there 15 2 giﬂ‘.u |:1'n|mrriun of human
beings who are mot capable of being what is
called properly vaceinated #—Yes: yom cannot
give them, a2 it were, o disease by Act of Par-
liwment ; nothing in the world will induee t.E‘u::
system to take up the disease and develope it in
the regnlar way,

381. And those persons would not then be
protected by vacecination *—No; they would be
the very first to take variola, and that iz the re-
sule of my experience. I have ve-vaceinated them
up to the age of puberty three or four times,
and you get the same kind of abortive vesicles,
and you never get a satisfactory result.

YEHE. You bave a large practice, you say ¥—
es.

383. Amonrat what elazs of persons ?*—Now
I am |lmuﬁsing ﬂnllr as a :hjsinia.n : hut in the
early part of my carcer fma a general practi-
tiomer,

384. Do you happen to know how many cases
of death by smallpox you have seen in your own
experience *—When 1 was a general practitioner
I ingisted upon every case that presented itsell
being removed, believing that the only safesnard
would be to isolate all that fell sic ..nmftha{
were wenerally referred to the hospital, where
had no further control over them: but sinee 1
have beesn in |Iu~actice ag a physician only, of
eowrge I have been brounght imto contact with a
different clasz of patientz.  The two cases that T
alluded to the other l.L'I:lu‘, I attemded until tlmj
terminated fatally.

385. Are those the only cases which you
have attended that have terminated fatally ?—
No; but the only ones lately.

386. Amongst those caszes that you have at-
tended that have terminated fatally, were there
45 many fatal cases amongst the vaccinated as
amongst the non-vaceinated P—1 do not think
that 1 am altogether prepared to answer that
queation.

387. Could you tell me whether the opposi-
tion fo vaccination 1s eonfined mﬂ.inl}r to this
eountry, or does it exist in other countries 7—I
Lelieve so; but I liave no experience as to other
eountrics,

388. With regard to the medical men of other
eountries, do vou know whether any of them hold
your views?—I have read a series of articles on
the eubject in the papers which have been pub-
lizghed from time to time, and there are medical
men on the continent who objeet to vaccina-
T,

389, Does small-pox occur much more amon
the poor than among the better classes P—Where

you
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vou have any infringement of the laws of nature
as to sanitary matters, then you have more small-
MOX.

! 200, Buot, as o matter of fact, does it not occcur
much more among the neglected and poorer
classes '—1t i= a curious fact that you always
find emall-pox as an endemic in badly ventilated
and badly drained houses, such as the back slums
and fever dens that you read of in London.

391, When it appears as epidemic, upon what
classes of society does it fall P—Those living iu &
filthy and dirty state, and who do not pay atten-
tion to sanitary laws ; living, for instance, five or
six in a room that iz not capable of supporting
life for more than an hour er two.

302, Then would you consider that favonrable
sanitary conditions would do far more to remove
small-pox than vaceination ¥— Decidedly, and the
more Fou can carcy out arrangements of that
kind, the sooner you will diminish the present
epidemie,

393, Dwoez amall-pox attack the young more
than those who are 5:;93 voung P—It attacks the
young, cspecially infants ; aml it is more fatal to
them.

394. Does the linbility to the disease diminish
every year that you get older, whether you are
vacoinated or unvaccinnted '—No doubt ; for
instance, [ could not successfully re-vaccinate
many persons after puberty, but during an
epidemic | could vaccinate them any number of
timies.

395. Asa matter of fact, the figures show that
you are less liable as you get older, whether you
are vaccinated or not ¥—Y es.

396, How leng did the system of inoculation
prevail in this country ¥=—Faor about 70 years,

397, Was it generally recommended by the

rofession =11 was highly approved of by the

Jollege of Physicians,

398. For how long *—Of course it met with a

reat deal of opposition at its first introduction ;
ﬁu[ piter a series of experimeénts, inany persons
whe took a very leading part at that time, would
not believe that you could have small-pox a seconid
time ; u\'cr_-,'llulf}', in fact, Hmught w0 s amd in the
early part of my professional eareer, I had the
opportunity of witnessing a great many cases of
ingeulation, and I have inocnlated people mysell
algo, before it was made o penal {II}FEILL'I!: bt it
was very generally adopted, beeause the profes-
aton believed that you could not have the small-
pox a second time, and the public believed that
von eould not have the small-pox a second time.
" 309, Tt seems rvemarkable, that the medical
profession generally adopted it ; do you know on
what hasia of experience it was H-lll'l-}'bl,]ﬂl'!l] to rest,
and why the FH:“’:&:—'EHII adopted it ¥—There i o
oreat deal of fashion in medicine, and i yon can
oet half~a-dozen fashionable men to recommend
anyLhing, it goes down; in the same way with
medicines now-n=lays; the hydrochlovate and
hydrate of potassium, and those things, became
fashionable; so with inceunlation, many persons
had an idea that it gave them more vigour and
prevented any disfizurement, and consequently it
was penerally mlopted,

400, Dl you say that Dr. Jenner was in the
habit of incculating with grease from horses'
heels #—In the original work, he tells you that
the true vaceine could never be obtmned, except
through the greasy horse.  He soid, © Thus the
dizease makes its progress from the horse to the
||ii1-111:~ af the cow, and from the cow to the human

(1% i

bd |

subject.” He goes on furtler, and he gives an
instance, and a drawing also of a ease.

401, Where do we get what is ealled the
vaceine matter now *—I believe it is mencrally
understond Lo be oblained from the incculation
sugresied by Mr. Seely, by firzt giving the cow
the small-pox, That is the gemeral impression,
but of course I cannot say positively how it iz now
obtained, That was the m'lg'nml sonree, and [ be-
lieve that was abandoned, aml they ot what they
call a fresh supply, by inccnlating the cow with
smiall-pox, and when von get the true Jennerian
vesiele, as itis rr:rmetil. this= is the lymph which is
made wse of,

402, Are you aware that the praetiee of in-
oculating eows now takes place anywhere ?—1
tried the e::}]rm-iment with a view of getting
what they eall pure lymph from the cow.

403, Where do they get the small-pox *—They
use the small-pox virus

44, The human small-pox? — The human
smiall-pox. Tt3s H‘III_I]:I-IZIBIH:l to miiig*:l.h: the virulenee
of the ::mnpl:l.int.

405, Is that an acknowledged fact? —Yes, [
believe so. T have read up o good deal of these
matters a few years ago,

406. Who is engaged in preparing this vaceine
matter ¥—It iz a Government affair. When 1
have been short of pure Ivinph (so called), I have
always applied to the National Vaccine Institu-
tion for a fresh supply.

407. Do I understaml you aright, that children
are now vaceinated from the arms of other
children, or direct from the cow #=T have aban-
doned the practice for the last 10 or 12 years;
therefore 11 do not know what they are doing
now,

408, T have been asked to put this question to
vou ; did you give a certiticate to the Rev. H.
J. Allen, that his children were not in a fit state
for wvaccination? — Yes; his children were
bromght to me; they were covered with a nasty
eutaneous eroption.  The mother died in the last
stuge of consumption, and they were the very
worst subjects for vaccination, and 1 thought it
just pozsible that if I introdueed any vaceine,
they would, in all probability, be very con-
giderably debilitated.  This dizsenting minister
eame from a long way, and wanted to know
whether it would ﬁ[m convenient for me to see the
children ; [l'(m,__':ct how many, but I think four
or five. I never remembered to have zeen such
strumouns=looking subjects,

400, You gave him this cortificate not becanse
you ohjected to vaccination, but becapse |_|"_+Jr
were bad :.“ﬂP'cc'tF *—Certainly ; they were the
very worst subjects for vaceination.

410, Being a duly gualified medical prae-
titioner, did you expect that your certificate
would be rejected P—Uertainly not.

410 Was it acceptod or rejected P—It was
rejected.

412, By whom, and whea?—I think by the
Duke of Manchester; but 1 was not present when
the examination took place.

413, And Mr. Allen was eonvicted of an
offence for not having hiz children vaccinated,
notwithstanding your certificate, was he not?—
Yes

414, For what reason 7—1I learned afierwards,
that they ohjected to my certificate because T was
opposed to vaceination generally,

415. Mr. Muntz.T Yon made some remark
just mow oz to taking the vaccine matter from
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the gresze of the heel of a horse: are we to
underatanid from that, that there is no real vac-
cine matter in the ecow *—The cow's teats be-
came inoculated Ly the servants who were em-
vloyed in  handling  the greagy-hecled horse.
Dy, Jenner says, in hiz work, that when there
was no grease there was no vaccine, and that his
1_":'4:||-|'I"lI:]l'II[.4 Wene :-mhh.—iilj.' iulorrllptr_'r.L anid he
Wilg uh]if_ﬂ.ﬂl to wait until the grease mivle its
APPEATANCE AEin.

4a6, 1 think, if 1 remember corvectly, Dr.
.Ium.-a-'.- firs=t 1|'|a-.-|-l'1.'.'Ll‘I.|.rIl in l_J"JlllLL'qf.h'h:l'hhil'E- ¥i" s,
that the milkmaids and people who attended the
cow = were not marked with small-pox  like other
wople, and that first attracted his aitention !—
Tliat first attencted his attention, but milkmaids
and farriers are people whoare pliysically stronger
than the great bulk of the 1|'l-|:-15;L'|.'|.u.r:|.1 and their
occnpation gave them more tone, and they resisted
the disease ; but il he had earried out his ex-
periments amongst those poor aneemie children
of the back slums of London he would have
arrived at a very different result.

417. You do not believe in real vaccinematter ?
—1 have never seen it really protective ; when
I lived av the West End T was called upon, the
year when the Queen was married, to re-vac-
einate, and vaccinate ﬁulnfttl:i:lg like 40 or 50 a
day, because Liondon at that timie was very full,
and evervhody became intimidated in reference
to the small-pox,

A18. If it were proved that in some foreign
gouptries the virug s aystematically taken from
the eow and uzed for vaccination, thar wonld
rather interfere with your theory, would it not ¥
—No: Dr. Jenver eays distivetly in his work
that there is a spontancous eruption somewhat
resembling the true vaccine, buf it is spurious
amd pou-protective.

419, As to marks on the arms, 1 think in this
Couniry o ul:l]"l.' vaccinate on one arm =D,
Jenmer said, that affer being once thoroughly
and efficiently vaccinated, we were for ever
secure against small-pox, but then he only vae.
cinated one arm with one impression.

420, Do you consider that a mark en the arm
ean prove vaceination ¥—That is said to be the
only test as to whether you have been vaccinated
or not, and in course of time, in some constito-
tione, it becomes thoroughly obliterated.

421, Did you ever yoursell know an instance
where a child was properly vaccinated of the
mark being obliterated *—In my public capacit
as a vaccinator 1 wvaccinated thousands, and
lave scen them in alter Life, and T could find no
trace whatever of what 1 had a vight to expect,
because they were certified as having been duly
vaccinated,

422, You are aware that people are frequently
vaccinated, and the vaccination does not take pro-
werly, amed that on re-vaecination it does take
directly *—1It is a curious fact, that during an
epidemic, you may always produce re-vaecination
with wery few exeeptions, because it i in an
atmosphere which favours itz development.

423, Would it not be possible to get a similar
mark by vaccination or inoculation with some
other disease, such as the grease of the horse, or
anything else ?—That was the original source.

424, But supposing that there were any erup-
tive disenze that migﬁl eanse a sore place, would
net that produce a mark =1 called your aticu-
tiwn on my first examination to the fact, that 1
hadl geen a peculiar fluid exuding from the conical
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masses in strumous subjeets, and with theie per-
mission I insgerted this seeretion, and produzed
something rezembling vaccination.

-{_2:':. 'l'?m.t would leave a mark, would it not ?
—Yes.

426. And the person having that mark might
be presumed to be vaccinated ¥—Yes.

427. With regard to the sanitary condition of
the country in your estimation, as a medical man,
is the sanitary condition of the country better or
worse than it was when you commenced as a
practitioner =¥ ery much batter ; we have haths
and wash-houses, and other zanitary measures
which have been instituted, and which have been
instrumental in keeping those epidemics in check.
As | said before, you will always find small-pox
as an endemic, where there is no proper sanitary
regulation.

428, You say that Dr. Jenner thought that a
person coull not have dmall--lmx twice ¥*—"That
was the opmion of those whoe introduced inocula-
tion. They believed that you could not have it
alsncm::l time; D, Meade, I believe, was one of
them.

429, Tt iz admitted T believe, on all sides, that
a perzon may have small-pox twice *—Yes, T have
known patients have it a third time, and I know
4 young ]ull._g.r, te whom [ was introduced ithe
other &1;,.'.. who told me she had had it four times,
amid ehe 12 =0 constituted, that I believe ghe can-
not help having it whenever an epidemic makes
its appearance,

430, Tt s the same with measles, is it not #—
Undoubtedly ; and with all those exanthematous
disenzes,

431, There iz no vaccination for measles, is
there *—No.

432, How often is it that a person has measles,
twice ; aceording to your experience what would
the proportion be *—You never get it the second
tune in the same virnlent form as ¥ou do the
firat.

433, Is there one ease in a thouwsand F—1
ghould not like to venture an opinion on the
nuebor,

434, It is a very rare case, iz it not? —Tt iz a
very difficult thing to define measles properly ;
in seme subjects it assumes a very troublesvme
character, whereas, with others it is compara-
tively light, as with small-pox ; some suffer from
the malignant form, and others from the distinet
form ; you cannot say why one person should
have it in the distinet form, but those who have
the hpmorrhagic, or bleeding form of small-pox,
are  the first p-unpla to diz; when the mucous
surfaces slough they die in a horrible state.

435. With regard to messles and searlet fever,
is there a decrease in those diseases *—No; I
believe that in many of the vaccinated this mor-
bid matter is taken up, and eliminated from the

in another shape.

436. Then do you attribute the increase of
ecarlet fever and measles to vaccination ?—1 do,
certainly,

437, '};[r. Holt.] 1 understood you to tell the
Committee that it was your opinion that certain
disenzes have been communicated by vaccination?
—TYes; I called nitention to one case in which
that had ocenrred,

4358, I understand that to be an opinion formed
as the result of your professional experience —1
vaceinated a agphiliﬁc child, and afterwards from
the true wvaccine wesicles on the eighth day [
vaccinated two other children, and the resuli

showed
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showed that true gyphilia can be conveyed in the
vaceine lymph from the true Jennerian vesicle,

439, Can you point out to the Conmittes any
gtatiztics which would confirm that view, and
prove that your experience is not t!iliglll-lll‘ .’T”
you refer to the Blue Book of Mr. Simon, T think
you will find several cases recorded of your being
able to convey ayphilis throngh a true Jennerian
vesicle.  Mr. Ackerley, of Liverpool, writes
thus: ‘I have no doubt syphilis has been eom-
muniented from a diseased to a |]L"JI]III}‘ child by
means of vascination 1™ that is an extract from the
Blue Book., Mr. Startin, a very eminent man us
a physician, who has paid more than ordinary at-
tention to skin diseases, says, © It is my opinion
that the true Jemnerian vezicle in a subject
suffering from constitutional syphilis, or acquired
?]_yphllis, may be the weans of transmitting this

iseaze.”” There are two or three others; I re-
member reading this first in a work by Mr, Lee,
a well-known surgeon.
440. Have wvoun any means of showing the
Committee that since vaccination became more
eneral, those |m1'ti1~.ll1n1' diseases, ayphilis, soro-
ula, eczema, and others, have increased to any
extent *—There iz no doubt alwut it

441. Have youany statistics to confirm your own
opinion on that point?—1 enly judge by the ve.
turns of the Registrar General: I see that scarlet
fever has been raging, but the gentleman whe
will follow me, has given more than ondinary
atteniion to the statisiics, and will be able o give
you that information. Dr. Whitehead also iz of
that opinion.

442, Sir Sith f-'.i'n'."r.l".'l[ I think that yow stated
that the |]!I1.'|[H'H‘|il.rl'l of deaths of ehildren in the
large towns, was from 45 to 50 per eont, ¥—1Yes;
I have =cen that published.

443. o you attribute that in any degree to
vaceination *—1I do; T think there 18 no doult
about ity it is beeause vaccination is performed
in what 1 call a wvery bungling way; and
chiliren are vaccinated who have really no busi-
ness to be vaceinated, and it is these particular
children who swell the bills of mortality.

444, Do you know what the per-centa-se of the
deaths of children in country di-tricts mav be ¥—
T do not know the statistics : I have no ko wledee
of that, but thiz has often been quoted 3 T thin
Sir Jamez Simpzon, who wrote a very pleasing
pamphlet, said, that he believed that small-pox
could never be exterminated by vaeeination, amd
he made some allusion to the mortality.

445, 12 it not the ease, that vaccination iz more
general in the countey than it is in the larse
towns *—I have been in practice in London for
nearly 30 years, and therefore | have no experi-
enee as to the country, and I am unable to answer
that question.

44G. With reference to the answer which you

ve to the honourable Member for North East

ancazhire, vou mentioned a ense in which, in
your own knowledge, syphilis had been commu-
eated by meang of vaccination ¥—Yes; and the
care was submmitted to two or three eminent
men.

447. Ilad you ever more than one such ease in
your own knowledge —I have seen other cases.
For instance, | was onee consulted by some young
ladies who had been vaceinated (not by myself’)
from their brother whe was suckled by a sy philitie
nurse 3 they came to me to know whether 1 bl
eVer peen :lll_'|'l:|11'hj-5 of that kind after vaccination,
I k{;i;;v nothing of them, and I sid that 1 had
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onee seen o ease, and only onee, but I knew what
I thoughe about the mwatter, and 1 sugresied that
Mr. Liston and Mr. Morton should see them at
the time, and they both confirmed what my sns-
picion wag, that it was true syphilis, and after o
great deal of inveatigation, they found that the
nurse had a constitutional taing; 1 teok the
trouhle of ﬁnﬂin,ﬂ_r this nurse, and 1 found, from
what she told me, that her child Jied covered with
a peculiar ernption, and that she had swellings
in the oroin, and =0 on; the wsnal svphilitie
symptoms,

445, You only know one ease in which you
yoursell vaccinated where thi= eccurred '—No.

448, Dr. Lyon Playfarr.] Tn what vear did
vou discontinue being a public vaccinator F—I
cepsed to vaccinate about 10 or 12 Years ago.

450, Ihd yon then eense to be a 1-||:'|1n|.iw Y-
cinator *—1 commenced practice as a public vac-
cinator in the vear 183%, when T was an articled
pupil to Mr. Fowke in Berkeley-square.

451, Dy public vaceinator we understand just
now a vaccinator recognized by the Govern-
ment § is that what you mean by a public vaeei-
nator *—The gentleman to whom T allude was a
public vaccinator, and by virtue of my position I
performed the minor operations, so that 1 com-
meneced the duties of a public vaceinaior in 1838,

452, That is to say, that you were not a public
vaceinator, bat vou acted as an assistant to a
vaccinator ¥—1 was articled to a medical gentle-
man, anid we had two days a week for public
vaegigation.

453, When did you become a public vaccinator
under the Natienal Vaccine Institution ¥—1 pre-
sume the honourable Member means to inquire
when I got pernmission to obiain |b¢cunjm'r pay
for what T did at the parish expense; 1 was
solicited when 1 left Derkeley-square by one of
the directors of the poor, who knew me when
living there, to become a public vaceinator. He
koew what I had been doing, and he knew the
ex;mrluncc that I had, and he =aid that it was a
matter of pounds, shilling:, and pence in the
parish. 1 was applie! 1o when I was a student
at University College, and 1 received the appoint-
ment, and the books were sent (o0 me i the
regular way., That must have been in 1844 or
1845, or about that time, I received a note from
the vestry clerk, or the tjm-ul:]-,! in power, to say
that the Looks would be forwarded in the regular
way, and that I was to do it at the parish
EXEnEL.

454. Was that before you hecame a qualified
]Jnu:ﬁlimll‘:r f—Ahout that time; it was in 1846
or 1845,

455, Were you a mblie vaecinator in the yoar
1856 ¥—1 continued to vaccinate a:z a public
vaccinator up lo within the last 10 or 12 years.

456. Then you were a publie vegcinator he-
ol 1856, from which time the records are kept?
—OF eourse, I continued the practice uneil
within the last 10 years,

457. A= a public waccinator *—I performed
the operation gratnitously on ceriain days,

438, You told vs the literature of the subject,
amil stated that Dr. Jenner believed that the
vaceine virns wag originally got rom the grease
of a horse's heel ; lut are you not aware that Dy,
Jenmer foumd out that e was mistaken, and that
he hod comfounded the grease with the natwreal
equine pox, or the pox in the hovse, just like the
rorx in the eow P=1 am aware of that,
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459, Aud that he admitted that he had made
o miginke = He was constantly making mistnkes,

460k, Bt von did mot tell us that Dr. Jenner
knew iJL'!'I.L!I'II_'I.' well that he had made o |||ig:|:1|.m
originally, and that what he thought came from
the grease of a liorse came from the equine pox F—
Yes, he made that mistake undonbtedly.

AL, Did yon not state to one of my honour-
able friends just now that the chief supply of
vaecine virns was from the cow i!!m:ulmmll with
the stoall-pox ¥—-1 =il that that was genceally
suppozeid to be the casge, so 1 am told. [t is
generally inferred that that iz how it is oldained
through Mr, Seely's experiments.

462, Arve yow not aware that those experi-
ments of Mr. Seely’s were mozt important ex-
pl.'!l'im::ntz-c, wt:ihﬁrhing thint smuli—pux became
mitigated when inocolated from the cow, but
that that is mot the source from which the Na-
tional Vaccine Institntion is supplied #—1 do not
know anything of the sowrce of supply of the
National Vaeeine Institution; I sid that that
was believed to be the souree of supply.

463. Then wonld you be surprised to hear that
it is In no case the souree of supply 7—1 should
be very pleased, indeed,

464, 1 think it would not be difficuli {0 esia-
blish : with regard 1o your examination in chief,
vou first stated, did you not, that vou albjected
to vaceination because it often proved fatal P—
Yes

46G5. And you have given a very interesting
and specific acconnt in your little work upon the
subjeet ; at page 34 you give a very specific case,
and you say thiz: ©“ When the small-pex broke
out at the camp st Shorneliffe in 18360 among the
soldicrs re-vaceination was atonee had recourse Lo,
but it plaved snd havoe with them ; 13 died after
the operation, and others had their arms amp-
tated fo save their lives;" T may assume that
when a person of your position and gualifications
made snch a statement in o work, vou would take
ample means (o prove the truth of it 7—T wrote
te two or three parties to know whether the re-
port that appeared in three or four papers was
really corrcet. 1 ﬂ:-rgﬂt m what vear it was, hut
goon after this ocourred I was in the neighbour-
hod of Shornefiffe, and T inguived whether the
small-pox was there, and they sail yes, it was
very bud, andd that many men i‘ml.l suffered in the
way which had been dezeribed.

466, Yoen nseertained positively that the nume-
ber of 13 died actually in consequence of re-
vaceination *—That was what was assertod and
appeared in the public prints,

467, Was that what you aseeriained lrom your
own researches ¥—I ascertained from inguiry that
aich had been the ease.

468, Arve you aware that there is a medical
department of the army where the statistics of
the army are kept with great accuraey, and did
vou inguire there #--1 did not.

469, Should you be very much surprised to
hear that there 13 ot one recorded instance 1o
the whale of the DBritish army, of one person
having died from vaceination or re-vaccination
—1 should be very much astonished to hear
that.

470 Do you not think that before such a
precize and Important statement was made by
you, it wounld have been desirable for it to have
Ieen sscertained by you whether 1t was true ?
—1 did not know of any means of nﬁm:l'tninialg
it ; [ took it for grantcd that what nplmnre:] mn
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the regular way as ordinary things appear was
correct, and that no one would propagate a thing
that was not trne.

471. You did not =o to the statistical depart-
ment of the army and ascertain whether that was
true ¥— I did not.

472, When you stated that vaceination largely
swells the bills of mortality, what did vou exaetly
mean by that expression *—I mean that by in-
diseriminate vaccination, you produce the dis-
eazes which I have enumerated.

475. Do you mean that since vaceination has
been intreduced the rvatio of mortality has in-
creased f—1 di amongst children.

474, Are you aware that the analysis of the
bills of mortality in London in the century
before vaceination, shows a death-rate of 800 per
10,000 of the population 7—I have paid no at-
tention to statistics of that kind,

475. You do not know that fact#—I do not
know that fact.

4'{'}3. 1Mo vou know that in the half century
previous to vaccination, the ratio of mortality per
10,000 of the population in London was 5207 —
I have scen those figures, Lbut T am not ac-
quainted with them.

477. Do you know that now the rates ofmor-
tality per 10000 of the population in London, is
I‘lE:ﬂﬂ}" one-half of that, or 249 ¥ —T am not aware,
as I 3nid before, of anything with reference Lo
those statistios,

478, Admitting that those sialistica are true,
does not that show that there has been no in-
erense of n:lu:'t:j,l'uy, Lt rather o very laree o=
erefse sinee vaccination waz introdueed, whether
that was the eauze or not #—1 think that those
gquestions had betier be submitted to the gentle-
men who have paid special attention to those par-
ticular questions.

470, Now we will take the ease of the children.
Are you aware that there 1= a very great
variation in the mortality of chillren in the
varions districts in England : that in the un-
healthy districts, 70 per 1,000 of the population
die under five years of age, and that in the
healthy districts only 37 per 1,000 die under
five years of age P=-Y es.

480. Are you not aware that vaceination is
equally distributed in the healthy and in the
unhealthy districts ¥—1 am not aware of the
fact,

481, Have yvou any reason todoubt it ' —When
I answered that, I believed that the mortality
was 45 per cent., as quoted from the egister
General in large towns; I asserted that 1 be-
lieved that the vaecine virus was instrumental in
swelling the bills of mortality.

482, That is exactly what I want to find out.
Mu}‘ it not be from other canszez in thoge lavee
towns, when {ﬂll find' that where there are not
]n.rge towns there 1 no such great nmrluiil,f
amongst children ?—1I can quite well understand
that children living in a healthy locality would
not be under the same depressing influence, and
in all probability the %inr:rnl mortality would be
lighter than it wonld be in large towns,

483. Are you aware that there are excellent
records of mortality in Sweden, where there is
alse very extensive vaccination?—I have often
seen and read it

484, You stated that wou had noe doubt that
the mertality amongst children increased with
vaceination P—Because I bave seen disease called

into
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into activity by vaccination which I believe would
otherwise have laid dormant.

485, Should you be very much surprised fo
hear that in Sweden, where vaccination is now
thoronghly diffused, from 1775 the mortality
amongst children under five years of age, per
1,000 living, was 90 in the 1,000, that from: 15821
to 1840, it beeame reduced to G4 in the 1000, and
at the present time it iz only 57 in the 1,044, .'HLH'I
is not that a very large reduction of infantile
mortality, from whatever cause?— Ag I zaid
before, I have paid no attention to those statistics,
bt ﬁgul'w will prove nn}'thing.

4586, We want to ascertnin {m” daty for the
very large assertions that you Lave made *—As
& public vaccinator I say again, that I have ofien
seen  diseases brought into netivity amengst
children who were vaceinated, which would
otherwize have remained dormant.

487. Now with rezard to the subject of inocu-
lation, my Imn:mmﬁl& friemd the Member for
Manchester agked you why it was that inoculation
had been practized by physicians in the last cen-
tury, and I understood you to reply, that it was
only on account of the fshion #—No, T Leg your

ardon; T snid that it was fashionable to be
meculated, and it was generally adepted beeanse
it was recommended by the first physicians of
the day.

488. Are you not aware that even now, if a
person iz inoeulated, the small-pox iz zencrally
fur leas severe than taking it in t[.lm ordinary way ¥
—T am quite aware of that.

489, Is not that the reason that the physicians,
on account of the very mitigated form of the
disense, oviginally inoculated for it ?—Dut, un-
fortunately, when it was introduced at that time,
those who were inoculated in that way spread the
disgease just as much az those who took it in the
natural way, and it was found, that one in 40, I
believe, died; and that it was instrumental also in
koeping the disease constantly amongst us; that
was w I-:f' il- TWILR l'll.lll'l“].m'll"'i]; I'I.I'I[] “'III."II il. was
abandoned, the small-pox ceased to beeome an
epidemic for some time, and in the intermediate
time, D Jenner introduced vaceination.

490. I think you stated also in your examina-
tion in chief, that the main reasom that small-pox
ig less prevalent now iz, the fact of meeulation
having been abandoned, and not the adoption of
voecination ¥—Not the main reazon: that and the
institution of sanitary measures ; inoculation kept
it ﬂ-ﬂmlmlll}' amongst s, and when they censed
to inoculate, the dizease apparently lefi the
eountey, '

491. As to the effect of inoculation, probabl
you are very familinr with a celebrated wor
111L|J“E]1Elli in 1801, ealled “ The Increase and De-
crease of various Diseases,” by Dr. Heberden 7—
I remember reading it some years ago.

492. The object of that was, to point out how
1.]ngtmu:f incenlation wmonsst other things, was
in extending disease ; Dy, Heberden states, after
carelul examination, that the deaths from small-
pox had inereased from four to five by inocula-
tion, and so far, that justificd your belief; at that
time, there were 3,000 deaths” per million of the
population; the effeet of inoculation, aceerd-
ing to this decrease of one-fifth, would have made
the deaths 2,400, if that was the whole canse
are you not aware, that now the ratio of mortality
s omly 105, instead of 24007—1 am not ac-
q“[.llti;?md with those figures; as T said before, I
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have paid no attention to those statistics, but I
am very pleased to hear it.

493, Now, I will go to the dizeazes which you
think are especially brought on by vaccination,
and have incrensed since ; 1 think amongst others,

on specinlly veferred toserolula as being largely
increased by the introduction of vaceination ¥—I
think so: there is no doubt about ity strumons
dizeases have heen gnn{!r:i]l}-‘ on the incroase.

494, 1 think amongst others, von specially
mentioned serofula F—Yes

495, Are youaware that it appears from the re-
ﬂnnrr.'lmttufljr.'llf}m{'nlww, that |'1]'u'|‘n 1681 to 1600,
there were 801 cases of serofula per 100,000 of
the population; that from 1746 to 1755 (still
hefore vaceination was introduced) there were
1,099 per 100,000 of the population, and that at
the present time we have only omefifth of that
proportion, or 206 per 100,000 of the prTulmiun?
—Aa I spid betore | have never 1‘n11.i1 any af-
tention to those siatisties, but in my experience
I have seen ehildren, hitherte healthy, pine and
assume a strumous character after vaccination.

496, But assuming that these statistics are
true, do t]m:r not show, whether vaccination has
anything to do with it or not, that there is a very
large deereaze in zerofulows discazes sinee the
period of vaecination and not an inereaze *—Sup-
posing what the honourable Member states to be
true, that is an,

497. With regard to the guestion of sy philis;

coi eorveetly quoted three gentlemen who be-
ibim-r that syphilia could le introduced by the
Jennerian vesicle ; are veu not aware that you
quoted three from a list of 540 physicians, of
whom all the rest do not believe it *—1 think, if
I remember rightly, that T took those that wera
published in Mr. Lee's book fiest,

498, Dut are you not aware that they are out
of a list of 540 physicians #—1I think that if that
inquiry had been pushed a hittle farther, and
medical men generally had been applied to, and
not a particalar class of men, the result might
have been different.

499, Ave you aware that in this Blue Dook it
appears that 340 physicians, from all parts of the
world, had been asked those questions, and only
theee veplied in the sense that you guoted, and
that you have not quoted the opinions of all the
others whe answered in o different sense?—T
should say that if the same questionz have been
gubmitted generally to the profession, both on
the continent :md} in this country, you wonld
have had a very different result.

500, Are FOU aware of that *—I am aware
that those sentlemen were applicd to.

801. Are you not also aware that the men who
were applied to, both in England and in France,
and in Germany and in Sweden, and in Norway,
and in almost all parts of Europe, were the most
eminent men of the profession P—No  doubt
about it.

502, And they all, with the exeeptions that
you named, replied in the nesative ; T understand
that you eall yourself (and properly) o general
bedside practitioner 7—Y es. 3

508, You are nota s||¢f:in'|i.~'-l: you have not
devoted yourself to syphilis ¥—Ne.
© A, Would yon, for instance, consider vour
opinion upon the subject of gy philiz as for one
moment compariable io the enormons t_'-xl:.-le-rinmu:c
of Dir. Ricord of Paris ¥*—Certainly not.

505, When vou find not only Ricord, Lut
Chawmel, Morean, Maillard, Kostan, Tullwrllu,
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the most celebirated eyphilitic doctors in  the
world, declaring that in no case have they known
syphili= introduced by vaccination, would vou
not think that accerdance of opmnion rather re-
markable ¥—No doubt; T will not digpute il
The results of my exTcriutwe I have given you ;
it was an undoubted case of syphilis, becanse
three of the mozt eminent men in the profession
were |i'l.'i11[_-; in the mediate n-::iglihnttrlmm], amnil
testified to the faet.

406, 1 have not the slightest reason to donbt
that it was syphilis, and that you believed it to
be iniroduced i that wav, but when men of such
enormous experience as the doctors in Pariz and
Vienna, and especially Dr. Boeek of Christiana,
who hoave made r.-_-.pllﬁl'ls the bunsiness of their
lives, have made repeated experiments to try
whetlier they eould produce E\'Elt;lih by vaccina-
tion, and have not suceeeded, is it not extraor-
dinary — Very.

J07. Now, with regard to cexema, yon con-
gider that that had increased very largely since
'L':||.¢:|;'i!||:|.ﬁul'|. h:l_'i. ]n_:l-ll |:|I‘|'I;|:|'tri.u.-.|.l .’-—i 'ICIIII _'!,'nl,l. |||||_1,.
I hed zeen certain dizenzez follow vaccination,
apd amongst them sezema.

S08. 1 think T can mention here that in veur
beok, at all events, vou referred to it az having
mereased #—No g 1 have seen cases of eczema
follow vaccination,

a09, You do not believe that eczema has
largely increased since vaccination *—DLezema s
a very common diseaze now.

510, Do you think that it is a common discase
on aecount of vaccination ¥—1 have seen it follow
vaecination.

611. Would wou give an instunce in which
you have seen eczema immoediately follow vacei-
nation ¥~ The first case that came wnder my
notice was that of a lady who had been vaeei-
nated (not by mysell), amd this running seab
was generally excited, and a secaley eruption fol-
lowed; she had never previously, nor had any of
the family, as far oz I could trace, lad thiz par-
ticular disease.

512, Is it mot the fact that eczema very often
comes about three or four months after birth ¥—
Vl:r_-,r commonly with clhildren.

513, Is it not the fact that vaceination gene-
rally takes place at about three months after
birth *—XNo donbt, in children ; but this parti-
cular cage, the first that came under my notice,
wag that of a lady over 30 years of age,

514. Ts this a good deseription of the discases
of infants: * Among diseases of infants and young
childven searee any attends more Trequently than
pustular or seablby eruptions in several paris of
their bodies, as in the breech, but more especially
their foreheads, brows, and other partz of the
face, which we oftentimez find overran with a
dry crusty sealy ™ P—T1t is a very good deseription.

al5. Are you aware that that description was
N ELLLLE] l-}' D, Turner in 1714, hefore vaccination
was introduced at all #—TYes; I can well under-
stanil that, becanse it is a very common diseaze.

516G, Awd it was common hefore vaccination ?
—Yes: and I have seen, az 1 =aid before, cazes
of coxema ollow vaceination.

817, Mr. Hibdert.] You stated that vaecina-
tion induced in chilidren who live in low localitiés
a tendency too certain diseazes; would youn zay
that il you were 1o {ake a eertain number of
chilidren, say 100 children, who had not been
vaccinnied, and 100 whe had been vaceinated, in
the s=ame lm.'u].ii:,', the ehildren who had not been
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vaccinated would be less linble to those diseases
than those who had been wvaceinated ¥—Yes ;
that iz the result of wy experience. [ think
anything which debilitates and lowers the stan-
dard predisposes to disease.

518. Have vou anything to say on that point
beyond your own opinion?—I have seen those
eazes. 1 have seen children living in those dis-
tricts who were aflerwards inseulated with small-
pox, and [ found that those who had been pre-
viously operated upon in that way sulfored more
from the complaint than those who had not been
viecinated,

319, How do vou acconnt for the fact thag
fewer people and fewer childeen of those who
have been vaceinated, die from small-pox, than
those who have been unvaccinated ?—i wias not
aware that it was the fact,

320, Do you not see the returns which are
generally given, for instance, in the last few
weeks of the deaths by small-pox showing that
the proportion is very much greater amongst the
unvaceinated than amongst the vaccinated P—1
think I have answered that guestion by stating
that of & large number who are returned as un-
vaccinated, many do not exhibit the usual pro-
teetive marks, and thevefore they are mlurﬂe?l a8
unvaccinated. | have no doubt that infants die
even hefore vaceination ; and afler vaceipation
they arve suljject to the disease, and ﬂm}' die.

321. You mean by your reply rather to impl
that s number of these cazes which are ]'el.u.rnnﬁ
az nnvaceinnted, are casez where the [ersons
have been vaceinated but do not show the marks ?
—Yes

522, Is it not very probably the fact that those
are cases of unsuccessful vaccination, and that
therefore they have not the protection which they
should have ¥—That is what I say, that il there
iz to be any protection, the operation should be
thoroughly performed, and the full complement
of murks establizshed,

523, Then your argument would not go so far
as that true and proper vaccination is no protec-
tion — 1 say that i} it possessed any protective
power I would rigidly enforee it, and insist upon
the full complement of scars being produced.

424, Do you remember the case of Mre, Allen,
the cage that was sent up to the Court of Queen’s
Beneh #¥—1Yes.

525, Did youn in that case
that the children were unfit to
L diil.

526. Did you examine the children *—T did.

527, Wpon what grounds did you give the cer-
tificate 7—"There were large glandular swellings,
and eruptions about the head and face.

528, What weve the ases of the children 7—
There were three or four clﬁ]lln’:h; I ﬁurget the
s

524, Ihd you cxamine the children at the time
you gave the certificate *—Certainly.

530, When you have been in the habit of
giving certificates of this kind, have you always
examined the childven P—Certainly.

531. And they have not come to you UIEI'\"E
eertificates, knowing that you object to vaccina-
tion *—1 have often been applied to for such cer-
tificates, and I have refused them; but I have
gaid, * If the child is not in a fit state, I shall be
very 5]:11] to make the requisite examination, and
certify under the section of the Act.”

532, You say that you ceased to be a publie
vaccinator 10 or 12 years ago *—1Y es.
533. Had

%\'n a certificate
¢ vaccinated f—
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533, Hal you, up to that time, p["rﬁll'l]mi! the
waccination at the |1|.||:-].il.‘: vaccination stations ¥—
I continued a public vascinator from 1838 up to
within the lnzt 10 or*12 years.

534, When did you cense to believe in the
powers of vaccination ? It was gradual,

435, Was it before you gave tLF your office ns
ublic vaecinator =Y es, long belore; T refused
or instance, to vaccinabe about one-third of those

who applicd to me.

536, On what grouwnd ?—Because 1 did not
think they were in a siate of health to be operaied
upon, beineg delicate I-_:nkiug stranmons L'J'll{(ll’l.‘!!.

537, Did you continue 0 perform vaceination
for any number of years after you had eenzed to
belicve in its efficacy ?—Yes, up to within the last
10 or 12 vears, I vaccinated healthy children.

538, Sir Dominie Corrigan.] Can you recols
lect about what age you were when you gradu-
ated in 1846 ¥—1 was born in 1819,

539 You took out your license nza surgeon in
1846, 25 years ago F—Yes,

540, You were 20 years a public vaccinator,
and you have retived from that practice for 12
years '—Yes,

§41. So that for 12 years before you went in
for practice, or had any license yourself, you
were a public vaccinator?—I1 was an artieled
pupil in 1538,

542, Do we understand by a public vaceinator,
a public officer =My answer to that question is,
that all students and articled pupils perform the
minor operations of surgery, and amongst them
is vaceination, and I performed the duties of a
publie vaccinator,

543, By o public vaccinator we understand a
public officer, and according o your tlntuﬁhi’-rr 12
years hefore yon obtained a licenze, or while ¥am
were a pupil, you were a publie vaceinator, that
& to Y, iluldll:g Y |:|u|.:i"u: uppullllimﬂnl; was that
go¥—1 performed the office of a publie vie-
cinator from 1833 ; the gentleman that I was
articled to had twao days 8 weele for vaccinating,
and I performed not only the office of a vac-
cinator, bat I bled aml dispensed and performed
all the minor operations,

5344, But were you then a public vaccinator,
that is to say, an officer under the employment
of the public ?—Ile was o public vaccinator, and
it was performed pnder his snpervision,

545, Tt does not follow that because he was a
public vaceinator you were one ; would you eall
a solicitor’s apprenfice a solicitor P—It 15 the
nsual practice of all whe take pupils.

546 1am not talking of the praciice but of
Ahe name 3 you ey I:Tm.l Vil Jllll'n-'ﬁ realised o
position az a bedside ]hr:u:ﬁlilﬂ'u.'r apeonit to none
what i3 the dilference between o bedside practi-
tioner and any other practitioner ¥—[ will explain
it: I haed :11Inr;;|:=. midwifery practice to begin
with, and a general practice of patients calling
upon me: L did not lend myself to any par-
ticular scheme or become an expert in any thing,
like most men who step out of the reguloy prac-
tige as medical practitioners, but 1 was con-
stantly employed at the bedside, and T realised,
as L said before, a position second to none.

547, Is not every medical man a hedside prae-
titioner 1—Yea, but I had a very large bedside
practice, but seme ouly are professional expertz,

348, On page 10 of your Examination, youn say,
it this be correetly printed, “ Now, my friends,
most ol tem, Lam happy to say, are Conservatives,
and those owo ladies were Conservatives, and

047,
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they were YOy anxious, indleed, as gooill  consti-
tutionalistz, in ease of death, not to be returnad
amongst the unvaccinated.”  Would you he
kind enough to explain to me whether it is the
fact, ihat m Loodon, the persons whe are Con-
servatives, lul,1'li|1l|l.1l‘[}' ladies, think it a part of
their politics not to be returned alang []1;-,- 1=
vaccinated P—I made that allusion with veferencs
to two ludies, who requested me to examine their
armz, which is by ne means an uneommon thing
Lo do.

549, You zay in answer to Cuestion 164, that
in your eapacity (I suppose you mean in your
capacity a3 a public vaccinator), you have had
peeazion to vizit large schools amd  different
asylums, and have taken the trouble to make
voursell aequainted with thiz so.called protee-
tion ; will yon be kind cnough to mention the
names of the large sehools and different asylums
which you have had oceasion to visit¥—Yeu;
amd I am sorry to say that the small-pox has
mude s appearance amongst the r-hil{L'ﬂn Liv
whom I have alluded, T mean the Hanwell
Schoals.  In my eapacity as a guardian, I visited
the schools, Hanwell and Colney Ilateh: the
first are the Schools, and l_'.uh':rl.y Hateh is an
asylwm,

350, Then there are
vigited P—Yes,

531, What was the extent to which you earried
the examination of the children there, so as to sp=
tisly voprself ¥ —T cxamined in the prefenes aof the
medical officer, on my fivst visit io the schools,
all the girls who belonged to the parish to which
I belong, and many others; amd T ealled his
altention to the fhet that there was a reneral
deficiency in the necessary cieatrices, and that
they were really not protected in the way in
which we have been led to believe they ought
o he,

552. Then you drew attention to the et that
vaccination had not been perfeetly earvied out
with regard to those girls, and therefore they
were not protected >—1That waz my impression,
that they }ml not the full mnnp!(rtlu,;nt of sears,

553, Then, of course, if they had been pro-
perly vaceinated, your inlerence would have been
that they would have been better proteeted =1
called his nttention o it, becanze small-pox is pow
raging there anomgEt the ehildren, and they have
not the full complement of sears. 1 said, * As
publizc men vou ought to coforce the Act, and
gee that they are properly vaecinated,” hecause
thoze men who were employed did not carey oot
the law s it was originally intended, and therelore
you very frequently Found those clildven with
not the full complement of sears.

554, Then wyon advize him to do that which
you {]ill vl ]':n,;]i,r\'u 145 l|u,-. n ||-n11l,'111i-:|| ot ::]l':':l = |
called hiz attention to the fact that they were not
rotected, and that in the event of the a-'»l'n:ﬂ!:pux
In'r.rll-'.il'rg ont, that would be the result of the
b uiry.

5535, Yon lave spoken (very properly 1 am
sure) of yvour @reat experience ; may I ask you
il you are, o over havve becn, sttached 1o any
large public institution as physieian or surgeon ¥
—1 have not,

536, You spoke in answer to Question No. 167,
of having a staff of nurses in your employment
whe were all perfectly impenctrable to the in-
fluence of any dizease, for you say that none of
those ever had it, or have ever suffered in any
way 3 what was the number of the stafl’ of nurses

D2 which
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which you had 7T had four nurszes whio attended
to certain cases, that iz of small-pox and fever,
and they were constantly employed; they lhad
never been vaceinated, and had never had the
gmall-pox. I had also six or eight midwifery
NUrses.

5347, Hwd yon constant emplovment for o
stall’ of four nurses for small-pox and scarlating ?
—Yes, I employed them constantly.

358. You stated at page 11 that vaccination
often proved futal ; did you ever sée a single case
of vaceciuation killing, per se ¥—MNo, I have never
gecn it myself; but there bave been suel cases,

3459, Do not apswer the question unless yvou
like, but what is the uzual fee for vaceination F-—
] J'l."l'('i.\-'fl‘[ ﬁ'mn Ill.lh.—ﬂ-li!-ﬂn'l{ll toa gllill{!ﬂ-

S TIIE‘“ }"U‘ll ilT{'lIrll‘{l i very }I.I;!H.\':r" ]“-tiﬂ
when you gave up 500 7. a year; you have stated
at page 11 that you have re-vaceinated thousands,
how many thousands have you re-vaccinnted 7—T
ghould say that during my residence in Berkley-
gquare, during‘ the year the queen was married,
for ]ur'l:lnm, I vaceinated and re-vaceinated on
an averare about 30 or 40 5 |I:1,:,.',

361, Do you adhere to the statement that
you have re-vaccinated thousands?—I do cer-
tainly.

62, Can you tell me how many theusands
you have re-vaccinated *—During the 20 years
that I earded out the practice of vaceination,
and especially during the epidemics, of course
the numbers who wizhed to be vaccinated were
very large.

563. Then it is only from locse recollection
that you speak of that ?—I beg your pardon.

A6d. Where are the numbers?—I did
bring them with me.

5. You have stated at page 11, and further
i tli]'Ililgll your ‘E\'ifl]li."lll'ﬂ, that Fou Ilﬂ.\'ﬂ sEEn
pezema,  struma, convalsions, culargcmcut. ol
glands, delirium, alrscess.]meumunin,ﬂl':pe-ipclu,
anil Jmf_p,-u.'[uuiu: uleers, all follow vaccination ;
would you be kind enough to mention any dis-
eaze which you have not seen follow iti—I
must eluim the protection of the chair; the
human body is subject to very many dizscaszes.

566, 1s there "Ny form of dizease n ﬂ:EEIl:-l’!‘t- of

which you eould say that it was conveyed directly
by the vaecine virus, and that it was the diveet
effeet of vaccination ; as in the case of measles
wolducing measles; scarlating  producing  scar-
1a:i11.1'. emall-pox, small-pox; pymmia, pywmia;
and 20 forth P—Thoese very diseases which 1
have enumerated, I have seen follow vaccina-
tion.

367, Dut those diseasez come without vaecina-
tion, do they not P—0Of course they do.

568. Yo mentioned on page 12, in answer to
Question 192, that in the case of a lady, I think
it is, dJ.'ing ol [JIIt]‘liFiE with gmlnﬂaticmﬁ trom the
joints, you ioculated ber with that matter ¥—1
did.

569, For what purpose did you inoculate her ?
—To gee whether I conlid produce anything re-
gembling n Jennerian vesicle,

570, Was it at her request, or with her per-
mizzion *—With her permission.

571. You have stated on page 13 that you
studied medicine in Berkeley-square ; is there o
gchool of medicing there P—No; T think there
st e some error in the report.

572, At page 13, in anawer to Question 210,
vou have gtated that the examination at Aberdeen
15 the most r':g'u] v|:}c:l.mi:l]nl;ivl;u:Ljl with the E.I,E(‘_‘I_ﬂ...-lﬂn

(1118
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of the University of London; on what grounds
do yon make that statement?—1 have seen the
different answerg, and I have seen a list of the
different 51[1}}{'1315 wluch are submitted for exami=
nation, and my impression s, that from the
nature of the questions in the examination, it was
not an easy one. ‘The examiners were men of
high position in the profession, and they were
FIIT_T_.' alive to the neeessary matters, and were
men specially engaged.

573. I do not think that you have answered
my question; I asked yom on what grounds you
sbated that the examination in the ﬁlli‘rl‘:rs&l}r of
Aberdeen iz the most rigid examination hut one
in the United Kingdom ? —DBecanse when T wrote
to know what the subjects were, a list was sent
to me to say what I should be prepared to be
examined upon, and I have other papers from
the different universities, and I have seen what
the nature of the different examinations was;
that iz my Impression.

avd. Are you aware of the Imrti.qu]:u-a of the
examinations m either the Qul:-en'a. ]_Tni\'crgit]r at
Cambridge, or in the University of Dublin or of
Edinburgh ?—Not particularly ; T have seen from
time to time the questions published.

575. Your examination occupied a few hours,
I think you stated *—I went in about one, and
eame out about five.

576. And that was the whole 7—There was no
Limmit to the time.

4677, But there was only one examination f—
T]'I.E?{! was ﬂl'll_:r' e l.!IIlII'I;I'I:I.fiD'I'I.

478, Ave vou aware that in other universities
there are several days of examination >—Yes, 1
am quite aware of that,

579. And do vou still adhere to the statement
that notwithstanding that, the cxamination at
Abendecn iz more severe than any, exeept that
of the University of London *=It is prineipally
H r.'l-t‘-l'i race EE:IIII;IIEI;HI’I. “'Ilil.'p‘l [ I!ﬂiltiil.l’ﬂr t-].'m
maost gevere test. Many men can write npon
diseases which they have never seen in the usual
way.

580, You have stated in reply to a question
from an honourable Member in explaining why
you did not go inlo the University of London,
that they would not admit you te matriculation in
consequence of your not having the full ::anln!;le-
ment of terms ; will you explain how that was *—
Beeause I did not register my lectures,

581, Do you forget that there are no terms
whatever vequired in going in for the matrieula-
tion examination at the University of London ¥ —
When I applied to the University of London, T
was given to understand that I must register my
lectures and the terms that T had kept, and T had
not registered them, and therefore, I was not
cligible without having the certificates in the
regular way.,

582, My question is thiz: your statement is
that they would not admit you to the matricula-
tion examination unless you had kept your full
complement of terms; I ask you whether you are
aware that at no time whatever did the University
of London require any terms to have been kept
by a candidate presenting himself for matricula-
tion *—1T think there must be some mistake with
regard to the word “ matriculation.”

583, But are you aware that no such l:]:ling a8
a complement ul:ftmlm 18 required for the matri-
culation in the University of London?—The
question put to me was, why I did not go o the
University of London? My reply was, rrﬁam

what
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what I remember, that I had not registered the
full complement of terms; that is to say, that I
had not registered my lectures.

584, You have referred to the opinion of Dr.
Startin, in which he says, that vaccine may be
the means of conveving Jisease; is that an ex-
pl‘l}.-}s'lml of l:piniun, or is 1t the knowledeze of o
tact, and docs he state that it has conveyedl it ¥ —
I think he states that he believes that the true
Jennerian vesicle in a subject suffering from con-
sttutionally asquired By ilis may I the menns
of transmitting this disease,

583. He is of opinion that it may be, but has
Le stated that it ever has done so 7—1I only gquote
what he states himself,

586. You have given a statement as to the
direful effects of vaceination as ocenrring at the
camp of Shorneliffe; your have not given that on
your own authority, but a8 an extract; have you
given a reference to the authority from which
you got it P—1I think not.

987, Is it nsnal for men of eminence or eare to
give statements of that kind without giving the
authority ¥—It is a generally acknowledged fact,
amd I think you will have evidence ll[‘i:ll‘l.E!lt
hefore vou to prove that such has been the case.

588, Is it nsual in a published work by men
of eminence to give a statement of a fact, on the
authority of another, without giving a reference
to the nuthority, or is it justifiable?—1 decline
to answer that question,

689, Mr. W, i, Smith.] You have prepared
yourself’ for examination on this question of
small-pox ; I apprehend that you were aware
that you were about to be examined here ?—
Yes; | wrote to say so.

590. Have you inguired into the aperation of
the amall-pox {mﬂ :lifni at Hampstead, which has
been opened during the last three months for
the pauper patients of London *—I have seen
ithe report.

1’:91. Have you been there yourzelf 7—I have
not,

582, Are you aware that none of the nurses
or attendants have been attacked by small-pox ?
—1 am not aware of it, beeanse I lave not visited
the place.

583, But you have no reason to doubt the
official statements which have been made to that
effect *— None.

594. You say that re-vaceination deteriorates
lhﬁ E\‘Eltm and weakenz the [rowers of vitality ¥
— o

5895, Then, I presume, that those nurses
having been vaccinated are more linble to the
disease than !Jcrmna who have not been vac-
cinated P—It docs not act upon every one in the
same way ; if you take a sclection of strong
healthy people they shake it off.

596. In your evidence you have stated that in
at least one-third of the cases, injury has resulted
from vaccination ¥—1 have,

397, Therefore, in one-thivd of the cases of

eraond taken promiscuously ns nurses in the
hespital, T presume injury has resulted #—There
15 & very careful selection made of them.

G98. Are you wrepared to aesert that there is
a very careful selection of healthy persons; are
you not aware that there iz great diffieulty in
obtaining nurses for small-pox hospitals ¥—Very
great,

589, Then is there the power of oltaining
very healthy persons >—Not just now.

Er};i? Then they should be more liable to small-
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pox, beeause they have been recently vaccinated ?
—1I did not say that.

G0l But}'ul.l.r evidence FAYS r;r;?—-]".{r',' evidenee
wag, that by wvaccination youn deleriorate and
weaken the powers of vitality.

602, And being placed in a vitiated atmosphere
of small-pox, they wonld, therefore, be more
liable to the effects of amall-pox than they would
otherwise have been 7—1 do not zay that.

603, Are you aware that in the official reports
the per centage of deaths, in vaecinnted enses,
is efated to have been only seven per cent. in the
hospital at Hampstend, out of o number of 800
patienis admitted within the last three months,
and that the uwnvaccinated patients have died in
the proportion of 43 per cent.?—Yes, I believe
that is quite correct.

G604, Are you aware also, that the medival
officer reports, that where the small-pox has been
fatal in vaceimated ecases, there hus been some
previous visitation of the system, and that in the
majority of cases the visitation = eansed by
rrin*llﬁn.’.iing to excess P—]1 liave mo repson o
oubst it.

605, Cheirman.] At Question 193, 1 asked
you this: * I suppose we are to understand that
you consider vaceination not only nseless, but an
evil ; are we to understand that you Lelieve that
it has been instrumental in inereasing infant mor-
tality ¥  To that, your answer iz, < No doubt
abiout it ; especially when we take inte considera-
tion that the infant mortality, since vaceination
im lavgre towns, 15 as much as from 45 to 50 per
cent. Euﬂl!‘c they attain their fifth vear:™ what
do you mean by  from 45 to 50 per cent"?—
That amengst the children up to the age of five,
from 45 to 50 per eent. ave veported as having
died.

oG, Where did Fan ohizgin that et * Tt iz a
well known fact, mul one that has been often
gquated ; I think that Sir James Stimpon quotes
it, but I am unalle now to give it vou: it was
selected, I believe, from the Registrar General's
Report, but 1 will not be certain.

GOT. I have the Registrar General's Report
before me, and I find that the averagze annual
vate of mortality from different causes during
the 10 years from 1851 1o 1860, in the cn=e of
infants under five yeavs of age, is in 1he best dis-
triets, instead of 45 per cent., thres and one-thivd
per cent., in England and Wales generally six
and three-gquarters per cent, in the metropolis
geven amd four-fifths per eent., and in Liverposl,
which is much the highest of any, thirteen and
one-fifth per cent.; were you aware that that
was the result of the inquiries of the Registrar
General for the 10 years from 1551 o 1860 1—1
was not aware ol that certainly.

608, Then what made you eav, a5 yon have
saitd in the coursz of your evidence, that you
obtained thi= statement of from 45 1o 30 per
eent. frotn the returns of the Registeny General #
—1It l:az been published over and over again,

G00. But where ?—Through the usual me-
dinme.

610, Can you give us the publication =1
have not it by me, but T can do =o.

611. Do you oot imagine that you must be
under a mistake when you find that what I have
read is the return of the Registrar General I—
Yes, that is the return (and, of course, 1 have no
veason to doubt i), but what I have always been
led to believe, and what I have u]ml.:ra SCCEN Fe-
ported from time to time, is that there is a mor-
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tality of from 43 per cent. to 50 per cent. in
infants in lnrge towns.

612, I understand vou to mean that yon have
reason to suppose thal in large towns, since vac-
cination, 45 to 50 per cent. of the chilaren have
died before they attained their fifth yeare ¥—-
Yes

613, Are youw aware that such a statement
made by a man of a position of some years
stundling wonll have a strong effect in increasing
the i“.bTikt‘: to vaecination *— | can well under-
stanid that.

Gld. Will you tell me by what mesns you, as
you thought, sscertained such a very striking
effect hefore vou asserted it *—1 believe yon will
find that it has appeared from time to time, and
that it iz o recognised fuct,

G15. But I inform you on the eontrary thai
the recognised statement of the Regstrar (General
iz, that in no place does it exceed 13ith
per cent. I simply want to know ul]n::u
what grounds you have made the statement that
the mortalily of infunts in large towns is from
45 to 50 per cent. before they attain their fifth
year, It is possible that you may mean some-
‘thi;ng different from what 1 supposed you to
mean in the answer to the gquestion, and it s0, we
had better liave it set vighe, It is p most im-
portant statement, and i it be troe that this
mortality was caused by  vaccination, would
entirely justify the opinions against vaccination.
Will you inform us what vou mean by that state-
mwent *—What | mean is, what I B8N, that 1
helieve, upon reference 1o the necessary tlocn-
ments, ven will find that it has been reported
ever and over again, that the rtotal deaths in
large towns average {rom 43 to S0 per cent
among children hefore they aliain their fifth
year.

GIB. That is to sy, of 100 children, 45 ta 50
die before they attain their Gith year ?—Yes.

G17. 1 ask vou, how vou reconcile that with
the statement of the Registrar General, that in
no cose 15 the per-centage more than 13 0th*—=1
have seen it stated over and over and over asain,
and it is my beliel that such is the case, &

G18. IMo vou mean this; that of thoze ehildren
wha die, 45 i|n-:' cent. arve under five years of age ?
—Children before they attain the Gfth vear.

G19. Do vou mean to zay that of the whole
number that die, that is the proportion 7—No,
of ehildren before they attain their Gfth year,

620, 1. Lyon ."'.n'r.ry_jiﬂfi'.] You mean in that,
that if' there are 5000 children barn to-day in
Manchester, before the end of five years 250 of
them will be dead *—Quite so.

621. My, Clhadlisl.] Inssmuch sz T seem to
confirm the statement at Question 311, let me
say that that was not the way in which I under-
gtool von: 1 understeod vou that from 45 or 50
per cent. of the deaths which occurved within a
Fiven ]u:rinci were of children unider five veprs
of age ; that & so in my horough before 'llu_':\'
attain the age “of five Foars; it is true that in
large towns 45 per cent, of the deaths uu.uurr'mg
are among chililren under five years of age, is
that what von mean ?—Cluite so, i

622, (hafrmas] T still am completely in the
dark a: to what you mean by that answer?—I
quode [rom some authority, but T cannet give
you the authority now, that the mortality up to a
cetlain age is 45 per cent. amongst the infant
population.

MINUTES OF EVIDEXCE TAKEN RBEFORE THE

623. But you had notice of coming up to give
vour evidence hore ¥—Yes,

. 24, Are you aware that the subject is a very
important one ¥ —Yea,

623, And also that your statement is a very
important statement ; may I ask vou why you
did not bring with you the grounds upon which
vou made the statements, 2o that when you wers
nz:!iEl.i why I}“ﬂu made o particular statement you
might be able to inform us precisely upon what
grounds you made it —I belicve that it is a
recognised fuct, and you will find that by future
witnesszes it will be {HE:'I'I'EI.] up

G26. Where did you obtain the fiet 7—I am
not in o Lmslﬁun to give it to you now.

627, You appear not to be in a position to say
upon what grounds vou made that statement;
vou will remember that one of the guestions
which yon suggested to me, that T should ask yon
was, how youn accounted for the statement that
the nursesz at the Small-pax Hlmlﬁtal did not eateh
the Smﬂ.ll-pux, ]m-r’mg Ihzcll 1'&c;ci1:|uied; and in
h'.|l|}'. your hirst statement was, that the nurses at
the Small-pox Hospital, had the small-pox before
they were appointed ?—1 have seen that in print,
and I have heen told so.

G258, Am I to understand feom that, that it ia
your opinion with regard to thiz question of
siill-pox, taking the part that you have done
(no doubt from an opinien} in encouraging per-
sond not to be vaccinated, that it is o suilieient
ground for your making a statement of this kind,
that you have seen it in print#—1 think T am
H:rl‘t:ull_]; j:ll:iliﬂi!l]. in gis‘ing all the evidence I
mye ;;i'l.'ml with n}gurd to these different mat-
ters.

6529, Then this statement which you made,
“ From what 1 can learn, the nurses at the Sinall-
pox Hospital had the small-pox hefore they were
appointed,” is simply bnam]; upon your havin
read it in print, i8 1t P—1 think I was informe
0,

630 1 think I understood you before to say,
that you were informed by one gentleman, that
it waz 20 ’—Yes ; and I have secn it in print.

631. Where did you see it in print ?—In one
of the journals lately.

fid2. Can you remember in what journal you
saw it *—[ cannot.

63, Was it a _jnm':lmi poited liv, or connected
at all with the gentleman from whom you heard
the statement ¥— Certainly not.

34, On whose authority was it made in the
Juarnal ¥-—1I do not know at all,

i35, Do you really think that such a state-
ment as ilab, that the nurses at the Small-pox
Hospital had the small-pox before they were ap-
pointed, that statement being made in a book
upon the suthority of a person von Enow net
whaom, is a statement to be put before thiz Com-
mittee 8z evidence *—I lave only referred to
what 1 believed to be the case, from what I haye
BT mjmrlud.

Ga6. And you believed it, beeanze yon read it
in a boole, and not knowing from wliom it cune 7
—1I have sccn it asserted in the publie prints,
that the nurses of the Small-pex I![w-piinl have
had the small-pox before their appointment.

637, And you consider that you were justified
making that statement, becanzge yon read it in a
1}m:k, not knowing 1k frkiL whise alilllurit}* i owas
put in that book ¥ —T simply stated what T saw.

638, You also state that you have had o d
deal of experience of norses, and know their

Phj' sieal
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physical capabilities as well as any one, and you
say, © At one time | had a stafl’ that 1 was in the
lll.{r'lt of employing, who were so constituted in
mind and body as to vesist any infection.” 1 un-
derstood you to state to day when asked of what
number your stafl’ ::unnis.ti-.:i, that there were four
nurses j am I to undertand that those four niirses
were * so constituted in mind and body as to re-
sist any infection ?"—Thﬂ_'_r never haud it from the
time they were in my employ.

630, Will yiou b kind vnuug]l i give & EOINE
information alout those nurses: how long ago is
it since you emploved them #=They were em-

loyed [rom the commencement of my peactice
mn obstetric medicine on my own aceount,

Ga, That was, 1 think, in 1846 ¥—Yes,

G41. Dhid you begin practice with a staff’ of
four nurses ¥=—No; [ did not,

642, Those four nurses having heen “ 5o con-
stituted in mind and body as to resist infection,”
it hecomes interesting to know a little about their
]|i3mr:.r, When l]'IIT you firsi |:m|1|n:,' one of
them *—In 1846, and I continued the ﬂnplu_}'-
ment for something like (0 or 15 years.

g4, llow long did you employ any one of
them P—They were constantly 1‘:||p|tr'1.'1:4)E beeanse
I was in a large practice, and their serviees were
frequently reguired.

644, Can vou remember the nnmber of years
that you employed any one of them *—During
the time that 1 was a general practitioner.

645, Is any one of those nurses living now ¥—
I dare say there is.

G46. Do vou know where they are P—1 do not;
I have lost sight of some of them.

647, Can you give the name and address of
one of those nurses P—Mre, Smith, of 21 Ar-
lington-street, was one of them

648, Awd another P=—Mrz, Upton, she lives in
Kentish Town, and one at Agae Town, sl the
other one lived in Grove-strect,

649, You are prepared tosay with regard to
the two whose names vou have mentioned, that
they were in constant attendance upon patients
al.rﬁ{-l'iug from small-pox and fever, and that they
had never been vaccinated *— They had never
been vaeeinated,

G50, I think T understood yon to sy in veply
to the henourable Member for Manchester, that
you considered searlet fever and measles to be
the result of vaeeinoniion *—1 think there iz no
doubt about it; we have had more searlet fever
andl measles sinee vaccination has been in force.

651. Am I to umderstand from that, that vae-
cination gives perzons scarlet fever and measles ¥
— Ny eertainly not ; but I have reason to believe
that it bas been instrumental in developing those
diseases, changing the type and character of the
discase.

652, In what way has vaccinmation developed
gearlet fever 7 — The poison becomes absorbed
and the eystem disturbed, and vou et then those
periodical attacks.

653, As a medical man, do you give it as your
opinion that the special disease of gearlet fever is
enused by the introduction of the vaceine matter
into the budy of o person ¥—Yes, that is my
opinion, )

G54. Do yon Il]!'llgi"l'l! that as your opinion with
regard to measles T did not say that with re-

rd o measles; but seavlet fever hias been
rightfully on the ncrease since the introduction
of the vaceination laws.

635, You state distinetly that seavlet lever las

0.37.
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Leen consed by the introduetion of vaceine matter
into the hody of a person ¥—Yes.

Ga6. In your answer to Question 190 {which
n!ﬂmi:: was a question which | asked, beeanse you
requested me jo ask it), * Have you any state=
meent which vou wish to make with vegard (o the
origin of the vaeeine, or the condition of the
Iymph ¥ you gay, “The original souree of the
true vaceme of Jenner i the production of a
iliseased animal, the greasy heel of o consumptive
horse.”  Am L 18 nnderstamd from that, that you
wigh o gi't'n’: the Committee the impression that
the theery of vaceination as developed by Jenner
proved that the vaecine matler came from the
greasy heel of a consumptive horse P—Yes,

657, But I think | understood yon to say to-
day, in reply to questions, that you were aware
that that was a statement of Jenner’s which he
alterwards ceazed to make P—Yes; but that waz
the firzt theory that was promulgated,

658. 1 understomd vou te-day te state, that
although Jenner held that UJ.IIlII]ILI-YI while he was
d-l‘:t'l:']ulﬁllg his ﬂw::r_-,'. le ceased to held that
opinion before his death ¥=No doubt.

659, Then do you not think that it is an un-
fuir statement to give the greasy heel of o con-
sumptive horse as the original souree of the
vaccine of Jenner, when vou ave yoursell aware
that he gave up that theory before his death *—
I think that he gave up pretty nearly all the
ial theories ; I do not think it 1= at all an
unfuir statement, it 15 a statement of faets, be-
enuse his experiments aflerwards were not at all
satisfaetory.

g, Are you not aware that one of the rea=
sons why vaceination is opposed in the country,
and there is an opinion sgsinst it, is thaet it s
supposed 1o have 1o do with the greasy heel of a
consumptive horse ¥—1 believe that is the general
IR SR,

GGl. You bave voursell theught it right to
gi'tl'l::‘ that opiniow, have you mot #—That is my
Qe

662, Have you not also theught it right to
state that Jeoner himself gave up that theory
before his death *—1 coold not say but what the
nnnluglr waa the ssme: he inoeulated from the
greasy heel, and then he found by a series of
further experiments that what he had fivst pro-
mulgated was not satisfactory, aud then he said
it waz o spontancous disense; he confradieted
himzell over and over againg in fact, I Lelieve his
original stalement was ao more to be depended
upon than his last.

G63. Then youm think that the fact of his hav-
ing contradicted himself, or, as it appears from
experiments, changed his opinion, justifics your
giving the impression that ILL‘ vaecine ymph has
anything to do with the greasy heel of a con-
sumptive horse 7-- Yes, T do.

G664, 1 hehieve yom stated al=o that yon under-
gtoaed that the vaceine lvieph was obtained by
inoculating & ecow with small-pox; 1 did not
quite wnderstand how you came to have that
n]ﬁninu ¥—1I told you that it was the guuumi 1=
pression amongs| the profession that it was isls=
trined through that means.

B65. When you say that it was the general
impression amongst the profession, will yon give
me the reasons upon which you make that state-
ment P—Decause [ am frequently in contact with
most of my profeszsional brethren, and the ques-
tion is always before us as to what iz the origin
of the vaceine now in commen usze; 1 believe
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that the weneral professional opinion iz that it is
obtained through inoculation of the cow with
small-pox.

666. Can yon mention any medical man of
eminence who has given you that opinion ?—I
cannot mention names, especially now, but it has
been a general subject of conversation.

667, Of course when you say that it is the
general opinion of the profession, you must have
in your mind some medical man who i3 known
geﬁ{-ml]:.‘; can you give us one *—1 do not know
thot I can giw_-,- vou one at this moment.

G68. Again I must ask you whether vou were
not aware, o day or two before you gave this
evidence, that you would have 1o do go, and
whether you are not alzo aware that it is eustomary
in miving evidence, when statements are mada as
to the opinions of others, to say who those others
are who give those opinions }—Yes,

G50, My l‘:]'amﬂl's.fr.:] I think you have stated
to day, that if vaccination were |:mlectiuu
against small-pox you would entforee itz applica-
tion ¥—1 would if it were proved to be a pro-
tection.

G670, ITave you to-day in any way changed
your opinion as to its having a protection 7—Rot
at all; I think the lest apswer is the present
ppi-;]nami.c : 1 do not believe in it.

671. Dir. Brewer.] You believe that the Small-
pox Hospital nurses are protected by having had
the small-pox previonsly P—I think there 15 no
doubt about it.

672. Do you helieve that having had small-
pox previously, is n greater protection than vae-
cination itself ?—1I do.

473, Are vou aware that all the siatements
which Liave hitherto come before us give the con-
trary impregson —1 am not aware of that.

674, Are you aware that one in 10 I think of
those who have had small-pox have small-pox
again, and thiat under vaceination the number s
not as laree as that 7—1 am not aware of that,

6§75, Mr. Tﬂy-’ur.] You are of ﬂpi:n.im:. are
vou ned, that syphilis iz commuonieable by the
Jennerian vesicle P—Yes,

G76. And vet in vonr experience, sz [ under-
stand, only one case has arisen = Only one case.

677. You have had a very large experience,
I belieye #—Yes.

MIXUTES OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

G678, In r&gard to :-'grph“is you are of npin{:m
alzo, that it may lie hidden m the constitution for
an indefinite time, and even occasionally pass
over & generation ¥—Yes,

G790, If then in any caze a child suddenly de-
velopes symploms of syphilis not having been
vaceinated, you would take it for ranted that it
was lying in the constitution, uuj; lhappened to
come out at that time *— Yes.

GE0; It does not follow, therefore, that in the
case of the child, although it was vaccinated from
a gy philitic eonstitution, the syphilis is introduced
into the child in that manner?—Not necessarily.

681, You expressed an opinion of great respect
for the authoritics whom the honourable Member
for the University of Edinburgh named, who have
tried many experiments in n‘.-gard to the posgible
introduetion of sy philis, and in alleases have filed
to effect it —Yes,

682. You expressed your idea that it was
strange !—TYes,

GH3. Would you not therefore now feel dis-
pozed to harmonise your theory with that of
those very cminent men by su pmaing that in the
only eaze in which you have il-:m:rwﬂ sy shilis to
be mlr{H:llu:cﬂ, it had come out as a constitutionsl
symptom, and not as the result of the vaccing-
tion?— In these particular cases to which I
allude, there was no particular trace of constitu-
tional taint on the gide of the parentz; they
were perfectly well before, and there was nothing
to indicate dizeaze, and when those eyphilitic
symploms developed themselves, an inguiry was
made inte the parents’ constitution, and it ap-
pearcd to have been conveyed to those children
through this vaccine maiter,

684 Sitill there would be nothing astonishin
in the appearance of syphilis in a child who
not been vaccinated *—Certainly not.

G683, Mr. Cure.] Youhave stated that it might
skip over a gencration; might not that casze
'I-'|'II].U]:I v L II'.:I.‘FL" ]'[I.E'llﬁﬂ]ll'."ii l'll'l'l'ﬂ Dﬂuﬂi’mﬂ] :“'Hmugll
gyphiliz being in the grand-parents, aceording to
your Ilu:l:rr_l; ¥—Tt 15 pozsible.

GRG. C.'rm'.l'mau.j find 1t stated in this blus
book, in the report of the Rev. J. Clay, one of
the sanitary officers of Preston, that out of 100
persons born, 43 died before ﬂmi}' attained their
fifth year ; do you not think that that ia probably
the statement that you wished to make ?—Yes.

Me. Coannes Tnomas Peance, m.p., called in; amnd Examined.

GRT. Chairman] Are you a Medical Practi-
floner — Y eg.

B88, Are you a Surgeon or a Physician 2—I
do mot know where I am now. T have heen a
member of the College of Surgeons for 20
yvears, but sinee the Eeéﬁstahlr-e [Eses  enact-
ments which are retrospective in their operation,
under the Bill of 1858, 1 presume that I am
disqualified.

G689, But at what date were you entered az a
member of the College of Surgeons *#—1In 1851,

690. Have you practized as a surgeon since
that time *—1I have.

691. And alsp as a physician ?—T practize as
a gemeral practitioner.,

692, Where do yom practize *—In Maddox-
strect, London.

693. Has your practice been in London during
that time P—~For 11 years; I wasin Northamp-
ton from 1850 to 1861,

694. Have you any opinion which yen wish to
eive with regard to the general theory of vac-
cination '—1 have taken pains, helieving it to be
the desire of this Committee to clicit mTiuhla in-
formation upon this question, to collect evidenee
which [ have endeavoured to lllucc under six
]]'Arnpmilimm in the letter which I think the Right

Lonourable Chairman has in his hand, and I am
the more anxious to do this after the expression
of opinion in the debate in the House of Com=
mong, as reported in the “ Times” of February
the 14th, in which allusions were made to those
who oppose vaecination deing so from interested
motives. I eonfess that I was surprized to hear
that atatement made in the Honge of Commaons,
when I, who have been the leader (1 may not
diselaim it), have spent nearly 400 L in dissemi-
:n:ﬁng what I believe to he reliable informa-
tion on this subject; Leing suspected of having
interested motives, and that being cha
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ugninst me 1o the Hoeuwsze of {:ummnn::_, I feel
strongly that it is my duty to lay before this
Committee evidenee which eannol be contro-
verted in support of the gix propositions which 1
have IJ'I:u_-eLi in this paper. lve opinion which 1
have of De Jenner's tlmﬂr}' I have stated in
these words: * Dr. Jenner’s theory is wneownd,
havine ne loundation in |lh}'aiolrvg;~'. nor any
philosophical basis to support it."  The theory
mit forth by Dr. Jenner in his work published
i 1792 o thind edition of whicly was pubilizhed in
1801, when examined, may be said o be utterly
devoid of any foundation.  There is no instance
known tothe profession in which the incenlation
of ona disease prevents another, Dr. Jeoner de.
scribes moreover two distinet dicenses, the cne
cow=pox, which he sid was not protective, the
second the horse-pox, or equine-pox, which pass-
ing through the cow by inecnlation was protec-
tive. Whe first disease, cow-pox, ’u':ﬂ'ailml aIAEr
the cows in the dairies of (iloweestershive, afier
i:us,-iug shut up in dirty dairies for the winter
on winter food, and thenee turned out in the
gpring into the open air.  Cow-pox, as D Jen-
ner infimates, was generated in dirty |11'H‘¥;
rease in the horee waz generated in dicty stables ;
ﬁiamsca like small-pox in one respect, namely,
that they were the natural rezults of over-crowd-
ing and filthy habitations, with improper food ;
like small-pox in Westminster lately, in Hag-
gerston, in Shovediteh, in Strasburg, under sicge,
when the people were huddled together in cellars
undcrgmuud; in Belfort recently under sumalar
circumstances.  In Taris small-pox broke out,
ot 1 the Havssmannized portions of the 1'.it_1r,
tis nee the |m1gll:1.gc of the © :h:m: " eorrespondent,
but seroes the Scine, among the divey, low, ill-
fed, unwashed population.

605, Arve we to understand that every one of
the statements which you make, you make as
having ascertained by vour own dxamination the
truth of them ¥—Yes, [ vouch for this. T put
nothing before the Committee which I cannot
subetantiate, and I will do it in a8 condensed
hugungu as 1 can. Dr. Jenner's deseription of
protective matier was, that it was a ]lhngmlmlil;
uleerntion, ]m'.'ihg ni uuu]ﬂg\' nor lLieaving any
resemblance to small-pox in the human subjeet.
Besides, i it be true that vaccination prevents
small-pox, 1 ask what form of small-pox?  Will
any physiologist (there are some gentlemen pre-
gent who are so0) or physician of experience tell
me that vaccing is like that form of small-pox
which may be called pustalar-ty phus, deseri l}e:} Ly
Mr. Marson in Russell Reynolds' System of
Medicineg? Is there rmi,' resemblanee whatever
to ancther form of sma I'l"x described by My,
Marson, Surgeon to the Swall-pox Hospital, in
which, out of 104 cases, 74 of whom were vacei-
nated and 29 unvaccinated, no less than 44 per-
cent. died ¥ Then to what form of emall-pox does
vaccination holil a relation ¥ To that referred to
by Mr. Marson as having been deseribed by
Van Swicten and othera, ealled variola breredspaner
and it is possible that this form of small-pox,
which, be it remembered, prevailed in Gloncester-
hire in Jenner’s time, and was mentioned by
him in his work, was #he form which resemhlcﬁ
the cow-pox of that day, and had some patho-
logical relation thereto; bui have we a similar
relation cxisting mow ¥ What relation is there
between the present epidemic of small-pox and
the disease of the cow ¥ I think I may be allowed
mr‘;:; before the Committee the foundation or
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basiz on which this theory of preventing small-
pox is founded. I the Commitice do not desire
Lo be aequainted with the merits of the whole
:|ltc.ﬂim|, then we shall be rm'l:-.:'liug to the come-
puleory luw of 1867, and again commend that
LI-'I-\-" throuzgh 1.i|::}!mw1:ra of magistraies, boards of
gunrdiang, sl public vaceinators, to anunweleome
population, Have you cow-pox? Can you find
it? Wia has seen it 7 You have plenro-pacomenia
in the cow, yon have fool and mounth dizense, you
have rinderpest, o e-'pe-;-'lcs of tt'E.Im.a*, you dare
not inoculate from the cow in its present state ;
it would be dengeronz  The cow-pox, which
wis prevalent in Dr. Jenner's time, {%u-m not ap-
pear 10 Jave existed lope.  In his book, at pagres
o6 and 57, we find his deseription of it. Dr.
Jenner says, al page 56 of the edition of 1801,
* At what period the cow-pox wae first noticed
here s not wpon record.  Ouwe oldest farmers
were not noacquainted with it in their earliest
days, when it appeared among their farms without
any deviation Prom the phenomena which it now
exhilbite. [tz conneetion with the small-pox seems
to hove been unknown to them.  Probably the
seneral bitroduetion of inoceulation first oecea-
gioned the discovery. Its rise in this country
may not have been of very romote date, as the
rl‘uﬂﬁ-:e of milking cows might formerly have
heen in the hands of women only, which I believe
is the case now in some other dairy countries, and
eomsequently that the cows might not in former
times have been exposed to the contagions matter
brought by the men servanis From the heels of
horses,”  That is not the exact passage which I
intended toread, but Dr, Jenner speaks of a very
mild form of small-pox which existed in his day ;
and 1t was o mild, he said, that he had seen hiun-
dreds of cases without a death, and the people took
10 more notice of it than of any ordinary silments.
Iz there not a law to govern the discases of the
brite ereation as well ag those of men? We
have had plaguee, mael fover, leprosy, elephantiasis,
the swenbing sickness, the black death; diseases
like small-pox of past eenturies have passed away
with advancing civilization, amd has mot the cow-
wx of Jepner?  There are plague spots atill; in

Vestwinster and  Whitechapel and  Bethual

Green; aml ihis  epidemic which iz passing
over Englaud is now seeking out, and, alas,
finding favourable spots where it may meet with
a weleome reception. One more word with re-
gard o De. Jenner. At page 49 he says, % Tt is
difficult to inm;_-ine that the meacles and searlet
fever,ond the uleerouz zove throat, with a spotted
skin, have all sprong from the same source.
The same guestion will apply respeeting the
ovigin of many other eonligiona disenses whicl
bear a strong analogy to each other,” Dr, Jenner's
notion was that cow-pox, swine-pox, horse-pox,
andl hmman small-pox were identical diseases, aml
upon this mere iden he founded his practice.
Another great mistake of Dr. Jenner's waz his
conclusion that nen-suzeeptibility in the wvac-
cinated to re=vaccination was a test of seeurity,
and a prool against infoetion.  This, I would ob-
gerve, was a blunder,  There iz no prool what-
ever that inoculating the lymphatic system with
the virus of a disease artificiallv, that discase not
being infections, will secure a person against a
dizeaze of anether kind which i= infeetionz,  On
the conirary, there is a large amonnt of proba-
bility that this artificial incenlation predizpozes
tiie patient to an attack of small-pex: hence it is
that we have the sreat majority of eages of smull-
E pox
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pox during thiz present epidemic vaceinated.
According to the report of I“r. Whitmore, pub-
lished om the 1:t of February ; in the month of
January there was a total of 110 Jrereomns in the
1;11,1'55-:!: uf Marylebone whao hiad been attacked h:.'
small-pox sinee the commencement of the present
FCOr, OF {hosze o pm}mrﬁnn af about eight per
cent. were unprotected by vaccination; | hold,
then, that those whom Vo eall |n'nle:-lr-c| nre
more liable to infection during the epidemic
than those who ave ealled waprotected. Tt is

most  unwize, therefore, fo recommend re-vac-
cination during an  epidemic of small-pox.

To ascertain from my evidence to-day whether
T was rizght in my suspicion, that during
an cpidemic of small-pox there waz a larger
number of the vaecinated attacked than of the
unvaccinated, I vesterday called on Dr. Marzon
at Hizhgate Hospital {unfortunately 1 did not see
him for it was his vaccinating day in Southwark}),
to aseertain whether there was any inerease of
the proportion of the patients now in tle hospital
Leiween the yaccinated and the wnvaccinated.
After the statements which have been made in
thiz Committee=room, that the nurses in that
hospital are secure against small-pox by re-
vaceination, I confesz that T was not o little
astonished when the door was opened to me
yesterday by & vurse who was seanified all over
by small-pox. 1 asked the wurse how many
wiients there were in the hospital; she said 104,

asked her, = Arve there many vaceinated 7" she
enid, * Nearly all, sir, now ; and many of them
twice over.” 1T osaad,  Mlow many nurses are
there ¥ and she sid “ Twelve.” 1 azked = How
many night nurses arve there!" and she said
“ Only two; it 15 hard work, gie.” T said, © How
muny of the nurses bave had small-pex ¥ aml she
gaid, “ I do not know, sir.” T was sorry T could
not seec My, &lorson, bot this i3 an important
point: I oo yesterday from  the lli;hgnte
Hozpital (HEruugh my fricnd De. Brewers in-
troduction), to the Asylum Board’s Office in
Northumberland-street, Strand, and T there have
an interview with the nasiztant clerk, Mr. Ruther-
plen, and he gives me the most astounding informa-
tiom, that at Stockwell, a nurze recently engaged,
whao was selected beeonse she was pitted with the
small-pox, was re-vaccinated by Dr. MeCann,
and iz now in bed with confluent small-pox!
I put this evidence before the Committee not on
miere ]Jf:xrsa:r. but on authority which T think
will not be disputed: and }'clf all thiz fuss i=
made by the [.'1IJ]!1=,-;1: of Physicians, aml the ar-
gument 15 raised upon anch o Wllacion: basis asz
that, because 12 women, bhe it remarked, at a
time of life when there is the least natural dis-
position to take small-pox, in a hospital situated
LEHLAH ithe Lop of o lu::llthl'r hill in the neiehbour-
hood of Leondon, in the healthy district of High-
gate, in wards the cubic eapacity of which is
attended to, are not affeeted with snrall-pox, they
are put in comparigon with the denizens of Weat-
minzter and Betloal Green, which are hot-heds
of disense, and where fever multiplies and grows.
I am Ellrp]'ist‘d at the (.'ul]r'g{! of Pll}'ﬁiniﬂ,ns
foumling an opinion and making an assertion upon
such o zhallow foundation ; Tha Tlnllﬂﬁ:t'l Ac-
ademy of Medicine of Pavis has published a
report prezeuted to liz Excellency tIhe Mimister
for Agvicolture, Commeree, and Pubilie Works,
respecting e vaceinations performed in France
during the year 1867. 1 turn io the seventh
page of that report, and T read this: D, Th-
charme, 15t class Aide Major of the 1:t Regiment
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of Voltigeurs of the Guard, engazed with great
zeal and suceess in re-vaccination. A portion of
hiz report is here transeribed. © After the medi-
cal inzpection in 1867 of the 12t Regiment by
Bnl"lil_ll [l.nney, it was decided to practise re-
vaccination in the regiment, and the operation
was confided to me.  On the 20th July 1867, T
attended at the Academy with nine of the 180
voung men recently placed on the roll of the
regiment; I choze youths of rosy complexion,
sowid temperament, and free from nequired’ or
hereditary discase. 1 completed o first series
of operations on the 315t December 1867, The
number re-vaccinated amounted then to 437,
when, towards the end of 1868, a small-pox
epidemic, in a highly confluent form, broke out in
the regiment.  This epitlemie, though not wide-
spremd, made, nevertheless, many victims: amon
athers, one of the infirmary assistants, who di
in the hespital of Gros Caillon.! To what should
we attribute this epidemic in a2 regiment, in
which 437 re-vaccinations hod been performed,
where the hyeienic conditions, as space, ventila-
tion, and food were excellent, when in the 2nd
Regiment of Voltizenrz, lodeed in a precisely
gimilar barrack, situated in the same court, but
on whom no vaeeination had yet heen made,
not a single case of small-pox existed.” 1 sub-
mit that that is evidence that re-vaccination
redizposes  the patient to small pox. If we
ook at the authovities comtemporaneons with
Jenner, we ghall find the majority of the most
cminent men of that day condemming his prac-
fice, and not the least amone them was the
celebrated John Hunter., Jolin Hunter {wlm
was aequainted with Jenner) in bis Dissertation
on the Blood, wrote as follows: 1 have quoted
him in my Essay on Vaccination, which T have
Lefore me.  John Hunter, the greatest physiolo-
gizt and smatomist, T S“lilmm’ that this country
P ]hmcllmﬁli, gays: “The blood haz been sup-
posed to be 4 passive, inanimate body, deriving
its motion from the action of the heart. Some,
in considering this fluid, have only attended to
itz chaneez out of the civculation ; others, to ita
clmmimf analysis; and others to its appearance
under the microseope ; but ita chemiecal analysis
amdl form, explain nothing, Blood is not simply
animal matter, but posseszea that arrangement
on which the living principle depends,  What-
ever is taken into the svetem for supply, must
undereo these changes, viz,, animalisation and
vivifieation. The blood, T coneeive to be alive,
as it earries life to every part of thebody. Any
extraneons  substance introduced into  the
blood medifics the vitalized or living fuid.
The introduction by incculation of mineral
[MlECGmE,  Or 1’Qg{*.1.:1!:ufn puisons, i3  hazardous,
and in certain quantities may be destroctive,
but the introduction of animal produets from
another ]iving Imr]:,',, be it a man, a cow, OF even
the ass, is infinitely more pernicions, beeause
allied to it in being vitalized.,” In that language
did John Iunter, the greatest physiologist
and anatomist of that day, condemn the practice
of inoculation with equine or vaccine matter.
Mr. Birch, who wes then surgeon to St. Thomas's
Haspital, and surgeen to the then Prince of
11"nI]cn, condemned the theory; and after fully
testing vaccination, declared it to be no protec-
tion against yariolous infection; T have his work
before me. He says, “ We are yet left unsafis-
fizd ns to the nature and erigin of what is ealled
cow-pox ; it iz a disorder known only to the cow
doetor in dirty dairies, though we are taught to

play
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¥ with it 2sa ||1Eisiu¥ revealed from heaven,
to this enlightened age.”

GUG. Mr, Cundlish.] What is the date of that ?
—1507. “ What haz been ealled the cow-pox, is
not o |;r¢ucr1mt.iu|: nguin:.t the natural smulf-lm.\:."
That was the testimony of Mr. Birch. T.'l-[l:lwlﬂ}:
Moore, (rregory, "f-11|.m1.1|, names koown 1o
every medical man, anid many ethers, Illigllt be

uated, all of whiom clcuhrm{ the theory to be
;‘!ullur_-iuus. Alr. Bireh anticipated the results of
vaccination, when cxtensively mlnlqrh.-nl in words
which will be foumd at page 40 of his book. e
saya that “Mr, John Hunter did not give the
experiment much eredit.”

697. Chairnean.] What was the date of that?
—1807; from s I apprehend that the theory
of Dr. Jenner, tested by such men, and tested 1
the E:L]Jq:ricm:n which ﬁna been derived at small-
o Ilu:=||i.'l=.|s, will eonvinee all men who are un-
prejudiced in their inquiry that the wiility of
vaccinaiion 18 at least very doubalul. I now
proceed to discuss the next proposition :  That
vaceination is pot prophylactic azainst small-pox,
a8 proved by the statistics of small-pox hospitals
and other records.  The theory propounded by
Dr. Jenner waz that persons once allected were
“ protected for ever,” those are his words. Dr.
Jenner lived long enough to witness the failure of
his theory, and set up the excuse that there wero
two kinds of cow-pox, true and spuricus, to which
I liwve veferved ; D Jonner admitted the failures,
and attempted to explain them in varions ways,
The eow-pox which occurs spontaneously he
fioumd sllheuquﬂutl__r was not protective, and he
gives here a eaution lest persons trusting to it
should be disappointed ; the passage is at page 7
of the edition of 1801 ; |l gays there iz a
form of natural cow=pox, which is not protective ;
“ Pustulous sores frequently appear sponta.
neously ou the nipples of cows, and instances
have oceurred of the hands of servants employed
in milking being affected with sores in conse-
quence.  Those pustules are of a much miller
nature than these which arize from that contagion
which constitutes the true CL = MOX 3 they are al-
wiays free fvom the Bluish or lividl ﬁ[.i: #0100 -
spicuons in the pustules of that disense; no
l.‘.l'_'l.':-i:Jl'!:IH attends ‘I!lll."lll, nor do ||i|.:_'l.‘ sl any
phagedenic disposition as in the other case, hut
terminate in a scab, without creating any appa-
rent disorder in the eow, This eomplaint ap-
pears ab varions seasons of the year, but
most commonly in the spring, when the cows
are first taken from their winter food, and
fiedd with :__rl‘:lses.“ It i= vory :'l]rl! Lix AV HEAT, s:..'su,
when they are suckling their young. “ But
this disease 15 not to be considered a2 similar in
any respect to that of which Tam treating, as it is
incapable of producing any specifie etfects on the
hunman  constitaiion. However, it iz of the
E;L'ﬂ:\‘ti.‘:st consequence o puim it out here, lest
the want of diserimination should oceasion an
iden of seenrity from the infoction of the small-
pox, which might prove delusive,”  If the theory
of Dr. Jenner hlul been teme, there would have
been uo necessity for re-vaccination, for which
there is such a rage at the present time, The
memoranda lately put forward in the name of the
Lf:‘lnis of the Privy Council, by the medical
officer of the Council, Mr. Simon, state that hy
vaceinniion in inﬁlrm-y, sl ||n|::|:|1-. ARG Col=
pletely insured for their whole lives ngainst an
attack of small-pox. Subsequently he says,
|::!.rlll:,.' becanise of the existence of a I:‘L-rgn number
of n;umﬂ'ect]y vaccinated [rersons, anid l”"'".}' b=
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caunse also even the best infuntine vaceination,
sopnetimes, in process of time loses more or less
of its effect, it is advisable that all persons who
have been vaccinated in infaney should, as they
approach  adult  life, undergo  re-vireesination,
3 'ih}'?' beeanse my Lords of the Council are
made to BAY that the |Ju|:|||n1im| nlwn_}'.a conlains
VETY ANy [rersons who, though vaceinaied amd
believing  themselves to be protected  against
small-pox, are really liable to infection, aml may
i some eases contract as severe forme of small-
pox as if they had never been vaccinated, [
compliment My, Simon on lor once uttering sucl
a patent truth as that; but still it iz very un-
satisfactory to a community, when a panic is pre-
vailing, to tell them first that they are sccured
for ever il' the operation be ]u'n]mri}' performed,
and then subsequently o advise the re-vaceina-
tien of m‘urj'hlui_}', Test ller should be over-
talen l::,' small pox, and it slould B them, 1
think one answer to that would be if My, Simon
had not emitted to state it) that Prince Arthur,
wha had been vaccinated, could not, [suppose, have
been properly vaccinaled, or he mn:hl ned have
eaught small-pox, which | believe he eaught in
Beotland, where it is supposed to have heen ox-
tinguished by vaccination,

G608, Ave you aware that he did cateh it in Seot-
lamel #—1 fenrned that he paid a visit o Seotland,
that he eanght the small-pox there, aml came
howme with it.

699, My, Jacah 1 f};hrll".-_i When was it that he
took @mall-pox in Scatland ¥—It 15 abomt three
years ago, | think.

" o0, D Lyon Playfair.] Do you remember
the dates 2—1I1 do not remember the dates,

700, Mr. Muntz.] Do yvou know as o fact
that he had the small-pox ?—Yes, and he was
attended by  three physicians ot Greenwich
Mr. Simon says, “In large part vaceination is
certainly good, otherwize small-pox could not,
within ﬂ:i“l:l—i‘l.'llmr}', have been, as it has hoen,
rendered comparatively infrequent and  in-
necnons.”  The answer to that 15, 1 think, that
we have a heavier epidemie now than we have
had for 30 years, Now 1 take up the report of
the Highgate Small-pox Hespital for 1866, 1
ealled on Mr, Mavson vestevday for the sulise-
gquent reports (which I unfortunately mislaid),
but he was out, but this will suflice. At page T
of thiz report Mr. Marson save, ® The ratio
of  wvaccinated cazes to the whole admizzsion
of small-pox patients, as ealeulated from a sevies
of 16 yearz ending with 1851 was 33 per cent.,
a proportion which has wone on progressively in-
creasimg. In the epdemie of 1851-52 it was
667 por cend, 3 in that of 18534, 1553, and 1850 it
was 712 poer cent. [ 1859-60 it was T8 [Fer cent.,
and for the four years of the preseat epidemic
1866, it has been 811 per cent.”  In the report
for 1565 it waz 84 per cent., that is to sy,
|.n||t!'||:;.: it the other way, only 16 of every 100
E;:‘.ﬁn:-n[; admitted in that hospital were foomd
withont the protective marvk.

702, My, Hibbert.] You spoke with regard to
1868 just now ; that does not appear in that re-
port: what do you gpeak fvom #=I ean vouel
For its covrectnezs ; 1 have seen the report, and
I quote from memory. 1t has gone on gradually
inereasing, showing that there is a greater dispo-
sition in the vaecinated in adult life o small-pox
than in the unvaceinated,  In the vear 1866, in
this smme report, 1 finedd that 423 unvaccinalod
eases were admitted, ond 1,605 vaccinatod, who
had no busines in that hospital i vaccination
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afforded protection. B0 far from protection being
afforded, I find in the Small-pox [LPs||ita| returns
from 1836 to 18351, that no less than 331 died of
3,094 cnsez, oll baving been vaccinated, (that
will be foundin Mr. Simon’s papers), shewing a
|||ur|::=ill'.' of nearly 11 per cent. ; the mortality on
the whole admizsions being 21:38 per eeni , or
nearly 21} per eent. ; yet in the face of those
facts. the Colleze of Physicians lately izsned a eir-
eular, which containg a ststement that the mor=
tality in the vaccinated was lees than one per
cont,

T0%. When was that 2— It was aeiwenlar sent
forth by the College of Physicians, which ap-
peared i the @ Thnes,” T think it was on Feb-
ruary Hh. I now come tomore recent statisties ;
I take up the * Times " pewspaper of Febroary
Gth. smd [ find a report of a meeting of the
Asvlums Board, with Dr. Brewer in the chair
at that meeting, a ropovt was handed in by Dr.
Gireive, of tlie Hampstead Swall-pox Ilospiral.
The honouraldle Member for Colehester is anti-
mnfely acquainted with this, but it is o matter
which muzt come before vou, and which must come
Lefore the Asylume DBoard, and T took some
pains in analysing those sististice. D, Greive's
reqrrt ia dlated 4th l"f"hrl.llll'_\.'j he siated that
during the last fortnight, 149 patients had been
taken inte the hospital, and of thiz number, 28
were admitted on the 3rd ; this made a total of
admissions since the opening, of 582, The num-
bier in the hespital on the night of the 3rd, was
2325 *The enses presenting themselves during
the past week™ (the report went to say) “ have
not been of =0 extremely malivnant a charneter
as those in the preceding lovinicht, and it
is to be hoped that this abatement may con-
tinme.  The death rate™ (this is what I want
to call the Committee’s attention to), * sipce
the opening of the hospital, has been 17 per
cent., which may scem high, but it must be
borne in mind that the demand for beds for the
geveral parishes has been always much in exeess
of the supply: and as a2 consequence, many of
the worst cazez have been zent here.  The state
in which many of the |1I1|it‘lt1‘-'l come to the
hospital is ghown by the fact that of the 99
deaths that have oeenrred, 20, or one=finrth,
pceurred within 48 hours of their admission, and
a considersble number of them died on the thind
dav.” Many of them were moribund when
removesd from their beds, which IDr. Aldis, a
medicnl officer of health, save i= sufficient o kil
them, I want to eall your attention to this
gtatement, that 582 cazes were admitted, of whom
282 remnined inthe hospital, leavine 3505 that
98 deaths occeurred, and Dr. Greive savs the
per-centage of mortality i8 17 ; I wmake it 28,
In all that T koow of hospital management ilie
y:tlh"nts that have |Ja=:.f1.!|.i i and out are :Ii.-arlnﬁcd
of and accounted for, and so many remain, ¢ OF
the 582 patientz who have passed tivough this
hospital™ (they had not passed through the
hospita!, S50 had passed through the hospital),
“ 423 have been protected by vaccination, and
159 have been unprotected.  OF the former 29
have died, of the latter 68, a fatality amengs the
vaceinated of something under EEVEN per cent.,
and in the uwnvacemated u{'-rrri}* 43 per cent.”
Mow, those figures are wrong, becanze hie has
reckoned the per-centage upon the whole ad-
mizsions, and not upon the patients who have
paesed throngh the Iml-piln], aml sa t]-m}' are
fallacious. 1 now have a later report of Dr.
Greive, which I obtained from the offices of the

TAKEN BEFORE THE

association, and we will anslvze that, if you
-;l:lmm:. Thiz report is dated the 18th day of
“ebruary. At pages 886 and 387 will be found Dr,
ireive’s report of the Hampstead Hospital, and
here he tells us that 748 were admitted, of whom
there were 545 vaccinated, and 203 unvaceinaed
{as usual the larrer propertion beine vacemated),
thut 133 deatls oeeurred.  He tells us that the
rate of mortality 12 about the same 28 in the pre-
vious report, but the rate of mortality bere is
318 per cent, amnd not 17 {rcr cent. ; for 133
died of 415 cases that actually passed through
the houee: beeanse he tells vz that there re-
mained in the wards 330 patients; but he mis-
takenly (I hope not intentionally ) reclons the
pee-centaoe on the whole admizsions, including
the 330 vet undispescd of. 1 ask Di. Greive
how many of those Ilm.'re died, or whether he Las
made a eomputation #  These which are called
fizures reprezentative of facts are no longer facts,
mdl o not Fepresent 1l ||'i:|l|i!|[‘lil.‘|il of mortality
among the vaceinated and unvaccinated. Before
leaving thiz, I will eall the attention of the Com-
mittee to this report of the Asvlums Board,
showing the romarkalle fact of the inercased
ﬁr;bi]it_lp in the wvarcimated to Ellmﬂ-[}m{. Be-
tween the nges aof 10 and 20 there were vacei-
nated 193, unvaccinated only 46 ; betwesn the
ages of 20 and 40, vaccinated 270, unyaeeinmted
only 51; over 40, vaccinated 36, unvaccinated
only four, One move vemark I would make
upon I, Greive's veport; he 20YE here that in
uh the patients who lave been vaceinated and
who died, there was some previows vitiation
of the consiitution. 1 quite agree with Dr.
Greive. A proof of the vitiated constitution was
foumd in the fact, not only of their having been
vaccinated, but of their having emall-pox, and
dying after vaecination; but I was rather amused
at hiz other remark, that many of them died
beeause they were gin drinkers 3 but Dr. Greive
does not tell us that the unvaccinated were -
gin drinkers. If only the vaccinated drink
gin, 1 commentd vacomation to the distillers,
Hodoes & (_:nmprmjr. Such reporis are not
fit 1o o before this Committee, unless a com-
mentary is given, They will go into the Blue
Book, fur am  pained to find here that
Die. Bridges, the 'oor Law Medical Officer,
quotes D, Greive, and Dr, Bridges is quoted
by Dir. Farr in the returns, and so those returns
wo forth to Europe and to America as reliable.
I have thus disposed, I think, of the theory of
wotection.  One word, however, on  the re-
turns of the Registrar Gemeral ; 1 find in the
report for the week ending February 18th, the
small-pox deaths in Liverpool returncd as 50
per cent. unvaecinated, and in London 46 per
cent, D Farr also CELE that this= l:|lilifmiﬁ is
more fatal than any ginee the year 185403 but 1
would nzk thiz Commtiee, 1.'ri|:.' 1838 amd 18359
are excluded, because in 1838, we hoad the
heaviest meortality in the present century; I
ghall have occasion to refer 1o that when I answer
the gquestions whieh the honourable Member for
Colehester will put to me, whieh he put alzo to Dr.
Caolling on the last meeting of the (]'-'mn'-niltm’:- I
liave now to call the attention of the Commitiee

. to an extract, which I have made from the Re-

gistrar General's returns in the first five weeks
of the present vear, the weeks respectively ending
January 7th, 14th, 21st, 28th, and February 4th.
1 have extracted the mortality under five years
of age, the number of small-pox eases and of
scarlatina, whooping cough, &e., the whole mor-

tality,
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tality, and the 11:1'-1'm1i1€.' from zymotics, and 1
will pEvc vou the result.
age, the mortality in the first week was 631, in
the filth week, 605,  In the first woek, there died
of small-pox in London, all ages, 79; in the fifth
weel, 186, The * Times” then had an article
ealling attention to the frightful mortality and
the inereased number of deaths Tn the week
ending the 7th January, searlet fover iz re-
turned at 116, and in the fifth week at 53,
you see the interchange, In the first week
we have 79 from small-pex, and 116 from
geaviating. In the fifth wee Hu:}' chanwe places,
andl we get 196 from small-pox and 55 from sear-
latina. The question which naturally arises is,
iz there any inevense in the mortality ¥ Is it a
misfortune to have the small-pox ? It is not ; in
the first week G651 died under five vears of age,
in the fifth week 603, The whole mortality from
all causes in the first week was 1,828, in the fifth
wick 1,685, The result of that examination is
this, that as small-pox increases, infant mortality
diminishes, and the seneral mortality sinks helow
the averame always.

T4, Mr. Cowdlish.] How do you make it out
that that is n'ih'n}'é. the ease?—I[ put that n

Under five years of

37

evidence and I have :‘lmpTe proaf’ of it; thus,
there iz a saving of infant life of' 48 by the in-
erease of small-pox, and on the general mortality
a gaving of 145,  When searlating prevailed, the
mortality was above the average; when small-pox
prevailed the mortality was below the average.
That i= o law in this century. In the Registear
General’s returne published yesterday, for the
weelk 1rnr|1ng Fl!l‘:ll'l.l.'ll'l"." 25th, Ir. Farr states,
that of the 227 deaths from small-pox in London
lazt week, 119 were reported as unvaccinated,
86 n: vaccinated, and the remaining 22 cases
were not stated. :'!Ll.nuu;;' the unvaccimated cases
24 poer cent. were of persons u;_-t!ll 20 yoars amil
upwards ; mnong the viecinated 37 per cont. were
of those ages.  Now, T submit it to the College
of Physicians, through this
their statement be true that when the vaccinated
ave overtaken by small-pox, less than one per
cent. dlie, 8,600 eases should have furnizhed these
86, for il they be right that must be the number,
But they are not right ; the facts deny that, T
have now dizposed, as briefly as possible, of the
!!.‘EHI'EI:I propozition, the thind will oceupy & longer
tome,

.37,
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propositions ¥—1 now proeeed to offer evidence
m support of my thiard prroposttion, viz, ;—

_ *“That the natural liability to small-pox
in adult life diminishes in the wnveecinated,
whilat it fnereases in the vaccivated.”

The Jresent I]:‘III-I{'. has led to what may bz
called a re-vecefnation mania. Mr. Simon, the
medical officer of the Privy Couneil, in hiz me-
moranda which appeared in the © Times ™ of Tth
Februavy 1871, zayz—

“ Everyone past childhood on whem re-vaeei-
nation has not before heen ELLEI’!’EEﬁﬁI“}' |*r|;rvl':,rr:|11|3d
mtght.willmul i.|l-'Fr|_'|."J to be re-vacemated.,” This
advice iz echoed by the College of ]‘h}'aicinns,
in the “ Times " of 9th of February.

I think we have a richt to test thiz advice
and ascerinin what value it possesses, and how
far we are justified in interfering with a natural
law unless the operation of that T is proved to
lie detrimental to life. I know of no natural
law which ean be charged with such an offence.
Man suflers individually, soeially, and politically
when he infringes o law of the Creator, or ne-
rlects its observance. Lt us examine how far
this re-vaccination tlv;_:llm is comsistent with facts,
and what justiieation there is for s infliction on
the community.

Here it is necessary io go back toa period
when vaccination was not in vogue, before 17948,
indeed when Jenner published his first volume
entitled * An Lnguiry into the Canzes and Lifeelz
of the Variole Vaceine,” amd compare the natural
gusceptibility to small-pox then with that which
i= founul in vaceinated or partly vaceinated popu-
latioms,

In page xxx of Mr. Simon's Papers on Vacei-

natiom, | find a statement that—
“ Duvillard gives an analysis of the 6,702 deaths
from :=|:1:1!|-E:r|-x which Imppcnell f]ur]ng m;:nrf}'
iwo centuries | 1550-17600 ia the city of Geneva,
and the numbers belonging to the six suceessive
quinquenninds of life ups to 1l agn of 30.7

This was before the introduction of vaccination,
and it iz remarkable that enfy 17 of the whole
number of cases were over 30 years of age, and
omly 141 died over 15 years of age of 6,702
deatls,

The ratio of denths above 15 years of age was
only twao per ccnt. of all ages, while the ratio of
deaths above 50 vears of age to whole number
was only 2L to o 1,000,

In the following, Duvillard's eazes are tabu-
lated :—

Number of Deuths, Apoa,

————— e r—— - =

BAG7 Under 5 years of age.
1,058 From & te 10 yeurs of age,
15 From 10 1o 15 years of age.
&l From 15 to 20 yeara of nge.
a9 Fram 20 to 25 yvears of age.
&1 From 25 to 20 years of age.
1% Above $0 years of aga,

When it is borne in mind that the foregoing
Table was careflully compiled by a most eminent
man fiom records extending over o I:-cr]:nd af
180 wears, the objection cannot be ralzed that
it was singular and exceptional, snd eompiled
during o particular epidemie.

Having now seen what the nafural disposition
to small-pox is in adult life when uninterfered
with Ly vaccination, let us now see the contrast
hetween the unvaccinated and the vaceinated,
In the uwnvaccinated we have seen the COmia -
tive immmunity in adult life, ﬁ:]!uwing the rule
which applies to other disenzes allied 1o small-
pox, | mean measles, scarlatina, and whooping-
congh, almost essentially discases of childhood, I
now procecd to show that this comparative im-
munity in adolt life is altered by vaceination.

At page xxx of Simon's Papers on Vaceina-
tion, Profeszor Heim, of the Wurtemburge Mili-
tary Bervice, records 1,055 cases of small-pox in
vereeinated persons of all ages.  OF those aloye 15
years of age no fewer than 761 died, being fwo-
thirds of the whoele number

Heiw's Cazes,

—

Number of Cases. Ajgre.

40 Under & years of age.

i From & to 10 years of age.
18 From 10 o 15 yuars ﬂ'F.E[!.
9556 From 15 to 20 vears of age.
ain From 20 to 25 years of age,
158 From 24 te 30 years of age,

25 From 20 to 85 years of age,

1,085

If




If we o to Copenhagen, we find similar re-
sults. TIn the veceinated, of 633 cases there

oeenrred—

wfe S Sy A b S h A

Number of Cases, Age.

[}

Uniler & years of age.

From & 1o 10 years of nge.
Fram 10 to 15 years of age.

| Fram 15 1o 20 years of uze.
Fram 20 to 25 years of wro

]

10 From 256 lo 20 yeare of uge,
2 From 30 to #3 years of age.
agd | Above 15 vears of age oui of

| 653, or more than one=half,

In the Stockholm Haespital 961 eases ocenrred
in the vaccfraded.  OF these—

Number of Cases. { Ape.
! Wore umder & years of age.
4 From & to 10 years of nge.
18 From 10 to 15 years of age,
&0
ia From 15 to 20 years of nge,
a1 From 20 to 25 years of agze.
40 From 25 to 80 years of age.
20 From &0 to 35 yeurs of age.
From 35 to 40 years of nge.

4 | From 40 to 45 years of ago,
2 Fromm 45 to 80 years of age,
1 From §0 to 55 years of age.

Here we have the cases in the proportion of
180 above 13 years of age to 20 under that age,
or nine times the number,

This contrast is shown very prominently at
page xxxi of Mr. Simon's Papers on Vaceination.

Provorrioxare Distribution by Age of 1,000
Small-pox Deaths in Geneva before the Dis-
covery of Vaceination, and of the snme Nomber
in Paris moatly vaceinated :—

eebi——men

Feneva, Paxia,
AGES. 1330 o 1760, 1242=1851,
Unvaccindated, Muosily Vaecinated,
=34 yenrs - ang a8
L=I1{p - 154 54
10—15 Il-ll- 3 ;;I } 182§
1E5—20 - b
N5 z g: I ;
230, . B s i
M=s & {
85—d0 2| 21 : 100}
oyerdd |, = .f 5 - - S
ey e | — T — —— ——
TOTAL = = . [RETTH] 1,00}

“ Thus nearly one-third of the whole number

of small-pox deaths in Paris happens between the
.37,
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ages of 20 and 30 ; one of the most startling Facts
I have learnt in my study of the subject. T can
coneeive for it no other explanation than that
given in the text, and if this be the true one, there
must prevail in Parizan appalling amount of post-
vaccinal small-pox. I cannot say whether differ-
ence of race may make any difference to that
re-development of swseeptilility to small-por ¢ still
less can I venture to surmise whether =0 extreme
an instability in the results of’ French vaccination
may depend on anything peculiar to the rench
administration of this 'un]mrl.'ml AEeney. But if
those indieations be zonnd, which in o later part
of this section I deduee from the history of re-
vaceination in the I'russian army, there would
apparently be cogent reasons for inquiring very
eritically inte the guclity of lymph which s
current for the vaceinalions of France,”

But we need not go out of England to find an
illustration of this terribly increased liability to
small-pox in adult life in the vaccinated.

In the “igllgﬂﬂ: small-pox |'|ﬂ.='-pit::|1 3,004
eased oceurred in the 16 years from 1836 10 1851,
all veceinated,  OF these no less than 2,825 were
above 15 vears of ame, and no less than 1,584,
considerably more than one-half, were Letween
20 and 30 years of aze, while 1,058, more than
one-thind the number at all ages, were 20 fo 25
yearz of age,

In one year, 1866, no lezs than 118 vaccinated
patients died of small-pox in that hospital.

Coming to a more recent date, 1871, 1 find, in
the Asylums’ Hospital, Hampstesd, according 1o
the Report presented to 1he DBoard 18 Febreuary
1871, the following proportions of vaccinated mmd
unvaccinated in the decades of life appear:—

Wourz of Age, | ¥aceinnted, Unvaecinated.

Uoder 1o - -} 46 102
1n—24 - ! 1833 40
Q=== = 70 4l

Owver 40 - -! H1i3 |

a5 Euﬂn it

Here not only bave we three fifthe of the
smmall-pox |J||Ii.l.'llts vaceinated, hut we have the
large and unnatural proportion of 306 vaccinated
to 55 unvaccinated above 20 vears of age,

The opinion I hold i, aml the conclusion ia
inevitable, that vaccination iz an inferforence
with a natural law,and that re-vaceination, recom-
mended by the Privy Cooncil and the College of
Pliysicians, predisposes to small-pox in adult life,
and it is highly dangerons o resort to it durin
the 1rl‘L"i':L!l."rll.‘-l' of an epidemie.  Inoculation with
viecine I_'_L'Ilt]ﬂl will not prevent a porsan firom
being infected while the variolons almospherie
conditions exist which develope the disease.

Lt may be urged that, at least, there is a saving
of fnfant life by vaccination, looking at the pro-
teetion afforded by the operation, a2 shown in the
statistics of envly ages.  As a rule, T admit the
greater linbility in children to small-pox, but
theve are ]lil|'-Ir}‘ variations in the susceptibility,
nor 15 a child at all times in the same state of
receptivity.  Hix weeks ago I attended a Ditile

Ed girl
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girl named Relbing, in Rutland-terrace, Pimlico,
ugr_'d five, with FIII[[”.‘-']H}: 3 ehe liad mad been
vacemared (a2 lodger in the hooze had leen
taken to nospital with amall-pox ) s she had it in
the semi-confluent form; was delivions one night ;
the pocks were Tully developed over trunk and
limlbe; ale had a bath twice o day through every
glace ; she recovered remarkably wnfi.. Her
]iltTt: brother, two yenrs of agre, also unvaccinated,
was frequently at her bedside during tle whole
course of the illness, played with Ler in the latter
stage of the discase, Ibc,liu'u she left her bed, and
that little child bas not taken small-pox ; it is
hearty, the picture of health. The mother, who
iz pregnant, ailed a few {Iu])'s in bid, but the
infection went no farther.  The paticnt was kept
elean, and disinfectants were employed. T was

glad to find that Dr. Farr, in the S0th Report of

the Resistrar General, page 215, very perlinently
remarks that “small-pox. a5 a general role, oreurs
ondy onee i life; some elifdren l"J.I:JIl'J‘I:i' i l'mmrmfty
agperiaest on afleck ; they cannot be vaceinated, they
cannot be inoculated 5 others are infected by the
glichtest l.".";a]mill.l'ﬁ; and under infection, some
take the disease slightly, some maliznantly,
fatally.”

The protective power of vaecination lias been
over-estimated. lie J-'IIF'!‘-EIll‘il:li]i‘t.:.' of the sub-
Jeet to small-pox, a=to ather diseases, :Iel;ri;-mla; oh
eonatitutional states which vary in different indi-
vitluals, and not on any arvidficial means of pro-
teetion, such as vaccination, though it may some-
times act a8 a chorm,  Rhazes, an  Arabinn
phiysician, who fonrished ot the beginning of the
tenth  eentury, whose work on small-pox and
mensles was translated by the Sydenliam Society,
peints out most plainly that different bodies have
different susceptibilities, some never taking small-
pox but are inclined to measles.

To assume that every person “unproteeted
by vaceinaiion iz liable to small-pox, is unscien-
tifie. irrational, and unsupported by facts; such
negative evidence eannot guide you to a correck
judgment of the value of vaceination. I have
geen a ereat deal of small-pox during an epi-
demie in Northampton in 1853-4, while I was in
practice in that connty, anid I have observed n
that populaticn, which meludes o very lorge num.
Ler of shoemakers (and 1 was much struck with it),
the frequency of mild cases in the nnvaccinated,
and zevere cazeg in the vaccinated.  In one house
inthe town of Wellingliorough, ten miles distant
from Northampion, there was a fumily of acven,
all unvaceinated ) the eldest was 20, the youngest
about five. One of the seven, the little 0;1:1,11:1.:1
stnall |I:n:~: zeverely.  Two elder ones had it mo-
derately ; the remaining four did not take it.
Had that family been vaccinated, I should at
that time have attributed the mildness of the
cases to tliat canze. Wighty-nine cases of zmall-
pox, at varions ages, came umler my medical
treatment, all of whom, with my assistant | Dr.
Heory Thomas, now of Chester), I personally
attended. Two cases dicd. One was '.‘I-fn.-i. Rapier
5\“.: wife of my dispenser, now a chemist in

vorwich), whe caueht amall-pox in her confine-
ment, emecineted.  The other death was a Loy
three years old, the =on of My Clarke, fish-
monger, in MNorthampton (now retived rom busi-
nesa gl I'i'."'mg at IKingathorpe), unvaccinated.
That eclild®s death was c-i'lyph:ml_ arising from his
Ledroom being over a store of fish, venison, and
vefuse, in one of the hottest July months
which | remember; but for thiz circumsiance [
helieve the child would have recovered.

MINUTE:2 OF EVIDEKCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

_When another epidemic of small-pox visited
Northampton in 1860 ereat efforts were made by
the medical men, aided by the Vicar of All Saints,
the Rev, Sydney Gedge, to get the people vacei-
nated. T am not ashamed to own that I lifted up
my voice against the polluting practice, and from
that dny to thig, as the Members, Mr. Charles
Ullali.ll and Lovd Ienley know, the intelligent shoe-
mukers o Northampton have evinced adetermined
resistance to the Compulsory Vaceination Aet.

I will not weary this Committee with a longer
detail of wmy persenal experience, I may add
that De. Corner, Medieal Officer of Health in
the Mile End District, London, reported to the
Board of Guandians twelve months sinee, four
casez of small-pox in one lousze in his distriet;
two of them were yaccinated, two wers Wnjiro-
teeted ;. the two unprotected recovered, and’ the
two vaceinaled (protected Ddied. The* Lancet,”
in I'i!pill‘iillg the statement of D {orner, omitied
however to tell itz veaders that the two which
died had been vaccinated.

Propesition 4.—That all other diseases than
simall-pox are more severe and more fatal in
the wvaceinated than in the unvaccinated,
espectally scarlating, measles, whooping cough,
diarrhwa, fever, erysipelas and phthisis.”

In placing this branch of my subject before you,
I must beg permission to say that statistics of
elizense and ﬂ]uz registration of cases in hospitals
amd other public institutions are so defective
in this particular, that no very aceurate conelu-
sions can be arrived at, which, in the former
branclies of my subject, enn be seen at a glanee.

It i3 some vears ginee I hegan to observe the
great difference in the intensity of diseases in
children more especially, and it was long before
I could make up my mind to believe that my
Eliélllltliﬂ-n, that the Fe'rcrit}r of exanthematous
fevers was greater in the vaceinated, was correet.

I took great pains, however, on all occasions to
agecrimin i a  somewhat extensive practice,
whether the patients coming under the care of
myself or my assistants, bore the marks of vac-
cination,

My suspicions were confirmed, and long ob-
servation has convineed me that T am not mis-
taken,

There is noquestion, I think, that all who have
been vaccinated soffer move zeverely than the
unvaeeinated. ¥

Henee, s T believe, we hear of all the children
ina I]unil:,.r In:i::lg sn'nj:-t away IJ‘}' gearlating. The
present Arehbizhop Tait was a soflerer to this
extent.

Dir. Robert Watt of Glaseow, Lecturer on the
Theory and Practice of Medicine in Glasgow, who
published in 1813 a treatize om clnin-muﬁh or
whosping cough, dedieated to Siv Gilbert Blane,
stated that the introduction of vaccination di-
minished the mortality from small-pox, which in

1783 to 1758 - = was 20 in 100

1789 to 1794 - = was 18 in 100
1795 to 1800 - - was 19 in 100
1801 to 180G - = was 9 in 100

1807 to 1812 - = wag 4 in 100

D, Watl states that * this grafifyivg resufl of

vaceinotion (which had been preuty fﬂ]ly‘ eatab-

lished, perhaps as much #0 as in any city in the

empire ) was counterbalaneed by o slisht increa_u
mn
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in the proportion of deaths by whooping cough,
and o gread dneveage in fhe deaths by wmeesies
What zain was there, then, ininterfeving by vae-
cination ?

. Watt savs ¥ In the first period when a
third of all the deaths under five years of noe
were caused by small-pox, a child had the fest
chanee of reachine fis tenth year,” [ hegan to
veflect how different the ease must be now,  In
eight years little more than 600 died of the sanall-
wx, wherens in one year, 1784, the deaths by that
dizense alone amounted to 425, and in 1781, to 607,
which on heth ceeazions eceeeded the fiurth of the
whole deathz in the wear. To ascertain the real
amount of this saving of infantile Iife, I turnedup
one of the later years, and by aocident that of 1205,
when te my utter astonishment, I fouwnd that still
a hall, or more than o half perished before the
tenth vear of their age. I could hardly believe
the testimony of my senses, anl therefore hegan
to turn up other vears, when I found that in all
of them the proportion was less than in 1808
but 2till, in taking an average of 2everal years, it
amounted to nearly ithe zame thing az at any
former period during the last 30 years, This
was 0 discovery T by no mesns expected, and
how it could bave come to pass appeared to me
inexplicable,

# From every circumstance which had come
uniler my oheervation, the efficacy of wvaceine
imoenlation :||1p|3:|'md cerfain.  The experience
of 13 years' pretty extensive practice had con-
fivanedd we fully in Ijﬁi opinien.  But the question
recureed, how are we to aceount for the same or
nearly the same number of deaths under 10 years
of age ? As noe new disease has appeared, the
deficiency oceasioned by the want “ The small-
pox must have been made up by a greater
mortality among the other discases of childven.
Has it been equally divided among them, or has a
greater shave fallen fo some than to others ¥ ™

Dr, Farr in commenting on these observations
(Vol. 30, page 2143, by Dr. Robert Watt, makes
these important and apposite remarks, showing
incontestibly that no seving of infant life has
heen effectod by vaccination.,

o The nmrluiit}r of children is as high, pro-
bably higher than it was in the lagt 18 vears of
the last century.™

5o much for the inereasced severity of measles.

Dr. West, Physician to the Hospital for
Siek Children, Waterlooeroad, London, speaking
of the increased severity of measles says ; “ With
reference to the allezed inereased prevalence of
measles since the imtroduction of \'m’uiimtinll, it
suffices to say that vaceination preserves only
from small-pox, not from any other dizcaze.

h Measles iz, next to small-pox, the most eonia-
gious of all fevers.  The chilil, who 60 years ago
would have died of small-pox, is now l;msorwd
from that, often only to catch, perbaps to die of,
measfes.  An incrensed number of deaths from
the latter disense was the unaveidable conse-

nence of the comparative extinetion of the
ormer ; the fact is obvious, end is woliced by the
late Dir. Watt of Glasgoe, though for the moment
lost sight of by some philanthropists.”

Now ae to searlatina.

What evidence have we that searlatina is more
sovere and futal now, gnce vaceination come into
!‘r]n%r’ in the Iymphatics of our children #

Sydenham deseribes simple searlatina distinetly;
he does wol refer do the throat affections, awd says

lh?}]micnr can only die by the doctor’s defauld.
4T
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Frank deseribes the discase now as the maost
dreadivnl geonrze in Hurope, Dr. Farr, in the
F0th Beport of the Rugiutr:u' Greneral, i 215,
gpeaks thuz of the inereased ||m|ig|r1t:r of searla-
tina, since the paszing of the Vaccination Act of
1853,

# There are two diseases, searlatina and diph-
therin, itsell a new 1_\.'Imupl'cli:a{-n:'-e.“'lniu;I. have been
excecdingly fatal since the yoear 1855, when

liphtheria was fivst distingwished in the returmne.

Up to 1857, it wasz apparently confounded with
Cynanches Holizon 3 but in 1858 it became popu-
lar, anel in that vear 4,836 deaths, in 1859 no
lezz than 9,557 deaths, were aseribed todiphtheria.
In 1558 and 1859 the deaths from searlating and
:i'tplutlmrin hJ;__-c!lu'r were 30,317 and 29,491 @ 1n
the twe years 1563-4, the deaths from the same
canzes rose to 36,082 and 35,164,

The mortality in 1858=9 from =mall-pox had
fallen to 335 and 197 annually in 10,000
living, while from scarlating and diphtheria the
mortality hald rigen in the two vears 10 1572 and
1315, In 1863-4, the mortality from zmall-pox
was 2-03, and 373 from searlating, and diphtheria
18-15 amld 1708 ; while small-pox dwindled these
two symolie disenses ﬂuuriuhclll at the expense of
the growing population,

I think there is some reason for inferring that
this mereased nm]ip:nitj' amd largely increased
Illn::l'lnlit_'r froam searlating is to be traced to the
operation of the Vaccination Act of 1853, which
led to a very considerable inerease in the propor-
tion of vaccinations to births.

In the 22nid Vol. of the Poor Law Boand le-
ports, published 1870, at page 378, 1 find o list of
the pumber of persons vaccinated from 1832 to
1864,

In 1853, the year in which the Vaccination
Act pazsed, the per-centage of vaceinations to
births was 626 ; in the following year, 1854, it
was 112-1.  Since that year the per-ceniage of
vaccinnliwns fo hivihs has varied between 63 and
91. Sinee 1853 there has been o very considerable
imerease in the number of vaccinations. This
has bzen sccomplished in two ways: fivst, by
wessure being put upon Deards of Guardians
iry the Privy Couneil and the Poor Law Board ;
and secondly, in a most effectual manner by re-
wards to vaceinators.

Rewards have been given to public vaccinators
under divection of the Privy Council, aml vae-
cinators have been fivst paid Tor their work and
paid over again for * deing it well™ A new way
of ﬁl“i“illg Government contracts,

1 eVery workman 1= to be treated on this prin-
ciple the Chancellor of the Exchequer will Ill:u't.-
to increase the income tax.

The deadly work weos done, and on the tezlimony
of Dr. Farr, scarlatinag and diphtheria bove in-
erevased,

I have no hesitation in saying that this increase
of malignity in scarlatina and weasles is due Lo
the contamination of the body by vaccination {so
called ).

I fully concur in the remark of Dr. Farr, in
the 30th Report, page 219, who says, “ To operate
on the ||||:|:'Iu]it_}r, pmlm:linn n:_::iiust CYery one of
the fatal swpnotic discases ds roguired, otherwise
the suppression of ene disease element opens the
way fo others,”

I now eome 1o another consequence of vacei-
nation, I mean dinrvhoen,

I ean confirm, from long l‘x]'li‘l’il_!t'll'!ﬂ, what
D, Colling sawl o biz  evidence on Tues-

r day

Mr.
. T. Penree,
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thizs  Committens this

|E,|'|.;"
poini.
I ko that disrchas Frequently follows vae-
cination, and' of a =evere enteritic character.
have observed this for vears, and 1 have indueed
several medieal friends to turn their attention toit.

last, hefore (i1}

I am the more confirmed in my opinion than
ever by the repont of Ir. Seaton on vaccination
in France, in the 12th Report of the Medical
Officer of the Privy Couneil.

At page 176 of that report, [ find * the calves
alter tnecwlativg  sufler not  infroquentiy  from
digrrhea.” At page 178, speaking of the trans-
ference from eall to ealf of the lymph, the re-
port says, © The health of the call, howewer,
affects the character of the eraption, for it has
been observed that when dierrliea bappens in the
course of ifs evolutivn, the pustules are smaller in
size and less full.”

Again, “In Depaul’s seventh and eighth ex-
periments, for example, the calves saffered
aeriowsly from diarrfoca™

I now come to the subject of fevers, and here
our defective registration is again seviously against
accurale deductions. [ must go to France for
etatistical evidence: I am sorry I lave not now
the original from which I made the extract found
in my essay at page 28,

Dir. Perrin, a French hospital plhiysician, states
of 114 eazes of typhoid fever, 76 had been vacei-
nated, 38 not vaceinated ; of the 76 vaccinated
35 died, more than 40 per cent, ; while of the
a8 unvaccmated only three died.

In the army of Paris, of 25,000 men, according

io Baron Michels official report of the cases in
the Hapital du Gros Caillou, there died of—

[
‘ 1816, 1848,

Smull-pox - 5 - 4 @]
Fever, intestinal aml con- [

tinued - - = = 46 aTg

Chest disenss = - - 150 158

All other causes - = 41 41

Total Deaths - - | 250 k]

Here the mortality was doubled, as iz believed,
Iy waceination.

My professional experience bears out these
statistice. I have ne hesitation in sayving that the
vaceinated patient is 1|ir-rrr.ﬂl:ll to suffer more go-
w_-rn!z.' than he whoe has been the patural .suln-jm:j,
of small-pox. The next diseaze to which T would
eall vour attention is erysipelas,

That waccination ﬂiret_:ﬂF ]:m:iurw cr}':-ip:ﬂus
there 12 no doubt ; indecd Jenner ctn]_ﬂmlii:-u]l v
siated that no vaceination wus protective u-l.i.ci:_
did mit ]urm[u-r.e 1_=-rJ.'e-1'L];l,-|:1::, anil have we not prun:bf
that thonsands of infants dic of ervsipelas in

the first year of hife!

MINUTEE OF EVIDENCE TAKREN BEFORE THE

Dearns from Envsireras in England.—(Ex-
tracted from the Thirtieth Report of the
Registrar General, page 230,)

Uader Tatal
Gy Une Year | under Fire 5

ol Yeurn of | M Agesn

Age. ARE. |
T om0 v g e 563 | 1,698
RS G R 12 wiE | 1,920
L R e e 13 i @ 104
1RAG = - - - 530 (il 1,063
1860 = s £y [[E 1,075
[T R S B Bid 1,450
Total in Six Years - - | 3,201 l' 800 | 10,633

Nearly one-third of the whole number of deaths
from erysipelas consist of infants under 12
months old; the yenr in which vaccination is
performed.

Coroners’ inguests have been lield on the bodies
of children whose deaths have been ihe direct result
ol vaccination,

Dy Lankester, coroner for Middlesex, held an
inquest on the body of a child of Mr. Emery, of
Great Portland-street, London, about a year and
# half ago. The verdict returned in that ease
was ““ Died of Ervsipelas, caused by Vaecina-
tion.”  Mr. Bedford, the coroner for Westminster,
held an inqm:at on another ehild who met its death
at the bands of the same vaccinator as in the
former case, anl I have every reason to believe
that a large amount of evidence will be hereafter
placed before the Committee to the same effect.

Next in order is the subject of phhisiz, and
thiz brings me 1o the circumstances which led me
to the investigation of this subject. I have re-
lated the securrence in my Essay on Vaccination,
at page G7.

e ldy in question is Mrs. Botts, of the
Drapery, Northampton, [ waz then in practice
in that town, amd I was medical referee for the
North British Life Assuranee Office, one of the
largest and most prosperous of the Scotch
oftices,

Mrs. Betts presented herself to me, desiring to
effect an insurance on her life, with the view of
providing for the younger members of her
family — her  children, she having beeome 2
widow. She thus related her previous history,
“ T am 40 yems of age. I have a brother living,
who iz 44. My brother and I are the only sur-
vivors of o family of 10 children. Five of the
eight wheo are dead, died in childhood, two at the
age of puberty, and one at 18 years of age ; the
latter three died of consumption.™

On my asking her how she accounted for the
eases of consumption (for their death from that
conrse might militate against her being accepted
a8 # first-class life ), she said :—

“ My poor mother always attributed the deaths
of her eight children to vaceination.”

There was no tendeney to consumpiion on
either Sidl‘:; fior guucrnﬁuna rlle'_',r were  all
ltunlth}' country pl:uph—:. She proveeded (—

“ My brother and myself had small-pox, Nei-
ther of us were vaecinated, for it was not much
in fashion in the eountry when I was a child ;
but the cight younger children born alter me
were all vaceinated.”

I confoes I was not prepared for the conclusion
to which her mother nn'i':'ml,'_fnr I then in my

1ﬂﬂ¢tt¢"-"=
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practice, which was one of the largest in the
county, had pretty extensive experience in vacei-
nation.

I, however, having before (and since) often
learned more really useful things in medicine
from old women than 1 learned in a London
hospital, I eould not forget or shake off the
disturbance of my faith in vaceination. 1 there-
fore ].rnlamud ta m_',.'sc-lf' the solution of the twao
following questions, viz. :—

lst. Was consumption introdluced into  that
family by vaccination ¥ or,

2Znd. I’)ir’l small-pox alter the diathesis of the
two survivors of that Eﬂ!lu}' 7

The well-ascertaingd [iet that there was no
hereditary canse, that there was no local caunse,
nor any of the erdinary canses, sucli as defleetive
nutrition, re-breathed aie of workshops, &e., 1
came to the conclusion that the charge against
vaccination looked very HLIF‘EFiCiﬂUF, and I entered
on a field of ingquiry which I have neither com-
lllatmi nor tired of.

I have noted the extreme rarvity of cases of
phthisis in those who have had small-pox. [ have

ain ond again contrasted the ruddy |1|1111::'|I‘r|:|'|r.c
of those who have hiad small-pox with the pallid
cheeks and the decayed teeth of the vaccinated.

I look for evidence of my snspicion that phthi-
gis and bronchitis are increasing in this eountry,
and I am confirmed in my suspicion that the old
woman was right, and I have come to the conelu-
gion that chest dizeazes have inereased in propor-
tion to the inerense of vaccinations,

Phthiziz and, indeed, all chest dizeases, are
more severe in the vaccinated than in the un-vac-
einated.

The increase of mortality from phthizis iz
evident since vaceination was introduced.  Indeed,
in the Registrar (GGenerals 20th Report, I T8,
1 find that of 53,734 deaths from phihisis of
persons, the greater part of them adults, prove
the great importance of the study of this disease ;
at the age of 20 and under 25, the deaths of
young women from all specified causes were
BA77 ; and of these, 4,290 (being move than one-
halt) died of phihisis,

D, Quain, of the Brompton Hospital, said, in
his peply to M. Simon’s J?il'ﬁulnr, that in only
about 30 per cent. of cases of phithiziz were found
marks of vaceination ; but on Mkit}g . .":'-:.rmcs
Thompzon whether a note was takenof the patients
admitted into the Brompton Hospital for Con-
sumption, he said no register was made. T appre-
hend, therefore, that e, (Juain’s answer to Mr.
Simon was a guess only.

But if we study statisties, the fact that phihisiz
increases with the extension of vaceination is

ainly ghown,

The death-rate of phthisis and bronchitis per
million living in the five years—

TE50 tor 1854, | 1835-041. | IBﬂD—ﬂLI 1805,

S ——

4,341

wus 10,8270 | 1,000°3 i 1,402

Here we have a steady inerease of mortality of
Fhﬂﬂ fli?‘ﬂ_ﬂ"lfﬂ coincident with vaceination, There
isa ni}n-nr:ml reagon why the death returns from
bronchitis should be ineluded in, or rather added
to, phihisis.

In that diagram yon will perecive that phtlisis
up}mrgnl.ly decreased in the earlier years, {']ltlliais

[ i
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was very high when bronchitis was very low,
This arises from the aliered nomenelatura, or
rather a fashion in returning death certifieates,
As the business of life offices increased, the term
brenchitis has been put in death eertificates where
!}htlli:sis wonld, in the absence of z2uch policy of
msnrance, have been inserted.

On speaking to Dr. Fare, st Somerset Houose,
anxious to ascerlain, if pozsible, whether |:|:I|L|lisiri
presented a heavier mortality now than prior to
the introduction of 'l-':l.f‘l'!i:ll:l.r'run, he remarked that
the returns prior to the year 1838 were very in-
definite and unsatisfactory. A large number of
canses of death were included in the term * con-
snmption,” which are now returncd in their proper
place, Still the fact remaing, that in the last 30
yenrs |:||ﬂ1isis has inereased,

1 quoted to Dr. Fare the reply which I had, in
an interview with Dr, Marson, of the Ilighgate
Small-pox Hospital. My question to him was,
“ How do you aceount for the inereaszo of !;In]]iuis
afier the age of puberty, more than half of those
who die from 20 to 25 years of age being of
phthisis ? ™ His, Mr. Marson's, 1'e1:al:r" Wi :

“1 can quile understand that increase, beeauae
thousands of ricketty and delicate chilidren who
would have died in childhood of small-pox, are
eaved by vaecination, to die  afierwards of
phthizie.”  But if thousands of children arc saved
from death by vaccination, there would be some
proof found in a diminution of infant mortality.

That there is no decrease in infant mortality, I
have alecady told you.

I give yvou the statistical data for this opinion ;
that the general death-vate in England is inereas-
ing we have abundant evidence. In the 13
years, 1541 to 1853, prior to the passing of the
Compulsory Vaceination Aet, the average was
2238 per LM of population.  In the 13 vears,
183466, following the Compulsory Vaecination
Act, the death-rate was 22-47, I we deduet the
maortality by cholera epidemics, the figures will
gtand thus—

In the first period - - - 2212
seeonil |, - - - 2234
But leaving this general death-rate for the mo-
ment, letus take infant mortality, dedneting eholera.
Deatherate of infants under five years of age, in
the 13 wyears 1841-53, waz 878  In the 13
vears lollowing the Compulzory Vaecination
Act, it was 9 19—inerease of 041 e DOG,000
of population, equal to an imcrease of the
number of deaths of 106,108,

The ivercase of vaccination, as shown in the
Paor Law Boarl retwrns, therefore, may have
led to the untimely death of upwards of 100,000
claldren in 13 years,

I am not prepared to vouch for the acenracy
of these figures, though carefully compiled from
the Registrar's returns. They are, like many
other returns, fuir deductions from data on autho-
rity.

L am prepared to put before you this much,
that interference with one form of zymotic dis-
ease, by an unnatural and unscientific practice
called vaccination, vou do fmerease and pot dini-
aishe the mortality as yon have hitherto been lod
tir Lelieve,

T07. Are yvou prepared to give evidence now
npon your fifth ]n‘u-]mﬁiﬁnu Y s and in il::ing
e 1 have taken pains to exclude a3 much as
possible all that might be taken to be a mere ex-
‘prcu.sllm of opinion, and 1 have condensed a5
carefully as possible the facts necessary to es-
tablish this proposition. 3

¥ 2 708, What
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708, Wkat ia wour fifth proposition?—That

I!Imilliilﬂ_"l:l by wvie-
cination may be proved hy the statisties of every
country in Ewrope, and by other reconds.  1f it
were frue that vaceination i2 a means of econo-
mizing life, as stated by those under whose divee-
tionz, and at whose sugrestion (ke Act of 1867
wis passed, the theory would be donfirmed on an
appeal tothe statistics of {hoge countries in which
the experiment has been tried. | confesz myzelf
when I became sceptical of the advamtages of
vaccination to have been startled by the state-
ments that © millions of lives have been saved by
vaceination.”  Such a  question can only  he
satislactorily settled, sald Hammernick, by an
upinterested and independent committes, who
would take cognizance of the simple facts
hearing upon the matfer. Such a committer, 1
trust, I am pow addressing,  When a stipen-
diary magistrate tell: an innocent woman ot
e I‘IMI!I:IIIII_'H I:"u'irlrl," Cnur“t t!:nl ||.si:li.nplei off ii'l.'tl:i
have been saved by vaceination, and that she
winst =o (o prizon for her folly in refusinge to
have her ehild vaceinated, T take note of it, but
it eomes to me without anthority. When the
late Sir James Simpson, of Edinburgh, at the
Congress of the Social Science Association in
Belfast, said that vaccimation saved SO000 jives
every year, and that it was the means of saving
a numiber of lives equal 1o the whole number of
the population of the United Kingdom every
25 vears, | stood aghast, and was led to analyze
those stateiments.  But to the question: iz the
eeneral mortality diminished by vaecination ¥

In other words, is there any saving of
life? Mo this question I say  emphiti-
1-:1'.-]}', No,. The iigul'c.a which have heen

].rl:'|1"4.'l:] l_l-l_.j.r:lrvl.: :'.‘ull HE (!tii]ul:d'l' v|l|l the !.'zlll,t::
of vaccination, and which fipurez may vet Le
again brought before vou, are delusive, and have
no just relation to the question; the reazen being
that too limited o view has been taken, and that
the effect of yaccination on FIH:I!'—I:U!{ mn:\:rl:nlil_'l.'
has been assumed, withont referenee {o the gene-
ral mortalify. Let ua take first tho lil‘;:t*rl‘ of
the Highgate Small-pox Fospital.  The ratio of
the vaceinated to the whole number of admissione
is now, or was recently, B4 per ceni.  Inthe
Sezetion of 1867, in a debate on the Vaccinztion
Bill then before the Hanse, ihe noble Lowd, the
Member for Huntingdonshive, then a Menber of
the CGrovernment, stated, a5 a reazon for amending
the Act of 1853, and inereasing the stringency
of the law, that probably pot more than 50 per
cent. of the population of this country was vacei-
nated.  Althongh T am not disposed 1o rely npon
the accuracy of the ¢‘-Ei:|:|1nt|;',,5 will assmme, for
my purpose, that 50 per cent. of the population
are vaecingled., Loast month the easual paupers
of the parish of Marylebone, applying for relicf,
were examined under the diveetions of the guar-
diong, when only 25 per cent. of 1hat clazz were
found to be vaecinated. T will admit the noble
Lovd's estimate, and suppose that a community,
let it be s parish, consists of a population of
100600, that one-hall® are vaccinated, and the
other hall unvaccinated,

700, Lord Hobert Montage.] T think what I
gtated wag that not more than 50 per cent. ; that
g o EAY, mﬂmps less than 50 per cent. werg
t'm‘l:'in:ntml and not that full:,.' 50 per eent. were
vaccinnted P—Yes; well, 8B4 of every 100 patients in
the Small-pox Hospital are taken from the vae-
cinated portion of the community. the one-half,

and 16 of every 100 from the unvaccinated por-
tion, the other half.  From the vaceinated 50,000,
42,000 would have small-pox, of whom the ratio
of deaths being 11 per cent. 4,240 would die.
From the unvaceinated 50,000 there would be
B000 hoving small-pox, of whom (the ratio of
mortality being 34 per cent.) 2,720 would die;
g0 that there isa relative loss of no less than
1,520 lives more in the vaccinated than in the
unvaceinated half of the population.  Thiz iz not
all.  There are 42,000 centres of infeetion in the
vaceinated, to 8,000 centres of infeciion in the
unvaceinated portion. | will put this comparizon
in another way which may familiarize this Com-
mittee with the subject.  There are 638 Membovs
in the Flouse of Commons, a division takes place,
and ile Ayes, the vaccinated, o 1o the right, and
the Noes, the unvaccinated, go to the leit, the
numbers being equal ; of the 329 vaceinated, 277
oeb small-pox, of whom there die 30 ; of the other
wlf 53 get small-pox, of whom theve die 28.
However extraordinary it may appear, it stems
that by o law of mortality death demands a cer-
tain nmnl:mr;, a certain Ermpm'ﬁun of = l“"]'“h’
tion mnst die. How that proposition is main-
tained has heen alluded’ to in my Eamf on the
“Posted effects of Vaccination on Health, Maor-
tality, and Population.” In that work the law
of vicavious mortality is illustrated in various
waye, D stalistics which are of an official
character.  To retwrn to small-pox, death de-
mamds and eeizes =0 muny  victime, langhs at
luman interferenee with nature by vaceination,
andl as the mortality in the unvaceinated, ad-
mitting the proposition given by Dr. Marson, is
five times greater than in the unvaccinated, that
iz a8 33 per cent. to 7 per cent., five iines the
number of patients are of the vaccinated portion,
and thus death gets itz number, and takes neither
more por less From the whole population ; but
the loss to zocicty is greater under yaccination,

as the largest proportion attacked are adults or

vouths in their teens. Acecording to the Report
for 1866 of the HMisheate Small-pox Hospital,
of 80094 cazes of vaceinated patients, no less
than 2,825 were above 153 years of age,
1058 of whom were between 20 and 23 years of
ame, while in the unvaecinated the proportion in
adult life was considerably less, 1 think it is
manifest, from the foregoing, that the interference
by vaccination does not diminish the mortalicy.
All or any interference with a natural law is o
log=, and without justification. In the last cen-
tury, in 1722, inoculation with variolous matter
wae introdueed into this country by Lady Mary
Worlley Montague, and for half a century at
least it was aceepted az an advaniage, universally
adopted by the medienl prolession, and strongly
urged by the Colleme of Physiciane. r.
Heberden, in his work entitled % Observations
on the Increase amd Decrease of different Dis-
ensez, by W. Heberden, smp., For.s, 1801,
quarto,” says, at page 36, “ In London more per-
sons have died of the small-pox since the intro-
duetion of inoeulation § vut of every 1,000 deaths
in the billz of mortality atiributed to the zmall-
wx during the first 30 years of the 18th century,
Leﬁ.w_- inoeulation could have had any effect upon
them, they amounted to 74. During an equal
number of years, at the end of the ecntury, :I.he_v,r
amounted to 95 in 1,000, an increase of no less
than 30 per cent. by that interference by inocu-
larion.” It is a remarkable fact that the dawn of
the prezent century witnessed a considerable

subsidence
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enbzidenes of n-nmll-p-;r.'-:, Thiz eentury secms to
have opened most |rm:|i.eing|_'.-' for the human
race.  Thronghout i-fura we the formidable dis-
eases which at intervals during several centuries
ad visited every country ebbed away with ad-
vancing civilization. Black death, gaol lever,
ld_llu"n.q:r,_ IJIun'qm, &e., disenses pow extimel, no
loterer terrified and decimated dense agoresations
of the human family ; small-pox, too, had became
les2 prevalent, a fortunate eoincidence with the
introduction of vaceination.  An important sav-
ing of life was promised by Jenner in his
petition to Parlinment for a reward, and thonghe-
ful men soon besan to inguive * ewi boao?"
In a valume ]i“]hﬁﬂltﬁﬂ. . 1503, entitled “ The
Report on the Cow-pock Inoculation at the
Vaccine Poclke Institution, London, written l:}r
the I*hyaicians to the Institution,” at pore 111 3t
s in#e;'-:ﬂting to find the lollowing passnges:
Those physician: say, “ It iz not manifest that
the vaccine inoeulation has been a Lenefit to
population, however great aone it has been to
individuale,”  Thiz sentence, written by the phy-
siciang of the Vaceine Pock Institution, 13 in
number, among whom were the names of Dirs,
Pearson, Keate, Brande, Nelson, and Carpue,
bears a most important part in the history of this
branch of my evidence. And what are the faets
upon which those men, with the approval of their
Presulent, the Earl of Cholmondeley, the IRight
Honouralile Lord Petre, Siv George Baker, Bart.,
Sir Williasmn Lee, Bart., the Rev. Dr. Heory
Jerome De Salis, &e., based theivopinion ¥ They
had before them, as their report shows, the tables
of lleherden, of Lettzom and of Partridge ; they
had the Lills of murtn]it}r of London, samd IImJ.r
demonstratel that which it is my ploasure to
present o your notice, to the profession, aml to
my countryimen ; there is no saving of life by
vaceine inoculation.  When they publighed their
report of four years work, 30,000 vaceinations had
been performed in London within the Lills of
mortality ; a very small circumecribed  space
compared with that which London now presents,
These are their facts at page 109. In the four
vears preceding the vaceine practice in 1705, the
denthis from s'.-nq]!-lm: wore 10403 the fotal
burials from ail eanses being 21,179, In 1796
there were 3,548 deaths from small-pox; the
total buvials being 19,258, In 1797 there were
522 deaths from small-pox ; the total burials
being 17,014, In 1798, there were 2,287 deaths
from small-pox, the total burials being 18,135,
The total of deaths from small-pox in these four
years preceding the vaccine practice, was 7,047 ;
the total burials beinge 75,6506,

100 Chairman. | Do those figures apply to the
same aven in every case ¥—7Y es, the bills of mor-
tality in London unly ; at that time they were fur-
nighed h;.' the City. Taking four years :Iuri.llg
the vaceine practice, there having been 30,000
known vaceinations in 1799, the small-pox deaths
were 1,111, the total harials I.,:e'lng 18,134, In
18000 there were 2,400 small-pox  deaths, and
23,068 deaths from all esuses. Lo 1801 there
were 1,461 small-pox deaths, the total mortalit
being 19,374, In 1802, 1,578 died from small=
pox, the total burials being 19,379.  Adding up
those four years after the introduction of vacei-
nation, the total deaths from small-pox were
6,560, and the total burials were 79,935, Henee
we find that s far from the general mortality
being lessened by vaccination the mortality in-
m?}‘-;.‘rd by more than 4,000, while 787 fewer
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deaths ocenrred from small-pox. If it be a prin-
ciple, therefore, that Iarliamentary enactments
ghould bLe pazsed for the greatest goud of the
ereatest number, then most assuredly should this
Committee be furnished with reliable evidence
to guide them to a just conclusion, that legizla-
tion shoulil never oppress or viclate conscience
without unexceptionable reasons to justily it
Such evidence it is my object to furnish. An
Henourable Member of this Committes, when
Dr, Collinsg waz under examination the other
day (I think it waz the Honourable Member for
Colchester), adverted o some siatistics to be
found in D, Seaton’s Hand-book of Vaceination,
page 232, In ilat beok we find the periods
compared : ficst, there is the first serics, the
average of 30 years previous to the mtroduction
of vaceination, estimated Isy Dy, Letisom and Sie
Gilbert Blane,  The antual vate of deaths from
small-pex per million of the population was then
3,000, In the seeond period an average of the
three years 1838, 1839 and 1840, when vaccina-
tion had beeoma to a great extent diflused, but
before any public provision was made for its
gratuitous  performance, the annual deaths from
small-pex in England and Wales were 11,944,
the amnual rate per miilion of the population
being 770, The third period is an average
of mine of the years [rom 1841 1o 1853, when
public vaceination was gratuitously provided, but
vaccination was not obligatory.  The pumber of
deatlis from small-pox in England and Wales
was then 5,221, amd the annual rate per million
was 304,  Then in the fourth period, an averagze
of twelve yvears [rom 1854 1o 1865, during which
vaczination had been to o certain extent obliga-
tory, the annual deaths by small-pox were 3,967,
the annual rate per |||'|EJ':.m of the population
being 202 gnly. Now, i’ we analyze this table,
in the fiest [-{lu:\c we fimd an estimate is given
without giving the number of deaths from small-
pox, of 3000 per million. The particular vears
for which that estimate 13 made ave not 2bated.
The value ef the estimate is very suspicious too,
when I find that in the Physicians’ Report of the
Vaccine Pock Institution, a complaint of Dr.
Lettsom’s ervors in stating the wortality from
small-pox in 1684. 1 have personally asked D,
Farr i’ the ﬁ-n:guing gtatement is relinble, and
hiz answer was, * No reliapce whatever can lo
placed on estimates of o century or two age.” So
muech for No. 1.

711. Was that an answer from Dr. Fare to
yourzell ?—TYes, to mysell, at Somerzet Houze.

712, What was the question which you put to
Dr. Fare ¥—Whether the estimate of 3,000 per
million was to be relied upon, sud whether there
were any stnliatics that wonld enalide suel o von-
clusion to be arvived aot: aond Dee Faee =l
emphatically, * No, it iz 1 mere cstimate; no
statistics of the last century, or of thie lln.'\'iuma
one, are to be relied upon.”

718, Leowd Noberd Moutagn.] Dl De. Farr's
estimate differ from the estimate which Dy, Seaton
had given ¥—Dr. Farr moude no estimate.

714, Has he formed no opinion as to the
correciness of tle estimate ?—Iiiu opinion, s he
gave it to me plainly, was that I was not to rely
upon such statistics,

715. Dr. Lyon Playfeir.] Dv. Fare himself
haz given as good estimates as he can from the
imperfect data of the lagt century ;3 did you ask
Dr. Farr whether he considered his own esti-
mates unrelinble 2=No, T did not refer 1o these ;

F3 it

Alv.
C.7. Peaiee,
M.IN
7 March
1871,



My,
C.T. Pearee,
M0,

= March
1871,

46 MINUTES OF EVIDENCE

it is necesaary to analyse these estimates, hecause
if legislation iz bazed mpon snch evidence, it is
imluurtm:t to hiave it ILIIH]J‘&L‘(]. As to No. 2, the
geeod period, only three years are put in com-
parison with 30 other vears (which may have
been selected to make an estimate ), and in those
three years, 1838, 1839, and 18440, the heoaviest
epidemic of .a-nmll-imx ocourred sinee 1823, I
ask, why did noet the compiler of that table in-
clade the years prior to 1838, and not make his
gelection of the three heaviest epidemic years in
this centary ¥

T16. (hedrman.] Are you aware that thore
wai no register of deaths in England before
1&-‘..‘5?‘!—[":‘(}:-'&5;}1:{; that iz the reason why e
Farr advised me to reject the 3,000 per million.

T17. Would not that be a renson why they did
not take the years before 1828 and 15407 —Y es.
Let us now examine No. 3. Here we liave nine
selected venrs in conirast with the three quoted;
the vears 1843, 1844, 1845, amd 1846 not being
included, but in which an epidemie of small-pox
occurred.  While it iz true that in those years
no return of the causes of death in England were
g'n'ull h}' the Rugislmr GGeneral (a rirgﬂ:hlh]c
circumstance ), D Seaton onght fo kenow thnt
the exclusion of one n|11'11£:1:|1i|;,'. from the Pﬂ'iuti
given must make o very serious difference in the
reaultz,. The epidemic was in 1844,  As to the
fourth period, a period of twelve years is given,
which ineludes ml]_\' the slort ﬂ'Jiil{!II]IliL ol 1858
and ihe epidemic of 1864-65; while in No. 3, a
periud of nine yenrs, the epidemics of 1548 and
of 1851-52 are included, but the epidemic of 1544
iz exeluded, owing to there being no returns.
The whaole statisties, thus bracketed torether to
serve a purpose, nwmely, o justify eompnlsory
vaccination Aets, are fallacions, and ought to be
expunged now that they are exposed.

718, But how do yvou prove that they are fal-
lacions *—1 will point that out, The Epidemio-
logical Society published in itz Transactions a
Table, showing the annual mortality from small-
pox in England in these peviods.  The periods
are similar to these included in the former Table
—the three epidemic years in the first, and then
the mine wears, and then eight years following
that. Thisis the Epidemiological Society’s Re-
tuen, il this Table was eomypiled for the purpose
of showing that legislative measurcs to provide
anil enforce vaccination have been effective in
diminizhing the wortality from small-pox.  The
epidemic of the years 1838, 1839, and 1840
was the most fatal from HJII:'I.“—'IH‘I‘.'{ i the
present century. The Table commences with
the vear 1835 while former years are omitted
in which the desth-rate from  small-pox was
low, for it had not prevailed Eeremll_'.' ginee
1825. Ilence the average mortality has swelled
to 11,944 for thoze theee vears. The third
divizion is supposed to prove that the decreaze of
the mortality from small-pox iz due to compul-
sory vaceination, It must be remembered how-
ever that in the second division there are three
epidemic visitations included, while in the thied
division there is only one; moreover it the deaths
for the vears 1862, 1863, 1964, and 1865 be added
{which I have mdded in the fourth column), the
average annual deaths for the period from 1862
to 1865 amount to 5,421, showing a greater mor-
tality than the previons columm, although the
lessened mortality was then attributed to the en-
actment of the vaccination laws,

719, Dir, Lyon Playfuie.] Will you give the
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mortality for as many years as yon can in the

last divizion aleo *—There are mo official returns

mblished sginee 1867, The anoual report of the
egistrar General is not yet issued,

720, (hairmen| Can you give anything be-
I1mn-d 1865 *—Tn 1866 it was 3,029, and in 1867
1t was 2,513

721, Dr. Lyon Plagfair] Will you give us
the average!—We oughi 1o go to 1871 to get
eight years, but taking what T have, 4,541 would
be the average up to 1867 for six vears.

129, f‘ﬁru‘rmn.'.l.] Can vou ‘E"i“: us any later
return than I8GT '—No, I am not prepared with
that ; there has been no epidemic wntil the end
of 1870 ; aboutl every six years we have a severe
epidemie, At page 253 of Dr. Scaton’s Hand
ook, which was qllnhtﬂ from :IIJ' the Honourable
Member for Colchester the other ﬂu}' {and I have
had eome conversation with the Honourable
Member since and called his attention to it), De
Seaton says, “ Small-pox which in England 30
years ago was in one of its years of epidemie
l:nlwewﬂmwc the fifth most Fatal :!‘tsr:mae, haz n the
worst epidemic of the last 12 years oceupied no
higher than the 18th place among the causes of
aeath as arranged by the Registrar General.”
Is it fair to draw a comparisen hetween the great
epidemic of 1838 to the exelusion of preceding
vears, and the slighter epidemics which have
oceurred sinee?  Let us to the Registrar Gene-
ral’s Returns for aceuracy ; in the yvear 1838
when small-pox was the lifth most fual (fimuc, tha
death rate to 100 living was 2:224 ; in the year
1864, when small-pox was in the 18th place in the
list of fatal dizeascs the death rate to 100 living
was 2589, It had increased, demonstrating
beyond all eavil the mle which I Lave endea-
voured to elueidate, that when smu.].l—]mx is pre-
gent, the death rate 18 low; when it is absent,
the death rate iz high. T have no doubt that the
moriality of the present year, uuless some other
serious epidemic should displace small-pox, will
be as much below the average of 10 years as in
1869-70 1t was above the avernge, when socarla=
tina was the prevailing epidemic. My reason for
vienl |_|;|-in_|_'§ thas np'nﬁ.uu i=, that in 1838 when
smnﬂ-]m:r. ]ll'l'!.‘H‘.llH:l:I auch a rl."l.gll!l.ltll mortality,
the general mortality was 17,000 less than in
1540, when scarlating took the place of small-pox,
while the tots] moertality of the four allicd dis-
eases, small-pox, measles, scarlatina, and whoo
ing-congh, was 8,004 less in 1838, s.l:lmll-pn.:
being prevalent, than in 1840 when scarlatina pre=
vailed,  That iz one of the mest important bear-
ingz of the subject.

T28. Cheirman.] Are you aware that the
number of deaths from small-pox in the year
LGS was 2,052 ¥—1 have no reason to dispute
that: I have no doubt that iz so; 4,183 is the
mean for the seven vears ending in 1868 ; that is
the last we have. I have now to bring before
pour notice a table, extracted from one of my ewn
?:;:lumg., illnstrating the law of vicarious morta=
lity, at which 1 have hitherto but hinded, but
upon which I shall take the opportunity of en=
larging hereafter. 1t is a table showing that in
1448, in which small-pox was fatal in 16,000
cases, the weneral mortality was 17,000 less than
in 1840, when searlatina took the place of small-
pox. The deaths from all causes are much less
during an epitdemie of small-pox than during its
absence. That iz a law which I have established.
The whole mortality is much less in 1838, when

small-
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small-pox prm.-ﬁi]gd, than in 1340, when =carlating
was substituted for it.

724, What was the total mortality in the year
1838 *—Thirty-seven thonsand six hundred and
ninety-one, it

725. What was the total mortality in the year
1840 F—45,708,

726. How was that moctality distvibuted —
Searlatinn here claims 19,816 n one yvoear, 1840,
a8 against 5,802 in the other, IJ-J.'EH: Wlien small-
pox is :icfurpsmd, then searlating vises by Iilf: law
of interchange, Turning to page 161 of Mr.
Simon’s Paper on Vaccination, we find a Report
of the Faculty of Medicine at Prague, confirming,
ven establisling, as regrards Boliemia, the proposi-
tion which | have demonsteated, namely, that the
proportion of deaths to the population was about
the same before the introduction of vaccination s
subsequently to that date. There is no saving of
life by vaccination. In the seven {l:.m‘ from
1796 to 1802, the average number of deaths from
gmall-pox in Prague was 7,633 per annum. In
the 24 years subsequent to the introduction of
vaccination, namely, from 1832 io 1R33, the
average number of deaths from m:allqru.t ml].ul:l“}l'
was only 287 the |'|:u||n:rliuu of deaths from
[m..ll-puw out of the Implll:tﬂuu therefore was in
the first period 1 in 396, and in the second period
only 1 in 14,741, an amazing diminution of mor-
tality apparently, IMence, at first sight an im-
mense saving of ]ii:e was apparent, sullicient * o
appal the anti-vaccinationists, and make them for
ever alter hold their peace.” But if we examing
further in the way which I have indieated, nnd
take the meneral mortality, the following is the
result : In the firet period prior to vaccination the
whaele mortality to the population was ia the pro-
portion of 1 to 32, and in the second period it was
1 to 32%; so that before vaceination when small-
pex killed 1 in 396, the whole mortality was
no heavier than after vaccination when it only
killed 1 in 14,741. Tw. DBallard, whoe wrote an
essuy on vaceination, has miven a conidensation of
the Prague statisties similar to mine.

T727. Can you state how the vaccination wos
carried on in that eountry *—1 eannet.

728. Do you know whether it was compulsory,
or whether it was carvied out suecesstully *—It
was compulsory, and I should say it was pretey
successfully carried ont, judging from the 'l':lhll.!a.-'l
in Mr, Simon’s papers and the number ol vacei-
pations. 1 shall come presently to a better vac-
cinated country, namely, Sweden. [t 12 evident
from these statistics that vaccination has effecied
nosaving of life. Sweden having been lreguentl
alluded to as “ that well vaccinated eountry,” it
is interesting to cxamine the mortality of that
country to asoertain whether the death eate iz
lower than in England and Wales, that & badly
vaccinabed country.”  But before discnssing the
gl:m::'rlll death rate, lot ns see what value 13 ‘to ba
attached 1o the very stringent compulsery law in
that country where everyone is vaceinnted, where,
as in Bavaria, even a conple desiring to be male
o pair in wedleck eannot be legally united with-
out a eertificate of their having been vaccinatod.
That which is constantly being said of Ireiand,
ﬂﬂm?'j". that FIII:I“-IH.HH haa heen .-hlll]lll_"'l;l il I_I.}'
vaccination, was saidd a lew years aso of > weden.
It was thought remarkable, and was attributed
to vaceination, that in the five yeara Feom 1843
to 1847 inclusive, Hlﬂ;r 36 deaths ocourred from
small-pox.  Gireat stress has been laid upon
the iallﬁtlllll:c of Sweden by all the advoentes of

{Jr -I|-|

vaecination. The fact i3 that no smn]lﬁln:x l!]'li-

Alr,

demic oscurved within that period 3 when, how- C 1. Pearee,

ever, an epidemie vigitation did occur, what was
the result ¥ Why, that in the three years 1850,
1851, and 1852, no fewer than 3,398 died of smull-
pox, all of whom had been vaceinated. T have
extracted froma Table, which I have before me,
of the Swedish statistios, which show the mnrtrl]it}'
from small-pox in 32 years.

729, Dr, Hrewer.] Have you taken the years
from 1810 to 1850, when we have only 158 deaths
from small-pox in Sweden ¥—That is an erver, |
think.

T30, Arve you aware that that is the statement
of the Ameriean Commmission F— [ would rather
believe Mr. Simon's papers, liesranise they are
sent direct by the Swedish Government.

731. D, Lyon Playfair.] In the table from
which thiz extract has been made, have we not
the small-pox deaths from the year 1749 to the
year 1843, which have heen guoted, and in all
those yours ig there not o very laroe number of
deaths from small-pox, althongh they were epi-
demie and non-epidemie years, while these are
only four years taken out of a very larze table ¢
—l}dﬂ not exclude those results 3 1 would beg to
remark that when small-pox epidemic was alisent
from Sweden, it was said then as it has been saul
of Irelaml recently, that vaceination lad »—.I:unpl‘:d
out small-pox, and I appealed to those fioures to
show that prior to and after that date, the mortalit
from small-pox waz heavy; 1 have not .-iinglr;vl
ouft those years; I have given 32 years,

732 Chairman] Can yon give us any statis-
tics with respect to Sweden, as to the moriality
before vaceination was made compulsory in that
eonntry in 1803 ¥—Yes; in Mr. Simon's papers
we have the wortality from small-pox and
measles mixed, and not sepavately given in the
ofii acconnts from 1749 to 15735
jad. When were they separated P—They wera
separated in 1774, and from that time small-posx
wis given only without measles,

T34 Will vou give the fizures for the first
yvear when you have small-pox by ateelf > —Tn the
first year, 1774, the deaths from small-pox were
2,065 in 1773, they were 1,273; in 1776, they
wore 1LA03; in 1777, they were 1,943, aud so
o the numbers through the whole of the years
down to 1855 are given, so that we find in some
years a sialler mortality in the last century than
even in thiz century with vaceination.

755, My, Jacel Hright.] Ave you awoare that
in Sweden in recent years there were only nine
or six deaths, and that in one year only two died
of small-pox 7—Afier that the epidemic came to
Bweden again.

746, In a non-epidemic period, previons to
vaeeination, were there ever so few deathe from
small-pox as we have heve ¥—=No.,

747, Chairman.] Can you state what is the
system of vaceination in Sweden ¥—Nol as to
details; only that it is compulzory, and has been
compulsory ever simee 1803 or 1804, and that we
have My, Simon's testimony that it iz the best
vaccinated country in Burope.

748, Do you know whether it is made com-
pulsory at an early age, or whether it s
commenced aba later age Y—1i commences to be
compulsory at an early age, not so early as here,
but I think it iz within two years; heve it is
within three months, az o rule,

759, Do you know that those 5,398 deaths
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from small-pox, from 1850 o 1852, all ocourred
with vaceinated persons ¥ -1t is said so.

=1L Where iz it satd so®—11 1s suud at least
to have oceurred in a well-vaccinated country,
where the law iz exeeedingly stringent, and
where no person ean hold office, or even get
married, as I said just now, without a eertifieate
of vaccination, as in Bavara,

741, But woulil it not be o very {Inllg{:rmls
argwment to usze, that those deaths oceurreid in a
will-vaceinated country, when you have chilidren
under two vears of age gz o whom there is no
1,11111.|11|].ai-~:: with respect tovaceination; and I11't§_':'ht
not the deathis have ocearred at o vory t.-:u']}' :1;;1'.'."‘
—1I huve a list of the ages at which the deaths
oceurred in Sweden,

742, With respect to Sweden, do you know
wlhether there is any gystem of re-vaceination ¥—
1 do not.

4% My, Wunez.] With resand to those sta-
tisties, what do you eall Sweden?—Io you
inelnde Ellsr'l.'l-':Ly —No, it 13 exclusive of Nor-
Wax.

744, 1o yom inelude  Finlamd 72— 1t exce]s
Finlanc.

T45. Cheieman.] You have some statisties of
the ages at which the deaths took place in Swe-
den; will vou sive these statistics?—In the
A0th Annual Report of the Registrar (rencral, at
page 243, we have, i Table 22 the relative mor-
tality of men and women, at different ages, in
England in the vears 1851 to 1860, in the 64
healthy distriets in England in the years 1849
to 1853, and in Sweden in the vears of 1530 to
1825, aml in this Table the ages ave given as
follows: the annual mertality from all eanzes
to 1,000 living {which iz better than the actual
number of deaths), for ages from 15 to 25, in
England was 768 ; in Sweden it was (2535, show-
ing that smong oy lives the mortality was less
in Sweden. F':l'rnn 25 to 35, in Knelomd it was
O55: in Sweden it was 11550, From 35 to 45,
in England it was 12:6; in Sweden it was 16515,
From the ages of 43 to 55, in Tngland it was
1759 : in Sweden it was 2540,  DProm 55 to 65,
in England it waz 30035; in Sweden it was
40028, Trom 63 to 73, the mortality was GG'82
in Eneland, and in Sweden it was T8:26,

746, Have you no statisties with reference 1o
the vonnzer ages >—Noj they are nol given under
15 _':'-c;wﬂ of age, and that 15 2 freat misfortnne:
I request attention to this Table of Dr. Farr's,
beeauze I think it demonstrates that, to 1,000
living, the ratio of deaths i, especially after
30 vears of nge, vastly ereater in Sweden than in
Imzland, and that exclusively in young lives is
there an advantage n favour of Sweden. Taking
the deaths from 35 to 55 I':ng]:lm], the death-
rate to 100 living is 1310, while in Sweden it
iz 20072, Taking the average of the six divisiuns
of life in the Table, in England the death-rate is
24-10, nm’:m'l]’ing to Dr. Fare, and in Sweden it
is 20-67. What advantage iz there, them, in
vaecination? In no country, so far aa T am
aware, iz the law of vicarious mortality (upon
which I have as yet only touched) more mani-
festly operative than in Sweden.

T47. Are you aware whether re-vaceination is
carried out in that conntry or mot *—I believe it
is, bat T will not spenk positively.

748, Dr. Braeer.] The question which I
thonght was before us waz a velative guestion
with regard to the amount of small-pox before
vaccination and aller vaccination in Sweden.

. T,

TAKEN BEFORE THE

The two questions were distinetly thuz: How
many persong in each million of the population
died annually of small-pox before the nze of vae-
cination ; how MAnY Persons in each million of
the population have annually died of emall-pox
gimee the use of vaccination, takinge laree numbers
af years ? I}"l'in.ﬁ'—"- the -e:n'l:.' |J{'r'|--11 there uaed to
die of emall-pox out of each million of the
Swedish population 2,050 annually ; during the
later period the =amall pox deaths liad annually
averaged 158; are you acquainted with those
statistics *—In reply to that, I would say that I
hove no reason to dispute the figures: but what
[ maintain is, that small-pox forms no exception
to the mortality from all dizeazes which were
mare fatal in the last century than in the aresent
one; but what T affirm s, that with that
difference of :|im;|'1:|ii|:_'.' {rom small=-pox prr ge, thers
hias been no saving of life, but that nt{'u:r dizeases
liave taken the place of :-I:‘":l.u-im:::,

749, Chairmar,] But vou do not dispute ihe
Henoaralile Member's aceount ?—Nn, o not
dizpuie that the plague need to carey off thouzands
of victime in Leomdon. The incompleteness of
nearly all the statistics contained in Mr. Simon’s
papers, execepting those from Preagoe (I allude
here to the absence of the whole mortality and
eanses of death from other diseaszes, T do not
attribute thiz o Mr. Simon), renders it.impnm-
tiealde to deduee from foreisn sonrces an cxact
statement of rvelative morctality.  From Sweden,
however, we can derive some information which
will zerve the purpese of illusirating the law of
displacement, or substitution of one dizcase for
another.  Let us take the relation of small-pox
to typhus in Sweden® in the year 1825 there
died of emall-pox in Sweden 1,243, and of typhus
3,962, [In the year 1829, four vears afterwands,
when the epidemic of small-pox had subsided,
only 53 died of small-pox, but the deaths from
typhus went np from 3,062 10 0,364, from the
law of displacement.

740, Dir. Lyon Pir:_{{,l':u'r.] You have siven two
yearz ; but in the yvear 1784 the number of deaths
from =mall-pox was 12,453, and the number of
cases of t_‘ri}hus was 6494 if vou go down from
that year 1o the vear you named, yon will fnd 20
arguments for you and 20 arguments against you ;
why do you not take a number of years rather
than zelect only one or fwo *—I will take o num-
ber of yeara, it you please : in 1789, when small-
pox diminizshed to 7064, then typhus went up to
14,226 ; the same in the following year ; you have
an epidemic of typhus for two years, ne more
illustration from Sweden: the following table
ghows that when small-pox was in abeyance the
weneral mortality was high, and when small-pox
was at ita IJ]gTIEst mnrm:lit_g.r the general morta ir,_'!.r
was low., The relations of zamali—lw:c to general
mottality in Sweden, in 1829, were that only 53
died of small-pox, and there died of all eauses
82,719. Four years afterwards, when the epi-
demic returned, 1,145 died of small-pox, and tll;e
denths from all eanses were diminished by nearl
20,000, to 63,947. Now zo to 1846, o year in
which the mortality from small-pox was only
and when 1t was =aid to have been
glamped out 3 the deaths from all enuzes were
in lllmt year 72,683. Then in 1851, when the
epidemic returned (as it will to Treland, and has
already in faet) 2,488 died of small-pox, and the
deaths from all canses were 72,506, less actually,
and in a larger population, than in 1846, when
small-pox was abzent. Coming back to England,

I might
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I might illustrate this remarkable ]-'l'f"" of dis-
placement in o thousand ways; even in cholera
epidemies there does not appenr a loss of life; it
ia o remarkable faet, which T pointed ont to
Dr. Farr the other day, that in the cholera
enidemie of 1866-67 the deaths from cholera in
England and Wales were 15300, amd from
diarrhea 37,031, being a total of 52,331 ; the
mortality from all causes in the years 1564 and
1865 whas 586,440, while the deaths from all
canses in the cholera year weve 071,762, being a
mortality on the whole population of 14,618 less
when cholera epidemic prevailed than without
cholera. ()n pmnting ont this result to Dr. Farr,
he remarked that frequently after a great epide-
mic the mortality was greatly less, the epidemic
having killed off zo many that there were fewer
left for mortality to feed upon 3 but it so happens
that I have taken the two previous years to the
cholers epidemic 1o show this viearions mortality.
During the plague in London from 1604 to 1611
(I have lonl n{{-‘ at the Bills of Mortality) there
died of plague 14,752, and the deaths from all
causes were 64,994 ; toking the next following
ears, from 1612 to 1619, the deaths from plague
ell from 14,752 to 171, and the whole mortality
was 60,5171 in other words, when ihe ]:Tnﬂ.'llc
Eilled nenr'i:.-' 15,000 povons the whale mut‘l:ﬂii}'
was only increased by 477, a striking confirma-
tion of the ehservations of Thueydides, the Greck
historinn, who says that *during the plague at
Athens other diseazes declined, and hesides this
none of those dizenses to which they were ac-
customedl affected them at that time, or whatever
there was ended in this.” My next and conelud-
ing proposition will be, that the praetice of vae-
eination is fraught with danger to health and
life, and ought not to be enforeed by Parlia-
ment. g
7il. You alleze that the practice of vaceina-
tion iz franght with danger to health and lile;
how do you prove that *—In my extensive prae-
tiee, among a population of 35,000 people. in
Northompton, I believe there were 6,000 of the
working claszes shoemakers among them. I, as
part of my dutics, was ealled upon frequently to
Eerﬁ!rm the operation of vaccinstion, which T did,
eing a full believer in itz cflicaey 2 T had been
tanght. Alany cases eame under my notice in
which, after I had performed the operation, cer-
tain symptoms, which led me to inquire into the
health of the parents, presented themselves, and
I was astonished to find that I had unwittingly
transferved syphilis (which T may say is a very
common disease among the population there) in
the vaccine lymph. 1 could searcely think it
possilile with my then existing notions of vaeei-
nation, beeavsge [ had been led to believe that it
was impossible, in a proper vesicle, to transfer
anything clze than vaccine lymph. But this
t]}mr_v,‘f think, has been Fniﬁl'.iirnfllf exploded by
other observers, and among them by Dr, Ballard,
wha wrote an Essay on Vaceination, and who iz
the medical officer of health for Islington.
7562, Will you give the Committee any par-
ticular eases which have ocenrred within yonr
practice, before quoting anyone in support of
rour view *—It puzzled me =0 much that T was
ed to extraordinary eare in seleeting the Iymph,
anil 1 have frequently refused to fulfil the rérpll:'!mt
of mothers to vaceinate from their neighhours and
Fﬂlnl.i'h_'ﬂ‘ children, suspeeting that there was some
impurnity in the blomd. T therefore got o supply
l:lfﬂl_y;pll from My, Badeock, who was then in
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Brighton, and who is pow in London, and whe
hias taken great pains to get lymph by avtificially
inoculating heifers with small-pox, and then
taking the lymph from those heifers, and passing
it throngh two or three subjects, and distributing
it to the profession. I confess that after T got
that supply of lymph {and [ must here not fail to
notiee that prior to my applving io My, Badeock,
I got supplics of lymph from tiwe to time from
the Royal Jennerian Institution, the Cow-pox
Institution in Finsbury, of which D, Epps was
the president), I found that that Ivinph not only
l'n'c:t}nﬂ':d results which disappointed me as to its
failuves, but I believe that it contained impuritics,
I therefore rejected that lymph entirely, and
from that time I gob 1t from Mr. Badeock, and I
must give Mr. Badeock the eredit of saving that
with Ina lymiph I never saw n single mi.-:rlml-{, In
one case 1 vaceinated the son of a gentleman who
came from Madras, who now lives in the Addi-
son-road, Kensington, and who was a merchant
in India, and 1 was rather surprized to find on the
eighth day after vaccination not one vesicle, but
from 40 to 50 distributed over his body as much
like modified small-pox as anything 1 had ever
seen.  Un mentioning that to My, Badeock, he
gaid, * You wrote to me for lymph as near 1o the
cow as I conld supply it; T gave it von near to
the cow, and thot 13 the vespit: 1 de not recom=
mend that it should be done ; i ghould be more
diluted.”

753, Have any eases come under vour own
eye in yeur own practice, where s;rphil'i; haz been
transferied in the lymph*—1I have proved, on
examining the parents earefully, that no syphilis
existed in thoze parents of children whe showed
gigna of syphiliz afler T had vaccinated them,

754, Now soon did the taint of syplilis show
itgell 0 those children#— At the time of (he
vesicle and the auresla on the cizhth r]:111_.' to the
tenth 'I“.'" it looked suspicions, anid in some cnses
a8 late az 13 or 14 days afterwards,

755. In those cases had yom any proof as to
where the lymph was obtained ¥—None at all;
some of it came from the Cow-pox Institution,
Finsbury,

T36. Yon had ne prool that it had been even
taken from ihe arm of 8 child *—No,

757, Without lilln:-'l.'.'in;; how  the I_'!.'l!l]rh Wi
obitained, does not your arenment very much fall
to the g:rmnu] f—It 13 vory difficult to nscertain
the souree of lymph in an institution where some
hunidreds ave presemted for vaccination, amd
where possibly 30, 40, 50, or lu-ri'l:l.p:a even 100,
a day ecome up, and it is taken indiscrimin-
ately ; the medieal officer merely judires from the
external a pearances and leoks at the mother, I
have eat there with Dy, I‘:pl‘-:t many daya, and he
takes the lymph according to his judement, but
he has not s=een the father and exomined him;
but thizs I would say, that 1 eould never distin-
guish from the appearance of the lympl il=elf,
0T CAnl any inan t}lislinguish the ditferenee, be-
tween that which eontaims syphilitic matter and
that which is |:ur1~l_j|.' vaseine ]3.'111]:!!: I o not
think that it iz possible, or that the microscope
would show it,

738, How many of such eazes have eome under
your own knowledge 2—1 shonld think, speaking
carctully, at least 20 to 24 cazes oconrred in the
course of three or four vears in Northampton. I
must eonfess that it 15 a very impure place ;
and I was more likely to see it there, por-
haps, than in most plases.  What it is in the
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northern manufaeturing towns, I do not know ;
but I can speak positively as to my unfortu-
fortunately bhaving transferred :l}']rhi.lli:i threngh
the vaeccine lymph to children.

758, Is there any other diseaze which you say
is communicated by vaccination?—A question
was asked the other day as to whether there was
any disease per se which wonld be induced by
vacoination, My answer to-that would he that
erysipelas would be so indoeed.

T60. Have you any oiher example to mention ?
—No. IF other anthorities were suffered to be
quoted 1 eould adduce such suthovities liere, bat
1 did not come prepaved for that to-day.

761, 1 suppose that you are aware that in the
replies sent in by Z40 mediesl practitioners in
various partz of the world, it appesrs that only
two or three said that they at all thonzht that
syphilis might be transferred by vaccination ¥—I
have read throwsh those answers, and @ great deal
might be said about the value which should be
attached to such evidence. I look down the list,
and I find the vames of surgeons of hospitals
who, perhaps, lave never vaccinated in their
lives, wln have never been in general practice,
anil whoe kuow very little of the ordinary ailments
of life. In fact, one very eminent surgeon whom
I could mention, at the west end of London, was
called to a case of measles three years ago, and
didl not know what it was, for his practice had
been confined to hespital practice from his vouth,
and he was an u]n-!':l.til]g [mci]_;ital SIFE GO, " 1 put
down the answers from such men as of Do 'In':l.l]IlE
at all upon thiz subjeet.

762, But yon would not take an extreme case
of that kind and say that it would apply to any
'Inl'gd- number out of the 540, would Yo ?—MNo,
I would not sospect their motives; but there is
gnch a thing as a man saving that he does not see
what he does not want fo see; and on analyzing
some of these, as 1 ghould like to be permitied to
do on a futore uplmrhmil}', I was m\:ut]}r «lis-
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appointed at finding that the answers were =o
evasive, [t would have been far better if EVETY
medical practitioner had reeeived those general
{]l.l{:slil:lll'F, and not that thew should have been
sent to the eminent wen in the profession, whose
opinion, in my estimation, goes for nothing. I
am sorry 1o say that gentlemen now, whostadied
with e, who have not had the fortune to be
engaged in extensive country practice, as 1 have,
rewlly eould not :]:'lziti.ligui.f-h, when taken io the
i.ll:l:h;df.', senrviating from measles, or measles firom
anything else, scarcely. So it is; thiz class of
practice is not seen ab lospitals,

763, You do not mear this, of course, to apply
to the medieal profession generally, but m!!}' Lo
gome of vour sequaintances *—No; 1 mean it to
apply to zome of those men who have never bheen
in general practice.  Hospital surgeons, intimute
friends of mine, who have come from cnllege (1]
the hospital, and have never scen the ordinary
ailments of childhood. The old women in the
country know better about sueh complaints, and
doctors who go into the country often ask the
old women what 3 coning. © Well, madam,
what o you think thiz i=# Ia this measlez or
searlatina ¥ It may be either one o the other.
I would enll the attention of the Committee to
the reply of Mr. Whitchend, of Manchester, who
gays here, © I have seen several instances of the
transference of the syphilitic taint through the
medium of vaccination, the lymph having been
taken from a true Jennevian vesicle, or one which
was presumed to be so, at least, in o tointed
infant ; and I have known eczematons eruptions,
apparently of a simple nature, in this war repro-
duecd.”

T64. 1le is one of the three guoted by Dr.
f_‘.nl]il}.-a, iz he mot *—Yes: still I think that where
Ill:m.lli'rd,' evidence comes, 11 shonld be fut nganinst
negalive evidence. A man says, © 1 have never
seenit,” but many of them have not had an oppor-
tunity of secing it

Sin Jenvolsg Crankg Jervoise, Bart., called in ; aud Examined.

T65. Chafrman.] You were Member for South
Hants from 1857 to 1868, were you not ¥—1 was,

TG, Are you a magistrate for the county of
Southampton #—Yes: I have been a magistrate 1
think from the year 1833 to the present moment.

T67. And you have attended regularly at the
Petty Sessions and 2t the Board of Guarndians,
have you not > —Yes, bt not g0 regularly at
Clnartor Sessions.

768, When did you dizcomtinue to act as ma-
gistrate *—1 think 1t was at the Michaelmas or
Epiphany Scssions of 1868,

768, [lad you some particular reasons for dis-
continuing to act in the eapacity of o magistrate
and guardian ?—Yes ; T gave notiee of a motion
at the (Juarter Sessions, aml | announeed my
intention of no longer acting in & magisterial
eapacity.

770. What waz your reasen for so deing ¥—
The reason that 1 gave was, that 1 was o dishe-
liever aliogether in the theory of infection,

771 Were these the grounds of your discon-
tinuing to act *—Yes; and that as it weuld be a
magistrates duly to enforee the eattle plasue laws
and the Privy Council Orders on the cattle
plague ; and as the compulsory vaccination was
coming on, on the 1st of January in the following
Foar, I said I eould not consclentiously enforce

those lows, and T wished to rl.':*'lgﬂ the I:mj_,',"ll‘lrm:j‘
altogether; but I was told that once o mogistrate
[ was alwayvs a magisteate, and so [ bave re-
uurined, but without acting,.

772. Did you take some step in the House of
Commons with respect to the question *—Yes, I
did ; I moved a certain resolution praying for an
inquiry into the distinetion between infection amdl
contagion. 1 think the noble Lord, the Member
for Huntingdonshire, who now sits as judge, was
the promoter at that time of the Compulsory
Vaceination Bill,

773. That was in the year 1867, I think #—It
wag in the vear 1867,

574 You ealled attention also in the Houze of
Commmens to the immunity of the nurses m at-
tendance at. the small-pox hospitals, did you not ?
—Yes: I om not sure whether I might not have
been almost the first to call attention to the sub-
jeet. The medical officer of the Privy Council
n one of his reports mentions the faet, and he
adduees it a2 a proof of the efficacy of vaccination
against infection, which he is pleu-&e:-:]_hg eall oon-
tagion, from which I venture to differ ; I:ut_ I
adduced it asa proof that small-pox was not in-
fections, or it would have affected them as it did
so many of the patients who were in the hospital
who had been previously vaccinated. |

775 Dad |
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775, Did vou eall the attention to the case of
Emmannel Cook also T—T did.

776. Was that a case of small.pox f—It was.
Emmanus]l Cook waz a puuper, and he had been
ghut up in the pest-house in the contagious ward
{which 1 5]u|1||:! have called the infections ward)
of the Axlesbury Union, I think, from which he
had escaped. e was under treatment fov small-pox
by Mr. Robert Ceely, the medical officer of the
establishiment. The man expressed a desire to
go out and sce his friends, which was not very
unmatural, I think; but, however, it was consi-
dered right fo ireep him in elose eonfinement.
He escaped no less than twice, and alavmed the
neighbouring villages very much from the terror
wlich they had been lILlI,'.'{ll Lo entertain as to the
communicability of small-pox.

777. Was he labouring under small-pox at the
time when he eseaped ?-=Yes ; he eseaped twice,
a0 that he tried the E‘I]_H'l‘illll."ll.‘t- twice over, amd
was brought up before the magistrates. DBeing
a pauper, and having come out of the workhouse,
he was fined S5, and 125 64 costz, and the
Beneh imtimated their intention, on the recur-
rence of any similar case, to impose a much
heavier penalty. Upon that, I founded a gues-
tion to know whether the Home Seceretary at
the time lad notice of this faet, and whether
there had Dbeen any bad copsequencez from
Emmanuel Cook’s eseapade; I gave the longest
notice 1 coull to My, Hardy, who was Home
Secretary at the time. [ think from the Friday
io the Twesda l'u]Ius,-'l.'n.'i.n;l:[T or rm:lmthi]:g ol that
kind, and on the Tuesday E'ulluwing I asked the
quml.'mn. Mr. Hardy said that he had wo anawer
to give me, becanse it took a long time a8 it was
a liench case, and the clerk of the Bench had not
answered, or sometling of that kind, It was
very disagrecable to me to have to put this ques-
ton over again 3 but, however, I was prepared to
doit. I am not gquite certain whether [ gave
notice of the question over again, but Mr, Hardy
eame up o me in the wazhing-room of the House
aof Commons, and he snid: “ 1 have had an
answer to your question; there was ne harm
done ; Emmannel Cook did no harm by his going
out with the small-pox upon him.” 1 eould not
gy to Mr. Havdy I.]ha.l. ming wa: a public gues-
tion put in a public place, and that I shonld ask
for a public answer, becanse it wonld have im-
I{Iiml that I thought that he was getting out of the
difficulty by his private answer, and 1 was obliged
Lo aceepl it as an answer to my question, and no
answer was 1Therefore |::|l-ih‘.l_\.' given in the House
of Commons,

778 Had the man gone into any person's
house '—Cook had for asme fime been an in-
mate of the workhouse, and had expressed his
dezire to see his fiends, and Mr, Ceely sail he
must not go out.  Regardless of this veto, how-
ever, Cuut managed o evade the observation of
the parties in t!:.imrgu of the pest-howse and
escaped ; procecding while in that condition along
the high road through several populons villages
as far as Wingrave, where he ineautionsly called
at people’s houses, and as they were aware of his
state sct the whole population in a terrible
fright.

779, So fur as you know no injurionz results
took place ¥—Mr. Hardy's reply was that it was
unattended with any evil consequences what-
BOEVET,

- T80, You have lrun'ﬂ attention to the subject of
th‘:j-';iﬁ'l?l[l]wmrl securiky from small-pox by vaccina-
) "

tion, and you, I believe, have grounds for doubt-
ingr its efficacy P—I have.

781. What are those grounds?—In the first
place, I am not quite certain whether [ am right
or wrong in referring to the noble Lord the Mem-
bor for I-Iunﬁngdqm.-ihil'rr.'ﬁ gpecch in the Hounse
of Commons, on the going into Commitiee on the
Vaccination Bill, but his Lordship will recollect
very well that he, by implieation, charged these
who were hostile to vaccination with murder,
The 15th of June 1867 was the date of the Com-
}ulsm'y Vacoanation Ball. At that time the
!Priv:? Council had, or ought to have hoad, the
veport of the Small-pox Hospital in their posses-
gion, 1 do not know whether hiz Londship had
it or not, but i he lad, it 2eems an extraordinary
charge to make even by iul!:-lic:tliulh when the
report of the Small-pox fospital for 1866, which
is a medical report, on which the case of the
nurses’ immunity was founded by me, makes this
statement : They “ request attention to the ex-
istenee of an epidemie of small-pox which, judging
from the faectz supplied to us by the Small-pox
Hospital, has, from the length of time it has con-
timued, and in the number of persons attacked,
very far exceeded cvery similar visitation within
the memeory of the present generation”  That
does not ook as i vaccination at that time had
been wvery effective. DBut afterwards it says:
2,069 patients were admitied into the Small-pox
I-lﬂspilu1. in the year 1866, and of these, 32 were
euflering from varions formea of disease, not small-
]J-u:'.'." =0 there, ng:ui:l., we have evidence that
these diseases were incommunicable.  OF the
2037 cases of .x'lu.:ll-;u:ux, 435 oecurred in unvie-
cinnted ersons, and 1,605 in persons who had
lzen vaccinated,

782, Does it give the fdality amongst those
persons #—l suppose it does afterwards ; but this
iz the effect of vaccination in giving what is
ealled seeurity against small-pox; becansze the
amcunt of mortality is o very oo criterion, in my
estimation.  You ought to see a man's rent=roll,
pand his banker's book, and so0 on, in order fo
see whether in his case small pox s likely to
be attended with fatal vesults or not, And I
may be permitted to remark that the fatality
of small-pox i the last generation was mot
altogether due to the absemee of vaceination;
but it was very differently treated from what it
is now, and we know that the general health has
improved, and the charaeter of disovders is not so
gerioug ng it used to be. ¥ There were three cases
oecurring slter a previous attack of natural small-
wx.”  That is contrary to my own expectation,
hecanse [ should have thought that one attack of
dlizensn tll:ghl, in a sort of way, to be o 5“1'('5;“:1“1
against its recurrcnce; bul I take it again that
there the main renson iz, that 2 man never arrives
at the same period of life again, and at every
seriod of life there are certuin disenses to which
iu_- is more or less subject. We know that the
digenses of infaney are not likely to oceur after
|:1|'I-r:rl_'|.', anil soon. Therefore I think that that
may be o great reason.  Dut there were three
cases oceurring after a ||m\'iuua-; attack of =mall-
pox, two cases alter inoculation, amd two ecases
alter vaccination and small-pox.  * Omne of the
three cascs which ocourred alter natural amall-
pox died, as did also one of the two cases oceur-
ring after vaceination and small-pox.” Herve iz a
list of the different disorders in the unvaccinated ;
% Feom searlating, 1. That did mot :-]u'mu:l in
the hespital.  “In the vaccinated, from pycemia,
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disense); gangrene, 13 hospital fever, 1; severe
elvie inflammation accompanying small-pox, 1;
diarrlura, 1; typhus accompanying small-pox, 1;
dizease of the heart, 1; and dizseasze of the chest,
1.” I did not obtain that report until after the dis-
euzdion had come on 3 but the Committes will see
Ly the date that it was or ought to have been in
the possession of honowable Members, although
I think the date of these publications is not
always a eritevion of when they are published,
because I have myself asked in the Houze of
Commons when the Medieal Officer’s Report
would be |m|11iﬁ|urﬂ‘_. he 12 bound to publizh it by
the 31st of March, and he f,l'um-rnllfy returns it
after Parlinment haz broken up, and Members
have had enough of blue booles.

783, You sy that you do not believe in the
effeets of vaceination; I suppose you do not be-
lieve in the effects of re-vaccination *—Certainly
not; but I will give additional reasons with re-
gard to vaceination. I have two relations with
whom [ have lived on terms of the sreatest inti-
macy, one of them has died and the other survives,
They were vaceinated by Jenner himzelf; their
father told me that they were in such a state that
he did not know his own children.

T84, In what way were they in such a state ?
—With confleent small-pox; 1t is something to
have happened to an ndividual like myself, not
i |11':u'1]i:ﬂ of any kind, to he conneeted with
un}'l:ml}' who was vaceinated by Jenner, and to
have those results follow, particularly when the
people were in easy circumstances.

785, In that case which you have just men-
tioned did the confluent small-pox ecome imme-
diately after vaecination, or did it come nt zome
peviod afterwards¥—I cannot tell you; if you
wizh for dates, T could, T have mo doult, obitain
them, but it wonld be disagrecable to do so;
they were vaceinated by Jemner, and yon can
judge that there could not have been a very great
difference; of course, it was not immediately
afterwands, but they were very young at the
fime; they were contemporarics of mine, or,
perhaps, two or three years older than mysell.
I was born in 1804, and they might have been
born, I should think, one, or Lboth of them,
within this century ; I think one was born at the
end of the last century ; I know that for one
cage.  With regavd to re-vaceination, I know
a child that was re-vaccinated ; 1 knew it par-
ticularly well.  There never was a cleaner-
skinned child in this world than it was: it was a
case of re-vaccination. Very often il is =aid,
“0h! there must have been something wrong
to come out in that way ;" this clild was 2 mass
of uleers or abscesses, or whatever you choose fo
call it, from head to foot, and it was vaccinated
from the healthicst child that could be obiained
in the distriet,

786. What age was the child #=I should sa
about nine or ten, or something of the kind; it
was vaccinated by the medical man of the dis-
trict, who was acting for the squive of the
district; and therefore spared no pains to get
the best suliject he could; but with that child
it acted in that way; that is within my own
knowledze and experience, and, Ipr:rhnp-e-. that iz
worth more than apything else 1 could say. 1
have asled questions in the House of Commons
with regard to a recent outhreak of gmall-pox at
Woolwich, and I think the Noble Lord answered

MINUTER OF EVIDENCE TAKEN BEFORE THE

me on that occasion; and the answer was, that he
took it that the number of deaths ufpn:ﬂuna whao lad
the small-pox arose from imperfect vaceination in
the firstinstance. His Ll:tr{lship might take it for
that, but that iz not what I take it for. I think these
are, most probably, soldiers who are vaecinated
in rvegular form; and I conld mention that re-
cently the Scots Fusilier Guards, who were all
ré-vaceinated in regular form, had the zmall-pox
very badly, and some deaths ocenrred, and beeause
vaccination had signally failed with them, they
vaccinated and re-vaceinated all the boys at Eton
at that time.

P87, To wlat time do you refer when the
Seots Fusilier Guards were re-vaccinated 2—T
happened to have a grandzon at Eron, and T had
to pay 10, 6 d. for his vaceination; he had been
vaccinnted twice before, and they did not ask
whether he had been vaccinated before, or whe-
ther he required it, but he ought to have been
SOCUTE,

TBE. I suppose lie lkaz been secure so far?—
Quite 20 : but I do not know that he would neces
garily have caught it if e had not been wvae-
cinated quite so often; it was before the Mid-
smmmer holidays the Seots Fusilier Guards were
vacoinated.

789, What do you wich to prove with respect
to the Seots Fusilier Guards #—That the re-
vaceination of the Scots Fusilier Guards did not
prevent their having the mnrﬂlr]mx, heeaunsze
soldiers are all re-vaccinated, T helieve,

780, Did those eases of small-pox oceur after
re-vaceination ¥— After re-vaccination; some of
them were fatal, [ believe,

741, Ind the fatal cases ocenr hefore the re-
vaceination, or after the re-vaceination *—TI think
they are re-vaccinated when they join,

792, When were the Beots Fusilier Guards
re-vaecinated ==They are not all re-vaceinated
tozether; I suppose when a reernit joins le ia
]Iﬁil]:tl}l}']'ﬂ-\-‘ﬂt‘t‘iI:l:lll:!iq; I do not think the Ft‘l'l:l]l-_
pox had become an epidemie at that time.

708, Do you wich to prove that those fatal
cases oceurred afler the re-vaceination of the
Fusilier Guards ¥ — After vaccination or re-
vaccination,

704, And in consequence of re-vaceination ¥—
No, I do not zay that.

795. You say that after being re-vacrcinated
i!m:,' took -.-'»m:all-lmx, andl some ol them died *—
Yes,

7896, Do you know how many of them died ?—
I do not. 1 merely took the report from the
papers; and I know that the boys at Eton were
ve-vaccinated in consequence, and that I consider
circumstantial evidence,

TO7. Then vou have not ascertained it as a
matter of fact *—Certainly not,

Ta8, That reference which you made to the
Fusilier Guards is merely from what yon saw in
the newspaper, and you do not give it from your
own knowledge, or from any inquiry you have
made as to its truth #—No.

709, It may, or may not, be true?—It can
hardly fuil to be true; it i= not a picee of on dit ;
I could, of course, have come with evidence to
that effect. I have a letter here from a relation
of mine, who iz down at Drighton, and he dates
his letter March the 1st. He says, “I find a
friend here with hiz left hand all over black
stains ; he had been done (ihat is vaceinated), and
had erisypelis, and been cauterised, and now
considers he is safe for life ; at lenst, he ﬂﬁ}'ﬁwi;_lﬁ
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will never bedone arain,” Well, I have no doubt
he 1= safe for life. e_{icﬁzrring to the Rt-p;i.etmr
General’s reporis, probably many of the Come-
mittee will I‘n:,we noticed that lic gives the resule
of vaccination at different periods of life; and he
gays that so many die (without giving you the
numbers) at an early age; so many belore 20,
and so many after 20, amd fewer beyond the age
of 40, and he deduces from that the fact that the
security of vaccination does not wear out hecause
there are fewer who die at a later period of life.
If 1 may be allowed to make that argument hop
on the other leg, as Hm.:: sy, it appears to me
that the nearer you are 10 the process of vacei-
nation, the more fatal the resuliz of Smnll-pu::
are.

go0. Do You 1mean that ales to n:p]:.‘ fo re-
vaccination *—Ie-vaccination must take place at
a later period of life. He gives the projortion,
but I beg pardon for saying that Tam not talking
of re-vaceination. I wnderstood that the question
was as Lo the cfficieney of what iz ealled .!lenm:r's
gseeurity against small-pox. In the prezent epi-
demie I think one may be allowed to say S monn-
menium quaris, circwmspice, and see what the
gecurity has been,

B0, You say that you formerly believed in the
beneficial effects of vaecination; why have i—m:
changed your opinion, and are now oppoaed to
compulsion P—1 did believe in it. 1 thought it
impossible but that it mwust have some effect,
upon the lpl'imip]e that sowmelia simililng enrantur ;
that it cither occupied a place in the system, or it
cansed some formentation m the bleod, and so on,
that would make the person less susceptible of
the same disease,

802, But is 1t not the fact that there are fewer
futal cases now from small-pox than there were
in former years %—1I¢ is quite true, but then the
whole system of life is clianged ; and, as T say,
the treatment of small-pox is changed altogether,
Moreover, small-pox might very well have dis-
appeared about Jenner's time, az it has periods
of digappearonee now. Theve is no reazon in the
world why there should not have been that co-
incidence. But I will give a stronger reason
why it should have been a eoincidence,  Jenner's
cow-pox has disappeared from the country, so 1o
say, and simultaneously the small-pox which he
wis Ell|i||ﬂ:ﬂ_"[| to prevent I,::,' it. Az {or com=
Eulmr‘v vacemation, I have looked upon it in thia
ight, that you have no rvisht to interfere with
the liberties of another unless those liberties are
injurious to the country at larme; and then I
think you ewght to prove that small-pox is com-
munieable (it iz not for us to disprove it), and
that vaccination will prevent small-pox from
being communicated. _I nsle permission to read
these two letters of my own which appeared in a
newspaper, although 1 do not set them belore the
Committee as an example of style. The first is
dated June 1BG7, * To the Fditer of the Pall
Mall Gazette, Vacciuation. Sir,—I am con-
fident you will be glad to correct an error in the
Parliamentary Intellizence { Vaccination Bill) of
ﬂur paper of the 15th. 1t is there stated © Mr.

rrow and Siv J. Jervoise raised a protest
R-%Ellﬂﬁt vaccination altogether, on the sivengih
o statements which Mr. Broee eould not belp
calling idle goasip.” T addressed the House on a
motion for further information, amd reminded the
House that it was Jenuer's observation in arm-to-
arm vaecination, putrid and not vaeeine matter
'I.m;ﬂ-ummi:u.ntl.y mserted ; moreover, that the
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Cattle Plazue Commissioners had demonstrated
waceinia and rinderpest to be similar, if not iden-
tical disorders.” (That, I beg leave to observe,
is where I think Jenner's cow-pox disappeared,
and how it has veappeared.) # The insertion of
guch animal matter by compulsory legislation
within theee months [rf‘tht infant’s birth in the
]:cight of summer, when every Londaner knows
Liow eapidly his eream © turns,” was entitled to the
mast nm::ﬁ: and most recent information. [ had
always considered vaccination a palliative, and
not a remedy, for small-pox ; umf that {on this
snbject) the book of science was not closed, It
could not be intended to apply the term ¢ idle
%umalp' to these remarks, nor can it be said that
objected to vaccination altosether,”  That wos
the first lettor. Then there was a seconid one in
the following year, 18368, on compulsory viecings
tiom: * Sir, | find in your article, “ House of
Commons,’ yesterday, you have again been mis-
lewl by me into the mssertion that 1 denounced
vaccinatton sz eruel and uselozs, In spite of the
repugnance that seme persons may feel against
inserting into the arms of childven of the ten-
derest age a dizorder identical with rinderpest,
and, in hot weather, matter in a state of putre-
faction, besides other virns ; notwithstanding that
vaceination I1s po Hrfmrii}' amainst small-pox, the
report of the ]iIIE-'IJ al, 1887, inihm:l'tnf_: us that
81 per cemt. (I epeak from memory) of the
patients have been vaceinated, amd recent cases
demonsteating that the most elevated ranks are
not exempted ” (1 heard some evidence the day
before yvesterday, althowsh that iz newspaper
evidenee gimin, that persons in office and in high
rank have had the small-pux, and that in one
eaze it come [rom Hm:tl:mc]l; “ onid notwith-
slamlin_u: the fact that for 30 years there has been
no instance of the zpread of the disease amongst
the attendantz at the Small-pox Hospital, proving
that it is wot very highly eomunicable, I have
only opposed compulsory vaceination. To make
it compulsory within three months of the bivth of
the elald, when the strugzle for life is keenest,
under penalty of fine and ill'l-tlr.l-ﬁll-'llllt'llt- to the
mather for lllrll‘l'!m'llil!i:lllcl.". i the 'Fll.'iy_rlil of
summer or the depth of winter, is, in my opinion,
cruel and useless” Tt ought, perhaps, to be
¥ the parent™ instead of ¥ the mother;” but in
the well-known case of Marin Sepple, she un-
fortupately was o mother and a parent, amil 1=
eurred the blame herself: amd, a4 is well-known,
she was fined and imprisoned, and eame out azain
very soon.  From what [ see constantly oconvring,
without bringing the detsils before the Com-
mittee, all the eases that are constantly reported
at the police offices are for what they call }lmmk—
ing the law, and incurring the danger of commus-
nicating what they eall eontagions diseaze.

803, Then I understand you fo ul.:ji:t't, nod o
vaceination itself, but to compulsory vaceination ¥
—1 object now to both,  If you choose to do it,
perhaps that eansol be prevented, but T object to
compulzory vaccination ; amd il compulsion was
removed, I do not think much vaceination wonld
go on with the very small advantages that scem
to have been derived from it

BiM. You say vou are astonished that the effeet
of vaccivation should be so teifling for good or
for evil ; how can you say that, if’ you lock at
the mortality amongst the wvaceinated and the
unvaceinaled cases P—I just sow said that I
thinle that is n very unlir eriterion, unless you
can see the banking book of those attacked. 1
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thank the chiances are that you would fod that those
w i perished in the greatest number were those
ilL l]ll.: f_:l‘rl-::lh-.-l ||i:¢|1 I'iad § ul'L{]. "!.'ull Wul,l:]l.l E!lluh“hl:‘
alzo find that they are the most neglected class,
who even il they believed in vaceination couli
not aflord (e or money to go through the ope-
ration : that is why I say s

805, Do you make any difference as to the
effeet in the towns and in the conntry districts ¥
=1 am not versed in that question ; [ have not
studied it ot all; bue I should think the chances
wore that suy dises=se wonld be more severe that
prevaled at o periel when the food, and a
thousand things of that sort, woulid be more likely
to be unwholezome in a town than they would in
thecountry., There are o great IRNY CREes in the
ecountry that [ Enow in my own veighbourhood,
but of eourse ina town, disease gﬂ-“m'n[]y minkes
itself more perecived than elsewhere 3 thisis what
I have shown before now in the House of Com-
mong L predoee the plate (producing a colenrad
picdure ), representing Mre. Hancock’s hand as it
appeared after he had wounded himself in dissect.
ing o beast which died of the cattle plague, and
that was my reazon for saying that it was rther
friehtful for & mother, within three months of the
child's birth, when the eruggln for hife 18 at s
moat critical point, that she should have to submit
herehild to the introduction of catile plague into
iL& VEIng,

808, Mave vou any other remark that von wish
to make to the Committee ¥—1 do not know that
I have, except npon the main guestion of the
communicability of dizease; I have had some
little experience in the country in these disorders
of animals, loth lrom acting (as I bave done) aga
magisirate to o recent time, amd in cazes of what,
az | say, are termed contazgions diseases, but
which a2 o terin I eannot admit to be correct: 1
think that &till the day nnst eome, and it ou
to have arvived alvesdy, when the distinetion
between inlection amld contagion shall be elearly
marked @ for it is ludicrous to see what 1 could
ghow you here ; that one person is fined for being
in a carvinge having a contagions disease upon
him, and the next, a lodging-houze keeper, is
punighed for harbouring women having eonta-
gium thisease W them. Ta sy that both those
pases are similar, 13 what iz called science, but 1
dizpute altogether the seientific knowledge of the

shysicians ; it i o diffecent thing with sursery,
it medicine is not a science, and they do not
seem lo be able to express what they want in
scientific terma; science, I helieve, accovding to
Dr. Jolnson's definition, is knowledge founded
upon facts, and factz, he says, are realities, nol
suppositions.  Now, a great many of these are
not faets at all, and therefore I:i:l:‘:_'r are not
geienee ; what supported me very much in my
views was a hook wlhich 1 read some Fenrs ago
by Professor Liebig, translated by the honour-
able Member for the University of Edinburgh,
I believe; and unlezz all those theories are alto-
gether upset, I think T am entitled to entertain
the apinion I do entertain, as to the non-infections
nature of small-pox.  There arve a hundred au-
thorities that 1 could quote, and il I were to
quote  them, their nomes would be legion; |1
eould go inte the health of the navy; there is
not o ship or a station, where they have not
small-pox after vaceination ; I have here a rough
slatement of that,

B07. In saying that they have small
vaccination, do you mean that it is in

wix alter
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vaccination, or that they are liable to small-pox
after vaccination?—I believe the correct term
would be “ post-vaceinal small-pox;” they have
been rve-vaccinated ; I have extracts as to the
bealth of the navy at all stations.

808. Lord K. Mentage.] You produced just
now 8 picture of D, Hancock's hand, in the
liepurt of the Cattle lil:tg“(: Eammimiuuerg;
what did you produce it to prove P—To prove
that the cattle plugue was vaecinia.

808. How do vou think that it proves that #—
This is my own extract from the book. Mr
Robert Ceely, of Aylesbury, aund others, eould
not deteet any difference between cow-pox and
rinderpest in Mr. Hancock's case. It 1z Dr.
Murchizon’s evidence as to the pathological rela-
tions of the cattle plagne to other diseases.

810, Does it amount to this : that Mr. Robert
Ceely supposed that cow-pox and ecattle plague
were the smme *—Y es @ but this E’i““’ of the hand
represents o case of what 1 ﬂmught was called
vaceinia, alihough L may be wrong,

81L Are you aware that Mr. Robert Ceely
failed to sustain thav idena, that it broke down
n]tugctlu:r,nml Wis negﬂtjx‘c[l h_'!.' the whole Com-
mission ¥ —1 was not aware of that. I see here
that it says that “ it certninly exhibits the appear-
anee which I have often zeen”

812, Are you aware whether Me. Robert C‘Eg-lr
E:n'i‘: (1] the notion imself on further imluir_\- =
No, I am not; but I should have thought even
then that the mistake might have been in the
cortection as probably as in the first asser-
Lo,

813, The picture in itself does not prove mieh,
[ suppose?—1I am not acquainted with the tech-
mical guestion.

#14. You said that you onee believed in vagei-
nation, becanse yvou believed in the principle
similin similibus curantur; is that s0*—Yes, I
dud.

Bla. Dad you cease fo believe in vaceination
because you ceased to believe in the homeopathie
prineiple ¥—I hanlly know how to answer that.
L o not o ]411|||:11n|t:|.l]ﬁsl; but T think that there
is a good deal of zood zeuse in it, and homoeo-
pathy has been practiced by allopathists in part
of their practice.

816, 1id you cesse to believe in vaccination
becanse you ceased to believe in the principle
that similin simdibus cerantur 7—1 do not know
that T ever entertained it enfficiently.

B1T. ‘!TI]_'!." did vou cense o believe m vaccing=
tion *—Because of itz failure to secure beneficial
effeets,

818, Decanse yon have seen persons who have
been recently vaccinated catching the small-pox,
is that it #—Yesa, that there has been no security
against smull-pox, and it has preduced other dis-
orilers,

819, Had you taken pains to investigate
whether the vaccination in those cases had been
what is called sueeezslul vaccination or not *—If
it does not produce any beneficial elfect, it is not
very sueeessfil.

g20, You kuow what i3 termed successful
vaccination, do you not #—Yes; where there are
certain marks; in point of fmet, Mr. Simon
hias more than onee 1'E|r|.‘.at-:ll that tlere 15 a YUY
nice little sum  divided amongst the sueccess-
ful operators, and 1 am to suppose that that
menns not the results, but that that he, the sue-
eessful operator, is enabled when he has a child's
arm to dig holes in, to produce an abscess wpon

it
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it, and that that iz what he is rewarded for, and
not for any benefit in the mitigation of suffering
and diseaze,

£21. Yon do not know the meaning of the
term * suceessful vaccination ™ which iz used in
the Aet, and is also used among medieal men '—
I think 1 do, that it produces o eertain pustule,

822, Ilnve you nscertained in the eases of
persons who have taken the small-pox whether
they haed been suceessfully vaccinated #—1 have
just given you an instance of two persons wha
were vaccinuted by De Jenner himself, and 1
should have thought that that would have been
euflicicnt.

B23. How did rou get that evidence ¥—They
are relations of mine: I leavd the father state
ham=ell that he did net koow hig own children,

g24. Have you ascertained that those cases
were cnses of suceessful vaccination = Noj 1
aseeriained that they were done by Jenmer.

g25, That dees not prove that they were sue-
cezaful vaceinations, does it ¥— No.

§26. 1 observe in that report of the Small-pox
Hospital that the death rate among the uvn-
viceinated patients was 33 per eent., and that
the denth rate oL the vaecinated patients was
only 670 per cent.; it appears, therefore, that
the death rate among the vaecinated patients was
very much less than ameng the unvaccinated ;
of those wvaccinated patients some might have
been vaceinated as much as 20 or 30 vears before,
and the effect mighi. have gone off: iz not that
g0 ¥—1 was poing to offer in reply the evidenee
of the Registrar General,

827, But will oL r-xln'lu'ln to me that fact in
the veport of the Small-pox Hospital which you
have adduced in =u ot of your evidenee ?—My
answer is that all things are possible.

828. It appears then that the report which you
have addueed in support of your evidence proves
Iluih'lllg in the 'I\'Llrfilf in favour of the caze which
you have set up, although it proves a great deal
ngui.:lst it =1 think that is rml_lr VOUF ]wrtlﬁliip"u
statement 3 i the Committee will allow me to
read this, I think it will be an answer as o the
effizets of vaccination going off.  “ The danger of
dring from small-pox diminishesz rapidly as age
alvances, which could not be the case if ihe
effect of vaceination wore out with time.”

829, The li|lll‘ilillll whitel 1 asked wvou was this
whether the report of the H:ii:t!l-inm |[-'n-'.||itnl
does not prove that o far less per-centage of vae-
cinated persons than of unvaccinated persons died
from small-pox *—Certainly,

B30, As to the vaccinated persons whe die
from emall-pox, you do not know how long
belorchand they had been vaceinated, do you 1—
No; then I have am explanation again on the
subject of the vaccivated and unvaccinated ; |
think the elass of wnvaecinated [rerEons are more
likely to be among the unedueated and uneared
for, and poor.

831, Can you tell the Committee what class
of persons arc admitted into that Small-pox
Haospital *—1 eannaot.

B32, Are l|ll‘_'|nr all WO [RETEONE, OF are the
at least persons in the same class of life?—
should think that the chances were that the worst
cases were senl there,

833, But as we are only taking those persons
who were in the Small-pox Hospital, and as they
are all in the same clasgs of I’lﬁ*, your argument as
to the banker’s book would not apply, would it¥—

o
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834. Mr. Cave] What distinction do you
draw  hetween  infection  and ctm1.1ginm e
should say that infection is the communication
of disease at an appreciable distanee, amd contagion
is a communication of disease at an inapprecialile
distanes.

B35, That iz to say, that infection is by the
neighbourhood *—1 do not believe in its exist-
ence,

B36. lut that iz the interpretation which you
put upen the word, is it~ At an appreciable
distanee.

B37. What do you eall an appreciable dis-
tance *—I do not know how I could define it

B3R. 1 un];r wanl to met tmmt[}' thi |u|_'s'|.||ing
which you 1+|m'4.' upon the two words, infection
and contagion ¥ — An  appreciable distance, 1
ghonld have thought, was as good a definition
as I could give, Fl.':llllill'lt- goe how | can measare
it, but I mean not exactly touching.  The very
word “ contagion " itsell means contact.

859, Contagion, supposing sach a thing existod,
is the eommunication of dizease by eontact, amd
infeciion by neighbonrheod ; s that your mean-
ing?—l suppoge s0; by those mysterions [roto-
plasms, or germs, none of which, however, are
proved to exist,

B0, Do you dishelieve both in contagion and
in infection ¥— Uta:rl:ai.ll]:.‘ not; | do not mean to
gay that yon eannot communicate smail-pox by
touch or handling.

41, You believe in nuntugiuu, but not in in=
fection —dJust g0, Aledieal practice every {[:I_'.'
would show that disense 13 not communieated at
Ak $|||r1':::'i:.'h|¢-. distanee.  Even by contact medi-
el men do not get those disonders,

B42, I think, if I remember rightly, that you
were always entirely opposed to quarantine when
ol were in the Hlonse ?—Quite so; amd this
1Eolation and dismilection 1 do not believe in ot all,

gi3. Do von think that such diseases as vellow
fever and chiolera, amd zearlel fever, are commn-
nicalle ¥—1 do wot 3 and that brings me W this
point, T have here a report of the searlet fever
among children at Abllershot Camp; T brounght
the subject before the IHouse of Commons.
Here iz o map of the way in which the fever
attacked different parts of the camp, which had
no topographieal communication the one with the
other. Dr. Barrv’s own statement here 12, that
he el s 1|-I||'||.|L'|.lll‘li'!_'g." rarely occurring t:-l'utlc:lnf:l-
il:g to trace the history of searlet fever in itz o=
gress throngh a given population, and he says
that he has not the slightest proof of its Leing
communicated in any way. 1t s a very remark-
able thing that this should have been presented
to the House of Commaons, and no notice what=
ever tnken of it in the medical officers” report.

4. In the case of Emmanuel Cook which yon
mentioned, do you know whether in las visits he
came in eontact with people who had oot been
vaccinated ¥—1 know me move about it than 1
have stated,

815, You do not belicve that small-pox is com-
municable cither by infection or confagion?
No, except by inoculation; 1 think the case of
the nurzes would prove that faet.

gif, Therefore I need not ask vou whether
you think that the waot of vaecination is dan-
gerons fo a person’s neighbours as well as to
himsell ¥ — Apparently, it is enly with regavd to
rﬂ:m”rl:lri:; that yon huve what you eall this safie-
guard ; and it secms curions that theve should
be only thiz one disorder that iloes not follow the

a4 rules
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rules ond laws of nosology, o pathelogy, or
whatever the term may b,

847. Dr, Brewer.] 1 think you deny the pro-
pricty of the term “medical science,” because
you say that it is pot founded upon fact; is that
g0 T—1I is 20,

gi8. 1, perhapzs, do not understand what you
mean by the word  fact : 7 supposing that the
evidenes Defore the Awmerviean Commission i3
taken from 49 different territories in Europe, ex-
tending over o pcriml of above 10O years; that
all of them bear precizely the same way, and are
uniformly thus: before vaccination, 2481 died;
after vaccination, 340 died, within gimilar |m1'51:~:|z~',
extending over a large number of years; wonll
yvou eall those facts, or would you deny them to
be facts *—1 say that medicine iz not a seience,
and I zave the definition from Johnson's Die-
tiomary, that © selence is knowledre, founded on
faucts,” in support of my statement.

848, 1 am quite willing to take it that science
is knowledge, founded on focts; but T want to
know what you eall facts; ave these cireum-
stances which I have stated, facts in your sense,
or arve they not facts *— [ daresay they are true.

850; 11 those are facts, aml we arrive at onr
conclesion, in consequence of those faets,” that
vaecination iz a protection against spall-pox. will
you not say that that s seience, and a scientific
dedwetion *==1 sy that those are facts: but the
deduction which vou make from them does not at
all fllow from them.

851. But knowledze founded on facls iz proved
to be trae '|r_'|r the facts ]rrmlucm.l, is it not f=—="c&;
Lait there are such things as coincidences.

8352, Then, do you think that the fact of every
country in Europe lhaving given evidence in the
game diccetion, extending over 100 years, is a
coincidence ¥—No, 1 do not say that; I z=ay that
a great many of those eases are coinendenees,

#53. But I am mow taking a very special
wint, namely, that when examined upon thia
ilentical guestion, every country in Burope gives
factz of precisely the zame character before the
American Commission, aned that all our seientifie
men give the same P—1 shouldl like to ask who the
seientific men are. d

534, Every man who has had tode with seience
as resarda small-pex at all 3 well nizgh every man
who las had a hospital under his cave; every
man who has bad a large nomber of small-pox
patients under his care; take any evidence you
lzlmr'-u, any where, the 'Em:lml'l'mn 15 as 17 to 47z
then you say that :-imler]]\e.ﬂ and vaccination-pox
ave one and the same disease, vaccinia >—The
Report of the Reyal Cattle Plague Commizzion
15 my only guide.

£35. Are the dizeases like, when the hodies are
opened and the parties are ex amined, or are they
like in symptoms, or is there any resemblance
whatever #—1 think you are speaking a little
without book, [ can answer the question by
Sn:. illg, that T believe frome what I have read of
this Report that they ave alike, but if you ask me
all the symptoms of the l_‘:l.tf]:,.’-i‘l-l:lgll[‘., which are
all depicted in this book, there 18 not one of them
that counts for anything in the last Report of Dr.
Williame.

836. 1 very respectfully acked whether there
was the slieghtest resemblance, either in the post-
morden examinations, in the symptoms, in the
{:1'ug|'l.'.-m-1' the diseases, or in any single thing

¥ which we are directed #—I have no experience
as Lo that.

857, You say that you believe, that though
the inoculation of one dizeaze will not prevent
another, similin similibus curantar ; have you ever
heard that cow-JHx anl smn!l—]mx are re:ﬂ.lj'
one and the same thing, and that pumerous ex-
periments have gone to prove it, only that the
small-pox passing through the cow is not so severe
when transferred to the human subject as small-
pox directly caught? — 1 should t{tink it very
likely, wpon the principle of fermentation.

858, 1]5111, if it should happen to be identically
the same thing, =0 that a man communicates it to
acow, and the cow is capable of communicating a
milder form of the same dizeage to 2 man, would
you be prepared then to zay that vaceination was
useless ?‘—£ ghould think then that it was likely
enough that small-pox amd cow-pox were the
savme thing.

839 Would not vaccination then wery much
destroy the tendeney to small-pox #—It would
upon the prineiple uf} sintifin similibus curapter,

860, Mr. J. Bright.] Have yon ever been a
IH'!]"I.[!"I.'E'I" iTI. thﬂ ?t[ll':l.]]""..lgﬁ “f '\-':l.l.:ﬂ;ﬂltiﬁll ?—YEE.

8651, When did yon cease to believe in itf—
When I began to think more about it

862, How long .was that*—I was vaccinaied
like other people, and veceived it as a tradition
fromy my father, that it was a security, but when
I found the number of failures; and heard and
{hlmght abont that ease of Jenner's vaceination,
and saw the present outhreak, for instance, I be-
gan very much to doubt its efficacy. .

563, Dl you sive up your belicf in vaceination
beeause yon saw with your own eyes, and had
knowledoe 1 your own neigmmuﬂmml, of the
failure of vaccination ¥—I began to think about
this matter when I read Liebigls work “Om
Fermentation, Putrefaction, and Decay,” trans-
lated by the honourable Member for the Uni-
versity of Edinburgh.

BG4, . Lyon .I’Fuﬁ.fhir.q I think, from what
you have stated, you attach far more importance
to a well-nscertained fact than to theory ¥—Yes.

865. You have stated that vou knew of in-
stanees, or have heard of instances, where asecand
attack of small-pox came after small-pox, have
you nop?—1 think I guoted the report of the
Small-Pox Hospital.

866, This might be ealled, as you called some
other things, post-vacsinal small-pox ; vou admit
that there are such things a3 post-small-pox
small-pox T—{}uite s . !

BGT. Yon :llmlq,-d gne instanee, which i snid
you knew of your own knowledge, where a per-
anm vaceinated by Dr. Jenner had small-pox ; is
that more surprising than the cases to which you
alluded, in which people, after they had had small-
pox, again had small-pox 7—1 think not.

g68. Then would you, from that single in-
stance, or from a number of such instances,
deduce the argument that if there was a general
proteetion, exceptional non-protection was suffi-
cient to take away the advantages of the general
protection ; and what importance do you attach to
that specilic ecase of the child of yomr friend
which you do not attach to the eases which you
mentioned of the persons who have had small-
wox alterwards getting small-pox ¥—I attach great
importanee to the cases vaccinated by Dr. Jenner,
as having been done by Dr. Jenner's own hand.

&69. Is there anything more extraordinary in
these two cases or half & dozen ensea of persons
vaceinated by Dr. Jenner having afterwands re-
ceived small-pox than there would be in the eases

of
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it n second tune, el s post-vaccing KI:I:.l"--]:lH-:I-L
more extraonlinary than post snall-pox small-
pox *—No; I should have thought that post
vaeeinal small-pox waz lezs exteaordinary than
pozt small-pox small-pox,

BT, Then what great importance do vou at-
toch to these epses ¥—Their filure,

B71. DBut ave there not eases of small-pox not
proteeting men from small-pox ?—There arve.

£72. Ir it swrprising that there are enses of
vaccination acting in the same way #—No.

873, I want to know exactly how much you
Enow of those cases ns facts: how lonz was it
aller Dr. Jenmer vaceinated the child that th:
child hal small-pox ; was it years, or months, or
what was it?—I cannot tell you; T should say
that it wae in eacly vouth; that is all T can say.
I ¢an mevely judse by the age of the parties and
the date of Dr. Jenners operation.

874, Then will you give us the exact informa-
tion whicl yom have as to that chald who suffered
from wleerz after being re-vaccinated ?-—"That
followed almost immediately.

873, Did you know the case personally #—
Yes.

876. You gaw the child 2—Yes, I saw the
ehild.

877, Was 511|||.Ll'1“|||4:]_1r after the re-vaceing-
tion that it happened, or when >—Jt was within
an few l:lll}'s nrl{"n'.‘ut‘vi].-'; it was imlnmlintel}r ool
sequent npon it.

878, What was the age of the ehild *—1T chounld
gay it was nime or ten years old,

B7. Was the child in good health ?—Terfect,

BEOD. Aund were the paventz in good healili 7—
The parents weve in good health : and it was s
ease of re-vaccinalion which would have tesied
the health of the child.

881, Was that in recent years *—Perhaps with-
in the last 10 years,

882, Is the medical man who attended that
ehild alive*—Yes,

883, Can vou give us the name of the medieal
man wlo sttonded the child »=1ITiz name is Kirk-
man, and he Jives at Horndean, in my own neigh-
bourhood,

884, Are you awave that I waz one of the
Royal Commissioners on the cattle plague f—
I am.

B23. Are vou aware that the Commizzioners
made experiments to find ont whether smiall-pox
and the cattle plague had amy conneetion with
each other, amd that they wholly failed in estab-
lishing such conuection ¥ am not ; T only know
what I sec in the Report,

BRG. You are aware that the experiment to
which wou alluded waz by one of the Commis.
giomerz, Mr. Ceely, and that you will not find all
throngh the reports any evidenee that any other
of the Royal Commissioners entertained that

oj'lmrzmuea noturally attacked by d]llﬂl]—lllll:{ ;cl!ing

-1
=1

view P—I do not koow that. T have studied
those three reports with the scenvaey which ihey
perhaps deseeved; but there was one thing in
this 1]||irf] report which struek me. T lmd in i
these words:  The |l::l‘¢]‘-:l.l'ntllfrll of thiz report
has from itz mature devolved mainly upon the
medieal members of the Commission.” 1 thowglt
the Commission sat as a juey upon the matter,
and they woull search into the evidence miven
by :L!:l‘1t"3{.r|-f"!|'!.‘=.. andl not leave to the medieal
members of the Commission the verdict.

/87, Are you awsre that all reports mnst he
written by somebody, and that they are always
written, not by the whole body of Commissioners,
but by ene or two members *—I thonght probably
B,

888, Chefrmar.] You stated that you did nol
consider vaccination to be a protection aginst
small-pox 3 do vou consider that it is any protec.
tion in vendering smoll-pox, supposing that =
weraon tales it who lias been vaccinated, less in-
jurions or wore inocuous *—I1 have said that |
think it cannet have that effeet; but my ohser-
vation of late has led me fo think that that idea
was over-ceiimated,

BEN, Buppesing it to be over-estimated, Low
do you meet the difficully as to the eases being
more fatal wheve people have not been vacei-
naded, than where they have been vaecinated
I think that wntil cach ease, amld the circune-
gtamces in which the persons ave living arve ascer-
tained you ean hardly state broadly that the im-
munity has been in the proportion of the vae-
cinated to the unvaccinated.

BO0. Sl you must admit that there is a very
oreat difference in the per-centage al’ deaths he-
tween those who have Leen vaccinated and those
'|1.‘|1u e ot 1':|1'|1i: ! iﬂ]?‘-—- [ m]tui‘t ]I-: and nad 1'h]‘1.'
that, but I adwit that there is n great difference
among thoze who eateh it. I take it that in Bel-
gravin, val wonld find that a very amall P
tion of the population catch the small-pox at all,
and if they have it, they have it very much
lizghter than they have it in Clerkenwell.

891. For what reazons do they have it lighier?
—Decause their circumstanees ave sueh that they
can allord to feed amd (o Il'lll_':ll'{". {hemselves lfl-"i:'
peely, and to prevent all those excesses which are
the results of poverty.

B2, Is it your theory that the small-pox
attacks a rich ‘man in a different way from l]h:l[
in which it attacks a poor man?—In a different
degree.

B85, Do you suppose that it is more fatal to
one clazs than to the other, owing to the different
pnsitimn’- 10 which the [Hersons live *—1I do, ecp-
1nin|_g.r.

B0 Dr. Brewer,] Queen Mary the Secon |
dicd of small-pox, and she was well off *—That
was belore my time.
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895, Cheirman.] You made some reference
on the first day of your examination to the
nurses ot the Small Pox Hospital, did you not?
—Yes

806. And vou saud, did you net, that ven sup-
posed that some of the nurses did not take small-
pox, owing to their having had small-pox pre-
viouzly to their being engaged P—Yes, T zaw
one whe opened the door to me whoe was heaving
deep marks of former small-pox; that was the
only one I saw; so that I presumed that the
general remark could not apply to all the nurses,
Pt only to 5 portion of them.

897. From that, T Presune, you  mean that
their liaving had the small-pox is to some extent
a protection to the nurses from taking small-pox
again *—1It would be so following the ordinary
law that those who have had small-pox are less
liable to a second attack than those who have
not had it: but it would not be an absolute
securily.

BI¥, You have stated, have you not, with re-
apect to the Small Pox Ilospital, that a large
proporticn of the eases who have been admitted
there were vaceinatod cases '—1Yes, 88 per cent.
since the report of 1866 : up to the report of
1866 1t amounted to 81°1 per cent.

899, Are von able to state whether what were
tevmed waccipated cascs, were cases of perfect
vaceination, o cases where the marks were
visible in the anms ¥ — We are yet in the dark as
to what perfect vaccination is. A theory has
heen set up, that those who bear the largest
number of clentrices are the best protected but
guch haz pot been my experienee, nor the ex-
perience of many others in general practice, At
thiz time there 15 a |mfi.£mt, tm‘l told, n High rafe
Hm;r'ﬂnl, a young man who hos riHht cleatriees,
four on each arm, but who has now small-pox a
gecowd time, baving been vaceinated four times,
Dr. Jenner held that one puncture was sufficient
to produce the diseaze. The theory te which I
have alluded, is a modern theory which T think
will be proved to be a fallacy.

S00. Are you aware that the per-centage of
deaths is very much smaller in the vaccinated
cases, than in the unvaccinated eases in that
hospital ?— So it is made to appearin Mr. Marson's
report. I have one comment to make in answer

n., recalled ; and further Examined.

to that, to which I have not yet called the atten-
tion of the Committee, but which is of great
importanee. My, Marson, speaking of the vacci-
nated eazes, esava: “ (O the 45 nnmodified
cases, there died 231, or 24 per cent., I:Tr which
it will e observed that there is a difference of
one-third in the mortality between these eases
and the unprotected cases; therefore, although
the eruption was not recorded in the register as
auudiﬂl_-:ll ar |||llis.;:|.t¢l:|_. the constitution must have
received o protective influence as regards fatality,
to the amount of one=third, or else there wo
not have been this dilference in the number of
deaths.”  So that the coneluzion that they were
vaceinated waz drawn from the modified condition
of the intensity of the small-pox.

aoi. 1 LS that it 13 guite |:m.u:ai];|u o
pacertain whether persons have been vaccinated,
or have not been vaceinated ¥—Tt is quite possible
to ascertain whether the mark is theve, but it is
not possible to determine what mark specially is
better than another, The only test of successful
yaceination (and 1 dwell upon this, because a
guestion was put the other day to Siv Jervoize
Joervoize, I think by the noble Lovd, a2 to what
is successful vaccination ) is the protection there-
alter of the patient ; there is no other test,

002, Lond Rolert Montagn.] The Act grants
extra payment for * successful vaccination ;" [
suppoze you would net say that the term © sue-
cessful vaccination,” there referz to the immunity
of the 1mtiunl for ever afterwards from catehin
aln:ilt—lm:{ P—1It 1z not defingd in the Act what iz
sucoessiul yaccination.

903, It does not mean what you =ay it means,
does it?—1T do not know what they mean unless
they define an Aet of Parlinment ; o penal Aet,
Blackstone says, should be construed strietly ;
there can be oo strietness where there 15 no ex=
pl.annliuu o the term,

904, Do you know that those extra grants
for successful vaccinations are given during
the year in which or the next year after they
were performed¥—1 am  quite aware that the
Privy Council obtained a vote from the House
of Commons of 500000, even before the Aot of
Parliament of 1867 passed, in order to enable
them to apply a sum n rewm*clin!g‘ public vacei-
nators, who, although they had already been paid

for
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for their work, were to be paid a second time if
that work was done successfully ;3 but in apswer
to the noble Laood'a :iuuttiull1| think I should
atate that lin,-:; have been too premoture 1
judgihr[ what ia sueces=lul amd what =2 pot sue=
cessful ; you eannot judge immediately thoungh
the reward has been given immediately,

905, Chairman,] To come back tothe HIM”-E[““
Hoazpital, 1 have before me a returnof the number
of eases admitted into the hospital from the 29th
of September 1870 to the prezent date, the total
number beiag 765 ; of these the per-cenlage of
vaccinated 12 B2, apd of unvaccinated 175 the
number of deaths being 117, and the per-centage
of those deaths, being of vaccinated, O per cent.,
and of unvaceinated, 44 per cent. ; does not that
return clearly show that vaceination must be a
considerable protection to perzonz who are ats
tocked by small-pox *—Not unlesz it conld be
ahown that all thoze unvaccinated p:lt'u.mz admitted
would not have been attacked with small-pox had
they been vaceinated, buot I!Il‘:-' cannot show that
in answer to that question I might ask another,
why docs small-pox seleet 82 per cent, of the
vaccinated, and only 17 per eent, of the unvae-
cinated, but that it has a preference for the vacei-
nated patientz?

006. I want to know whether the fact that
out of ithe 117 deaths only % per cent, were vae-
cinated eases, while 44 per cent, were unvac-
einated, does not ghow that vaceination is & very
consideralle protection to any person who is
atincked IJ:..' small-pox Y=I do not think it [|H-|,'3-;
il we take the |ﬁg|||:':--l anthorities on this subject,
among whom 1 may mention Sir Gilbert Blane,
wlhoze authority I presume will be aceepted, we
find that before vaceination was introdoced, Sir
Gilbert Blase in thiz work which | have before
me, at page 200, “ To some individoals variolons
infection l.l'm]l.ll:;l,-h' a disense o 'I.||u]i:__!|ll::|lli that
uuthin{_( can skay s ﬁlln"l}‘, while in others the
dizinrbanee 13 50 :e]':g]:l a2z nol 1o deserve the
name of o discase, o that there iz every inter-
mediate shade of severity nnd mildness, danger
anid safety in the cazes of the individoals whom
it affects, for it is clearly ascertained that there
are constitutions entively unsuseeptible of small-

x, whether caswal or inoculated, so that there
15 a series of constitutions of every possible
gradation [rom the unsuseeptible Ill.mug_cﬂ all the
stages of mildness and sey erity, Lo tho=e i which
itis.irrn:!:nuarlinlnlh' fatal.” It may be dangerous to
assume, when yon finid modified eases in vacci-
nated patientz that that modification arvises as 2
direct sequenes, aud 1 a natural consequence from
vaceinalion 3 it iz not a rule, and it 5 not 2 law.

007, But il the returns for years past show a
much larger per-cenlage of deaths in unvacei-
nated cases than in vaceinated eases, does 1t not
rather prove that there 18 the protection of which
I liave bieen speakms *—Noi for there i= another
view to take of it unless there be 2 - analysis
of the reapective ages (as I pointed ont in 2 letter
to D, Grieve the other day ) at which this modi-
fication occurs, no aceurate conclusion can be
arrived at, beeause it must be remembered that
the natueal liability 1o :nlu:u.ll-i_mx without viesis
nation i= less, ns I have shownin my evidence, in
adult ife than in childhogd,

008, Referring to your evidence ie support of
your thivd propozition, and in which you make o
quﬂta.t'lull froom Mr. Simon, iz that quotalion given
Exal:tlj.' as ik u|:|n-nrml i * The Times" nwapaper
—1 think it i

M9, In the original letter do not the words
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“in circumstances of special danger” appear,
which have been tlltlit[[‘!lil befre the quotation
which you give f—I uoted thuee rejuort m “* The
Tines" \'L‘!Iﬁ‘.lilﬁlll. “In cirenmstanees of special
danger,” I apprehend, would mean in the case of
a severe epidemic as at the present moment.

910, Would not that qualify the guotation
which you lave given ?—It would.

911, Inpage 41 of vour evidenee, on 7(h March,
vou say, © Dr, Faer, o commenting on these ob-
servations, vol. 30, page 214, by Dr. Robert Watt,
makes these importantand JIIJlmsill! remarks, show-
illg inconiestibly that no BNV of infant life has
been effeeted by vaccination.,” Im that quotn-
tion from Dr. Robert Watt, does he not in the
book from which you quote refer to the wretched
gamitary condition of Glasgow at the time at
which he writea?—Yeg, but it applics to all
places where small-pox breaks out. Dy, Farr
goes on to gay, that while the 2ame couses which
tdevelope zymotie dizeases remain, it i3 useless
to bar the door agaivst ove form of zymetic
disease, =ueh ng small-pox, by vaceination, while
you allow the couses to remain. That is a very
ecientific and philesophical view to take, that
the true prevention of small-pox is sapitary law
anid not vaccination.

912, You say thar the true prevention eof
small-pox is sanitary law; how do yon make
that agree with your theery, that when small-pox
decreases other disenses inercase, ol the mor-
tality from other disenses increases ¥—=There are
many phenomena and many faets which we find
in nature which we canput secount for, 1 do not
know the supreme law, the higher law, as Dr.
Farr says, which controls thiz. He says that
there is a hizher law which governs mortality
about which we know nething, and I quite agree
with him. I cannot explain the fact, but there
is the fact.

918. Ir yvour theory  that when :-I:u::”-plh.'{
mortality decrenses, the mortality From  other
epidemics increases, be eorreel, what good can
a better sanitary condition do ; becanse, supposing
that a better sanitary condition decrenses the
epidemic of amall-pox, upon your theory, it will
only incrense the cpidemie from other diseases ¥
—A better sanitary condition would reduce the
whole mortality ; Dut while the smmg canses re-
main, you luve this lnw of compensation, that (he
cauges which tlus year Kill by small-pox, killed
Inst year Ly =carlatina; and I expect, locking at
the cycles which those dizeases follow, that next
year will be a year of typhus.

914. Dut vou said in your evidence, that death
demanids a certain number of people, did you not ?
—1I said that death appears to have demanded
a cerlain number of people, the same eauses
existing.

015, If death appears Lo demamd o certan
number of persons, would it not follow that your
theory would almost put a stop to all z=:I1I:t:1r_'l'
improvements ¥—1 beg your pardon: death de-
mands 21 per cent., or 15 per cent., looking at
the last week's report ol the Regiztrar General
in some distriets of Eogland, and 45 per cent. in
Liverpool, why # Beeanse in Liverpool the sani-
tary condition is so defective 3 and in the healthier
distriets of Huglmld death demondz fewer, bie-
eause the canses which produee death are fewer.
You must take the same cirenmstanees existing.

916, Your argument is to this eflext: that
samitary improvements would reduce a small-pox
epidemic in the same way as they would reduee
all other epidemics ¥—Precizely ; in the same
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way as they reduced the !Iﬂ.':gnf! as Macaulay says:
when the people of London Ived on dung heaps,
and when the straw was not changed in some
cases for 20 years, oo wonder that plague deci-
mated the people.

917, But 15 it not a fact that certain infections
epidemics atiack persons living in the highest
sanitary condition just as much as they do people
living in the very lowest ¥—Yes: I have known
diphitheria to attack healthy loealities on the hizh
{1 J[L' IILJI‘I L!'II xUl'tIH.L'I]]Iﬂ:.U'ISI!‘I]'E 'I-'l'llf."ll '|.II!!‘l'I: IHLS

been none in the 1.':1“:3:.'; but there i3 no ]mnq'-i'

thiat 3t hns not been traced to some ersom 1|:n'|."m|f_fh
geavlating infection having brougle it to the
village ; but what 1 want to impress upon this
Committee 15 that we do not koow what ultimate
Ilig[wr law 1t 1= which determines that in 18G9
and 1870 there sliould be searlatinn, and that in
1871 there should be small-pox, and that in 1872
measles it may be.

918, At page 41 you say: “ T think there is
somne reason for infcrt‘]ng that this mereaszed mn-
lignity and lavmely increased mortality from
gearlating iz to be traced to the operation of the
Vaccination Aet of 1833." What is that reason ?
—We do not yet know what change ia produced
i the homan constifution ||_1.' ins-ii“lng 0 virns
(1o use Jenner's term ) into the |_1.'n||a|mii|.-s of the
bedy : I have cvery reason, firom a large expe-
rienee, to believe that that process, artifieial aud
unnatural as I maitain, has produced a change
in the I}'mp]mt'u: yessels and ;]:uu!.—‘-, aml, there-
forc, in the conatitution of the patient, which
dizpozez him if not to be attacked vet to suffer
mere fron other diseases of an exanthematons
mature ; the inerease of the mortality from scar-
latina has confivmed my belief,

919, Al that you can zay is that there is some
reazom, but you eannot state what the reason
15 — No; we koow nothing about ultimate
CALERE,

820, You quote below Dr. Farr; are yon
aware that D, Farr himsell recommoends vaeci-
vation #—I am; mest medieal men ave very
orthodox in their belief, like wmany theologians,

921, Dwes that a -l]]y to voursell >—Tn neither
respeels I mm o t]h::::i-n!::r . medicine au! @
dizzenter in theology., Farr savs: © To operate
on the mortality, protection against every one of
the fatal zymotic diseases is requived, cthierwise
the suppression of one dizease clement opens the
way te others.”

$22, In your answer to Cuestion 731 NOu Say
“ From Sweden, however, we can derive soma
information which will serve the vurpose of illus-
trating the law of displacement or snbztitution of
one dhsease for another;” lave von before you
the Table i the .-‘Lpp-::mﬁ:-: tae M. =imon’s ]’n]mm
towhich you referred in git‘ing vour evidenee ¥ —
Tes,

923, Will youn state in which year the hizhest
mortality from typhus took place '—1 think 1773 ;
the next was 1809,

824, Is not the highest mortality in 1809 from
t:\"Fn-lH:Ih' amil l_1|'|||n::|in:| fover 21,171 *—Yes,

025, How many deaths in that vear seem to
liave taken place from small-pox ¥—Two thousand
four lundred and four,

26. 1z it not the cage that the movtality firom
typlmz fever in that year is the highest in the
whaole list, and that the mortality from El'ﬂi'l”'[:ﬂx
iz the hizlest, with the exeeption of one vear ¥—
Excuse mes; n-nl:!.' nine years hefore it was 12,033,

027, But I am speaking of the time from the
year 1803 downwards *—Yes ; but it should be

MIXUTES OF EVIDEXNCE TAKEN REFORE THE

Lorne in mind that in this century all fevers have
diminished in every country of Europe.

928, But would it not be the case, il your
theory of displacement were true, that when you
had the largest mortality from typhus in the
year 1808 you onght to have had a smaller mor-
tality from small-pox ?— You have selected one
year in a century, and the only vear in which it
renched 21,000, IF vou look at the preceding
year, 1808, typhus killed 12,527, and small-pox
killed ulnll'+r 1,814 In the previous year, 1807,
typhus Killed only 8,065, but small-pox killed
=125

929. I wani to see whether your theory 15 to
be depended wpon in all vears *—In 99 years
out of 100 it is to be depended upon, but 1809
was an exeeptional one.

930 In the vear 1809 it 13 not to Le depended
Ll [, then ?—1"n~.-;"!:~'1:i_v'r that was such =2 year
ol typhus as was never known in the history of
Sweden,

931, Does it not alse appear to have been an
extraordinary year for small-pox 7—No; two
veara before it was 2,120,

952, Still, it was higher thon it had been for
several years hefore, was it not 7—1Yes,

933. In the year 1773, wiat is the mortality
from dyphes *=Twenty thonsand one hundred
and thirty-seven.

#i4. And what was the mortality from small-
pox *—We do not know ; it iz not recorded ; the
small-pox and measles were put together. I
vou look at 1779 you will find that small-pox
Killed 15,102, and typhos ouly 3,055

835, In 1784 what were the numbers *—There
vou had a high mortality from small-pox when
the epidemic prevailed, and there was no epi-
demic from typhus.

036, How many died from typhus in that
vear - H1x  thousand fonr hondred  and ninety-
Four.

837, Is not that considerably more than the
aversge deaths from typhus in the previons 10
rears 7—If you fake the vears in 1]115! intervals
setween the epidemic vizilations, as D, Seaton
has done in his Handbook, all your conclusions
will be fallacions,

938, But I am taking this return as it ap-
pears; taking year for vear, is your theory to
Le depended upon #~The number of deaths from
typhus in 1785 was 6,785, aod the next vear it
was B985,

930, But were not the desths from 1_1.']111“5
fever in 1784 much greater in number than they
had been i the l.ﬁg]!! or nine pre'ri-::n:s years —
But why stop when the mortality inereazes and
not take the following vears? We are now in
1871 and we are now gﬂling back slmost a con-
tury. You have selected one exeeption to my
law in a century, and that 1 all.

940, You stated, did yon not. that the mor-
tality in Sweden is ereater since vaccinntion
than it was before *—That iz 0 aceording to Dr.
Farr’s returng,

2ul. Referving to the table in Mr. Simon's
book at page 51, does the veturn there confirm
your evidence in answer to Question 745 az to
the mortality being areater sinee vaccination was
introdueed than it was belore vaceination was in-
trodueed —The guotation which I eave was [rom
the Registrar General's reports, not from Mr.
Simon, 1 look upon those reports as relialile
instructors on statisticz.  That table shows the
comparative mortality between England and

Sweden.
942, This
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042, This table gives the mortality of men
and women snd the excess of the moriality of
women over the mortality of men, ond it is not
a eomparison between the countrics a8 to the
total mortalily, is not that o ¥-—"The first column
represents the relative mortality in different ages
in England of wmen and women in the years
1851-60, in the 64 healihy districts of England
in the yenrs 1849-53, and in Sweden in the years
183035,

#43. Does not the first column refer to men
alome P—The frst three columms refer to men
alone amd the second to women, Then 1 have
taken the comparizon between the first and thivd
eolumne omitting the healiliy district: of England.
I do not think that the answer to Question 7435
made reference Lo that subjeet.

044, It makes veforonce to the deaths in
Sweden; amd vou endeavour to show that the
mnrmli’r}' im Sweden has merensed sinee vaceina-
tfion was introdueed 11 you will excuse me,
there was no rnm]mrim:lil i this angwer az to the
mortality of the Jast century ;3 it doez not refer to
that at all, but only 1o the comparizon between
England and Sweden in this eentury.

045, Lord RNobert Mowtege.] Docz not this
table which vou have pointed out at page 243 of
the 30th Teport of the Registrar General,
merely give the ratio of deaths to ages, and not
to the whele population ¥—Yes,

246, Then how can you use it to prove another
atio F—You way prove the relative ratio, the
mortality Dhaving inereased in adule life, and Jdi-
minizhed in infant life; that I admir.  Infants
priveipally dicd of smail-pox before vaceination,
and now it iz adulta; vou have transferved it from
infaney Lo adunlt life.

047. Has that table anything to say to small-
pox ol all #—Na; Itnlh"lu;: at uﬁ.

MR, Chedeman.] In answer to o question
which I putto you, vonsnid : @ [tis evident from
those statistics that veccipation haz effected no
saving of life." [aving said that vaecination
hag effected no saving of Lo, do you mean to say
that the mortality in Sweden hag been as great
or greater sinee yaceination las been introdueed,
as it was previonsly #=No; what [ meant to say
iz, a3 I have said hefore, that in the absence of
the epidemic of small-nox, the whole mortality
was not lessened.  When the epidemic of small-
pox is present, then the mortality is not inereased.

0949, But is it not the case, it you refer to the
table to which T have alluided, that the mortality
has decreased very considerably sinee the year
1821 ¥=1 have never l'“-‘lillih!li] that the '|.I.‘I11|34_:
martality, taking the whole of Furope,is less in
this century than it was in the last.,

950. Yon do not dispute that with respeet fo
Sweden iteeli*—No 3 but what 1 dispuie is that
you have effceted a saving of life by vaceination ;
ll-i]_ ttﬁjiuwhl@' s nrmingt  you every medienl
wriler 18 azninst you; Do Goy is the lnst, who
delivered a series of lectures, under the anspices
of the Social Science Congress, at the Sociely of
Arts; thseases heeame much less malignant at
the beginning of this century than they were in
!lif last century or in the preceding century, but
it hiadd nothing to de with varsination.

951, Dre. Lyon Playfuir.] 1 think you oh-

Jeeted stromaly to D, Jenner's theory of vacei-

nation ; did D, Jenner inteoduce vaecination on

account of theory or on acconnt of observed Tacts

—The obeervation which le made was that the

mi:jkMIlillﬂ were sail ta have suffered less or not
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at all feoin small-pox when they had heen aflfected
with the dizense W!IEE']I they ennght from the ndders
of the cow in milking.

832, Did e not then ?mccctl by experiment
to test those facts P—Ile did,

955, Did he not then proceed to inoculate the
persons whom he had vaccinated ¥—Yes,

954, Aud did he oot find by that sevies of ex-
periments that as he believed, that there was a
protective influence 7—1 quite admic that he he-
lieved 503 but it was o test of seeurity azainst
infection.

855. But has ﬂia—:l':rﬂ-r}' arose not from thenry
but feom facts and experiments >—It was not D,
Jemner alone whe lnew thisy it was not his
theory : he founded o theory upon what he had
observed and what others had obzerved ; M
Josty, for instance, long bLefore De. Jenner; it
was mentioned by Mre Shaw TLefevie in the
House of Commons, in a debate early in this
century, when S Francis Burdeit n]::;:t'i'lm: 1F]
the vote to Jenner,

956. You attached much importance to Dr
Jeuner's views; 1 think yov stated in the hook
to which you have referred in vour evidenee,
these views of Dr. Jenner's: o :'I-I:I.'ll_'-' unfiortu-
nately whoe have been vaceinated fell vietims to
small-pox, being as much subject to the contazion
of small-pox as il they had never been under the
influenee of this avlificial dizsease ; they fell vietims
whao thoweht themselves in ]rcrﬂ:r:-t }'l.'-:‘m'il_? " that
is a quotation in inverted commaz ; then von g3
on 1o sy, “ Lhis zecident he attributes to matter
laving suflered decomposition through being kept
for several days ;" is theee not an ervor in that
quotation ¥—There i

057. What is that error ¥=When my son, who
is mow in Sunderiand, transeribed that for me
the ervor arose: but it has been corrects] in the
edition now preparing for the press: there is no
instanee in which De. Jenner uzes the word
Cyneeination ® at all; it iz inccelation ® and
while speaking of inoculation he confounds one
with the other, so that no distinetion waz made
hetween thoese moculated from the cow nnd those
inoeulated from the small-pox ; it was an error.

058, At page 56, he eays, © A medical mentle-
man, now no more, who {or many years in-
ocnlated in this neighbourhoad, frequently pre-
gerved the varielous matter™ (that iz the small-
wox matter) “intended for his use, on o piece of

int and eotton,” and so on.  Is he not speaking
all throveh of inoculation with variclons matter !
—Clearly.

350, Then how did the words © who have heon
vaceinated ™ hecome inlredueed indo hind passnge
with inverted commaz ¥—1 have explained that,
when he speaks of inocnlation from a cow, he
always epeaks of @ inowmlation,” and he never
el the word * vaccisation:™ that was mvented
afterwards, ty which the words* artificial diseasze
geeined to .-|]|-|:|_l|.',

960, But this question relers, does it not, to
inoculation with =mall-pox? -1t does. T have
seen the ervor, amd 1 have explyined it in the
new edition of my work.

961. Then may there not be a smilar error in
the conclusions  whieh  you drvaw from D
Jenner’s statement about eryzipelas at page 42
of vour evidenee of the TI:EI of March, where
'l,‘u[l. atate, “ That voceination divectly ;rl'l!lllll.'l_‘$
;.:r:,-‘nipu]:ut, there iz no dowbi ; indecd, Jdenner
emphatically stated, that no vaccination was pro-
tective which did not produce evysipelas” "I."i']’u:r:.‘
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haz Jepner l'.”l'llllﬂ.tit"..tll.}' stated” that # —=Ie
drawe 2 distinetion between that which iz pro-
tective, and that which iz not protective. *° Tt
is necessary to observe™ (page T of his edition of
178y, = Tt |:u.~'1u1nur; HOrES ’Irt'ilui:lll]:.' ap e
gpontangously on the nipples of the cow, and
instances  have oceurred, 1|n:-||g|| vory r:u'&t_l,',
of the hinnde of the servants {‘m}'rfrl}'ﬂr] in milking,
beinge affected with sores in consequence, and
even of their feeling an indisposition from
absorption,  These pustules are of a mueh milder
nature than those which arize from that con=
tarion  which constitutes the true small-pox
derived from the grease.  They ars always froe
from the Bluizh or Livid tint 20 conspicuous in
the pustules of that disease, and no erysipelas
attenda them.™

962, Are yvou sware that medicul nomenclature
iz continually altering #—1I am quite aware of it.

063, Are you awarg that any medieal writer
of aunthority, except vourzell, ever understood
that ** erysipelas,” as nsed h:r Jenner, ever meant
anything more than reddening or inflammation ;
was not “erysipelas™ at that period of maedical
writing a gencral term used for reddeniog or in-
flammation, axl not the fl'}'Hi';h‘:hlb‘l which we
understand at the present day ?~That iz very
likely.

964, Then does wot I, Jenner all through,
when he .ulmﬂk.i of that erysipelas, speal of 1t a8
being trifling and being quickly cared, meaning
a mere reddenineg or an aveoln, as we now gall i ?
—Not always; he mentions cases in which =o sad
were the consequences, that he was oblized to
have recoursze to lotionz and other matters, and
to keep the patient in bed to cure the erysipelas
which had Leen produced.

D65 But in this evidence, do you really mean
sericusly 1o tell us that De. Jenner thouglit there
was mo protection without the troe digease of
erysipelas fllowing every vacel ation #-=1 do not
know how you would define what the true disease
of erysipelas iz; that should be defined before 1
can answer the question; T mean the erysipelas
consequent upon the process of inceulating with
this virna,

966. Do you mean the ordinary disease of erv-
gipelus which appears in the returnz of the Re-

istrar Eienuu-u! F—1 allude to infantile deaths
rom erysipelas under 12 months oceasioned by
andd mainly attribuiable te the provess of vaceina-
tion,

967. But do you mean that Dr. Jenner, in this

uotation which you have given, intended to teli
the public that ne vaccination was protective
unless the discase which we understand by ery-
gipelas, was given at each vaceination = He could
not alivde to what we understand = if he had been
contemporary with us he mi;ln‘.‘ have done =0,

P68 Now going not to Ir, Jenner's theory, bt
ta the theories which vou have given us, at page
34 of your evidence of the -"ihr?l'l:m:h, I think
you gay, I sulimit that this evidence is evidence
that re-vaeeination predisposes to small-pox,” and
I think. f_fl:l.m;ral]:.', that you have E:'.‘ii]]‘t‘!ﬁa—'-\t'.ll else-
where the opinion that vascination |::'mlis|mzi'm 153
small-pox ¥—Yes, in adult life.

968, It docs not predispose to small-pox in in-
fantile life then 1 am wot prepared to say that
it does or does not; [ am not pr-erm.red 1o pazert
that it does, but T do assert the other proposic
tion.

970, Il you think, then, that nrigilln! vaccina-
ion in a ¢hild s not atall protective 1—1 am not
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prepared to say that a ehild vaccinated withi
three months of its hirth would not be protecte
against small-pox for some year or two, but
have eren even children under twelve monthe,
who have been what is called successfully vaeei
nated knocked down with gmall-pos.

971, At page 39 of your evidence of the 7th of
March wvou give Dr. Marson's statistios of thel
Highgate Small-pox Hospital, in which you sayp
very correctly that 3,004 cases occurved in 160
years, from 1236 to 1851, all having been vaceiy
nated : were there no unvaccinated eaes in thatl
hogpital at the same time '—Yes. .

972, Were there not 2,654 unvaceinated cases ®
— Pozzibly ; T have no reazon to dispute ik

053. Was the mortality l:lmlm1ﬁl1ml.l1].' to the
unvaccinated and the vacoinated, the same?—
Na, _

97k, What waz the difference #¥—1 think the
difference wns, that it was 11 per cent, in the
vaccinated, and 35 per cent. in the unvaccinated.

975, I think 1t i you calenlate the numbers)
in the table to which we refer, you will find thag]
it was 37E per cent in the unvaccinated, and 86
per cent. i the »-:u::-,hmlud?—_Pmﬁih‘.i,- that i.'u,
enrvect, after dedueting in the vaceinated 10 eazes
to one, of anteeedent, coineident, or superm]deﬂ,
dizense.  That iz about the proportion.

976, You are under the impression, as I think
you stated, that it is difficult to know when there
hag heen suecessful vaccination *—7Yes.

077, Iz it not the caze, that in that large num-
ber of cases of vaccinated and unvaccinated in
those 16 vears, where there was one mark, unlr:
74 per cent. died ; where there were two marks,
4 per cent. died ; where there were three marks,
13 per cent. died; and where thore were four
11L||r|k5_. only § per eent died !—That is very]
pretiy, but it is worthless: it does not tell the
guality of the mark ; for instanee, one good mark
i5 Letter than halfa-dozen bad ones, T do not
dizpute the statement ; there are many zhifts o
which vaccinators are put to prop up thiz theory,
aml that is one of them.

078, I want o simple answer to wmy question;
I ask whether the tables do not give the resulfs
which I have stated =TIt will not alter the
gults, which T have stated, of the proportion of
the nnvaceinated to the vaccinaled cazes,

979, Will you answer the question ? — I do nol
deny if.

980, That iz the resali in the tablez which you
guoted, is it not =50 it is stated; and 1 have no
means of testing it

9581, Having quoted one part of thoze tables
amd given a3 vour authority, Dr. Marson, yoi
have ne more reason to donlt one part than
other, I presume ?—Yes, 1 have.

L EE i "hj‘ *—I have no reason to doubt the red
sults, but I hiave reason to doubt a theory,

883, DBut iz it a theory when he gives you
number of those with one mark, two marks,
three marks; when he gims you alzn whethes
the mavks were well developed. and whethen
they were not in each case {with which T do nof
trouble the Committes), and when he sives j
the exact number in every eare and then ma
hia per-centagze, or is it not rather an express
of fucl ¥—It docz not alier the per-centage
mortality in the vaccinated. That is his modd
of accounting for it; but it doce not alter
figrures,

954, Bnt is it the fact that he hae stated the
as the result of his long experience f—1 %? iy

18R
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dispute that he has stated] that; but it does not
alter the per-cenlare.

983. At page 36 of your evidence of the Jrd
of March, at the rop of the page, you are very
angry with the College of }’hys'tcinum bevawse
they have stated, ax yon guete it, that the mor-
tality in the vaceinnted wns less than one per
cent. ; was that what the College of Physicians
stated ?—Yes, I read it from * The Times™ the
other day.

986, I have helore me the original letter of' the
Colleme of Physicians, is not this what they
stated, © The mortality in those whe have been

roperly vaccinated,” and so on ¥—They do not

cfine what that means.

987, But vom have not put it in pm;wr'ly;
tha urig"mn] gavs, * Who have been iI“""I“”'].'F
waccinated " P—1  will put in the wond “ pro-
perly.”

9858, Do not Dr. Marvson's statisties show that
where they have Leen thoroughly vaceinated the
mortality 15 three-fourths per cent., and that the
Colleze of Physicians were right P=No, 1 do not
admit it.

9840, Does not his table state that # =T do not
think that that 15 the proper conclusion,

OHL. Ts it not =0 im the table P =1 think not;
it does not say wuch for vaceination if all the
pest dlied ; it docs not alter the whole eatio of
mortality in the vaccinated.

091, Do you believe in the general law of mor-
tality by which all men die P=—=That iz not a law
of mortality at all, that iz a law of our being;
morlality is a secondary affair.

992. Do you believe that all men die #~-Yes,

993, If there are a hundred men vaceinated,
and one per cent. dies of small-pox, must nat the
other 99 die of sometling *—1t haz never been
ghown that in any population of 100 vaccinated
persong only one died of small-pox. You may
H{' that they are properly vaecinated; but il
only thoee few are properly vaceinated, who Dy,
Marson enys are prnlwrl ¢ vaccinated, there are
not 10000 in the !-:1r|g!i’|m1 who are praperly
vaceinated,

8. But i2 it not the fact that Dr. Marson's
tables rightly or wrongly state that when per-
sons have four good marks, unl:.-' three-fourths
per cont, die*—ITe states tliat.

995, T have now come 1o & Yery "I:nllnr'h'mt
theory which you have advanced, namely, that
there are o greater number of vaceinaied in hos.
pitals for small-pox than of unvaccinated ; that
12 4 fact to which you have drawn our attention,
1818 not ¥—Y es.

896, You also, T think, stated that the Ih*gir;—
trar General’s returns show that at the prd:_u:'s,-nl
time the deaths from small-pox are nearly as no-
merous among the vaccinated as among the un-
wvaccinated *—Yes; the Registrar General las
!il:f{tllar]:r omitted all aceount of that thiz week ;
I do not know why.

997. But the week before last “Il_."_]." wera
Iil?-ﬂl'lj? equal, were Ihcr}' not *—Yea,

288, From that, T think; you drew the conelo-
gion that vaceination was not a protection ¥—
From that and other veasons, I drew that con-
lusion,

999, In fact, that vaceinated persons  wWere
equally liahle to death with unvaccinated per-
song ¥—No, I did not state that ; I said that they
were more linhle to attack, not that they were
equally linhle 1o death.

lﬂaﬁé?‘?]mt conclugion, then, do you draw

63

from the fact that the week before last there
were nearly as many amongst the small-pox
deaths of vaccinated as of unvaccinated ! —"The
conelusion that I dreaw iz that vaceination is a
delusiomn.

1001, And that the vaccinated people and the
unvacemated :t:uplv are ooually linble 1o be
kalled by -S:I“-:llll-]_'lll':l.:'l: —No, not o nally liable;
the vaceinated are more lialde; un:i the proof of
that iz found in the faet of four-lifths of the
atients admitted in Highgate Hozpital having
ecn vaccinated, showing that they are more
liakle to attacl.

102, Supposing that you were ealled upon to
attend a sehool eontaining 100 childven ; sup-
posing that 95 of those chillren were hoys and
five of those children were girls; suppozing that
small-pox entered that school and killed eight,
of whom four out of the five girls died, and four
out of the 95 boys died, you have there an equal
morlality amongst the boys and the girls, would
you gy that the girls were equally susceptible
to death as the bovs #—Tt varies.

1003, But T am putting to you that parvticalar
case F== 1 cannot  tell what the case waz, beennse
we have l:'.*ﬁllmt‘l:.' now from the lil.‘.-i]li1::|:= that
there 12 a difference, that whereas males are more
subject in one epidemic, females are more suliject
in another,

1004, But I mun speaking of this special ease
'|,|.'I||;'|‘f_' 1_]'|I;!'|"I' MRS 100 -:'hi'l]l'u:l!] i1'| il H-:']l.llll].,ﬂ.? hn_',-'i
ani five gi:'lh.; 1,1ig||t IIEI,‘.,_ four out ol the five
girls dving, and fur ont of the 95 boye dying;
does that show a similar Hllnl'P[:nlﬂl‘lﬁI}' in those
proportionz in both boye and girls '—Certainly
nod.

1005, Are you not aware that instead of 30
per cent. being vaccinated as you have smated,
1|!|||r.|'||_1_=-':-'| ||" Ilm 1'.|I.||:|]'|_-:!| i'|'| 1]|1_! I::|!|;-:|l|:|| aeluonls
i,;|'| 1_1aisl. I;,!n“l!l!l':." ﬂ‘?i [!-|_11' cent, are vaecine el F—
T 1||.'=_f to take l.'."il‘l-illin:ll in 1]11!.[: I think that the
r1-|1r:nrr~: of the medieal officers of the Prix ¥ Couneil
and of the Poor Law Boanred show VERY different
resulls,

ooG., Of 33,000 children examined in the
|:|||E;.]'u: examination of the national schools for
this plrpese, low WY were vaccinated *—In
I|||_- 11'|;-n|'l l;,llI ﬂlu ]‘I'il'_'!." Uulllll.!“ Yo will find
D, Buchanan®™ and Dr, Seaton’s returns, which
show that in very many schools nut 200 per cent.
ol the children were vaccimated.

1607. But were not 53,000 examined, of
whom 49,570 had distinet marks of vaccination,
and J08 had doubtful marks of vaceination, and
iz mot that the gc!nc'ml result of the whole 1| ues-
tion *—I do oot think it is; 1 1|.1:;: fo sy that
that hook [rom which you are quoting i= not an
authovity ; the authority is in these books, amd the
proportion of vaceinated in schools was =0 small as
to exeite the attention not only of the Privy Conn-
eil but of the Legislature, and it was discussed,

108, T ask you &:'ml.pl_r whether that is nt
slated Y ﬂllt]lﬂj'i[_'!-". we can examine alter-
wards De. Seaton, the officer who made_that state-
ment 3 15 nob that smied az a fet in the tabie
which I presented to youn *—That is yvery likely.

1008, Are yan aware also that within ihiis
last week or two, similar examinations have bheen
maile in diflferent sehools in London, and that 95
per cent, of the children have been foumd to be
vaccinated >—That may be the case in some
schools very likely, because | heard the other day
in Marylebone that 100 children hal been driven
o @ -n_m||;| |,|||1_|_ rl:ll'l:lllI]:.‘ 'I.':h_'q.‘.i]l:tlllt] Il_'l.' oriler
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aof the schoolmazter ngainst the will of their
parents,

101, Hll:ulmslizg that it 15 the case that 93
per ecent, of the children are wvaccinated would
your conclusion be a just one that becanze there
are an equal number of vaceinated and unvacei-
nated persons in the wortality, therefore, the
“:u.h'tiil_'l: 10 rm:r!ulii_\- was the same |n'|rpm'ti|m_ or
doez it on the contrary appear that there is a far
ereater vatiool mortality smongat the suvaccinated
than amengst the vaecinated > —No; not unless
the mortality taldes included only the children in
echools 5 then it wonld apply but not otherwise ;
but they include sll ages.

1011, The table to which T alindad waz an
examination of these schools in London in 1863,
given in the Sixth Report of the medieal officers of
the Privy Cowneil 2—1 took exeeption to your
figures when you said “in this conntre.”

1002, T enve that 53 an illustration ¥ —RBut it
is not a fair lustration.

1013. Do yen think that they are hetter vae-
cinated in London than clsewhere —We Enow
that they ave.

1014, Bat I want a distinet answer to my
question ; i the ratio is true, or anything like
true, does not the fact that there are an equal
numbor of deaths of vaceinated and unvaccinated
when there i3 0 much larger proportion of vaeci-
nated than of nnvaccinated in the Kinsdom show
that there 18 a much sreater ratio of moriality
amonzst the unvaccinated than amonest the vae-
cimafed ?—"That T admit s but i you add to that
the oreater liability in the vaccimated, what do
you gain ¥

1013, Now coming to your vicavious theory,
I think you have admitted all through your evi-
dence, that there is a very large deerease of
mortality in all conntries sinee wvaecination was
introduced, whatever may have heen the cause ?
—Since the end of the last century thers has
been: but I would lesve vaccination out, as
baving nothing to do with it; there is a danzer
in attributing it to that canze.

1046, But there haz been n large decrease of
mortality, has there not P —<Yee,

1017, I think veun followed it out further, and
geniil that whatever the mortality may be in a
given time; i’ small pox decreazes other diseases
increase f-=Y ca.

Lod8, Now | want to find out exactly what
other disenses increase ; within this century there
ine been a very lavee increase of deaths in Lon-
don, resulting from the 2,900 cases of persons
being run over by carts and waggons; are those
dewths aviributable in any way to the deerense of
emall-pox ¥ — Bxeuze me, [ think there are 208
in n vear killedin the strects; anavernge of four
a week ; it iz poder 250, T helieve.

1018, 1 think you will find that it is a good
deal more as regarila the numbera of accidents,
but whatever the smoust of mortality which you
state corvectly, lias that anything to do with the
decrense of siall-pox T—XNot a Eil, nor vaceina-
tion cither,

1020, That form of nmL'L:lIit}' has nothme to do
with the increase of small-pox ?—Ce:"raini:f,' not ;
I referved to diseases, but that is not dizenze,

1021, Will you state exactly what forms of
mortality are due to vaccination *—When sear
latina was prevalent small-pox was alent.

1022, Do you take all the zymotie diseazes 7—-
All the symotic diseases, a2 a rule.

1023, ilns Iir. Farr saul this: * Fever has
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srogressively subsided since 1751, and the com-
ined mortality of small-pox, measles, and scar-
latina is now only half as great as the mortality
formerly orccasioned by small-pox alone "'¥—That
is very likely fo be true, but that does not affect
the question at all.

1024, In 18635, that iz, the year after the Vae-
cination Act was introduced, there were 2,000 cazes
of small-pox in Treland, and 18,410 cazes of fever.
(This is not mortality, but these are cases in
unions and workhovses}) In 1868 there were
579 cases of small-pox, and 13,558 cases of
fever, In 1867 there were 105 cazes of small-
pox, and 11,703 ecases of fever. In LEGE theve
were 153 cases of small-pox, and 11,200 cases of
fever, In 1869 there were 27 cases of small-pox,
and 9,976 cases of fever. Your statement was,
that all the zymotic dizeases increased, and those
are the zymotic dizeaszes of Treland; does that
earry out the viearious theory as regards Lreland ?
—You have excluded the other diseases ; I want
all the zymotic diseases,

1025, Those are ali the zymotic disenses, in-
cluding seavlatinn and mensles; [ am taking in
the general term, © fever cases™ in lreland ¥—
Does it juelude dincchaa, which is a zymotie
digense ?

1026, It is the fever easez#—1 beg your par-
don, 1 say  zymodic diseases:™ let us keep to
the question, and toke the mortality of the
whole.

1027, But “ fever” is a pretty large class of
dizen=e to take at onee, is 16 not ¥—I1 only shows
that fever iz almost a constant gquantity in Ire-
Laml.

1028, T: it not a decreasing quantity, falling
From 2,000 eases of small-pox and 18,810 cases of
fever in 1863, to 27 cases of small-pox and 9,976
enses of fever in 1869 ?-=The question is, whether
the whole mortality diminizhed in the same ratio,

beeause if not it does not bear upon the ques-

Lion.

1029, You tock the case of Pracne, in Bolio-"
mia, and I think you introduce the caze of Bo-
hemia to show that in two perivds there was very
little difference in the total mortality before and
after vaccination ?—Yes; the per-centages were
52 and 321,

1030, Do you mean to say that that iz the
case in the rest of Europe, because you have
already admitied that there was 2 large dimi-
nution of mortality in other parts of Burope?
—Yee

1031. But was there not something very re-
markalle in the case of Bohemia in theve being a

e

much smaller murm]iL}' amonrst the vaceinated

than amongst the unvaceinated ?-— [ do not
know ; T was not discussing that when I re-
ferred to thiz Table.

1032, During the period which you have quoted
didd not one fatal case ufﬁlnﬂll—uux (RECUT nonEst
T.166 persons, amd dul not one fatal case of small-
pox ocenur amongat every 40 unvaccinatel rer=
sons *—Very likely ; and what did they gain by

al
H

that in population ¥ you eited my law of vicavious
mortality ; and it iz in velation to that I presume

that you pat this tilll’!ﬂ‘iﬂll . if oL ean alhow me
that my law is altered by those facts your gques-
tion woulil be to the paint.
. 1033, You have stated to-day, I think very
elearly, and in your boeoks cqually clearly, that
the malignity of all dizscases has decreased during
this century *—Yes, as contrasted with one, two,
or three centuries ago.

1034, In
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1034. In your evidence of the 7th March at
page 40, you sny thatall other diﬂnnuru‘llmn amall-
pox are more severe and more fatal in the vae-
cinated than in the unvaccinated, cspecially
scarlating, and at page 41 you say: © [ think that
there is some reason for inferring that the in-
creased malignity and largely increased mortality
from scarlatina is to be traced to the operation of
the Vaccination Act of 1855; ® have you nol just
atated that all those discases have decreased and
not increazed in malignity #—1 said generally
that fevers had decreased in this century, and
their malignity has, as a rule, decreased ; 1 atin-
bute the increased malignity to which 1 allude,
to vour vaccination law. :

1035, You say that there is an inereased ma-
lignity #—There is in scarlatina; diphtheria has
now increnseid I'r]ghlru“}'-

1036. Have yon ever read Fothergill’s gtanid-
ard work on scarlatina *—eo, I have not; but 1
ghall be very happy to do so.

1057, If von found in that work that the mn-
lignity in past centurics is deseribed az having
been eertainly as severe as it is at present, would
not that alter your opinion?—1 du not kuow
whether lis opinion elashes with that of Syden-
ham and that of ether writers whom I have con-
snlted.

1038. T think yvou also said that erysipelas has
increased sinee tim introduetion of vaecination ?
—Infuntile erysipelas.

1039. If you refer to the Registrar General's
return you will find that the ||¢1|luTuﬂuu of Londen
in 1831 was 2,362,236, according to the census ;
and the Avernge number of deaths From I:I"l.'s-s'I|Jl:|=l-'1,
from 1847 to 1852, was 652. In 1861 the popu-
Intion was 2,803,980, and from 1862 to 1867
there were T4 deaths rom cr}‘rsijw'lur, all being
below one year; the first period gives yon 27
deaths to 100,000 living ; the second perisd gives
25 deaths to 100,000 living; is that an inerease
or a decrease P—There iz a hiatus from 1833 to
1861,

1040, T am giving you the amount given in
the table? =Then there is an omizsion of six
¥ ears.

111, That is the nearest period that the Re-
gistrar General gives to the q.rn:::'jn:iﬁ:m Aect of
1867 ?—1 ahould like to know whether the mor-
tality iz after the passing of the Compulzory Vae-
cination Aet of 1853,

1042, In the Act of 1853 vaccination was
allowed to be performed at any time during the
year, was it not, and afterwards it was made
three months?—1t was compulsory in 1853,

1dd. Then, at page 43 in your evidence of
the Tth of Marveh, you come to phthisis and chest
diseascs. I think you gave us there the deaths
for three periods from |1|!thi.~'-i.s amd  bronechiiis,
and you drew a general conclusion as to chest
diseases being inerensed in recent years *—Yes,

144, You are aware that in recent years, and
during that period that you gave us, there has
been considerable alteration in the nomenclature
of dizeaze*—Yes, there i5.

L5 Pneumonin has been separated, has it
not *—Yea, I mentioned that.

1046, Would it not be well, therefore, 1o take
all tubercular diseases for exactly the same periods
a8 vou il *—Noj; bronchitis is not ealled a tuber-
cular disease, ;

1047, You spoke of genceal chest diseases, did
fou not F—Dronchitis 13 one of the general chest
disenses,

37,
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1048. Then do you think that tubercular
disenses have inercased ¥ — All constitutional
dizenzes have increased,

1049, Have tobercular diseazes generally in-
creased in the three periods which you have
specitied ?—I am not prepared to speak positively;
but I think that Dr. Fare tells us that constitutional
diseases have mencrally inecreased, and in con-
stitutional disenses tubercular disensca are in-
cluded.

1030, Where does he state that *<I think in
the last report,

10531, IF you rvefer to the Registrar General's
30th report, page 238, under the head of “ Tu-
bereular Discases " (and 1 will take exactly the
years that you gave us, namely, 1850 to 1854,
with resard to phthisis and bronchitiz), does he
not give there the number whoe Jied from tuber-
cular disenses as 3,655 7— Yes.

1052, Tn the next period, from 1535 to 1859,
he gives it as 3,448, does he not *—Yes,

1053, In the next ]mr'lmi, from 1860 to 18G4,
he gives 33676, does he not ¥—Y e,

1054, And in the year of which he is speaking,
1867, he gives 3,389, does he not *—Yes.

1055, Does that table show that there has been
any increase or o decrensge in tubercular diseases
in those perieds =1 s not prepared to argue
that question,

1036, It is mot o question of argument; does
the table indicate it *—I thought veu asked me
a question on chest diseases,

1057, o we not find that as te tubsreular
dizeazez which form a very large elass of chest
dizeasez, there has been a deercase during those
periods ¥—Dut it does not include all chest
diseases, and therefore it docz not apply to the
ease ; ond I reject it

1058, It is not o question of ﬂ-lhiuiul:: it is o
gquestion of fact; is it there, or i= it not there ¥—

tia there; but you might az well mlk about
cholera ag about tubevcular dizeases,

1059, Would yon have been surprized, how-
ever (1 confess that 1 had some surprize), to find
that there iz a deereaze; are not chest disenses
apt to inercase with erowded populations, and
with the imerense of the factory system *—Yes,

1060, And if we had found an inerease of chest
diseases in this eountry, would it be connected
with vaceination, or with the condition of urban
populations and erowded eities *—Exactly ; and
we mizht alzo take some diseonnt ofl” for the in-
ereased sanitary arcangements which have had a0
much cffeet in some loealitics as to have im-
menzely diminished the proportion of disease in
some towns, where drainage has been carried
out. That ought to be a compenszating balanee
for the inerease from other canses, Lo spHne ex-
tent.

1061. With resand to the dangers from re-
vaccinalion in the Army, to which you alluded,
you brounght out a remarkable ease in Franee,
where re-vaceination produced an increase of
dizease, as was supposed 3 you referved, 1 think,
o ﬁ'mg]f: ngmenL which vou mentigned 7="To
one reginent,

1062, Have we the expericnce of all the ar-
mies which are re-vaccinated in Great Dritain,
Prussia, Wiirtembure, Bavaria, Baden, Denmark,
amd Sweden ?—I'lh!ﬁﬁll!j'.

1063, Would not the experience of all these
armies be o larger experience than the experi-
ence of a single regiment?—1 think not neces-
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grily more conclugive: but it would be a larger
experience. ‘

1064, Is it not the case that the deaths from
gmall-pox in the whele British Army, which iz
now re-vaccinated, are upon the average cight
out of 100,060 men *—ossibly ; [ have no rea-
son to dispute it

1065, 1= 1t not a fact that in the well-vacci-
nated Prossinn army, the totn] deaths from small-
pox geavecly exeeed two or three for the whole
army *—Very likely.

1066, I= it not the case that in Wikrtemburg,
Bavaria, Daden, Denmark, and Sweden, in which
sintistics 1*.*;ir|:, alu::ll-pnx ling aloast whu“}.' diz=
ap}wan-ll from the re-vaccinated armics ?'-—\'Er_}r
likely.

1067. Ts not that expervience of those I:trge
armics thronglhout Kurope large enongh to overs
come the experience of a single regiment *—Nao,
1 think not: I think you have (o take the mor-
tality from other eanses in the army: if con-
sumplion is ineveasing in the Prussian army and
in-our own Guards, you have gained nothing.

LoG8. But did not your eaze refer to the in-
erease of small-pox by re-vaccination *—No, it
referved to the production of thiz outhreak, of
which Dr. Ducharme goes on to say  What 1z
the explanation of a phenomenon so ﬁtﬁki.ng?“

1069, Wasnot the phenomenon the appearance
of small-pox in that regiment after vacemation ?
—Yes: he aays, Could T have {Iiwuhrpnd h:,' my
operations on men living in common the germs of
infection ¥ According to what M. Depaul has
g0 clearly explained i many dizeourses atl the
Aeademy, even that when small-pox epidemics
are ohserved in different pavts of the country
there we are more likely to find in the byres the
Eoniancous COW-Jox ; may I not on my part he-
lieve that areund these eruptions of vaccine-
vaeccine that I regand, following M. Depaul’s ex-
ample, as a small-pox of which the virns has
|1an||:3|:|:-'= undergone  some trm:lﬁl'm'mntinn s to
force in passing from the animal to man, but
which virus remains none the less pathologieally
identical only with consequences less disastrons
during the different phases of its evolution ; may
I not consider, 1 zay, that I had cansed a deve-
lopment of the small-pox germ, partienlarly in
uperaling on a crowded plrpllluﬁuu i

1070, You drew our attention to the fact that
small-pox appeared in this regiment after re-vac-
cination, tliij. you not ¥— I did.

1071, Is it not the case that we have the ex-
perience of lirge armics throughout Furope that
small-pox does not appear after re-vaccination in
those aymies '—That is very likely,

1072, You also, at page 38 of your evidence of
7th Mareh, quoted the evidence as to small-pox
in Geneva, :|.1:11I wou stated, © Tt is remarkable that
only 17 of the whole number of eases were over
30 vears of age.” From that you drew the
conclusion that before wvaceination, small-pox
wias an infantile disease and not an adult dis-
ease ¥ —Yes, primarily.

1073, Was not that owing to the faet, that
before there was any  protection, almost all
children took small-pox, as almost all children
now take measles 7—Very likely.

1074, And having had small-pox when they
Were young, 'EII(!‘J.—' woere not 'Iih;lf to have 1t when
ﬂm_}' were old ?—-1"r¢cisr_-|_}'.

1075, Therefore there was nothing very re-
markable in that fact, was there *—DBut I merely
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adduce it here to contrast the then existin
state of things with the present state of things.

1076. Did you not intend to draw from that
fact the inference that there is a greater tendency
to small-pox wong  adults now than  there
was among adults then #—Certainly ; it is proved.

1077, If small-pox was & universal disease, like
ml:':l.ei!t's, and attacked ever hm[}' who was un=
|J:'4}h.‘:{'.led, jilst s ]Jrc'r'alun v a8 measles attacks
people now, then, they being attacked as chil-
dren, how was it likely that they would be
attacked again as adults >—I heard Dr. Symes
Thompson and Dr, Houth say the other night,
that vaccination iz a better protection against
small-pox than small-pox itself.

1078. Your argument, a8 it appears in your
evidence, is that there is a greater mortality now
among adults on account uF vaccination ; is that
sol—I said there is a greater disposition to
s:na[Lplm now in adult life among the vaccinated
than among the unvaccinated.

1079, Iz not that owing to the fact that
chiliren now are protected Li:_y- vaceination when
they are young, and that, therefore, in adult life
they may take it ?—1It is possible.

1080, But in former times, in the times which

ron have quoted, every child took it, or the great
tu!k of cll:-lllllt‘ﬁll took if, ns 1.11-::}' took mensles, did
they not '—They took it in some seazons,

1081. Aud therefore they ecould not take it
when they were old *—Precizely.

1082, Is it true that small-pox iz a dizease
which only attacks infants, or is it chiefly an -
fontile complaint when it enters populations
which have not had it before 7 —No; it is allied
to typhus in that respeet; it will attack all ages
where people live in violation of sanitary laws.

1083, In great epidemies it has gone to Green-
land and amongst the American Indians and
others; have not all ages been attacked '—Yez.

1084, Therefore, il you find that there are cer-
tain adults now attacked in whom the protective
influence has worn out, does it ghow any greater -
liability than formerly ?—That wearing out th
15 & new invention, but it is a fact that four (imes
more vaccinated than unvacecinated eople caich
it ; thatis a test of the value of vaccination,

1085, Mr. " H. Swmith.] Do you state as a
fact that four times more vaccinated persons
catch the disease than wnvaceinated persons f—
Eighty to 20; that s to say, four-fifths.

10sG, Is that your assertion *_NWot my #sser-
tion ; that is a quotation from the records of the
Logpital ; four-fifths of the attacked are vaccinated,
and only one-fifth are unvaccinated.

1087. It may be correct that within a given
hospital there are 80 persons who Lave been vae-
cinated, and who lave been sufiering from the
disease, and that there are 20 persons in thag
hospital who have not been vaccinated, and who
are suflering from that disease, but I understood
vour statement to be that the number of persons
who have been vaccinated in early life who are
liable to, and are attacked by, the disease, is
four times that of the unvaccmated *—I never
made that statement: I think the honourable
Member must have misunderstood me.

1088, You made broadly the statement, that
four times more perzonz were attacked b
disease, who had been vaccinated, than those
who had heen unvaceinated ; tl].]iirl,'; 10H, (MK} per-
gons, of whom 90,000 are vaceinated and 10,000
are unvaccinated, what is the liability of the
90,000 persons in your judgment to the small-pox

s
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as compared with the 10,000 persons who are not
vaccinated 7—1I do not know what it wounld be,
becuuse I have no datay T have giﬂ:u you the
dautn where half the people are computed to be
vaccinated ; but if you set up the question as
to what would happen it 90 per eent. of a popula-
tion were vaccinated, I have no data from which
to draw my conclusion; I draw the conclusion
which I zive in this evidence from the data which
we have, according to which one-half of the popu-
lation are vaceinated ; supposing there are 50,000
vaccinated and 50,000 unvaccinated; of the
0,000 vaccinated, 849 in o thousand will be
taken ; and of the 50,000 unvaceinated, n11l_!.' 160y
itz a thonzand will be taken,

1088, Then I understand you to assert that of
the whole population of whom sne-half’ may be
waceinated, the linbility to cateh small-pox and
to die of small-pox is in the ratio of four of the
vaccinatedl 1o one of the unvaccinated ¥—To
# gafeh ' i, hut not to ¥ die ™ of it ; but more die
of the vaccinated than of the unvaccinated popu-
Intion, becanze there i3 a preater number atincked,
I worked that out the other day, and I have
given it in as a sort of diagram.

1080. Upon what data do yon assume that
the hability 15 i the pra wortion of four 1o one to
eateh H-Ln:l]l-l]tlx P—n the statistics of all the
hospitals. Taking vour Hampstead Hospital at
this moment, the number of the vaccinated pa-
tients is three or four times the number of the
unvaccinated, but it varies; in the Higheate
Hospital it is four times the number, :'lIIIF in
every hospital you will find that the great ma-
jority of lllm patients are vaeeinatid.

1091, That iz true of a eertain number of per-
sons who are found suffering from snall-pox in
the hospital ; but do you mean to assert that it
is true of the whole population ¥—1 have no doubt
about it ; my expericnce of it is so.

1002, Upon what data do you support your
expericnee t—The data iz my experience. The

reat majority of easez of small-pox in my prac-
tice are vaceinaged,

1093, Is it not a fact that the great proportion
of the population is vaccinated ?—Certainly not.
Takinr the whole |:u-|m|ul:in-n af i"..uglnm, not
more than one-thied are vaceinatedl,

1004, What iz the case with regard to the
population of London 7—Taking the population
of London, T do not believe that one-half are
waccinated,  The other day the Board of Guar-
dians of Marylebone gave divections that every
Enuper applying for reliel for some time, ghould

¢ examined, and 73 per cent. were found un-
vaceinated ; that is one class,  Weennnet go into
Belgrave-square and Lift up the dress sleeves of
the young ladies aml see i they are vaceinated.
They attempted in the Act of 1866 to get a
clause to enable them to do that.

1005, Ave you aware that the schools in Lon-
don liave been examined, not for the purpose of
vaecinating, but to ascertain whether t!m:,' have
heen vaccinated ?—Some schools liave been exa-
mined,

1006, Have not =o large 2 number as 53,000
children been examined ¥ —That is not many.

1007, It i= a very large proportion of the
children at school in {mmlnm, i# it ot P11 think
it is a very small proportion of the children in
London, the population being three millions and
fquarter; it is a matter 1.!.li'll:u'u'.]'n I shall go into,
becanse T never tiee in this worl, and I shall be
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very glad of any information I can derive upon
tne sulygeet.,

1088, How 13 it, that if the vaceinated portion
of the population are lable to he attncked by
small-pox in the propertion of four to ene of the
unvaccinated, there are 50 fow enses of vaccinated
perzong suffering from small-pox in London at
the present time P—I am not aware that that is
the ease; I went to Highzate Hospital the other
day and the nurse told me the patients were
nearly all vaccinated, awd many of them twice
aver,

10899, Is not that a small proportion out of the
L wilation of Liomdon suﬂi’aring umler a great
upllh}mii: $—1T think not; T think it is a Nery fair
proportion.

1100, How many patients are there in the
Highzate Hospital? —COne hondreed and eight
when full, and there are similar statiztics with
regard to the other hogpitals; taking the last
returns of the Asyloms Boand, you see the pro-
portion of vaceinated and unvaceinated : unvae-
cinated, 203 admitted ; vaccinaied, 245 ; the great
majority of those atincked are vaceinnied.

1101. Are you aware that we have evidenee
that 93 per cent. of the children examined are
vaecinated *—OF a limited number of children,
bt not of the schools of London,

1102, Fifty=three thousand childven yon will
|1.'1ﬂ[]_\' call a limited mumber?—Yes; it is o li-
mited number.

1102, If your assertion be correct that the lia-
bility to small-pox amongst the vaccinated is in
the proportion of four to one, and if it be true
that nine-tenths of the children in London have
been voccinated, there should be 36 times as
many vaceinated childven ov persons in a hospital
as there are unvaceinated, should there not ¥—
Exeuse me for corveeting you ; you should have
left ont  persons™ ; i you deaw a comparizon as
to childven you must keep to childeen.,  1F they
werg all chiblren whe ave admitted into the
Highgate Hozpital, your avgument would hold
mood ; but they are not, they are people of all
ages. The 03 per cent. of vaccinated in schools
does not represent the peoportion of all per-
sons vaecinaled, It i3 pot 95 per cent. of the
]mpu]:nim:,, but only of some 55,000 claldren,
Avre 85 per cent. of all those above 12 years old
vaccinated ¥

1104, 1 think yon have told the Committes
that the Act has not been veally compulsory
ginee 1867 P—Yes; and such iz the difficulty in
earrying it out that not one-hall are vaceinated
now, and never will be,

1105, 1 wish to know upon what groumds you
gustain that azserlion #="The evidence is that the
::i:m||11!:-m|';' law haz failed.

1106, Sir Swith Chifd. | T think you mentioned
ihat from @ eertain ll:-eriml the ratio of general
mortality has lessened *—Yes; [rom the end of
the last century.

1107, That you atiributed to the sanitary con-
ditions, did you not?—Precizely ns Macaunlay
does, and Guy, and all writers on those sub-

Jecia,

1108, Whether that be zo or not, that period
was coincident with the general introduction of
vaecination, was it not P— Fortunately for Jenner
it was

1109, Mr. Hm.l.r:.] In answer to Question 726,
you were giving the Committee some information
with regard to the report m Mr. Simon's papers
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on vaceination as 1o the deaths at ]’rague amd
the diminution of small-pox, and you said:
% Henee, at first sight, an immense saving of life
was apparent, suflicient to appal the anti-vae-
cinationi=tz, and make them for ever after hold
their prence. Bat if we examine further in the
way which I have indicated, and take the zeneral
mortality, the following iz the result: In the
first period prior to vaceination { which was the
wears 1796 to 1802} “the whole mortality to the
population was in the proportion of one to 32,
and in the second peried it was one to 325.°"
Have vou any reazon for taking those particular
dates ¥—No, they ave given; I did not select
them.

1110, Are you aware that in the years 1833,
1548, 1849, 1854, and 1853, which come in your
last period, Asiatic cholera was raging frightiully
at I'rague, and that the population died off at the
rate of from 7,000 1o 8,000 year of it ?—1"ossibly ;
a very good substitute for emall-pox.

1111, Would the mortality have decreased
otherwisze had it not been for thiz Asiatic cholern ?
—The whole mortality is ineladed, and thercfore
it must have ineluded cholera.

1112, What evidence have you of waecination
having been what the world ealls suecessfully per-
formed ?—1 have none at all

1113, }'-Iig]il there not he marks on the arm
from inoenlation, or from varions other canzes #—
OF its having been performed, but not of its
suecess 3 the only test of sncecss iz experionce ;
Jenner said it was protection for ever.

1114, 1 mean what 1= called * snecessful vac-
cination,” that iz to gav, where there were four
punctures, and 1\:31'I'r:-m1|;~11 with proper I."'"“PI':
might there not be alse Four marks npon the arm
from vaccination of any other matter besides the
preper vaccine lymph *—There might be.

1115. Therelore the only evidence romn have of
those persons that you have alluded to beingr vae-
cinated is, that they had marks upon the one
arm f—rociscly.

1116, They do not vaceinate in this country on
both arme, I belisve ¥—Y ez, they do.

1117, Have yinl fonmal ANY CASes in which both
armz have been vaceinated Y—Yez : T have seen
vight good cicatrices, or thimble like imprezsions,
four on each arm, and the person had =mall-pox
twice,

1118, How often in your experience have you
known eases of a second attack of small-pox ¥—
A very small proportion imdecd of snch cazes has
come under my aciual observation,

1119, Are there mot often cazes of chicken-
pox that have marks like small-pox *—You very
rarely see it now. ;

1120, Buthave von not seen eazes of a person’s
face disfigured by chicken-pox almost like small-
pex ¥ —Yes, but not o0 much now as formerly.

1121. Could you tell from your experience
from secing one of those nurses, whether she had
a bad attack of chicken-pox, o the small-pox ¥—
Yes, she was searified beautifully ; T should like
to have a photograph of her.

1122, Have vou never seen f person’s face
gearified from chicken-pox ¥ — Never ecavified ;
only with a few indentations.

1123, My, Jacob Hf‘r’yhi.] Have we no better
menns of n:ic;crhﬁlling what i3 the wroportion of
vaccinafed to wnvaccinated in London, than the
weans which have been suggested with reference
to schools, and =0 on ¥—No, | think not. T do
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not know how the inguiry eould be efficiently
made, unless it could c|I||l'|'||3 been included in the
census paper which iz alout te be taken.

1124, Then is it entirely a matter of guess as
to how TANY PErEcE i London are vaccinated,
and how many are lim';u:rrinnt(-:]?—ri-:nt]rcl_r_

1125. With relerence to the schools, vou con-
sidered that the number of ehildren examined was
quite inadequate to enable us to arrive at a eon-
clusion P-=Yes.

1126. How many children then do you suppose
ought to he at sehool in London, or are of school
age '—1 do not know ; but T think we could ver
soon make a computation which would be approxi-
mate.  We generally take one in six of the popu-
lation as the proportion that ought to be at school.

1127. Inthat case we have apparently examined
about one-tenth ol all the children in London
who ought to be at school F—TYes,

1128, Thar you econsider is a very inmlequate
basis npon which 1o form any conelusion?—Yes ;
and if recently done, =till more =0, because there
have been very strenuons cfforts made w push
vaecination, amd children have been vaceinated
per foree,

1128, De. Lyan Pleyfoair.] Are you aware that
that examination was made in LE63 '—Yes,

L1 Mr. Socob Bright.] In the course of your
evidence, vou appear to me to have rather insisted
that there were as many unvaccinated persons in
London as vaccinated ¥—Yes; taking the com-
putation which has been made, but which is not
my own (it iz higher than mine), I dp not think
it iz 50 per cent.

1131, I think vou referred to the fact that the
noble L, the Member for ]'[mlting{lnuﬁllim, as
n membaer of the late Government, in assisting 1o
pasa the last Bill, himseelf expressed that opinion ?
—TITe did in 1867,

1132. And therefore you think that to have
24 per cent. of vaccinated persons suffering from
small-pox in husfﬁl.'lia, :|gaillst 16 r cent. un-

vaccinated, ig in 1tself a very damaging fact with -

regard to vaccination ¥—I think so.

1138, If T umderstand you rightly, you come
to the conclusion that the deaths of the non-
vaccinated in the hospitals wounld represent as
small or a smaller proportion of the whole non-
vaceinated than the deaths of the vaccinated would
of the whole vaccinated *—Yes ; in agiven popu-
lation, the whole number of deaths would be
larger in the vaceinated half than in the unvaeei-
nated half, a lavger number being attacked.

1134 That i= always on the assumption that
there is not more than half the population vacei-
nated ¥— Precisely.

1135, When was vaecination made compulsory
in Treland ¥—In 1863 ; 1n 1864 it came into
operation.

1156, Anid when in Seotland F—At the same
date,

1137, Ilave we any means of knowing now
whiat 11‘["01“"":;1]“ of the lvsh or Scotch ]IE{IIII_E.
are vaceinated ¥—Yes.

1138, Can vou tell me what preportion in each
country are vaceinated 2—1t has beon said lately
with vegard to Treland, that small-pox has been
nearly ztamped out, owing to the inereased vigi-
lance of the Boards of Guandianz and the Rlagla—
trars, leading we to inler that the whele popula-
tion were better vaccinated than in England ;
but on the authority of the Registrar General of
Ircland, T have heve the per-centage, and I will

give
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give it you in & eondensed form ¢ An examination
of the official returns in Ireland show that the
!mr-cnnt:lge or p‘rrrpnrt"n:m of vaccinations to nrths
in that eountry does mot differ from that which
prevails in England and Wales,  The following
comparative Table shows thiz proporiion of vaeel-
nativns and births : Inthe year 1866, in England
and Wales, the proportion of vaccinations to
births was 61; in 1867 it was 64; in 1868 it was
G6:53; In 1BGD it was 67-3; which, added fo-

ether, gives an average of 665 for Kngland and

Vailes.

1139, Then have vou the siatistics with raeard
to Ireland *—In Treland, in the year 1866, it was
Tl : that 1= 10 higher than in I'::nglnnt]_ In
1BGT 1t was 6044 ; 1 1868 10 was 66-3 ; in 18G9 1¢
vas 639 which, added together, singularly
brings it to the same result,

1140, With regard to Scotland, have vou the
game statisties ¥ —In Seotland the per-contage of
vaccinations to births is [!l'lllt?i.{ll‘.':r':lhi}' hizher than
in Ireland ; in gome of the distrietz in Seotland
it is a3 much as B5 per cent. or 85 per eent. of
the births,

1141, Then if T understand you rvightly, the
general statement that 1 have often seen of late,
that Ireland is free from small-pox because it is
more completely vaecinated than England, is net
a true statement —[It iz not founded on faet,

1142, In fact, the proportion of vaceinated
ser=cms in Ireland does not exeeed the proportion
m England *—No; it is the same.

1143. Can you tell me, then, how it is that
vaceination should be thought to prevent small-
pox in Ireland, and yet that in spite of vaceina-
tion we have an epidemic in this conntry at this
time F—Simply from the absence of the epidemie,
An epidemic of small-pox oceurs about onee in
every sixth year, and oceasionally once in four
vears; and in all probability following the epi-
demic wave, which is now passing over Euvope,
and will lﬁjﬂ-ﬁihl}f pass to the East (in foet, T be-
lieve, it is now in Japan, and parts of India).
Ivcland will, next year, or rather in this vear,

esent o very henvy mortality from small-pox.

have hefore me the = Medical Press and Cir-
eular,” which was published vesterday, from which
I read that * the Irish Poor Law Commissioners
have Uﬂii:i:l[]j' notified that a-'|||r|.|1-|m.'c has been
Il'illkillp; progress in the country, and has now
become epidemic in Drogheda as well as Delfast
Union.  Outbreaks hiave heen also witnessed in
other Ulster Unionz: and st Tuoam, Ellm:t]:ih:,‘,
and Wexford, while sporadic eases have oceurred
on either side of the Liffey, in Dublin.”  So that
¥you gee il is spreading there; and I have intelli-

nce from Belfast, the official report of which

expoct ln-{lu_].' from the Belfast [u:tluitnl, that
ten deaths from small-pox have occurved, eight
of which were ascertained to be vaceinated coases,
and the other two doubtiul,

b Cheirman,] On what authority do you
give those figures?—I give them now from a
Iriend who had a letter from Belfast, and it is re-

rieil in the Delfast papers; he is writing to

reland for the official returns which 1 expecbed
to gt before the Commitles met to-day, but
there is no doubt that small-pox is spreading in

Ireland now, and that vaccination will present
the game failure there as it has here,

L1445, Mr. Jacek Hrfgﬁ.r.] Have we any mewns
at the prosent time of aecertpining what is the
l:!i&u;gr charaeter of the people whe are in the
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small-pox hospitals in London, that is to say,
whether they belong to the middle, the lower,
the working, or the pauper elasscs 7—In the
Highgate Hozpital they do not take paupers now
that the other hospitals have been opened ; the
Asylums Board have provided three hozpitals,
one at Hampstend, one at Homerton, and one at
Stockwell, nto which a very large number of
|I1:1lif!lit$ are reecived [om the varions unions of
somdon, but the great mass of the patients in all
thase hospitals come from the poorer classes, the
warking classes, the ill-fed, ill-elad, and unwashed
ilulmlu.r.iun, where t_'|.'|}11||:=_| comez aud where sear-
atina. comes; o read the deseription of the
purlicus of Westminster where small-pox broke
out is really heart-rending in this age of civilisa-
ton.

1146. You state that the casnal panpers of the
parish of Marvlebone have been examined, and
that it iz found that 75 per cent. of them are un-
vaccinated F—TYes,

1147, OF course on the theory that vaccination
is & protection, vou would expect to find a very
large praportion of this pauper class attacked by
small-pox 3 iz that so !—IT it were true that vacei-
nation was protective, you ought to have no vacei-
nated eases at all in the hosptals

1148, DBut at any rate vou ought (o have an
enovimong proportion  of this pauper elass now
guflering from emall-pox of which you zay 735 per
cent. are unvaccinatel 1 have we any kmn'l.'lmllge
whether that s the fet? I do not know ; those
hospitals have leen so recently opened that we
have really very small data yet to guide us to any
conclusion on the matier.

1149. It has been siated very frequently that
the nurses in small-pox hospitals do not get
attacked by small-pox, 1 ohzerve in your evi-
dence that vou give at least one exception fo
that rule, and yon say that “ Mr. Rutherglen,
the assistant elerk, gives me the most astonnding
information, that at Steckwell, a nurse recently
engaged, who was selected because she was
ntted with the small-pox, was re-vaceinated
I:_r Dr. MeCann, and iz now in bed with con-
fluent small-pox.™ “"]:y do you consider that
to be aztounding information *— After the boast-
ing which has been reiterated again and again
that the nurzes in small-pox hospitals enjoy an
immunity beeause they are vaceinated on admiz-
gion, thizs woman it appears had small-pox. 1F
llli“}‘ had let her alone it would have been a
great deal better, but they vaccinated ler, and
she gets small-pox,

1150, Chairman.] Do yon mean to say that
ghe took small-pox atter she entered the hospital ¥
— X es.

1151. My, Jacal Fivi M.j But still, of course,
the statement that we have heard, T mdwat, re-
peated very often, may have been, and probably
was, perfectly true, and tlhis case may have
oceurred also?—Yes

1152, It has struck me that your general evi-
dence rather went to ghow  that vaceination did
diminish deaths by small-pox, Lot that it did not
diminizh the mortality gencrally, iz that yoor
view F—1 said, or endeavoured to say, that al-
mitting the whole of the argument on the other
gile, and supposing such a eondition did exist as
that, you have o diminution of the deaths from
small-pox by vaccination ; nevertheless, you have
not shown any gain in the whole mortality, and
there is no veduction of the mortality.
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1153, Is there a very oreat t:hu:tgﬂ in the
treatment of emall-pox now from what it was a
number of years ago ¥—Yes, an immense change;
I da mot koow that there iz much difference now
in the ordinary treatment from that which was
i"III:I'HIl"!'] when Sir Gilbert Blane wrote in 1822,
contrasting the then exizting treatment with that
which obtained in the last century ; he says that
then there was no goapy cxoept what was im=
ported from abrond, excepting a little that came
from Bristol; that there were no water-works,
and that the people lived so Glthily, and were
shut up in such cloze ill-ventilated |h!‘:’j::n&, that it
wius no wender the mortality was lnvoe ; now,
lie zaid we attend more to the sanitary condition
of the boed-room and of the patient.

1134, Can you say whether children who have
reasonable attendance, and who are in tolerably
fair conditions of health, having the small-pox
would be very likely to be lelt marked ¥—1 think
that, az a rule, the marking from small-pox is a
disgrace to the profession, aml I speak (rom larze
experience ; if proper means were uzed, which are
not orthodox fi s zorry to be obliged to vefer
to this), neither the rreat movtality which ohiaing
nor the marking which Fallows would exist,

1155. Te what meanz do wou refer F—The
ather |_Iu:.' I heprd of 2 epse in which the poor
patient was not allowed to drink or to he touched
with cold water for three weeks; 1 liave given a
case in my evidence of o child to whom T zave a
bath twice a day, and the child gets well, not
having been svaccinated, without a mark; the
other child playing abont the rcom the whole
time, not being vaccinated, does wot take the
dizeaze at all, and that room 15 as !!l‘a[ﬂl}' a3 thiz,
If the College of Physicians had told the people
how to cure smnll-lw:: instead of recommending
vaceination, it would have been more within their
function, but I do not think they know them-
gelves,

1156. Mr. Taylor.] You have given an argu-
mend in evidence, T ihink, and it haz not been
denied, that four-fifthe of the ¢ases in the small-
pox hospitals are patients who have been vacei-
nated, which you regard in itself asz domaging to
the theory of vaceination *—Yes,

1157. I think you answered the honourable
Member for Manchesier just now by saying that
if vaccination were o protection, there ghould in
fact be no cazcz at all of snmll-lm: —Precisely.

1158, But 1 think it iz allowed on all hands,
iz it mot, that there iz no auch thing a2 absolute

woteetion aeainst small-pox ; a2 for instance, Dr.

areon, | see, SHYE, that ont of a number of eazes
in o serics of yvears 19 per cent. of those who died
had actually had the small-pox before, which
probably vou do not dispute *—No. .

1159. Lt i= not, therefore, a question of abso-
lute proteetion at all, but of comparative protee-
tion, is it not *—XNot now, seeing itz failore, but
Jenner said that vaceinnted persons were pro-
teeted for ever; I presume that meant as Jong
as life lasted, and upon that Parlinment gave
30,0001 as a reward, because he had a specific
which would protoet the |m|:1||nl:inn for over, and
which in 30 venvs would exterminate the dizeasze
from Eurepe: 70 years bhave passed away, and
here we have an epidemic such nz we have not
haud for 30 vears,

1160. There iz, however, an opinion prevalent
at this vime among medical men that the prineiple
of ¥aceination i= a sound one, and yet none of
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them maintain, [ take it, that itiz an absolute pre-
ventive against small-pox ¥ — Precisely ; it is
abandoned az an abzolute preventive,

1161. Tt might. therefore, be true as o theory,
that the whole population should he vaccinated,
and yet small-pox not be extinet, might it ant 2— =
Procizely. }

1162, Then tn o small-pox |:|1::rpit:|| it 1 pn.-lsi-
hle that every case may be a vaceinated one, is
it not ¥—Nes; it is possible.

1163. And yetat the same time the dizeaze,
as regards the whole population, may have been
all but stamped out >—1 think not.

L164. Supposing that vaccination were general,
and that the diseaze of small-pox had, in propor-
tion o the whole population, diminished nines
IEnl.]1:=,ur11ii:lL't.T-rﬁnl:'--;:lm:h11.|||.|ml:|th5,nm"url'he|eaa
emall-pex would not have been abzolutely extinet,
but ex-hyporhesi. every patient in the Small-pox
]In:apiml wionld have been vaccingted ¥Y—Y es.

1165. Therefore, thoee fizures, with regard to
the propoertion of vaecinated and unvaccinated
patients in small-pox  hospitals, in themselves
without otler Hmsililnmﬂnu::, prove nothing what-
ever; is not that so >—They prove that vaccina-
tion is a failure; they prove that unguestionably
the vaceinated are not protected although they
are called protected.

1166. T think it is vour ulJihiu:n (I'Imllgllai'nu
do not attribute it to vaceination) that the malig-
mity of small-pox, like the mnlignif}r of almost :ﬁl
other diseases, has diminished in this country —
That is my opinion,

1167. You therefore would not agree with De.
Woodward, who savs, that “ the records of the
fimnll—lms I'I[IF]_Ii.t-:lI show that duringe the last
25 yoars of Inst contury {when the patients were
of course all unvaccinated ) the death-rate in the
hospital was 32 per cent. of the admissions, In
the zmne iwepital during the wears 1836 to 1851
the deaths (exeluding the vaceinated) were 35

per eant,,” or rather more 1 from which he would ©

argue that the actunl malignity of the dizease,
apart from vaecination, had rather ineressed than
duminished ?—Certainly vot; T think it only for-
tifies the ground I have taken, that the assump-
tion by Mr. Marson, that the modified cases have
been vaceinated when they may not have been
vaccinated, militates against the theory that the
vaccinated have an advantage over the unyaecei-
nated, becanse the mortality iz greater than it was
in the last century ; he loses 35 now in 100, the
averaze mortality of the unvaccinated having
been only 32 in 100; But it is not so malignant,
nz everybody knows,

1168. Dr. Brewer.] The veport of Dr. Grieve,
I think, iz what youn object to; you imagine that
hie has taken a wrong average, 582 paticnts having
been admitied and 232 remaining, and you say
it is ploin that 350 have passed through the
]11'u.-=|'|1't:l.|, anil there, therefore, must have been 99
deaths *—He states that there were 99 deaths.

1169, And that, therefore, this mortality shonld
not have heen 17 per cont., but 28 per cent., be-
canse the 99 deaths onght to have oceurred out
of 350 cnses *—TYes,

1170, Are you aware that those reports ave
eurrent reports rendered to the board every fort-
night, and that they must tally with the actual
deaths in the hospital *—Then that should be
etated.

1171. 1 need hardly say that having an ae.
eount of the deaths and boriale, we cannot Ehaﬂ
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them omitted, but thev are current accounts
settled at certain periods; T have the correeted ac-
count, which will perhaps satisfy you on ihe sub-
ject; as you have requested, 1 have carefully

one over the first 500 cases aduntted, taken from
e lst of December 1870 to the 28th .T.'nllmlr_r

1871 ; ihe ecases may therefore be considercd
complete, for few or none remained in hospital,
or were kept merely for isolating purposes; of
ihoge 500 o total of 103 have Liii."i], g'w:tlg f eOr-
reciod per-centige of 20, being somewhat over
the per-centage which I stated ; 312 were vacol-
nated, of whom 36 died, giving a per-centage of
11:2; 188 were unvaceinaied, of whom 67 died,

iving: a per centage of 4843 the econsequence

12, that there are 372 per cent. of deaths u]!.' thoss
who are unpreteeted in excess of thoze who are
profected ; I think you alse find fault with his
gaying that 7 per cont. of the protected died at
that time: he said that he fonmwd those deaths in
most cases complieated with other diseases, and
Hp{:uin]l}' complieated with diseases arising from
E‘n-drinliin;;?—'l'lm worids were, | think, that

ey I&xhlihlt-ud evidence of a 1I1'E‘I."'hﬂl;li.-}i_',’ vitiated
conziinton.

“1172. In fact, he says that it is intemperance ; T
have seen those eases, and we have inquired into
them ; it is true that they are gin drinking people,
and that the disense is special and charaeteristie,
purpura sanguives, there can be no doubt what-
ever ; therefore if you take out the seven from
eitherof those cases, yours and the others, vou have
414 who die by neglect of vaceination; de von

e to that #—Na, I think it iz not very credit-

that, whereas in the last century, when small-

x was such o friglltful disense, ;:ml]; one=third

ied, you have in 1871 48 deaths in 100 of the
unvaceinated,

1173. T have nothing 1o do with the eredit of
it, I have only to do with the facts; is it not a
fact, according to the fizures which T have vemd
to you, that 41 in every hundred have died from
the nﬂg]e'ﬁl‘ of vaceination ¥ —That 1= your dedue-
tion ; 1t is negative evidence, beeanse you assume
that the vaccinaied would not have had it so
mildly if' they haul not been vaceinated.

1174, Allow me to put a ecase to vou: one
gtriking instance of the power of vaceination to
prevent, or at least to modify, small-pox, is in the
ease of twing ; one is a vaecinated twin, and the
other is not a vaccinated twin; they ave both at
the breast, and about three months old; the
vaceinated twin has o trace of small-pox, the un-
vaeceinated twin is seriously ill, and it is doultful
if it will recover; how do vou aceount for that ?
—1I cannot account for it; I cannot account for
the different suseeptibilities of childven ; it is
noticed by Sir Gilbert Blane, as long ago as
1822 in the year 910, it was observed by Rhazes,

1175. 1 was at the hospital yesterday, and
there was a woman there who las been vaecci-
nated, who has small-pox with the slightest trace
in the world ; her child is your disciple, and has
not been vaceinated, but that child last might was
dying (and I believe died) beeause she would not

¥e it vaccinated 3 within three or four beds of

her, is a ease of this sort: the mother un-

vaceinated and the child vaccinated ; the mother

with small-pox, and the child at the breast with

e small-pox 3 those are all eases of the sune

kind; how do you account for them ¥—Ii is not

Wgahﬂxlmnﬂ]llmr}' that an infant i into a
:i
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hospital with 500 patients should die of small-
pox, not having been vaeccinated,

1176. But the chill came in because it was
diseased ; it came in beeause it had confluent
emall-pox. Let me take another case still in the
eame claza; he savs, that * ameongst vaceinated
persong, | mean of course well-vaccinated per-
gons, smwall-pox is the most trifling and most
harmless disease I know of ;" iz it therefore guite
fair to say, that small-pox iu a yeccinated case is
the same kind of disease at all as small-pox in an
unvaccinated ease f—=Naot always

1177. I it mot very different *—Sometimes;
not always. Dr. Corner, the other day, at Mile-
end, reported four eazes in one house, two vacei-
nated and two not ; the two vaceinated died.

1178. “ We have not lost any  vaccinated
children by small-pox,” writes the doector Trom
the Homerton Hospital, * How ravely do you
ever see a vaceinated child with small-pox?™ T
know that yvour experience is like evarybody
elee’s : like my own, | suppose. Do you see any
differenee whatever, taking 500 cnzes, between
persons attacked after vacomation and those at-
tacked when they have not been vaccinated F—T
admit that my experience has shown me that
while I have had o great majority of viceinated
patients, the mortality and the severity in those
cases s different in different individuals ; but 1
have Lnd sufficient reason to attribute those dif-
ferenees to differcnces in constitutional n.uum]}ﬂv
bilite rather than to vaccination; in addition to
which, I beg to observe that few of the vaccinated
patients ean be said to be in a healthy condition,
whilst those who have had small-pox and recoversd
are seldom i1l afterwards,

11789, You attribute the development of discase
to vaccination, but vou do not ativibute any de-
velopment of disense to amall-pox ; are you aware
that the very identical things which you attribute
to vacemation are to be atiribnted to severe con-
fAuent small-pox in unvaccinated cases ; what do
I.]:u’:y e of |:r'uu'.i|m"}' ¥*—I1 think 1 mav answer
that from Mr. Marson, who gava : % The deaths,
11 in mumber, from antecodent, eoincident, or
supersdded disenses may be thos arranged : in
the wnvaccinated eases one died from scarlating,
but in the vaccinated 10 died from complications.”
Ten to one, that confirms my experience,

1150, I find that in acute cases of small-pox,
the common diseazes of which they die are,
bronehitis, pnenmonia, plearizy, or some pharyn-
gial discase; that is when they are reeovering
from zevere small-pox ; do you asree with that ¥
—Exactly, as the result of small.pox; but Mr.
Chambers, the honowrable Member for Maryle-
bone, who occupied the chair at a meeting in
Marylebone, at which 1 spoke, said, “ I can bear
testimony to the correctness of Dr. Pearce's
observations. I had small-pox when [ was
young, amd I have the stamped receipt, I have
the lreckles on my noze ; but I have never had a
day's illuess since, and I have observed it in
others,” but the vaceinated are never well.

181 I am speaking of the unvaceinated who
toke acate forms of mm'll-tm:: f—1 resume,
whether they are vaccinaied or not, sll who die
would die in the last stage of congestion of the
lungs.

L182. Precizely the same as what vou attribute
to vaccination ¥—Drecisely ; there would be no
thifference in that case,

1183, o you know of many coages that die
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of lLronchitis, pleuro-pnenmonin, pleurisy, and

shthisis after small-pox *—I have looked In vain
:'m- years to find o ease of phthisiz ina person
who has had small-pox, unlees there is an heredi-
tary taint.

1184, K:,‘muﬁn tlisenses 1,|11{|m|1.1[e1]|:|.' may e
taken pritmipullj.' a5 measles, scarlatina, wl'mu,i;
ing mugh, and :lmu]l-lmx: which of all those do
you eonsider the most difficult to control, and the
most fatal if you bar vaceination #—There i3 no
difference in proper treatment in the fatality ol
all those dizeases, exeepting that aflter whooping
cough in very severe seazon: you are apt to met
congestion of the lungs, but in the eaze ol measles,
scarlatina, and small-pox, aceording to my experi-
ence no more ought to die of one than of another,
that is about 2 per cent

1185, Tn all tables of discases mmongsl exan-
thematons diseases, which ranks as the most fatal ¥
—That is another question: small-pox, of course,
Leeause they do not know how to treat ii.

1186, Then if you have what you confess to
be, in fact, a certnin thing which prevents the
severity of small-pox, and the fatality of small-
pox, have you not, in uwsing that prophylactic
remedy, a marvellous national advantage >—You
have no advantage over the proper observance of
sanitary laws. To prevent it by thoze means is
better than vaccination. You do vielence to the
constitntion I:r:r inm*l:l:a.tinf: a child, or a man, or
even & beast, with the virus of another ereature ;
andl I may, in answering that question, guote
from the Appendiz to the 3ol Report of the
Cattle Plague Commissioners, page 148, the
opinion of a man whom 1 am quite sure on the
mention of his name, you will admit as having
some authority 3 T refer to Dr. Lioncel Beale.
e, Beale said in his evidence: It seems to me
that germinal matter may lose formative power,
and beeone degraded, and eannot acguire or re-
gain it when loat.  There is, as it were, no return
to a higher position of living matter, which has
once  suffered degradation: nor can degraded
germinal matter produce descendants with ex-
alted power.™ Tt follows, then, as a philosophical
inference from Dy, Beale’s hypothesis, that the
germinal matter, vaccine, leing degraded in
passing through the ecow, whether the cow be
inoculated with variolon: matter from the human
subject, or from the horse, cannot rc-guin its
higher position, and, therelore, it cannot protect
the recipient from small-pox 3 it cannot et back,
or recover, 1ts lost l:!ll:l]i.ﬁ{::' : 1f 18 :Ic;_-;mﬁe:l : that
is o fundamental law.

1187, I do not believe in fundamental laws;
but, I think you have confeszed these things.
11":.!“ Ii.lllul'll'r' illl' {HJH'IiI“-IE T-:Ihli."ﬂ- ?—1’{'6;

11588, You know that the Carlisle Tables were
made at a very early period of this ecntury, and
that in the middle of the century preceding they
reckoned that death in London was in the pro-
portion of 1in 28. We have now shown that
the present death-rate is only 1 in 40; has the
mortality diminished or increased between the
ages of 20 and 40, sinee vaccination has been
almost universal *—It has diminished at all Ages,
because of 1tz lesser malignity. I am gl:ui that
you have gone back to that century. I have
already rulm:ut{*.iil}', 11 gi'l.'iung m'il]mmt!,nxiamsmtl
my entirve concurrence with the observations (not
the opinions) of those writers, that all diseazes
were more malignant at thal time, and that the
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mortality waz heavier than it is now ; but that
haz nothing to do with vaccination.

1189, It iz very edd, is it not, that that oe-
eurred just about the time of vaceination?—Very
odld, like many other coincidences. 3

1190. Mr. Alderman Curter.] Did I rightly
understand you to say that the vaccinated were
never well?—As a rule in vaceinated fuwilies,
growing children are seldom without a doctor,
and those who have had small-pox seldom want
ome.

Li91., Will you allow me to ask whether you
were vaecinated *—Yes, unfortunately ; and I
very nearly lost my life by my glands being
poizoned with the vaccine lymph, and my mother
enraed the vaceinator, Whether Heaven blessed
ler eurses, or not, I do not know.

1192, How do you account for my case. [
have been vaccinated, and T never had a week’s
illness in my life *—erhaps it did not take.

1193, You were ealled, | believe, az a witness
at the petty sessions of Keitering ¥—Yes,

1194, What was the nature of your evidence 2
—The nature of my evidence was, that the ehild
whom I examined, presented depressions conse-
quent upon o mild attack of small-pox, which
kept it in bed for some days, and hearing the
testimony of the parents and the grandmother,
and those who had attended it as to the nature
ol the suffering of the chilil, amwd the amount of
fever, I drew my conclusion, and that from ex-
perience, that that child hal had small-pox and
not chicken-pox. But alate patient of mine who
gat upon the Bench, Captain Robinzon, the eld-
est gon of Sir George Robingon, torether with
the other magistrate who was on the Bench, pre-
ferred to toke the evidence of the vaceinator of
the place rather than mine, and gave a decision
in fvour of the vaccinator, who, by the WY,
had mever seen the child either; but hi= evi-
tence was preferred for ihis reason, that T had
delivered lectures and ::ka[-n at |]'|.:|.|j]iﬂ. mectimga |
in Northampton, and evinced my antagonizam te
vaceination, and therefore the evidence of the
;rllzu::' was of greater value,  That is judge-made
LR

11935, 1 think I understood you to say, that
in timez of cpidemic, especially in reference to
gmall-pox, the general movtality decreased, and,
was lower than usual *—Generally.

1196. How do you account for that ?—T can-
not acconnt for it; it is one of the things that we
cannot aceount for.  There are the facts that
when searlating was IJ:I"L"'I'-:IIL"Iﬂ last Year, the mor=
mlil}' waz 13 above the averase of 10 VEATE § but
when small-pox came the mortality went down
directly. '

1197, Then yon do not account for it 7—1 can=
not account for it; it must be a law of nature
with which 1 have nothing to do; bt that is the
fact.

1198, Butdo you not think that it is secasioned
by the siricter enforcement of =anitary laws in
those places where epidemic breaks out; 1 will
put & caze to you; having been connected with'
a bonrd of guardians in a large town, and with
the sanitary eommitiee of a eorporation in times
of epidemie, T know that then there is wsually
mich more m;ih'il:.‘ on the part of the aaniiary 5
officers than at any other lillm; il ALY 1L tha‘lﬁ;:
andd the greater distribution of food among the
people, and the greater attention to sanitary laws
generally, account for it ?—No, because I cli.ev&f!

they
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they were just as active in London during the
epilemic of scarlatina as during the present epi-

mie. If your cbservations =||1]I11i£-<l te all epi-
demics, if puardians are more 1ri1:i'| ant during any
epidemic, you ought to have had o less mortality
from scarlatina; but you had a greater; it was
above the averase,

1199. As a rule, I understood you to zay that
when there was an epidemic of any kind the

eneral mortality was less; and that you think
ﬁmt result wns oceasioned by better sanitary
measures —1 quite azree with the late Lord
Palmerston. who, when afew Fnaties of Edin-
burgh requested him to have a day set apart for
prayer in cousequence of an ontbreak of cholera,
said, “ First cleanse your city, and then pray to
God ;" 1 say, © First cleanse your city, and then
aveid vaeeination.”

1200, I take it that veu ave a meriber of the
Anti-vaccination League ¥—Yes, I am proud to
ke 0.

1201. And sz a rule yom will agree, T dare
say, wilh what is stated in their lmh_lil’.'nﬁunﬁ —1
am not responsible for their publeation at all.

1202. But as a rule you agrees with what they
slate = No: there are some tltingx wihich
shiould not agree with, The League has published
very litthe indecd ; not enough in my opinion; they
should have dane what the Anti-Corn Law League
did in my opinion. Some members in !Ii'-ll
League have published things which 1 cerfainly
ghoulil not have approved if I had been con-
eulted,

1208, Do not the members of the League loak
upon you ns a great autherity in reference to
vaceination 7—1 do pot know; I flatter myself
that T am known, but I do not know what they
think of we; I know that the vaccinators do not
think much of me,

1204, Do you agree with thon when they
publicly put lorth statements of thiz kind, that
“ the guestion of vaccination is wiih the Allopaths
simply o question of bread and butter "—Yes, 1
think 203 | would say Amen to that ; take away
the pay and you would not hear much of vacei-
nation. The ohject of the last Aet of Parlin-
ment wos le increase their pay, and they got
5,000 1. to go on with before the Act passed.

1205. Isit vour opinion gz well, that it is pro-
per to apply the term * charlatan,” that is to say,
mere pretenders and guacks to them ¥—XNo, L do
not agree with that.

1206, Then yon do not agree with those who
in their publications apply the word # charla-
tan™ to 30,000 Allopaths?—XNo, not at all ; but
still I agree with what Siv Jerveize Jervoise said
Lere the other day, that medicine iz not a science
at all.

1207. You were at one time of your life 1
believe an Allopath *—Yes; | was cdueated in
all the wisdom of the Eeyptianz, and brought up
at the feet of Gamaliel.

1208, Were you then ns honest and sincere in
your views, and as upright in your mode of life,
as you ure at the prescut moment — Quite; when
I n|_:|ﬂn-cl] a vein and let the blosd cover the
looking-grlass in o drawing-room.

1209. May not those 30,000 men, who have
nos the light which you have, be as honest and
ns interested in the |||1||:|]i|: weal as you were at
that time of vour lile ?—I hope so; I would not
gay that they were noty sull vested interests are
very strong; public vaccinators have had more
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than o millien out of the poor rates, and it is a
dangerous thing to touch a man’s purse.

1210. Do you think it a proper term to apply
to thiose persons to call them ** {[lim::mg: mongers
—No, 1 should protest against that; 1 am quite
sure that the Leasue has never izzned pulblica-
tions containing any such epithets; it would dis-
reace the League, T would leave it to-morrow if
i‘tlmup;hl they used such language.

1211, Are you aware that the publications
which have been semt to us as Mw.-mllmrs of this
Committee apply that term to the general hody
of lil'm‘litiu!!("l‘s in England *— May I ask what
publications they are ?

1212, I refer to * Medieal Freedom,” in an
article on vaceination 2—1 kuow nothine about it.

1213. Yon arve not at all I'Eﬁlithll:i-'t]rh;. for auch
an expression as that applicd to the E_i'q:m_-ru]
medical faculty —CUertainly not; nor i the
Lizague,

121 You wonld not eonsider that such a re-
mark ns that was justly applicable to them, or
that it would be eorvect to eall them * limbs of
the serpent of falsehood ™ 2—Maost certainly not ;
that is n misl extraordinary expression,

1215. Are vou aware that those expressions
are used in this publieation which has heen sent
to me 1n reference to this subject of vaecination,
with a view of convineing me that vaecination
was wrong, and that the great body of the pro-
fession were only liars ullﬂfinlerc!sm}! m:qn'le -
I hope ihat no Englishman ever committed him-
self to sueh an eXpression,

1216, Do vow look upon meost of the public
vaccinators of this country as felons¥—Nao.

1217, O as deserving of the most severs
punishment which society iz able to inflict on
murderers 1 do not approve of that language ;
I am not responsible for it.

1218, You do not, as an authority in reference
to vaccingation, and in referenee to the medical
profession, endorse views zuch as those ?— Mozt
certainly mot; if you ean find anything that I
have ever written which would give you any
justification for suspecting such a thing, I shouid
be glad to have it pointed out to me.

1218 T have not s=een anything which you
have written which would at all justily me in
coming to that enkelusion ; may I ask i, then,

what, in your opinion, i likely to be the effect of

such language and sueh writing being freely dis-
tributed among the people #—1 think the effoet
would be to Leget o very strong animus ngainst
the whele movement neninst vaceination ; wod all
gensible men would, Irimpq:, throw such trash in
the fire, or put their foot upen it at onee,

1220. That haz eertainly been the effeet on my
own mind, becanse 1 eame unprejudiced to this
Committee, and 1 confess to you, that being
mysell a non-medieal man, that has been precizely
the effect which such publications have produced
upon my own miml *=1 think you have rightly
Judged the matter,

1221, M. Holt.] Have you made this question
of vaceination your speeial study P—1 conld not,
engaged as 1 am in my professional pursuits,
frequently attend to it 12 hours a day, | could
not devete my whole time to it; but I have
sriven special attention to this sulject, 1 may say,
for at least 18 years,

1222, 1 l.’l-int: I umderstand you to admit that
vaccination does, to some cxtent, temper the
u'r:m'i:ril:; of an abtack of m:mll-'[m:?'— “ear I
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admit that it iz possible that in one form of
small-pox vaccination does hold a pathological
relation 1o it but in other forms of small-pox, of
which there are various kinds, it has no relation
whatever, The 5lreng1:h of my argument, I think,
rests also upon one very important fuct, which
has not yet eome ont in thiz evidence, and which
ought not to be lost sight of, numely, that no
disease of the lower animals is infeetions to mamn.
God has thrown a cordon of immunity round the
highest type of the mammalian class, man, in
order to sereen him from the dizsenses of the lower
animals. That law of the Creator iz violated by
the hands of the vaceinator when he infuzes into
the Luman constitution the disease of a lower
animal, whicli the Almighty never intended he
should have.

1223, May | ask what you inelude amongst
the “lower animals™? — Such animals as the
horse, the cow, the sheep, and the goat, &,

1224, s it not the fact that some ailments of
animals are ecommunicable to man - Only by
inoculation, not by infection; glanders you can ino-
eulate but you eannot infect.  Thonsands of ani-
mals have been dying of cattle |1]n-g|m }.11{*.]3' in
France, and G00 men have been engnged in bury-
ing the carcases of (hose creatures. Tave they
taken the dizeaze? No, unless they have handled
them with a seratched finger, amd then by inocu-
lation {or vaccination i it happens io be an old
cow ) they may die.  Samuel ['mrln-'r, one of my
early instruetora, died many vears ago, and who
was lecturer in surgery at Univerzity College,
London, said, “ Gentlemen, the difference he-
tween inoenlation and digestion is this: vou may
season your beefsteak with svphilitic viens and
take it into your stomach with impunity, but do
not pit an infnitesimal drop into your veins, 1t
is dangerons.” He agreoed with Hovter that it
was a violation of the human eonstitution.

1225, Have yonever known in your experienee
an attack of confluent small-pox after vaceina-
tion ¥— Many ; within thiz month 1 have had
such easces.

1226 _-'l{lmiltiug, as you do, that a eecriain
amount of immunity arises trom vaceination, can
you ever be sure after vaccinating a patient that
the operation has been properly done, and that
that patient i proteeted 2—Certainly not, heeause
vou know nothing of the reeceptivity or constitu-
tional character of the individual,

1227, Have you any proof at all from the ap-
pearanee of the patients that it iz properly done ?
—Nune whatever, nor has any human being.

1228, You told us that the number of deaths
was pretiy constant ; insayving that, de vou allow
for the meroaze of the ]mpu]niin::lil ' Yen, the
per=centage of deaths per million is taken into
account.

1229, Is that view eonfirmed by any medical
man of eminence *—The fact iz that very lew
medical men give atiention to those statistical
matters; many to whom I have commended the
study of those statistics gav, “0h, besh: T ean-
not be bothered with all these books; T am glad
to have my glass of grog and o to bed.” 1 have
eat up at work till 5 i:l’t‘-lm:ic in the :mrrnil:g,
lately I have sat up till 2 o'clock to et my evi-
dence ready; 1 had only 12 hours EIQ-EII last
weik.

1230, Would you suppose that, when ina large
number of years there is an excepiion in a few
instances to your theory, that might be aceounted
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for by the existence of any special circumstances
in particular years? — Yes, Climatic changes
will produce an immense inereasze of chest dis-
eases frequently.  Also vou may have a visitation
of Asiatie cholern, which oceurs ance in 17 vears;
it came in 1832, in 1849, and in 1866 ; and T
presume that in 1883 we shall have it again. in
vbedience to the higher law to which 1 have
alluded.  There may be accidents interfering
with a genceal law, but that does not invalidate
the general law. In reference to Sweden, one
case in 100 years was pointed out this morning,
gtill there the law remains.

1281, My, Carve] The importance of the
Highgate Hospital case depends entirely, 1
think, upon the number whoe are vaceinated or
unvaceinated in the population; will you tell
ug again how yvou get your computation as to
only ome-half of the population of London bei
yvaecinated :"—-erkingm Laord Robert Muu!ngu’a
speech, which I remd last night, and which he
made in the Wouse of Commons in 1867, which
gpeech was compozed of figures which must have
been furnighed by the medieal officers of the
Privy Couneil, 1 n]lrprﬁimnrl that from the same
source he derived the computation which he
gave, that not more than half, and purlmpa nol
as many a2 half, the population were vaecinated.

1252, Have you any statistics of your own
which would lead you ta the gonelusion that this
computation is correct?—=MNo; T have made a
computation, looking at the Poor Law Board
Reports, and, unless there has been a great in-
erease of vaccination since a year and ahalf ago,
L do not estimate that the proportion of the vae-
cinated in London is more than from 40 to 45
wer cent, ol the whole ¥ vl iom,

1233. But you would not rely “’[”m those
figures *—No, we have no data. Then
Bobert Montagu also stated, that of the propor-
tion vascinate only one-third wers 1m:]|¢r!}' vae=
eimated ; g0 that only one-third of onc-half, that is
to say, one-sixth of the population are protected, ©
and five-gixths onght to get small-pox.

1234. Of course the importance of the High-
gate Hospital case depends entirely upon the
correciness or otherwise of that computation,
does it nol ¥—T1 may just eall the Right Honour-
ahle Member's attention to one feature in that,
amd it is this, that in proportion to the increase
of vaceination, in relation to the number of births
i Lomdon, has bheen the eatio of vaceinated to
unvaccinated in the hospitals, 1t went on in-
erenging from year to year,

1235. That ome would expect; Tut yon have
still an unknown qurmﬁl_}', aned that 15 the cxact
number who are vaceinated *— Yes: it 1= an un-
known quantity.

1236. When you stated the number of vacei-
nations in proportion to bhirths, which you have
given in zome portion of your evidence, did that
statement melude the adults whe had been vacer-
nated, or only the infants *—It includes more
than the infants born in the year. The births in
the year are given, and the ratio of the vaccina-
tions to the births are given, but a discount must
be taken off this, beeause in one year there were
112 per cent. of the births vaceinated, that is to
gay, 12 per cent. more than the hirths, so that it
must have included older chilidren.

1237. You do not know to what age the list
extended P—No, it is in the Poor Tt P
Returns,

12358. You
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1238, You stated just now that in Ireland,
where we hear that vaceination i= very general,
gmall-pox iz now extending ; is that the case with
regard to Scotland #—1 am nol aware ; i Il:\'_l:
no Scotch retwrns here just now; Ido not expect it
jn Scotland until next year; but I think it will
be due next year. I predieted it at the end of
1870, in England.

1259, L= it your tcden that in 5|:i!4_* of the 05 Jrer
eent. who are vaceinated in Seotlnud, the epi-
demic will =till extend there?—Yes; Acts of
Parliament will not keep away epidemies. The
clond will come over.

1240. You stated, I believe (very properly),
that Westminster is perhaps one of the worst
quarters of Taondlon, and that t]]uﬂl.'l:l.'l-l'é the small=

x was very general, and very fatal there?—It
1g generated there, you may say.

1941 Waould you expect it to attack a Lette-
lion of Guards guartered in the middle of West-
minster ¥=—Decidedly.

1242, Would you expect that it would be very
gﬁm}mf and fatal ¥ -1t mighr not e fatal in o
reriment of soldiers, becaunse they Lave plenty
of space and ventilation, and their food anid elean-
linesz are attended fo3 it 15 very different from
havine 17 persons luddled in ome room, with o
el f:;:ﬂ_lr on the table,

1243, Would you expeet to find it very mene-
ral among the soldiers*—No; I should say that
on that account it would not be meneral, amd
wonld not :ﬂ-pmml: it is rather remarkable that
at Sheffield a few vears ago, small-pax broke out
in the barracks when there was no smail-puos mn
the town: only the soldiers had 11, and thl:}'
were all vaccimated @ that will ]'“"]:'l""'“ on board
slii;_'- sometimes, all the sailors Im'l.'iug lieen vace=
ainated.

1244, Do you know that in the Guoands every
man is re-vaceinated when he joing —Yes,

1245. Should vou be surprized to hear that
there were ouly five eases in the battalion during
the whole time of this epidemie at Westminster *
—T didd not know that there had been five oven g
I should think it very likely that there would L
more ; botre vaceinaiion 18 8 sevions malter when
attanded with the danger whicl was found to at-
tend it at Shorneliffe a few years ago; it would
not become meneral among the soldiers in West-
minzster ; because they are very much better as
to their sunitary condition than their neighbonurs,
and not bheeanse they are vaceinated,

1246, Siill vou .l'umw, |J|:rw|:r||=1|1|1_1.'1 that soldiers
habitually frequent in the worst parts of West-
minster ¥—7Y es,

1247. Would you not be surprised to hear that
there have bcen only five cases of small-pox
among the soldicrs, and these very light *—1 am
not surprised to hear that, beeanae their mode of
living is very different ; you will fimd small-pox
in itz most malignant form among these who are
half-starvid.

1248, 1 understoad ol bis ‘|n|i||'..' ilint Fo
thought small-pox would be general among the
aoldiers ¥—1 think no, I

1249. You =aid that vaceination and re-vae
ﬁi.illlt.iiru]'.l waonli prmlllr“(! a tendeney to ::|||:||.|-|'|r|:;1,
did you not *—To go back to F!i:{."’]l}_’:l:l:' neein,
and judging from the statistica which I have
given in my evidence, and which deserves some
consideration, of the change which has scenrred
in the ages of those attacked showing that the
great majority are now from 20 Lo 30 years of
‘g;'.l apprehend that thore i3 a geeater lialility
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in the * protected * than in the unprotected, and
there is also that eitation which I gave from the
report of the Academy of Medicine in I
the re-vaccination of that regiment of the
tigenrs of the Guard.

1250, Then would vou consider that thiz in-
gtance which [ gave you of the battalion of
Guards which has heen in Westminater durine the
epidemic was an exeeptional one, becanse re-vac-
cination there (all the soldiers having heen re-
vaceinated when they joined the regiment) does
not geem to have produced thiz liability to take
disease #—The ve-vaccination in that caze may
have been years ago; but this was immediately
after re-vaccination in Paris.

1250, Then you think that re-vaceination
would not produce Lability alter & certain time ¥
—1 would vather not give an opinion upon that
without data.

1252, You said that children who are vacci-
nated are never well afterwards; is that con-
gistent with your satement that the mostality
among vaccinated people was less than among
the unvaccinated —Only in reference te small-
wx. The modality s not smaller on the whole,
it were we should have the bills of mor-
tality lighter,

1252, Do vou mean to say that noboedy wlho is
vaccinated 2 ever well afterwards —I do not
put it in that way, because very many are vae-
cinated, upon whose constitutions vaccination may
hawe had no effect ; but 1 eay that it is hazavdous
to violate the Iyvmphatie system by introducing
this virus. :

1254, Iz it not the case that among the o e
classes, for insianee, everybody is v:u-rin:m-:‘ -
I think not evervbods. I know very many who
object to it 1 kuow some Members of Parlia-
ment whe themselves and their fimilies are not
vaceinated.

1255, Ninety-nine hundredihs of the upper
classes, [ snppose, are vaceinated #—1 do not
think that they are.

1256, A wery ]:H'J_,"v majority, 1 SUpP[SE, Are
vaeeingbed amongst the I:igln-l" plasses ¥—Possi=-
bly so. '

1257. Would you say that in their case it
deteriorates thelr health during the whole of
their lives ¥—Certainly. I do not say that they
are more disposed to small-pox; but take them
to the purliens of Westininster, and then yon
will zee the tﬂf;umill:m comme o1t

1255, The statement is ratheran alarming one;
one would imagine thut they would never know
a day’s health after vaccination ; hut is it not the
fact that the vast majority of those who have been
vaceinated are very strong healthy men aflterwards
during the whele of their lives '—1 may state, in
angwer o that, that I am not singular in the
opinion that a deterioration of the human Fnily
in this country is going en unceasinglv, amd that
we have not the same stamina, and that we Liave
not the strength which our forefaihers had ; you
would not fisd men now who eould deaw the long-
bow, and Kill at 400 paces, which you found at
the battle ol Hastings, when the invader was met;
vou will not find the same strength inmen, there
i2 o deterioration. There s another fact in which
I have been confivmed by three of the principal
West Bnd deniisiz, towhom 1 threw owi the wiea
yeara ago, that after 25 years of age you will
searcely lind a vaceinated voung woman or voung
mean wilhout cavions teeil, T o ense which 1 saw
yesterday, a lady had leen re-vaccinated owice ;
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she 18 now T::ﬁllg the whole of her !{1:[11, and she
can attribnte it to no other cavse. It mav appear
trivial, Lut it iz a very important ||||n,eaii1:|11, Ir
vou deteriorate the system, you move the whaole
mass of blood, as Johm Hunter said ; and, like
{he :"."ll::l.]"'.'t'tl.‘. action in fermentation, VML Imove
the whoele masz by the juxtaposition of this poisen
to the blond ; von do not know what veun o,

1259, With regrard to the comparative strength
of people, is il not o fact that people live to a
grepter ame now than they did a zenemtionor two
ago?—No, T think it iz not a fact, if vou take
the same districts ; if vou will take ruealidistricts,
it iz not a faet; if vou take town districts, it is a
fact: 1t 15 not ymiverzally true. I hove seen an
:llmi}'bi.-l of that, lh::-ugll I ennnot at this moment
eall to mind where that .*.uhjul::l 15 byl gl

1260, Taking the whole population of the king-
dlow, 15 not that so¥— It depandz apon when you
make the oonirast s [ have llnulw:q_'qt at those tables
in Dir. Simon’z papers, or in D Fan's reports.
Ae :-l:ltlt:l.:'ia-'mu 15 drawn between the enrly part of
tlie Jast ventury anil the present, but that 1z nol
fair, The death-rate in this century, from 1538
(and e, Faer EVE, which we all know, that no
statistics are reliable which werve furnished prior
to that} linz gone on steadily inereasing.

1261, Toking it more penerally, is it not a fiet
ihat the actuaries of fife insurance offices cons-
der that the hazand iz lesz than it was former’y ?
=T e, heenuse tlm;-_'r took the Carvlisle an'l Norih-
ampton tables formerly, which were made in their
favour, at & time when those mnlienant disenses
alitined.

1262, But still it 38 the fact, i= it not, that it iz
conzidered now that those tables were much too
favouralble to the offices: that 13 to .-:t:.',imurh FEETH]
unfavourable to the general life of the r{rnp]e e
Precisely ; but another 50 years wE]]J put the
tables the other way, il vaceination is extended.

1263, As to the relative steength of oursslves
anil onr ancestors, do von know that when some
of thinsze grentlemen whe tilked st the L lintom
tonrnament tried {o get inlo their ancestors” ar-
meour, it was found too narvow across the shonliders
for 1‘1I!"Ill_. and too small n]tngv:hm' ?—T-[!h'; g it
iz said.

1264, You gave evidence in answer to (Jnes-
tiona 753 and 754, abhout ayphilis, which is a very
important point ; and vou stated that you thought
that svphilis, in eases which you mentioned, must
have been introduced by ineculation, becanse the
parents had no syphilis —Those were cases which
I examined myself,

1265, A former witnesg stated that he con-
gidered that syphilis mizht lie dormant for a
generation, and re-appear in the subsequent ge-
neration 3 is that vour opinior *That is my opi-
nion : aml very 5'|n:_1;u'|_r|rill1;, i o case of z:mn'||-i1ns
which I attended six wecks azo, 4 little givl was
ander my eare, when an infant, with all the sirns
of e:.'|:l1i . I |mrlict|]art_}' illtil:n'ra:t! of the mother
whether she had evor been ill, and I =ent for the
father, who eame to me ;. he is avery respeetable
man, and in fact a Christian preacher, and he
declared that he and his wife were percfectly
virtuous, that there was net the slighest indica-
tion of syphilis, but that hiz Ftler was o vowé of
the first order, and that the chilil of his brother
alzo, in the second generation, had manifesied
syphilitic signs. Four vears afterwards, this
clild gets small-pox, not ﬁ:].!:itl.g been vaecinated,
and recovers; but it is very singular that it
shoulld oceur juzt at a moment when this question
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arises, Like gont, it may pass over a generation;
but I believe it is rare in sy philis.

1266, That being z0, how conlidl you tell from
examination of the parents that the syphilis
was introduced by vaceination ; mizht it not have
come from the previons generation¥==I should
infer it, from the extremes r;].r'tt_'r with which it
would it would pass over a gencration,

1267. You would say that it was improbable,
but not impossible #—1t is improbable, but not
impossible, T was practizing thenin a eommupnity
where there was a wvery large propertion of
workinge ]H-nphr, not the mest eleanly nor the most
moral, and my difficulty was to diseover whether
the Iymph of the town was corrupt and corrapted
in that way : and thercfore 1 sent to London for
a supply. In the country we exchange lymph
very often; sne may run out of it, and another
lends liim a few olasses. At that time T used to
Jmup a pretty good stock, but U saw ulmugl: to
attract my attention to the danger of transferring
dizease, when I did not mysell believe in the
pagsibility of it. D Ballard has given evidenee
upon this subject, and he zays that the tvoe
Jennerian vesicle capnot he tlistinguisf:ml {rom
a vesicle containing syphilis.

1268, Then in that case of the people among
whaom vou were practizing, vou having taken the
tronible ta get what may be ealled pure lymph
from another ]ltm'.e, would it not hcightcu i
probability that the Hj‘iﬂl-liiﬂ- had been qm:lucer]
n a former generation *—It might have heen so:
but it iz diflicalt to 3|I:;.-|ak positively.

1269, T want to know hLow far yor carcy the
theory of equality of the death-rate, whatever
diseases are |1-11:1.'.*|le|11‘.';"—:‘:i:| far as zymmi(:
disenEes pre coneerned.

1270. Do yom eongider that the death-rate
would be the zgame, whether there was frentment
ar’ not *—Certainly not. T zay that in a given
comdition of society, under a ;_-'Iw:n mule of treat=
ment, if you do not have 3 cortain number die of

one disense, von will kave a certain number dig

of another.

1271. Do you congider that treatment wonld
reduce the whole mortality *—Clertainly.

1272, You wounld not agres with the * Peculiar
People,” for instance ?—Certainly not. Out of
89 cazez of amall-pox in one epidemic, 1 only
lost two.

1273, You mentioned o v Ears § the first year
with an epidemic of scarlet Fever, inowhich the
mortality was higher than unsual, and the next
year with an ¢ idemie of small-pox, in which the
general mortality was lower than usual; misht
not the exeess of the mortality of the former year
aceount for the smaller morinlity of the next
year "—Tliat I have answered, I think, by my
reforence the other day to the comparizon be-
tween the cholera years and the years which pre-
ceded and not those which followed; I have
endeavoursl to aceount for it in the way you
sugoest. but I have failed ; it follows a general
law which T have worlied out after years of in-
fuiry.

1274, T suppose that an excess of mortality in
one yenr wonld be likely to carry off’ the weaker
portion of the population, so that you wonld
expect o snaller mortality in the next year?—
Yes, the mortality would be less in the next
year.

1275, Chafrman.] With respeet to the caze
just now stated by you of a child having sy philis
whose parents had had no taint of the kind;

you

¥
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on said that she had never beon vaccinated ;

ave you not stated in another part of your evi-
dence that vaceination produeces syphilis ¥—Not
neces=arily,

1276. Did you mot state that it has had that
“effeet in snme cases Y eg,

1277, So that if that child had been vacei-
nated, it !night |1rn'|:p:|.i1!:.r have been used as an
aregment that vaceination had ]'H'l'.luhll:'l.'-l.] s}‘lrlli”!,
might it not ¥—TIt might have been #a of the
inquiry hiad nat Il-:.‘u::l!l;:-!]{'.t furt her.

127%. But it shows vou that svphilis may
appear in a ehild whether unvaceinated or vacei-
nated 7 — If eyphilis is congenital, it usually
appears soon after Lirth: in the anws, for in-
gtames.

1279, It did appear in this child which was not
vaecinatod, did it not F=Yez, immedintely,

1280. With respect to another remark which
yon made about the effect of vaccination, h_}'
which I presume you meant to show that it
affected the tecth of the young people of the pre-
gent day, you stuted that yon could not meet a
FOURT man or o VOulg woman without them
showing signs of decay in the teeth, and vet I
understood you alss to say that that was caused
to some extent h}' vaccination ; does that HECIRL s
witl your theory that ene=liali the population are
unvaceinated ¥—Beeause | linve  distinguished
between the vaccinated and the unvaceinated ; 1
gnidl that Tl vonild »—'Htrﬂ_'b‘ findl o Foung man or
a young woman of 23 years of age who has been
vaccinated who lias not eavious teeth. ;

1281, Wihere did you get that evidence from ?
—From my own paticnts; all who have come to
me. In the large dispensary practice which 1
had, T always liad 200 aml sometines 250 patients
a week,

1282, You ouly speak then of your own expe-
rience ¥-- OF my own experience; buton relferring
the matter four or five years ago to several
dentiets at the West End, they confirmed it by
their abservation, and they say that in the vaeci-
nated the front teeth espeeinlly @o early in life.

1283. Do you not know whether the dentists
have examined the patient 1o see whether they
had been vaccinated ¥—Xao ; huoi I:lm}' have azked
the qlrnslinn; I mmet leave wizer heads to judge
whether the vaceination was euceessfully per-
formed.

1284. With respeet to ayphilis, you say that it
breaks cut diccetly after bieth, do you not ¥—
Generally when heveditary.

1285, How do you account for its missing a
gencration ¥—1It iz one of the things which we
cannet  aceount for, S George Robinson,
Barnm}l:, n il-'lﬁi.‘-:llt- of mine, who 1= o martye Lo
the gout, snys that his father had not the slightest
trace of it, bt hiz grandfuther was a martyr to
it; hiz children, the present Captain Robinson,
wha will succeed ta the fitle and cstates, and his
little Lrother 12 years old, have shown signs of
gout.

1286, In vespect to the IHighgate Hospital
enszes, [ nndersiand you lo sny that 2,825 of t]lu:,-m,
a large 1:|‘r!1|m|'t'|m1 were peraons of ahove 15 yeors
Elrlgﬁ; il a large proportion of the enses oceur
m 1!.‘.1}]'!]!3 above 15 yvears of axe, woukl not that
ghow that what T will eall the theoretical protee-
tion which vaccination ,-_fivm iz worn out, amd that
the persons want to be re-vaecinated ¥ —1 know
that that is ane of the conclusions which has bee
already arrived at from observing the incrensed
eueceptibility alter puberty to gmall-pox in the
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vaccinated ;. their “re-susceptibility " as it is
called.

1287. I not the statistics in Table 5, with
respect fo patients admitted to the Hll.l.rlil-[mx
Hoapital between 1836 and 1851, show a very
nrnm!ll number of paticnts under the age of 15%—
Yes; I think they do,

1288, Does not that appear to give some sup-
port to the doetrine that vaccination i3 o protecs
tion to the young ?=Tt may be; T have :=r'}|niuc¢l
that before : and I have no oljection to reiterate
it here ; it is possible that the disturbance of the
lymphatic system in an infant may render it
|m5115::r:|util:le to small-pox,

1280, You alse stated T uwnderstood, in veply
to the henowrable Member for Westminster, that
of the eazez sent to Highsate during those sixvteen
yearz, there were four whoe were vaccinated
:l.g:lil:l&l cite unvaceinnted § is it rm-.llj.' the cnse,
if the figures which you give are coreect, that the
vaceinnted ave 3,004 and the unvaccinaled are
2654, or does it not ghow that instend of the
proportions being four to one, the vaecinated are
54 per cent. aml the unvaceinated 46 per cont. ¥
--'hml i= o Table for 16 years, in which period
the proportion of vaceinated patients was aradualiy
viging ; 1 was speaking of the now existing eon-
dition in reference to the population ; it was 81°1
per eent. in 1866, and since then it hos boeome
sd per cont.

1290, You do not :-ln;!ﬂ.k with reference o this
table #=XNo; of the now cxisting proportions.

1291. T suppose that even iff we admii that the
eages ave four to one of vaccinated o onvacci-
nated, you mmzt admit alzo on your part that tlee
deaths are very mueh greater among the  wnvae-
cinated eases than awong the vaecinated cases ¥
—Yez, that is 20 according to the veturns, but
there is no gain, becnuze wove die of those whe
are vaeeingted than of these whe are wavacei-
nated in propertion to the population,

1292 3T hat is, supposing that your theory is
correct, that one=hall’ of the ||n.||u|:1lim| 14 MRvae=
cinated *—It 12 not mwine, and i€ iz not o l]:-:-ur:.*:
it iz & computation given by Lord Hobert Mon-
tagn.

1203, But vou say that there are no data to
depend upon ¥—No ;3 not satisfactory data,

1204, J"r.-‘rl::tp:a vou do not know that the pub-
lie vaceinations of Dngland for the last zeveral
years have been above G0 per cent. of the Dirths®
—The proportion lhas varied from 62 to 81 per
cent. sinee 1550,

1295, Dut during the Inat few vears the re-
turns show that Hw_-:.' have heen rl'uito- up to i
per cent. ¥—Yes, over it between 60 amd 70
per cont.

1206, You stated that the retuwrns with respect
to the selwools m Losdon were only taben from a
lmited population, amd that therefore they conld
not be much depended uwpon 3 have you ever seen
any returng with reference to the recruitz in Lon-
don who were shown to be vacemated or unvae-
einated *—1 have not seen them.

1297, If T could give yon a return of the exa”
mination of reeruits for the peviod from the yea®
1865 to the year 1868, would you say that that
elags of pcupic who are recroited Gor the army
were iaken From a class who m"lzl_{lil be a very
fair example of the state of vaccination amongst
the people *—"That depends upon whether they
are picked up from rural or town populations,
In some districts of England vaccination liaz been
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carried out very extensively, amd in others to a
very small extent indecd.

1298, Dil you not say just now that vaccination
was beiter carried out in London than in the
country *—Yes.

1299, Would not that be against your theory ?
—No; vou must show where your recruits come
from in order to get acenrate returns,

1300, The returns show that there were 9103
per cent. of the reernits hetween 1865 and 1568
with marks of vaceination, 6 per cent. showing
marks of small-pox, and 2-5 per cent. showing no
marks of either; the recruitz being generally
taken from the lower elagees, would it not appear
that vaccination is much more generally carried
onit than vou stated P=If that is the retnen, T
think it bears out what I said, that they ave
better vaecinated in London than in the country,

1301. Is it your opinion that recruits are much
taken from the Lowdon population, or is it not the
case that generally speaking the London popu-
lation are rather teo small in stature *—Yes, 1.]I1£!_1.'
are, but the recent enlistmentz have been taken
from London to s very oreat extent in con-
gequence of the want of employment.

1302, D, Lyon Plagfair.] With regard to
erysipelas, are you aware that at page 238 of the
30th he;mﬂ of the Registrar General, the follow-
ing figures occur from 1850 to 1854 ; the deaths
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from erysipelos to one million of the population
were 1116 ; from 1855 to 1839, the deaths in a
millivn of the population were 1046 ; from 1860
to 1864 they were 87 per million; and in the
year 1867 they were l!ls per million >—1 will
refer to that return.

1303. Mr. Taylor.] There is one thing which
I do not think we clearly understand; you used
the argument (and it isa very striking one) in re-
ference to the non-advantage of vaceination and
so forth, that death would have its demands, and
that if people did not die of one disease they would
die of another ; you havemodified that statement
in answer to various questions; how would you
restate if, beeause if it n:-nier comes to this, that
under given conditions with a given amount of
diseaze and a given amount of care and treatment
amd sanitary conditions, a ceriain number would
die, it iz a mere truism which I am sure vou
would not give us as evidenee P—I mean that
exactly, but I mean something more in another
sense, that yen have no business to let such a
comdition of things remain ; that instead of that
comlition remaining you ought to adopt sanitary
meazires to prevent all this great mortality ; but
while those conditions remain you will have that
maortality from one canse or the other.

1304, You do not wish to amend your state-
ment in any way *—No.
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My, Jaxes Jouxs Garrn Winkixsow, m.n., called in; and Examined,

1305. Chairman.] ARE you in practice either
as surgeon or physician —I am in practice az a
homaopathie physician.

1306. Where do you practise *— At 76, Wim-
pnlc-stmet. Liomdon,

1307, Do you wish to offer evidence, from
actual ohservation, with respect to the evil effects
arising from vaccination *—1 dao.

1308. Will you state shortly what are the evil
consequences which you say result from vaceina-
tion ¥—1 think the best answer wlhich I can
make to that is to give, very shortly, a few cazes,
all of which have oeewrred wnder my own obzer-
vation. The first ease that I will mention
oeeurred on the 27th of I-"g,-hrum‘_g lnst, in my
dispensary practice. A poor woman, of the
name of Twine, brought her baby to me; I
said, “ What is the matter?” She said <My
child was vaecinated last September: he was o
fat, strong Loy ill he was done; he has never
been well since; he is wosting away 3 his arm
never got well.” 1 examined, and saw that this
wag the ense.  There was one mark unhealed on
the arm, which had been there sinoe last Sep-
tember ; another, almost exactly like it, on 11[1:;
neck, and o third on the left side of the forchead
this I saw. She then went on to say, * There
could not be a stronger child than thiz was he-
fore; three days afler vaccination he came out
with semething which the doctor said had nothing
to do with vaccination.” She is now heing swim-
moneid to have o seeond b-nh_f domna, ;

1309, What ase waa that child?—1T suppose
about L0 months ; 1 do not know, but 1 presume
that the vaccination was performed within the
firet three months, and it was ]ierfwmml last
September. The vaceinated child died on the night
of the 10th instant, four 1‘.]!1_\'5 AEEr ol eonvulsions
A point which I should very mueh like to notice
18, that a gentleman inmy neighbourhood, a very
respectable man, who attended the ehild, Ve A
certificate of death:  Died of congestion of the
brain during teething.” Had I given the certi-
ficate of death 1 should have snid: * Died of
eonvulsionz in congequence of nervous irritation
and inanition caused by mesenteric  disease,
caused direetly by vaceination-lymphatic disease,”
'“}E case !h'lF! two points in it which bear upon
thie question ; one is that the doctor whoe was

attending the child said of the eruption which
0.37.

came ont three daye after vaccination, that it had Mr.J. J. G.

nothing to do with vaccination.  The child was
brought to me, as children often are who go out
of the ordinary way, and nothing does them any
good. T asked: “Is Mr, Brittan aware of this
child’s injury from vaccination ¥ She said:
 Na, he ig very eross il vaccination is wentioned §
I dare not mention it 1o bim.” The other |Hrill‘t
is that looking at the case from two different
points of view one would have had a totally
different result given; 1 should have given 1t
from wvaceination: he gave it from teething.
That bears in an important manner wpon a pari-
graph which I read in the * Times" the other
day concerning the Scotch Registrar General's
Reporl. e says (no doubt very truly) that ont
of 100,000 vaccinations there are only two re-
corded eases of death from vaccination, There
are more than two ; but 1 shall not dwell 0T
the statisties Lecause it is not in my line. No
doubt it is trae that only two are recorded, but if
medieal eyes had been turned the other way in the
direction wlich mine take there might have been
a great many more recorded.  This death was
not recorded a2 o death by vaceination ; but 1
maintain that it was simply death by vaceination,

1310, Do yon wish to state it was your opinion
that thiz child on the 10th of March died, the
direet eauze being vaccination, it having been
vaccinated in September last *—Certainly I do:
it come to me on the 2T7th of February last,
having been yaccinated in Hd.-.lnu'luimlu

1311. Did you see that child more than onee ¥
=] zaw the ehild twice ; I found the elald o an
emaciated comdition, and I took the mothers ne-
count that the child had been perfectly well. 1
dealt with it as [ would with any other ease.

1312. When did you see it the second time?
—Two or three davs alterwards. 1 cannot re-
collect the day.

1313, That wonld be not very long before the
death, I presume P—Perhaps about nine daysa
before the death. [ theught the child wounld die
it was passing into a state of atrophy, and I re-

rled what the doctor ealled congestion of the
E’rl,-ﬁu as simply convulsions, which often come
from atrophy and irritation in the bowels,

1314. !s there any other case that has come
under your observation which you wizh to state?
—A ecage eecurred about 10 years ago, but 1
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do not remember the Imrl:isu date. Mj' eoach=
man’s ehill was vaceinated and took erysipelas,
which overspread the child’s body.  The mother
who was nursing it took ervsipelns, and botlh of
them nearly dimd of thiz eryzipelas,

1315, HMow soon was that after vaccination ?
—It came on concurrently with the vaccina-
tion.

L316. What age waz thiz child >—1 do not
remember; it i3 10 vears azo ; andat the time
I took no :'-peq"l.n] interest in the eaze, hut T recol=
leeted it ,‘-II'.Lrl:II_\' afterwards, simply in m.mjlml:ﬁuh
with vaccination.

1317, Iad the mother been vaceinated ¥—
The mother had heen inoeulated and had had
small-pox. It was an Essex family, where 1
suppose inoculation lingered longer than in other
places.

1318, Is there any other ease that yon wizh to
mention P—The thind esse which came unider my
knowledee was that of Miss Edith ITutchinson,
of Kensington, who was vaccinated by Dr.
Jozeph Lanrie.

1319, How lang iz that aro?—1 suppose it
was about five years amo, but T have not the
dates.  The arm swelled enormously, and was
hard like boprd, Afier o month the swelling
gubsided, and then a puirid thrush ocearreed,
which disappeared after some weeks, The dis-
ense wis next trapsferred to the aldomen and
its Ivmphiatic system, and the patient died of
great ]n-ul'ulmu collections in the cellular iissues,
the matter voided Ly the bowels,

1320. How often did wou gee thiz case?—I
gaw it twice; T attended the latter stages of the
ease with Dr. Laurie.

1321, Mr f'.-m.-!'e'i.\-ﬁ_l What age was she #-=
Blhe was five or six; Lie net know more nearly.

1322, Chairman.] When had she Lieen vacei-
nated 2—Her mother's letter is ns follows: © The
ehild was in perfeel health in May 1863. As
Hnn]]-]m.\: wia |1|'r-1.':|]cnt, and the heusehold was
being vaccinated, she was subjectesd to the pro-
cegs, thongh she had leen vaceinated well when
four month: old. Within o few days of the
vaccination in May 1863 she, being then nearly
gix years old, was attacked with inflammation of
the lymphatic glands of the arms to 20 severe an
extent that her arms were immensely swollen, so
heavy and bard that each svm had to be sup-
ported on pillows. Her safferings for 10 days
were very great, at the end of which time her
arms gradually resmmed their natural appearance.
Within a few weeks she was prosivated by oan
attack of aphthous ulceration of the mouth, most
distressing from the offénsive odour cmitted from
the pumz.  Blhe was more or less delieate ever
after, and in the following June enlnrcement of
the abdamingl =lands :.mﬁ miesenterie ﬁ!in‘l'.‘:lél".' sel
in, her life being terminated by a sueeession of
abacesses in the bowels, in July 186.1.”

13253, Mr. Candfish.] That is rather the lan-
guage of a professional man than of the mother
of a ¢hild, iz it not *—Probally ; but when o
mother hns lost o child, she has talked over it
with so many medical men that she acquires a
professional expression about it.

1324, Lovd Robert Montage.] Was she a poor
woman F—No: her husband is the head elerk at
Baring's, .

1325, Chairman.] Wos thiz lefter semt to
you *—This letter was sent to me on my reguest
the other day. T saw the child iwice in con-
sultation,
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1326. How do you conmeet those diseases
which you have deseribed in that case with the
vaccination #—In this way; in the first place,
there is the vaceination itself, there iz poisonons
lymph, producing poisonous lymph, that is
digeased Iymph; in the second plice, there is
enormous swelling of the cellular tissues. and
eonsequently of all the tissues of the arm.  The
ecllular tizenes are, in fact, the great plane at the
hase of the whale lymphatie system, the universal
lymph plane. The mnext stage, the malignant
thrush was no doubt a commencement of destruc-
tion in the lymphatic system of the abhdomen.
IifTWliDﬂ.ﬂ- uf lllﬂ‘ [tl“llth ﬂlld Illl. til[h.‘il! EHI.'IH are
very often nothing more than symptoms of what
is golng on in the liver, or the stomach, or the
smaller intestines, and so forth; and I appre-
hend that the thrush was the beginning of a
manifestation of a break up in the lymphatics.
In the fourth place, the centre of the vaccination
was reached, and the abseczses in the abdomen
were the end of if. 1 believe that iff medical
mMen were morg io F-tlill]:-‘ the connections of the
body, and particularly the grroat tracts lll.mugh
which the lymph circulates, they would get very
different ideas of vaccination irom what they
have now. Professor Huoxley in his idess about
protoplazme, and o on, has shown that those
great fidal Huids of the body permeate every-
thing, and they earry discases where they
The ecliulay tissuc, which is proximately affeeted
by vaceination, is the larzest and grossest area
for the transmission of fluids, and lor the trans-
mission and transference of dizeazes.

1327, Ilave you any lurther ease which you
wich to bring forward *—The next ease which I
would reler to, is a case in the house of the Hew,
Di. L » of Regent’s Park, who is a Dis-
senting eloereyman of great cminence. I attonded
his danghter for smnllnpnx last autumn, amd Mre,
asked me to vaeeinate the family ; I
declined to do so, and I gave my reasons for so
declining ; Dr. L expressed his surprise
that I would not vaceinate the family, but Mrs.
L gaid zhe waz glad to hear me say that,
andl added; * Do yon not konow that eur eldest
B0y ]lllii- ik El.']"[lrlll.lllllﬁ I:'r-'l.'i‘l,!".ill HII li]l] arm i}ﬂm
vaceination, and has mever been well since? ™
He remembered it, and 1 examined the son, and
verificd the et of the disease, which came on
by their alleration immediately after vaccination.
Une puint which gtruek me about that was, that
the vaceination puwer as I will eall it, in the
medieal mind, and in the public mind tpo, has
got to be eo strong, that whatever ocours in con-
nection with it isseon swept away by the tradition
and prestige now existing as to vaccination, 1f
vaceination had lasted a thousand vears, it eonld
hardly have got a greater hold than it has ; it s
Like the lawsz of the Medes and Persianz, and this

entleman had actually forgotten what hie had
ielieved at the time to be a fact, heing no doubg
carried away by the flood of the orthedoxy of
vageination,

13258. With respect to thiz ease, all that you
gtate iz that the wother of Mr. L——— stated
that the scrofulous swellings broke out after vae-
eination in the ehild; do you wish to draw an
inference from that *—1 think it highly probable
that vaccination was the eause of thiz complaint
in a person linble to serofula; 1 think it highly
probable that it would cause periostitiz. From
the conneetion between the cellular tissues and
the whole of the great mutritive functions, vacci-
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nation would so throw dewn the system, that any
disease 1o which he was liable might supervene.

1329. Does not such disease exist in the CRaL
of persons who have not been vaccinated ?7'1 €4,
and for that very reason it iz that vaceination
evokes these things, They are all 'I-"'?‘-'“IQ' lo come
upon the zcene, and any hlood-poison will do it.

1330. What is the next caze which you wish
to mention *—The next ease which I wish to
mention, is that of & very eminent, litceary man,
who i3 known to :‘:'\'l:'t'l:h".l-l:!"\' in Parlimment, but
T cannot mention hiz name beeanse he asked
me not to do s, Ie consulted me last autumn
for an affection of the leg, with a skin eruption,
which crippled him very mmeh. His account
was : * Four years ago I was over-persuaded by
a ]Ild"l" to be vaceinated, and I have hal this
affeetion ever singe.”  He showed it to his sur-

s who pronounced it to be gout, and did not
admit its connection with vaceination at all.  To
me it had no necessary reference to gout, and it-
might most easily have been eansed by vacei-
nation affecting the cellular tissues and the skin.

1331, In your opinion what was the dizease ¥
—It waz a kind of cezema of the leg; but evi-
dently the dizesze permeated all the tissues, and
lamed him. His leg was swollen, and he was
confined o zood deal to the sofa.

1332. You saw him four years afterwards . |
saw him four years after vaceination, and he told
me that for the last four years since he was vae-
cinated, he, not having had anything of the kind,
as far az [ reeolleet, before, had had this affection.
It was just a lymphatic transference exceedingly
likely to happen. What struck me about the
case wag, that this very eminent surgeon, perhaps
the most eminent sureeon in London at present,
ghould have been able to sav post hee erge non
propler hoe apainst  this gq-.m.Emnnu‘.- asserfion
that the vaccination happened one week and that
this thing came on shortly afterwards ; and yet
that he should be able to hold the past hoe ergo

rapter fioc with regard to the whole class of
acla, -ﬂ'i{'ll;rnt];.r of an intangible nature, of vace-
nation ||rm.'cnting small-pox.
= 1333. Is there any lurther ease which you
would wish to mention to the Committee #——No,
I have only to state gencrally, that sinee 1 have
Enquin-f'[ into the subject I have often heard =
rents sny, * I'lf:.rchi!dmn have never been the same
gince they were vaceinated” 3 hardly aday passes
now, it 1 inquire, without my eliciting that
phrase in almost the same words. I have had
other eases oceur to me, but I have not any notes
of them, and I have no further cases which have
pecurred personally to me within the time that
I have been an int|l|5n:r into vaceination.

13534, Yo By that in your nili:l.iilll the evil
consequences of vaceination are wide-spread ol
very serious to ihe community ; wpon what do
{:lcl ground that opinion #—1 have that opinion,

ause having made these few inquiries within
the last three yoars 1 have elicited these facts, anid
{N‘I-I'IE].I' seen them; amd T argue that if other
IIIEI]I_EM men were to do the same, and if their
convietions were to gradually sway round against
vaccination, as I believe they will do, the eases
which wonld crop up would be something enor-
mong, 1 have seen four such cases, T will By,
and if the 30,000 medical men in this conntry
were each o see four, or three (as they wonld
sometimes intevloek ), that would be 90,000 Tl
caged.  Now, il thero are 90,000 bad eases mani-
fest, in which eome visible mark and sy mplom
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attest mischicf, it is quite evident that you have
here a poison which may be doing all kinds of in-
vizible Ill‘l!llr}liul' not alleged or accounted for, and
therefore it is wpon that ground that I would
base m{ convictions, which have just been
gven, that vaceination is serionsly at war with
the health of the people.

1333, But have you any right to presume that
beeause four bad cases have been brought to vou,
four bad eases may have come under the obser-
vation of every medical man in the eountry *—1
only presumed upon three, and as I have not gone
out of my way for them it seems to me that ?Im}-
Are COHmmon.

1336. Would it not be the case that, it being
known publicly that you have a strong fecling
against vaccination, persons would be !iiknly Lo
bring such cases to you ¥~ Not at all ; not one of
those eases enine to me on that E’I'UIII!I.I;], i_-xu{!]_;ling
perhiaps the fizst babsy.

1337, Do you wiaJIlri to make any observations
about the statistics of the question *—1 wish to
ERY that there are, acconnting  for 5|1'|||El—||n_'¢
deathe, several very eommwn causes which are
not sufliciently admitted. It seems to me that if
you were to say other things of the deaths of the
unvaceinated they would be just as feasible, aml
express eansation far move strongly.  IT you said
that the poorest and mest wretched, and flthy
ani ¥icions |'|1‘|.r!:||1:, died of rmﬂl].rlmx, yon wanlid
express the truth, just in the same way as if
vou said that the unvaccinated died of =mnll-
pox. It is the abvszes of great towns, and the
mizerable undrained cottages, where the people
live uwpon the ground, :ll[tUllgh they are i the
cottnze in which fever and :imzlll-[:n'rx andd all
thosze things nre rife,

1538, But in the better-to-do elazses, is ot
the fatality from small-pox greater amongst those
who have not been vaceinated than amongst thuse
who have leen vaccinated *—That is 1 moot
point. Last week but one the difference was
very slight indeed in the Registrar General's
Returns 3 80 vaccinated perzons had died, against
117 unvaccinated, and 20 were unm'.l::uuntmi-[ for,
which might bring up the number of vaccinated
deaths to nearly 100, DBesides that, it seems 1o be
reasonable to suppose that a statistic collected by
ome side would I|||.|.'|.'v:z very much the same bias
towards that side that an election conducted
under a Government would have in favour of
that Government. Suppozing that the pro-vac-
cimation sule collected the statistic, without im-
puting the least dishonesty, but merely taking
into consideration the powertul biaz of the minl:i:
that statistic would be a very different thing, 1
:L|:|I11'u|'|.end, from a statistic collected by M.
Gibbs and the Anti-vaccination League.

1339, But you cannot suppose that the officials
of the Small-pox Hospitals have any interest in
stating what is not true *—Not the least interest
i slatimg what is net troe, but every interest in
stating what makes for their side. This vacei-
nativn question is o question which looks very
cool when it is drawn out in tables of statistics,
but it i= an intensely hot question, and o great

deal of K:lh—'iun ooes inte the statisiics on both
giiles, o doubt in the Small-pox Hospitals

there is a greal deal of eave, but still, from the
way in which the statistics have been hapdled, i
i exceedingly obvicus that there is a powerful

bias to keep up vaceination.
1340, i what intercst can bias the minds of
the officials of the Hlmll'l-]ms Hospitals *=—The
IJ |:'||iil'1:
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entire medical profesgion has a most powerful in-
terest, a very powerful class interest, and the
officials of the Small-pox Hospitalz ave the ad-
vanced guard of the medical profession upon this
particular question.  The medieal profession has,
in the first place, the honourable interest of not
liking to be proved to be utterly Wrong upon a
matter as to which it las so very assiduously
waited upon the public as it has with rezard to
suecination ; and, in the second plage, it has a
very powerful intevest reigning with all of us of
A pecuniary kind, A gooil smnll-pox ;mn'h: -
donbitedly makes one or two millions of money
flow into the pockets of the medieal profession.
One man in my nelzhbourhiood boasts that he is
making G0 suineas o week by vaccinating,

1341, [e'-li:lﬂ a public vaccinator ¥ —No. 1, my-
aell, have within the last four weeks declined to
vaccinate 30 families. I happily for my pocket,
I had been able todo 20, and had also gone rownd
and =id to people “ Arve yon not afraid? you
onght to be vaccinated,” and sooon, 1 migl:l, vory
eagily have put 100 guiness inte my pocket.
These are very powerfnl motives with the medi-
cal profession; they are, of course, unknown
modives, but the endowment and establislmant
of vaccination, and the immense publie property
that it is, eannot be otherwizse than a strong vested
interest, awld have all the passions of a vested in-
terest enlisted LR ils zi:IiL

1342, But if what you atate is the fact (and
no doubt it iz truel, does not that show that the
public have the very greatest reliance upon the
effects of yacoination *—Of econrse it does, and if
the '|:11!-]i:! wis o very rood jul:l:_:e on all those
matiers, it majorities were what they will be n
coming vears, it would be a very goad argument;
but there iz one part of the public which has not
the =ame faith 1 vaceination, perhaps because
they do not eare so much about their bodies, ot
alss hecanss liw::r gee mmore of the mmischiel of
vacemation. The poor, the people who live in
bad neighbourhoods, and are liable to be the prey
of 1‘|5:=vn~=1:, are not to the same extent i_n favaour of
vaccination ; that poor woman whe came fo e
the other day said to me, “ Sir, you little know
what o scourge vaceination is in the homes of the
poor ;7 so that it isthe working elasses which will
render it impozzible, T believe, for Parliament to
carry these things forward, because the poor suffer
more than the other classes. Lt it be granted
for a moment that vaceination iz an evil instead
of o good, and then it will readily be admitted
that l'alc:tﬁinnﬁng "I-Vhituc:hu.pnl e a far more
serions affuir than vaceinating Belgravia, because
in Whitechapel you have ail the canses wihieh
will make a pin-scratch into, perhaps, a festering
serions affair, wheroas in the other case yon have
light. and aiv, and sunshine, and good food, and
all the causes which build [T1E health, and make
the body resistent against the effects of blood-
poizoning,

1343, But iz it not the fact, that in those had
ueishbourhoods if Iu:u:-ld.‘: are not vaceinated they
sufter izunensely {rom the effeets of small-pox,
aned that the fntality is very sreat (0 rcourse,
and so they also suffer immensely from cholera,
and from any epidemic disease or any gymotic
disease; it iz not at all peculiar to vaccination.
I ativibute the faci that the unvaccinated die
more {if they s =0}, and have small-pox very
severely, to the fuct that the unvaccinated are the
poor, the wretched, the needy, the unelothed, and
the vicious:; I believe that if those great eauser

-
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were worked they would account for the entive
thing, without any statisties at all.

1344. Do you dispute the fact that vaccination
has anything to do with rendering the dizease
move mild in modern times, or with the immunity |
of faces in ourday from pock-marks *— There are
very great causes conecident with vaecination
which enter into the case; in the first place
nearly all the great diseases get milder, and te
in their nature to pass away ; and in the second
place, the difference of treatment will account
for a great deal, In the old daye, fresh nir and
water, and light, and generous treatment of all
kinds, were all of them reckoned to be destrue-
iive m the treatment of 3ma,]l-pu;-, oW thgsr
are reckoned to be the causes by which small-pox
15 remilered comparatively mild. There has been
a total difference of treatmentz I reeclleat that
Dir. Carpm‘: told me a story which illnztrates
Lriefly the difference of freatment, A man died
{as 1t was thought) of small-pox, and he was
taken from his bed, where he bad been cnrtained
LTI and from his hot reom, and lad in the sum-
mer house at the end of the ;_;arduu; the stench
was eo intolerable that rlmf didd mot like 1o 0
near hin, but when they came upon him the next
tli?i;r', they found him up; fresh aie hod done it
all, |
* 1345, IT your upini::ll ie that all diseases have
beeome milder in modern times, do you arree in
the statement that vaccination has t)hae cttect of
rendering an attack of small-pox less hurtful
when it oceurs !—I have not made up my mind
abont it; I have not had sofficient evidenee., It
appenrs toome that the |H.H.-li1i-m|. 15 hea ﬂ'mr]udljr_ |
mi:::ii[-,-d, and |u=.:|'|m.|:s :.'lwkm.i; bt Tl:we not |
mude up my mind about it |

1346, You would not say that it had no effect ?
—1 wouldmot; T donot think it likely that it°8
has no effieet.

i347. Do yiou conzuder it to be at all prio=
tective —Perhaps it i3 I do not know: | onl
know that if I had & young family of children,
ghould pay perpetual fines rather than have them
vaccilmmﬁ.

1348, Mr. Candlish.] Az long as your money
lasted *—As long s my money i;un:d::

1349, What would you do then ¥—Then 1 should
go to gaol, at least I hope 1 should; I should be
a budl father and a base man if I did not with my
beliefs,

1350. lf.'.br::'rmnnil You say that you consider
that the carrying of people from ‘Wﬁitcchupel to
the Tampstead and Ilighgate hospitals pr
gates dizease a.lu:l mnereases the deatli=rate; w
12 your reason for that statement?—One reason
iz, that if yon have a small-pox patient confined
in a room in Whitechapel, and have a nurse
attending  there, you have only a few enbic
rards, at all events, of small-pox atmosphere

ut i’ you take him in an ope ambulance (as I
hear they have done) o the Iampstend Tloapital, |
you fake him through five or six miles of airy
and lie will contwminate it all the way that he

B,

1351. Do you not believe then in the prineiple
of isolation, or the separating of patients who aes
attacked with small-ppx from the remainder of
ihe persons |i'||"ii]lg in the same house as 2 means
of |:|re1|.'¢:1liu.g infeetion *—The best way Lo sopa=
rate them would be to clear the neighbourhood
from avound them,

1352. If you did that, what would you
with the people whom you cleared away f—



SELECT COMMITTEE OF VACCINATION acT (186G7).

good houses it is very common for families to go
away.

1333, But I am speaking of the very ruu:rr
neighlmm-]mmiﬁ, such as you have mentioned ¥—
I have no detailed plan; but I think that that
comes into s much larmer subject, which iz, that
you can never stamp out those diseases, and
never veally approach them, ualess the munici=
palitiez take great steps for deing :Lwrli'. with
those vile neighbourhoods. T do not believe
that yvou can tackle those questions, and still
have the slums of London unreformed ; hut at
present I should leave the people where they
are, and isolate them to one room.  The prezent
mode 12 not izolation, but the dro rp'mg of infee-
tion along miles of strectway, ml:]| the COngTera-
tion of the pestilence in the ereat foeuses of
small-pox hospitals.  And the movement of the

cnses notoriously inecreases  the  death-
rate.

1254, How would it be possible in those over-
erowded houses to isolate patients attacked with
aml.].]-plut from the remamder of the |‘1‘|.I||i|ji‘ Y
The mlly WAy would be forcibly to remove the
other peeple.  OF course thoze things are matters
of great study and detail, and I have no plan;
but 1 simply see that the carrying of them
through other neighbourhoods up to places like
Hampstead and lighgate is very deleterious,
and very offensive. T have patients in that
neighbourhood, and they tell me that their nurses
and children bave to run for it when they sec a
small-pox patient coming.

L3543, [-fm'n any great number of people in
that neighbourhood, or anywhere near the
hospitals, been affeeted with small-pox *—1 have
hearid s0; my ﬁmlicnta have told me so, but 1
have not attemded any of them, and I do wot
know it except by hearsay ; they say that it has
been very rite in the good roads about Taver-
stock-hill,

1356, You state that medieal men alzo earey it
about and become wide infectors *—They do; I
do not know whether I am in order in stating
that I have myself’ treated small-pox for severa
years by a plan which would very much moderate
amil milif_}mla the evil of the disepze, Itisn plau
of local treatment, and this plan of treatment is
g0 gasy that it could he communienied to nurses,
and in that way there might be o medical cenire
in the neighbourhood, and a system of a head nurse
and subordiuate but educated nurses who would
be able to treat the whole of the cases without
medical men.

1357, Have you tried your system with any
suecess —With great suecess, as far asmy expe.
rience has gone. I have very little poor practice
now, anl consequently I have not many cases of
small-pox ; but [ have cases of small-pox every
now and then, some very severe and some mild,
and | have tried it with unvarying suceess, and I
bEliEl'L'. if 1t were looked into {] will not BNy
adopted ), it would be of great good in the treat-
ment of small-pox.  Owing to ﬁn‘: extremne casi-
ness of the plan, I have been applied to by fathers
an IHHh.’IutlH whioe ||:|.1.'|_: gul my |!'|r4:|:'1:'i,||-||;i VT | I
page of a sheet of note=paper, and have employed
the remedies with complete suegess ; [ have never
known a case of failure.  One clergyman wrote
to me, about the year 186G, to say that he lad
treated all the small-pox cases in his parich, where
mn epidemic was eagingr, with that svstem, and
he had not_lost a case, and there had been very

little pitting or disfiguroment.  The remedies
35,
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which I have used are the fydrastis conadensis 1 ud
the eeretrum viride,  The veratram 15 well known
to the medieal profession.  Those are two Ameri-
can herbs, and 1 have used them loeally chiefl-
The Aydvastis canadensis 15 a drug which has 2
great power, as I reckon, over the specific nature
ol ﬂ:u:l."—prrr:. The reratrume vivide has a oreat
and a very complete power of arresting the in-
Aammatory syvmptoms which accompany the de-
velopment of the pustules of swall-pos,

1258, How are the medicines used ? - In this
way., Those are what weuld be called Auid ex-
tracte, the strongest juices of the plants. T use a
hr:m{Hmr:I’:ﬂ of each of them mixed together in 2
tumbler of water, and applicd over the whaole
face, and over the whole crnpli.nn, and this is I{I‘:pt
on, when the eruption is very bad, by cloths all
over the faee, and it has the effeet of abolishing the
erysipelaton: influnmation um-.-mmni,'iug sinall-
pox, and leaving merely the pustules, withont
any swelling of the skin beside them, in the
conise of from 12 to 36 hourz. When the in-
Aammation goes away 1 then leave out the vera-
trum viride, heeause :t % Very e rr{-.ssiug', itz ap-
lication locally iz almest like lllItH.lll-IﬂHiTIH'_. n

th of it will cavnse enormons perapirations. 1
ghould also, in cases where the strength was equal
to it, order baths of these two extracts, perhaps
a tablespoonful of each mixed in the bath,

1259, Dr. Brewer.] 12 it the hellebore =11 is
the green hellebore; it 18 in use a8 an aoti-
phlogisiie,

1360, Chairman.] Then does the treatment
econsizt enticely of external remedies ¥—No; 1
give a drop of those remediez in a tnblespoonful
of water, either combined or separately, as vou
like, every three or four hours, so as 1o exhibit
the vemedy internally, az well as externally.  That
ig the chief treatment, and it has been wonderfully
sueeessiul,

1361. Can you state in what number of cases
you have :|ppi!||_'l| that treatient ¥—1 do not sup-
wee that 1 have had more than a dozen, but I
iave had gome very bad eases, several of them
being cases of severe confluent small-pox.

1362, Lord N, Mentage.] Did you discover
thiz remedy veurzellP—1 only discovered its ap-

lication to small-pox. 1 think T was the fivst.
% never heanl either of weratrum ov Aydrastis
being nzed loeally in that way,

1363, You have only tried it on 12 cases, have
you *—Probably that; but I have recommended
it to a number, and it i3 well known, 1 have
written a small book upon the subject of what 1
call the “ Cure, Arrest, and Isolation of Small-

pox."  These are the results which I lave at-
tained,  The disease has heen alwidged in dura-
tiom,  In the fivst severe confluent case, 1o which

I wasnot called until the neck and face were cuc
continuous pustule, and the head swollen hugely,
the symptoms were over in a week, amd ou the
11th day the maszk of scaby had ::l,:]lnuu.':l.t-.htll aned my
pautient was out in Kensington Gardens. 2, The
iflamnation and primary lever ave certainly ami
specdily subdued. 3. The pustnlation is arvested
amed the secondary fever annulled. 4. There is
no itching of the pustules, and the patient has no
motive o pick the face. 5. There s seaveely any
atting, and no =eaming, even where the face has
M T hllg of matter. 6. The stemch of the old
dizeaze haz no place, 7. The suffering is reduced
te a minimum. The phrase * isolation of the
disense™ 1= a =u 1|:||l:~itEu!I that T make from the
enbire abseneo n-!' smell, even in drendful mm:.-l.
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and also from the fact that I have never known a
seeond caze occur in the same house,

1364, Chefeman. | Do vou mean that in eazes
where yvou have had small-pox patients you have
never known any other personz i tlie same Lionse
to he attacked with the disease *—I onzht to
modlify that. In the ease of Dr. L L il Her-
vant of his, who had very bad lupuz in the
face, took the small-pox, and she went to the
Small-pox Hospital, and theve died of it. T did
not attemd ler. That is a modification of my
statement. 1 have thought that if nurses were
ima;nfrﬁ}' imstructed in this treatmenr, tim}' mi:_',rht
be with the patients without moving about, and
that in that way a medical man might be a good
deal emancipated from cases in which he is very
likely to biring disease away with him.  There s
another tlrl:g wlhich is almost smpipotent in
eryeipelas, and I think would be 20 in small-pox,
it is the sulphite of soda, locally applied in the
EAINC WAY.

13645, Why o you state that you consider
that the Vaccination Aet, if carvied out in its
entivety, is more severe azainst the poorer classes
than againet the riclier clase P—DBoeeause, az one
Hoenourable Member zaid, when the purze is not
there the g.'ml ie. If I were called upon o liave
a child vaceinated now, 1 could, to 2 certain ex-
tent, pay fines onee a fortnight; but o poor man
canmot pay fines at all, and therefore, lie has to
go to gpaol at once.  The law is quite unequal
m what it does.  Moreover, the conditions of
Iuwm‘ly are mmch more liable to be followed, T
wild, by evil effects from vaccination than the con-
ditions of people who live in healthy houses, and
under healthy cireumstances,

1366, But the result, with respeet to fines,
would be the same in almost the whole of our
laws: your argument would apply to every case
where a persom is fined for any offence, and it
does not only apply to the Vaccination Aet; is
not that so¥—1 do not know: T am not a
lnwyer.

1367. Yon wish to state something with regard
{0 the 1’:|r|i.|mm1l1:1|.'}' (irant for vaccination: in
what way do vou couneet that with the consi-
deration of this question ¥— In thizs way: the
grant to Dr. Jenner of 30,0000 was & srant of
the most reputedly practical body of legislators
in the world, and it gave Jenner and vaceination
immediately a very great status in the world,
That grant, I take it, was the first powerful
cause of vaceination being adopted in all the
countries of the world, and it has been the-canse
of Aet after Actof Parliament. It, therefore,
has endowed and established wvaccination, In
Jenner vaceination was endowed and established,
and in proportion as that was the ease, all the
interestzs of the profeszion went with vaccination.
That is not the frame of mind in which investiga-
tion fakes place alterwards. As soon 28 ever
endowment and estallishment ¢ome in, all the
things as against which the endowment and
establishiment are made, become dissent and are
tabooed by the great and powerful bodies which
are inside the privileses.

1368, But would it not rather be the fact that
Act after Aet has been passed to make the vacei-
nation more general, and to make it compulsoey,
nwlug to the circumstance that the more p{-.up'lc
have been vaecinated, and the more thoroughly
vaccination has been earvied ont, the less fatality
has oceurred from small-pox ¥—That, of course,
is the very point ; but the whele of that argu-
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ment proceeds upon the post koe ergo propler hoe,
and altogether overlooks the fact that thoese dis-
cases are getting milder, and that they are con-
tinually better treated, and also the fact that
when r,:pidem'u;;ﬁ aeenr the resulf ia ]““-":”.'" of the
nature which you have indicated.  For instance,
the week before last the fatality of vaccinated
eages wae very considerabla,

1369. Of conrze in stating that the fatality of
vaccinated cases was consideeable, there is no
donbt that some ¢~:i|:|]:|11=|.ﬁtm niny he _q]'l.'en az o
the age at which those eases ocenrred ; are yon
able to give any evidence with respect to that?
—1I am not.

1370. I suppose you are aware that in the
returns whiech have been oIven from the Small-
f'n:-x Hospitals, it appears that the greatest num-
wer of deaths oecur at the higher ages hetween
15 and 30 *—I am aware of that.

1371. And that a very fow deaths oceur ot the
vounger agres $—Yes,

1372, In faeci, Very few eases, I believe, occur
at those ages?—1Yes, and that is attributed to
the prevention by vaceination.

1373. Does that not rather show that vaecina-
tion is a protection to the young *—DProbably it
111155, but then (not to cover gruuml which has
been so well gone over) it also appears from Dr.
Farr's reports, that the whole death-rate iz not
diminizhed by it, but that other diseases step up
and elaim what small-pox does not take. There
is no diminution of the death-rate ; the cnly good
that I ean clearly see attributable to vaccination
iz that it diminishes the ugliness-rate of our people,
orit 12 eadd todoso. I meant to say that there are
fewer perzons who have pitted faces and unzeemly
countenanees,

1274, You admit that it does go to that extent?
—1TI do not know that it does, beeause it appears
to me that the total difference of the treatment,
and the mildening of the disease, will acconnt
for it,

1375, You say that yon donot agree that vae-"
cination will stamp out small-pox; what iz your
idea as to the best plan of stamping out small-
pox ?—Dy idea is that all the zymotic diseases
muzt he st:impeﬂ out together: the vebuilding
of towns by some compulsory Parliamentary
enactment, which for instance would overhaul
whole neizhbounrhosds, and build them either
upon the Peabody scale, or some other scale, is
the only thing. It is quite obvious, il’ von take
a town like London, that the neighbourhoods of
it conld be so built up with houses of gomd con-
struction in model lodging-houses as to leave open
spaces between, and to provide for sanitary
arvangements all theeugh: and that as Parlia-
ment 18 secasionally votivg compulzory laws, there
would be nothing out of the eourse of legizlation
in wmupel]ing those ||cigh]ml|r1-mud:| to ba re=
buile, or in gi_'l.'ing 111||nii'i|m]itie5 thie pawer of re-
building them.

1376. Arve you not aware that they already
have the power under an Act called * My, Tor-
renz’ Act7F—Yes, I know that t.]lej-' have ik,
bt t.]u,'-}' have not done the deed,

1477, How would yon house the people during
the time that this process of r::huih[in" the lavee
towns was going on #—I do not think that the
l]mﬁﬂ,.aﬂ'_‘unli“g i I}'I.'E‘ F-l"llt.:l:r'IFII:!HI."III!L"l‘.F, 'I'l'*'.lll.].'l.] I."E
a0 m{}i:l that more perlaps than a few thousand
eople would be displaced at onee, awd it would
Lc very easy toshelter them. Besides, whilst the
railroads have been making enormousrazziasonthe

people,
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people, that question has never been agked, zo
that T do not see why it should have to he settled
firat here.

1378, I suppose you adinit that small-pox does
oceur in a great number of enzes in country dis-
tricts where there is fresh air ond good water,
and where everything is done for the health of
the people P—Yes, and the [act of infection goes
on; very bad constitutions often exist in the
country, but still is it not true that the main
decimation from all those diseases does take place
in very bad neighlmurhnm]s m the lowest state of
enciety. Mercover, often, country villages are
mere slums, and want of drainage and of =nitary
building makes them into worse zyvmotic nests
than the slums of great towns,

1379, Lownd K. Monfege | In the fivst ense
wiich vou mentioned, vou zaid that the deetor
had zaid that emall-pox had nothing to do with
vaeeination, and that he had given a certificate
that the ehild had died of congestion of the brain
during tecthing ; I believe that that iz a common
mode of death among infants, whether they arve
yaccinated or not, iz it not *—Y ez, it i2 not un-
GO,

1380, But you said that if yon hal certified
the cause, you would have said that the eause of
death was congestion of the brain, eansed by
nervous irritation, cansed by atrephy or inami-
#ion, which was coused by mesenteric disease,
which was cansed by vaccination #—Yes, I did.

Li81l. Then you there affirm a string of five
canses and effects, do yan not ¥—I only admit
one eauge, which iz vaecination: in the human
body it 12 not at all uneommaon for a morbid canse
to o thmugll organ after organ, and it is not that
there are five eauses, but simply that it is the trans-
ference of a disease to an ulterior stage. For
ingtance, most diseases have several stnges,  Here
Lapprehend that the vaccination disease was the
firzt gtage; that the eraption was a second stage 3
mesenterie diseaze the third slagre 3 absenee of
nutrition, atrophy, the fourth: and convulsions
from imanition and ireitation, and death, the G,
The eanse was one ; the fields of organs which
it traversed, manifold,

1382, Had you vaceinated the child of whom
we are speaking P—No, [ never vaceinate.

1383, Then how do you reler the death of the
child through all thoze camses up to what you
would call the primary eaunze, namely, vaceina-
tion ¥—Decause the mother teld me that the
ehild was perfeetly well wntil it was vaccinated ;
stout, plump, and hearty ; three days afterwards
an cruption came on, which is a very common
thing, and the child dwindled from that time.

L34, Then, even supposing that the mother
wag rizght in what she told youn, would it not have
been merely a case of post hoe ergo propler hoe,
or did you take pains to link them all together in
the relation of eauses and effect=¥—1 did take great
pains Lo link the two together in the relation of
cause and effect 1 and it geems 1o me that all our
acientific Imm'.'inllgﬂ is too@ great extent post foe
ergn prapiéee kee in medicine ; but the sequence in
gome cascs i= manifest and strong, whereas, in
other enses, it iz execedingly intangible, and, so to
gpeak, weak. If a person who has been vacci-
nated tells me that three days afterwards an
eruptivn eame on, and that e haz never been well
simee, 1 apprebend that the connection there of
eause and consequence is an extremely sirong
ane s it is a vicible connection.  If a person who
has been vaccinated says to me, *° Look herey T
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have been vaccinated, and I never had the small-
JHOE, andd therefore this is due to vaceination,”
there the conneetion is, in conmon sense, nil @ it
iz intangible, There may be such a connection,
but it iz in the region of subtleties,

1383, You mean that the connection between
the alleged cause and the effect is probable in the
first of the two cases which you have just put, but
von wonld not say, I presume, that it is eertain ?
~—It would not be certain in o single easze, bhut i
you eould have a thousand eases of o similar kind,
and if'in all of them some disease of the nutrition
of the |H|-|1}r was a consequence, all that, 1 think,
would very strongly establish that vaccination
does strike the creat nuetritive contres of the
body and the lymphatic system.  Case alter case
would build wp what was at fivst o mere threaul
of suspicion into a powerlul rope of causation amd
of inference,

13%G. What von mean, I suppose, i this: that
if in the antecedent there isalways some partien-
lar factor present 3 and if in the greatest possible
variety of consequences or facts which Follow,
there iz always some one and identical factor pre-
gent; and if, on the other hand, when the first
factor is taken from the antecedent, all the variety
of consequences have not that consequent fnetor ;
then you would refer the one factor to the other
ag cause and eifect *—To be very candid, I have
not any metaphysies in me this morning, and I
have not followed the question.

1387. Have you read John Stuart Mill's logie,
because yon will find such o proposition explained
there *—1 have not.

1388, Wil rt:hnu'ﬂ to what the mother saul, is
1t nol |m.-4.ui||||e that a disease may be in the blopd,
and yet an unpractised eye might not detect it ?
—Certainly that does happen continually.

1389, Then, in the case of the child of whom
we are speaking. may mnot this atrophy or
mesenterie disease have been there working, amd
yvet the mother not have been aware of it and
when she told yon that the ehild was healthy
beforehand, might it not, in veality, have had this
disease, only she had not observed it ¥—=Yes; but
I see no veason to suppose it ; and that caze was
somewhat clenched to my mind by the fuct that
the spot had never healed, amd that a similar one
had come out on the neck and another one on the
left side of the forehead ; 1 eould not help seeing
that there was ﬂ.u:uuﬁ:illg |]|,:1'i$tl}ttt- in the action
of the vaceination indieated by that,

1390, It iz possible, is it not, that the child was
in 2uch a state of health that any wound which it
might have received wonld not have healed ; vel
that the mother, being unpractized, wonld not have
noticed that the ehild hurll any hidden disease ’—
I do not zec any reazon to suppose, against the
broad faet of an immediate sequence, that the
ehild was ill when it did net look ill.

13491, There are then two ways in which cer-
fninty iz taken away from the conclusgion which
v ﬁm’c stoated, are there not P—There is only
o way in which o mother would take it. A
!ng'h:i:uf might take it in another way.

1392, You veferred, in speaking of that case,
to the statement of the Registrar (General of
Seotland, which appeaved in the © Times " the
other day; and you sadd that although there
woere only two deathz in 100000 from small-pox,
alter or in consequence of vaccination, yet, that
if doctors had looked with another eve, they
would have recovded many more ¥—1 said they
mighi.

Lo
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1393, Sdll, it is an disputable fact that there
wore only 15 deaths from small-pox in Scotland
during that vear, i2 it not *—Yes, probahly.

1384, Amil bhefore the f.'u-nlpu]rur:r' Vaecination
Act passed, I believe there were 2,000 deaths
from smail-pox every vear *—Very likely.

1395. Woull you not say that it follows from
that, that vaccination hwl prevented small-pox?
—1 eannot think that, or that anyone would
long maintain it, beeause cholern wd all those
dizgaszes have been subject to precizely the same
ups and downs without any procedure at all.

1396, Are vou aware that the same phe-
nomenon oceurred in Treland after the passing
of the Compulsory Vaccination Act in Ireland ¥
—Yes, I am quite aware that that is stated.

1387. Are you aware that the same effects
have followed  from compulsory  vaccination
abroad P—T1 am not aware of that.  Sweden =0
very notorioug case the other way. In 1R46
(I think) there were nnli:,' W :-iunthe'-; they
gradually rose in three or four years to between
2,000 and 3,000, Every other disease appears
to follow the same course of attacks and declines.

1398, Because in those two countries of which
W Are more :ullecial!ljr cognizant, namely, Seot-
land awd Ireland, the passing of a Compulsory
Vaceination Act was followed by an enormons
diminution in the number of eazes of small-pox;
would you not be inclingd to connect those two
things together ns caunse and effect =T should
not at all, for this reason: that Parliament gene-
rally, I' believe, makes compulsory Acts when
there iz some cause for it: that is to say, in this
ense, when an attack is procecding ; and az soon
as ever the attack is over then naturally a decling
of the discase takes place by the laws of nature,
not by the laws of Parliament.

1388, Are you aware that thoese compulsory
Actz were Tor many years under I:!t:lllriidll!'l.'ﬁl‘il'l-n
before the Government were able to pass them?
—Yes. O course Parliament in its wisdom
would have in its mind to do those things when
lhﬁ}' were 't'n':ll:ll.:Ell'r but 1 it not a beet Iﬁat I|I11':.‘
can generally better be passed when there i= a
E:u:rl:un amonnt of publie I":!(!Eiug upon the suh-
jeet’?

1400, Then do you state that they were passed
during a time of public panic caunsed by zmall-
o= —1 asked rather [if I might nsk ti}u:' i eE-
tion), whether it was not geum'a.“:r the case that
Praclinment did so®

1401, With regard to your second example,
namely, that of your eoachman’s child; you said,
ihat after it waz vaccinated it got erysipelas, and
then, on that ground, you attributed the erysipelas
to vaceination, did you not *—Tt was simply an
extension of vaceination, The mother; also, was
nursing the child, and took erysipelas.

1402, But she had not been vaccimated, had
she #2=No: but she took it from the child; at
least, so 1 apprehend,

1403, If' two persons get erysipelas, one of
whom las been vaceinated, and the other has
not, you cannot say, can you, that the erysipelas
15 the effect of waccination, which was absent
in one of those casez?— No; but T Delieve
that it iz a disputed point whether erysipelas
i= infectious or not. |If vaccination produecs a
first enge, and the nfeetion of that firet eaze
|I|'::{]IImu n second, in that ease vaceination 18
charzealile.

1404, That is an hypothesis, is it not *—No, I
think ot ; I think that that is a positive fact.

EVIDENCE TAKEY BEFORE THE

1203, Which iz the faet ? —Tt 15 not that vacei-
nation a= vaceifation does it, but it s erysipelas
as erysipelas which propagates itself, after vacei-
nation has first given birth to it. I do not know
that anything germain to the present inquiry
hangs upon it.

1406. Mr. Condfish.] 1 suppose you have not
]hrnclim--l h.nmll.mlmthy all your life ?—No.

1407. Since when have you been practising
homaopathy 71 think T have practised hommo-
pathy for the last 28 years, and was in the other
syatem for 12 yvears, [ have been 40 years in all
in the profession.

14408, ”Hi‘iltg the 12 Yiars betore your aﬂnp-
tion of homeopathy did vou vaccinate *—Yes,
and until within the last fve vears; I had never
thought about it before.

14089, Has vour change of view been the resull
of your |ml‘snrt:ll observation and Htu{iy?—lt has.
I have been also somewhat moved more easily to
the change from feeling that small-pox can be
very easily treated by the method which I have
indieated, and unlmnquﬂntlv it has not seemed to
me =0 terrible o disease.  Perhaps that first gave
lll_n;rhr! feeling that vaccination might he dispensed
with.

1410, Do you trace the connection of cause and
effect in the five cases that you have mentioned,
the eause I:H.‘il'lg varcination, and the effects lmiﬂg
such 2z you have deseribed ?- T do

1411, o you attribute the effects to vaceina-
tion as such, or to the imperfect lymph used in
vaccination ¥—I am inclined o attnbute it to
vaceination alone ; T do not know that the lymph
was imperfect; itis o very diffienlt point 1o settle.

1412, Do vou think that those diseases follow
il the lvmph be pure ?—I have heard that Sir
Culling Eavdley died of the effeetz of vaceination,
amd that 15 eother persons vaccinated with the
same Iymph took no il from it therefore T pre=
sume that the lymph in that case (if that is a troe
statement) was perfectly pure.

1413, 1z it not the common sentiment of the
profiession that only in cases of impure lymph ean
any foul diseaze be conveyed by vaceination f—
That is perhaps a common sentiment of the pro-
fession; But Ihu not know that it is awell-founded
doctrine,

1414. In the main do you subscribe to that, or
do you differ from 87—In the main T believe
that if wou have pore lymph you will not
have syphilis or any of those complications ; but
with the purest lymph [ believe that you may
arouse in the system a set of very destructive
forces.  In short, that simple vaceine blood-poi-
goning has much to answer forin its own dizeases,
which owing to the endowment and estalilishment
of vaccination arc unrceorded by my profession,
and II'IIIF IITI]’IIIIJ“’T.I. {141 P:H'Ii.'ll]'ll:!'ﬂt..

1415. Do you think you will never convey a
foul disease by pure lymph ?—Pure lymph,
being itselfa disease, is a foul disease s if i:f;sea.se
aned foulness have ‘anything to do with one
another, I do not know what the dizeaze of o cow
may do with anybody.

1416, Is the procuration of pure lymph diff-
cult '—1I should :'IIII]]"E]IEH!:I that it 15 a very great
difficulty ; what test have ¥ 1 see a beautiful
child with a fine arm; I really know wonderfully
little abount this childs antecedents ; there may
lurk in its blood, discases; it would require a
clairvoyance far beyond mine to single out an
arm and to sy, this i pure lymph, beeause the
child looks wciﬁ

1417, Then
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1417. Then even the exiensive nse of impure
I:,'m]:h you regard as an inevitability, if’ vaccina-
tion is to he general P—It seems very possible.

1418. What is the necessity for medical men
waiting for one or two, or even more months, to

t what they call pure lymph?— They wait
until they geta very nice looking child, perhaps
the child qumuL- family that they are acquainted
with, and where they ean trace his parentage and
know u'nlncl:lﬁﬁg of ithe |:uenplc; that 1= the lLest
kind of souree, of conrse,

1419. Then in all other cases the inference
would be, that the medical man was at least um
certain as to the character of the lymph which he
was uzing f— In the case of very poor people 1
suppose that is so. A medical man vaccinates
from one to the other, and he iz not alile to koow
anything about it,

1420, How do you account for the universality
with which, according to your view, the profes-
sion has gone wrong upom thas rjlll:ssl'mn. Pe—I ag=
count for it, in the fivet place, by the terrible
consequences of small-pox in former ages ; it was
a very frightiul disease, and people were always
in a chronie panic about it. Then any great
pretence, such as Jenner's, was sure to be looked
at, and when the Dritish Parliament endorsed
Jenner and said, *° Here we have that which will
save the faces of the 1r1.-u|:|1:.." the Jmn]rlc were
E’!.',{!tl,"[li'l‘lgl_'!.-' g]un:i tir try it; |.Ill"l'!." did iry it, and 1t
B0 Iiappm:tﬂ that comcidently with ﬂ:i'l.l:, a hetter
state of general living, and many other canses
arose, and small-pox probably very much indeed
decreased in viculence ; the medical profession
in the meanwhile become endowed amd estab-
lished in it, snd their minds, as investigators,
were completely closed ; and these T vegard ns
the main canses of the strone hold which vaceina-
tion has now o the medieal |:rﬂfﬂ?¢einll.

1421. But it iz 70 years smee Dr. Jenmer
adopted vaccination, is it not ¥ — It is.

1422, Have you ever known any analogous

packery (for that is the light in which you view
thig}, to live out two or three generations, and fo
become stronger and stronger with the lapse of
time #= I do not eall it & quackery, becanse that
would be to impute wotives which I do not im-
pute.

1423. According to vou it is n mistake *—TIt
iz & subject upon which they have shut their
mindz, and they are not accessible to information
at present ; but I do not think that vaccination
ig stronger than it was, The public has been
rushing after it la