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from monkey to monkey, and in one case it has been carried through

fifteen generations. Having shown that the Rhesus monkey is sus-
ceptible to Brill's disease, Anderson and Goldberger next attempted
tc, study the relationship between this disease and Mexican typhus.
In a most striking series of perfectly eontrolled experiments tlîey
demonstrated that monkeys, which haci recovered from an inocula-
tion with blood'of Brill's. disease, were immune to siibsequent in-

fection with Mexican typhus, and vice versa, monkeys which had
recovercd from Mexican typhus were immune to Brill'si disease.
They conclude that "'the disease described by Bri is idýentical with
the typhus fever of Mexico, an.d iiiasmuch as the New York strýain
is nndoubtedly of European origin, -we may also conclude that the
typhus of Europe and thc tabardillo of Mcxico arc identc-al.''

Late:r, l3rill rcvicws the work of these two men and considers

their concelusiorns ton far-reacbing. 1le argues thýat while Anderson
and (Joldberger havc show'n tliat Brill's disease and typhus Lever
are related, they have not provcd their identity. In support of
this contcntion refcrcnce Ls made to reecut work at the Pasteur
Institute by Metchnikoff and Bcsrcdka, showing that chirapanzees
immunizcd against paraty-phoid are immune to typhoid. Everyone
knIows) that whereas these two diseases are closely related clinieally
and etiologically, they are not identical. Furthermnorc, the w cli-
known reaction of immrunity agaiinst variola by inoculation of vac-
cinia virus is evidence that the production of immunity to one
disease by another is not proof of their identity. Brill's opinion
then is that the discase deseribed by himi is vcry closcly rclated to
typhus fever, but that proof of their idcntity is stili lacking.

Tphe mode of transmission of the discase was studicd by Ander-
son and Goldbergcr in connection with their similar investigations
of typhus fever. They showed that both body lice and bead lice
are capable of transmitting the infection, but their worýk does not
provc that this is the only possible methoci.

Whether the disease be mnild typhus fcver or a new clinical
entity similar to typhus reinains to be demonstrated. But its Close
relation sbip to typhus nmakes it imperative for the medical profes-
sion to be on the lookout for the disease and for Boards of llealth
to deinand that it be re'ported.


