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The toleowing is an abstract of a paper
by B. W. Iliehardsoii, M. D., F. R1. S. &ce.,
from thc Journal of lte Society of Arts,
in the ,Sanitarian :

In speakcing, a fcw months ago, on ono
of tbe deparrnents of physical purilien-
tion, 1 seem to bave startled the propri-
eties of many of tho peoplo by bbe
assertion that absol uto cleaniiness-conn-
liness of the body and mind, and ail that
beilongs te tbem-is the boginiig and
the end of the sauitary design, and that
such. perfect cleanliness would wipe off
ail the diseases which cause at this time
the leading mortalities. I do net with-
draw from that statement a syllable, and
I again place this subjeet of national
purification first on the paper.

Int ail the varied studics counected
with this argument it were impossible
te enter. It wiIl be fittest te take two of
the Augean stables whieh bave to bo
cleansed.

Underground Purification. - Tbe comn-
plote removal from oui' communities, day
by day, of ail tbeir organie excreta, is
still au unsolved difficulty, which, ro 'main-
ing unsoived, is a block to every stop of
perfect purification.*

We are yet distracted with the debato
evor going on betweon the advocatos of
the combined and the separate systems of
drainage. Sbnil our organie exereta go
with the stormn-water int the river and
son, or shail tho water go te the river
and soa, the sewago te tbe land ? Unlike
our neighbors on the other sida of the chan-
nol, we have agreod te give up the cosspool
and te divido on two questions wbich.
tbey bave net, seemiugly, admitted, and
ene cf whicb-that of disposai in running
streams-they bave long legnlly prohi-
bited. But in giving up the cosspools,
have wo greatly advanced, se long as
wo pollute the running stroam and loe
the ngtqr4l fèvtjljgçr of the land ?

Iooking back on ail the controversy
for the last thirty years, and reading
back stili farther, I f'eel we havo not
advanced. 1 do flot thinki it would be
wise to return to the most scientiflo
system of ccsspoolagc, but I caunot con-
~cive nny next worsc plan than tho plan
of passing the sewage with storm-watcr,
oven on the most scîentific system, into
running strcams, and robbing the ]and of
its greatcst requiIrcment for its fruitful-
noess. 1 submit, therefore, as a point to
be argued out, that this society can nover
bc soundly assisting sanitation until it
assisîs noune other mode for removal of
exereta than the separate system.

In saying so much for tbe separate
system I do net, bowevor, wish to con-
tend for the introduction of that systeim
in the bard and unchanging li'no wbieh
some would figbt for. 1 know quite well,
from the inspections 1 have had to malce,
officinlly, of difforent.towns and districts,
that there are centres of population in
whichi the separate plan, in its rigid
app)lication, is not suitable. A town may
have no river int which its storm-wator»
eau run. A town may bave a river but
no ]and noar te il wbich can be cultivated.

Theso conditions may affect dotails,
while tbey need not affect the prineipie.
For storm-water for wbich thore is no
natural outiot thero is alwayîi the good-
resource at band of stering it for domestie
use. For seivage Ibat cannot be utilized
ou ]and near te tbe comrnunity which
yioids it, thoe is always land flot, far
away which is waitiug for il. In t1oe
days thero noed nover ho necessity for
any difficulty in the removal of sowago
day by day from the largôst contres of
population, prosuming always that ft is
not mixed and increascd iu volume by
storm-wiiter.

Closod sewage-tankçs moveablo by nigbt
train, closed sewage-tanks niovable by
sîoam.power on sewage canais and rîvors,
closed tanks movablo by steam-power on
the sea, could conveý aWay ail thià


