
BRAMW'ELL: CAUSATION1 AND PREVENTION OF 11JITIII-SIS. .3

Offlcîýr to commit suchi persons to a hospital, partiy for isolationî and
treatmnent, but also with a view to education in the sanitary inatt":rs
pertaining to their affliction. For this purpose a certain amiount of
hospitai and sanitorium accommodation would have to be provided, if it is
the intention to reduce ffhe disease to the lowest attainable lixuits. Un-

tii the disease is brought soniewhab urider control, it would flot be possi-

ble to find accommodation for ail the needful cases. In the tîrst instance,
compnlsory measures would have to be applied 'with great caution. It
would Uc judicious, at 1irst, to deal only with the worst cases. Unless
the public is willing to face a considerabie expenditure iii nioney, and
to agrree to the necessary compulsory measures, it is usvless and Utopian
to talk of stiunpincr out and comipletely eradicating phthisis.

Ift lias heen urged against comnpulsory notificatiorb that it %vould
entail great hardships upon the consumptiýve, since it would entail loss
of eniployment, etc. Sucli a resuit îight follow if the public were
allowed to believe le that phthisis is a dangerous infcctious disease cora-
munictible froi person to person." But this view is erroneous. The
public shotild Uc tatught that a healthy person living or wvorking in close
contact wvit. a patient sufleringy froin phthisis, runs littie or no risk,
provided that certain simple precautionary measures, stich as the de-
struction or disinfection of the sputuni, are ea.rried out. If this were
thoroughly understood by the public, there would Uc mnucli less risk of
Ioss of emnploymient than is feareé. Phthisis is only dangerous through
the sputum ; the sputuni can Uc easily destroyed and <isinfected: and if
it is destroyed while st.ili moist, there is practically no risk of infection.
The consumptive in himself is almost harrmless and only becoiues harm-
fui throughi bad habits. If it became the mile that a consumiptive could
only mnaintain his situation by the strictest observation of ail thesae
guards to others, a great step wvould have been taken onward. It i-fust
be reniembered that the healthy have a right to Uc protected against in-
fection. No einloyer should keep an eaiployee who is a, source of danger
to his fellow-employees; nor shiould the authorities permit it, if they can
prevent it. The healthy have a ri.ght to deniand that the phtlîisical
per:ion shuid adopt the necessary precautions, to prevent the spread of
his disease. Tbere is now a w'idespread and exaggYcerated fear of the
disease. The notification o? cases3, the distribution of proper liter-ature,
and the adoption of preventive mneans wouid do much to correct the
present view, and to enabie the consumptive to obtain exnpioyment.

If the public once realised the enormnous benefits to Uc gained by
reducing consuliiption to its io'etattainable limits, compulsory noti-
fication and other measuires neccssary for dealing with the disease would
be agreed to.


