DOMIMION MEDICAL MONTHLY 129

Thus, a pupil of Trashot's™ swallowed the false membrane of
several liens without contracting diphtheria.  Megnin® never ob-
served diphtheria among those who took care of diphtheritic
birds, Rivolta! discussing the observations of Gerhardt, said
that the false membranes of {owls were not diphtheritic, but
croupous, and that if the epidemic observed among the employees
at Nesselhausen had been true diphtheria, it woull not have re-
mained lucalized, but would have spread to the environs, It was
possible that the infection was transmitted by the fowls to man,
but it was not diphtheria, but a slight attack of croup.

Sante Sirena,” studying the same epidemic reported upon by
Chicoli, declared that he never saw a case of the transmission of
the disease from birds to man, and that never had the cases of
human diphtheria in Palermo been so rare as at the time of this
epidemic.  Loetfler,” the discoverer of the human diphtheria
germ, was never able to produce diphtheria in fowls by the in-
oculation of the true bacillus; and Colin® obtained the same re-
sults.  Nocard" denied the identity of the two dizeases: and st.
Ives Menard? considered the false membranes of fowls quite
different from those of man, and had never seen cases ot the
transmission of the disease in the * Jardined ™ acclimatation of
Paris.” Straus had never observed cases of diphtheria among
those who took care of diphtheritic pigeons. Gratia and
Linenaux® had one favorable result from the administration of
diphtheria antitoxin to a diphtheritic chicken: but in all other
cases the reaults were negative.  These authors concluded that
the inefficacy of this remedy {or poultry was an argument against
the identity of the avian and human forms of dipntheria.

It is impossible to bring into agreement all the data furnished
by the above experimenters, unless we admit that the diplitheria
of the birds is either produced by several different species of bac-
teria and perhaps coccidia. or that under the name of diphtheria
there has been, as Galli-Valeriof” remarks, “a lamentable con-
fusion of differcra afiections.”  We know that infecticus pseudo-
membranons inflammation of mucous membranes may be caused
by the streptococcus pyogenes, staphytococcus pyogenes, and
other bacteria; and many of the disorders caused by these organ-
isms resemble very closely the local and general phenomena of
diphtheria caused by the Klcbs-Loeffler bacillus: and if such is
the cage in the human subject, it is more probable it is also true
of birds.

Seeing, therefore, that the research from the etiology (physi-
cal cause or causes) of diphtheritic affections of birds was so
mcomplete and so controversial, we have given this subject con-



