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bcred that if the prevalence of phithisis can Le reduced, other forins of
tuberculous disease will become less frequent also.

Against notification the argument lias been advanced that it would
divulge a mnedical secret and the publie would protest. If the notification
of phthisis would aid in staniping out the disease, this sentimental objec-
tion should Le disregarded. Tlnder a judicious system of notification, no
undue publicity is given to the fact that any penson is affected. Too
inuch stress bias been here la;d upon hieredity. The introduction of the
tubercle b)acilli or its spores a-re necessary to produce phithisis. The pu b-
lic lias consented to the notification of othe- disea-ses and the idea ot
divulging a rnedical secret should not stand in the way.

Another argument whici bias heen. advanced is that phltisis differs
in rnany wvays froin the acute infectious diseases. and tiiat the notifica -
tion of them is consequently unnecessary and undesirable.

The object of notification in phtbisis; is not to restriet the liberty of
the patients, nor to, isolate theni, but to, locate the cases, and so enable
the anthorities to take the necessary steps for preventing the spread of
the disease. It is quite possible to arrange a systemi of cornpulsory noti-
fication that wvould Le beneticial, that would be effective and work well
in practice, and that would yield grreater advantages than disadvpiitages.

To deal efiectively with the disease, it wvould Le necessary to hiave
power to enforce preventive nîeasures,, and to, remove to an hos.pital those
phthisical patients who, in consequence of tlieir inability or unwillingness
to carry out the necessary preventive înenisures, are a source of danger to
the community. These intue, if they could be carried ont, wvotnld be
of the gcreatesf value in preventing the extension of the disease; they
would entail a large expenditure, but the nioney would Le well spent.

It bias been argued by sanie that because the infection is in the
sputumn in niost cases, there is no iieed for notification. The reverseý is
really the case. If cases of phthisis werc reported, and proper mieans
taken Nvithi these cases, it would be an casier task than in any other
infections disease to niake preventive ineasures effective. So many of
tbe poor who sufler nîost from phthisis wvill not carry out any preventive
ineans, unless Looked aftcr by soi-neone who bias sumfcient authori.y
vested in hlmi to enforce proper precautions.

Amiong the reforms that ougflit to be introduced to render conpu1 .-
,iory notification of any value would be those of arranging for labor-
atonies Nvhcere the sputum could Le testcd ; Mie correction of insanitary
conditions, likely to cause phithisis; the diffusion of leallets and suitable
reading- matter; the provision of proper spittoons for thc p<ior, and
niecessziry disinfectants, tbe regular inspection of tue prenîises where
consuxnptive patients are domiciled; the renioval of poor cases to at


