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such a table of constant characters it becomes possible however, to fill

in the gaps of our knowledge concerning intestinal bocteria, and adopt-

ing standard reactions in our descriptions, by means of a comparison of

results in different laboratories, to arrive at a more and more complete

knowledge of the colon and its allies the paracolibacillary organisms.

I wish to express my thanks to Dr. Adami, under whose supervision

the work reported in this paper has been carried out, and to Dr. Harris

of Baltimore, who has furnished me with a number of cultures from

the Johns Hopkins Pathological Laboratory.
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