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Notioet of Booh*. tSl

utd Profeaaor Crookshftnk. T)i«re can be no question that the whole

•ubjeet of the pathology of vaccinia require* a etudj more full, more

accurate, and more iciontifio than it haa aa jet received, and as a means

to thia end the writinga of theae two oontroTeraialiata, and the ioTestiga-

tiona of the Royal Commisaion now sitting, are most timely and most

welcome, inaamuoh as they indicate the direction in which we must turn

our attention in order latiafactorily to solve the undoubted difficulties

that exist

The views of Dr. Creighton are by now well-known. His article in

the " Encyclopasdia Britannioa," and his more recent writings, well define

his position. A study of the article above mentioned, shows that his

main content' jns are the difference between vaccinia and variola, and the

unsatisfactory nature of the statistics of the supporters of vaccination.

The practice is not directly attacked, but the evidence that is against

it is carefully presented ; whereaa that in ita favour is little dwelt upon.

Yet Dr. Creighton definitely admits its value when properly performed,

for he gives the following table :

—

Tabui VIIL, ihowing the numbar snd kind of arm mark* in 370 fatal osms of nnall-

pox »t Hom«rton HoipiUl, 1871—80 (Osyton) :—

VArX'INAL MilllKS.

4 Rood
8 good
i good
1 good
4 imperfect

8 imperfect
8 imperfect
1 imperfect

ADMiHuioaii.


