
CORRESPONDENCE 
This department is proL'idcd for th e publitOlioJl of iuformal COlH-

11111llications which are of il1t ercst because th ey are inforillati've or sti'l1l 
'lIlat iug, and for tll e diSC1I ss iOil of cont1'Qt'crsiul matt ers. 

I:'\THOJ)lT TIO:\' OF J'no~lI)\ I ~ ' l' IU:.\,],)H:':<;T 

'1'0 Till, l'~DlTOR: 

1n the matter of the illtroductioll of t>romin in the trratmellt of 
leprosy, 1 have had di sc ll ssioll s with the late ])1' . .James _.\ . Doull, a r e
cent paper by whom l /ill c/'Iwt. J. L ep1'Osy 31 (\9G3) 1.+3-160] deal s with 
the s ubj ect at len g th. 1ty protes t wa s that the id ea that PJ"omin might 
be h elpful in leprosy lin·;j came from Dr. '\'alte r I\\. Nimpson, Director 
of K ett ering In ::; titl1t e for I\\e(iical R esearch (and I'NPHN ), in a p er 
sonal conve]"~ation with m e D ecember 28, 1939. I immediatel y got 
som e Prom in from Ih. K .A. Nharp of Parkr, D(\\' is & Compan~T , and 
with D1". ChaTIt'li Ruan gs iri I trie(l it ill rat l e pros~· . \\' e found that it 
wa s well tol erated by Ollr rat s, and that thei r 1l0llul<-s (lecrea sed in s izC' 
to some extent. Thi s " 'e duly r eporte(l [Arcll. /)at/1. 32 (19.+1) 632-6-1:0]. 
_\ s twa s workillg IllldC'r th e Public H ealth ~(\rvi ce at that time, 1 \l'rot e 
to Dr. James P. L ea ke s nggest ill g that Promin he tri ed out on human ~ . 
COll siderably later Dr. (l. H . Faget wrote m e from Carville a skin g fo r 
on r expe ri ence with U1(' drllg, which J g ll-Hll.Y g H\'e him . ' l'h 0. wh ole s tory 
can, of course, he ohtaillcd from Nharp. 

The n ext thing that happen ed wa s that Faget and a ssociates puh
lish ed a paper [PHol. HUh. R ep 58 (1D-I:3) 1720-17-+1] on the treatment 
of C<1 ses at Can' ilk, wh er e 1 hml prcviou sly worked. In the illtroductor~r 
llaragraph of this papPI' it wa s said that ill murin e leprosy "th e r eports 
(sir) are s llgge~ti\'e of s li ght actiOll," with a r C'fe r ence to th e r eport of 
Cowc1rr and HllHn gs iri . ~1'IH\r e WH S 110 acknowledgement of Faget's rr 
q uest to m e for information, or of my an s wer. ~ehell , Faget died sud
denly at the Public H ra lth 'Service hos pital in N ew Orleans, alld I did 
1l0t feel like follo win g the matter lip allY further until Doull s tarted to 
write his aCCOl11lt of the matte r and ]u\(l some corres pondence with me 
ahout it. Tn hiR paper he t1id not aclmowlrllge that the first suggestion 
came from Simp:;on and that the first work was don e hy Ruangsiri and 
llW; he merely I" aid "aguely, in a footnote, that Simpson wa s somehow 
connected with the matter. 

The hub of the matter, h e clailll e(l , wa s that Simp"on co uld ]lot have 
told m e of the re sult s of the work of F eldman and Hin shaw on the 
influence of Promin in experimental tuber culos is . Actually, I think that, 
knowing of the proposed work of Feldman and Hinshaw, Simpson 
thonght that it would 1)(' a good id C'a to try the drug in leprosy, which i t 
certai nl y was. Nharp tell s m e that Simpson ,,'as ill 11 pos ition to kllow 
abont their work, hut h C' ('o ulll not sa y po sitivel~· that h e did know 1Ihout 
it. nut how elH' ('0111(11 lin \'0 h C'en 1e(1 to pro(,l1l" ~ th e tlrng- 1In(1 tT~T it out 
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on rat lepl'osy1 ,Now Doull has al so di eo, and so it i ~ \'ery diflicult for 
me to make any progress in giving Simpson credit for the idea and 
recognition of our efforts to test the idea on rats. 
D epartment of Anatomy E Y. C OW))ltY , M.n. 
W ash£ng ton University 
Scho ol of 111 edicin e 
.':J~t. i ,ou'is 10 , Mi ssO ll1'i 

Z I~N f{En VS FOIUVfALI N FOB. ]o' JXATJO K 

'r o T HE I£DlTO H: 
About the use of Zenker's Ruid for fixa tioJl of leprosy t issues, J 

am in entire agreement with you as to its superiority over formalin. 
Throughout the long years of my work ill Calcutta, 1 usco it routinel~' 
with very satisfactory r esults. 

Histologic work at this institution started with the establishm ent of 
the laboratories after Dr. S. G. S. Jyer joined as head of the Division of 
Laboratories . During his previous training, which was that of a neuro
pathologist, formal in was his choice of a fixa tive because of the wide 
range of staining procedures that can be applied to formalin-fixed ti s
sues. Further , because of his special interest in the study of cutaneous 
nerves by the silver impregnation method, for which Zenker's Auid is 
not suitable, he had preferred to use formalin, particularly in those in
stances wher e the amount of tissue was r estricted. In such instances 
paraffin sections wer e zenkerized for rout in e examillation. However, on 
examining these sections, my opinion about the superiority of Zenker 
fixation was confirmed, since the formalin sections showed considerable 
shrinkage. 

A comparative study was therefor e undertakclL of Zenker and for 
malin fixation s, and there is no doubt that Zenker's Auid is a better 
fixative for most rout.ine procedures, a fact about which there has never 
been any se rious doubt in our minds. The ques tion here was to use a 
procedure of a fixation which would permit of tissues being stained 
with as wide a variety of techniques as possible. The procedure fol
lowed at present is that large biopsy specimens are divided into two 
and fi xed separately in Zenker's and formalin, r espectively. However , 
if the biopsy specimen is small, then we r estrict ou I'sel ves only to tech
niques possible with Zenker fi xation . 
Centr'al L ep1'osy T earhing and 

R esearch I nstittde 
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:F1L i\lS OF THE M fSSlOX TO LEPERS 

'1'0 TH8 .I£D1 TO R: 

DHARMF:XDRA 

Dirertor 

A news item in 1'HE JOU HNAL last year [30 (1962) 366] told of a 
fi lm, entitled J~nterpl'ise R.5, that had been made by the Mission to 


