442 International Jowrnal of Leprosy 1964

Muvrienication or Mycobacterium leprae 1x the Mouse Foorpap

To TuE EprTor:

The purpose of my paper, which had heen accepted for publica-
tion in Tue JourNaL more than a month prior to the Congress, was to
communicate the nature and results of my attempts at Carville to oh-
tain multiplication of the leprosy bacillus in footpads under conditions
which explicitly differed from the conditions so clearly stated by
Shepard. Therefore, this was not an attempt to duplicate Shepard’s
experiments for the purpose of ecorroboration. Had it been that, I would
have to fully agree with the eriticism of Drs. Rees and Waters. The
strategy of research, however, allows for flexibility of attack and it is
perhaps not entirely true that experimenters always are committed to
adhere to every detail of preceding work, particularly if they are will-
ing to seek explanations for different results in deficiencies of their
own experiments. This I have done. Deviations from the straight and
narrow certainly are not unique and at times they seem productive of
salutary results, as in the experiments of Waters and Niven.

I fully agree with Drs. Rees and Waters that it wounld be most
unfortunate if readers of Tue Jouvr~an concluded from my paper that
Hansen’s bacillus does not multiply in the mouse footpad. If they do,
this must be at their own peril, because there is not a word in this arti-
cle which casts doubt on the validity of Shepard’s work, and the foot-
note lists independent sources of eonfirmation, to which I can add now
the results of our more recent experiments.

I also agree with what Drs. Rees and Waters say about the signifi-
cance of Shepard’s work and all acelaim it has brought him.
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