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SO L'L I'; ' ::; C l l U l'l VATJO X OF Till'; LEI' n OS Y BA C ILLUS 

Hefl' l'l'ilig to the I' l'celli pditol'iHI on thi s s nhject ' Dr. .Johll II . lI allks~ 
lJa s ente red a "colltrary opinion." Hc tell s of having hca rd, appHr­
cntl y beforc hc camc to Culioll, of six Ull successful attcmpts to r epcat 
thc ~\\'ork of Sonlr aud :Jl cKilll r .v. H c appRrentl.v did 110t discuss the 
matt r l' withSoulr. 

Iff' tf'l ls of a prc nlial'ity of thr Huntooll nl N1iulll in that it conta in s 
Ii pid s \\'hi ch, when 01(' tllhes are ill cl1hnt-ed, telld to c reep to thc sur­
fa ct" \\'h c rf' thry comhin e with lipid s lihrrated f rom Rn implanted 
ti ss ll r s ll spellf;ioll, tIll' t\\'o kind s of lipid s coa lescing in tiny droplets 
01' pse m10co lolli es. Whe1l mycobac teria a re p1'esrnt in the inoculum 
th cy, being lipophi li c, are" f; wr pt illto the lipid Rggregatiolls." flc 
rclates all experim ent of his ill which code(1 tu\ws, afte r incuhation , 
wer e g rRcl cc1 a s pos iti ve or negativc by i11sp('ction, a1l(1 it tUl'llcc1 out 
that the media to which 0.;) 70 phcnol or ] .0 % formalin had becn ac1dc(1 
had as man~" "positives " as did the ullmoc1ifi ed mer1inm. Hr says 
110thillg of microscopic filldill gS, or of subculturcs. 

G 1'antillg that all this is cO lTect, it is not cvid e llt~ why it fo]]o\\, s 
that the factor cited should be held to n egate the ,,"ork of Sonl e am1 
~rcKinll'Y . It is f; ug'gestw l that that factor might have fooled an 
amatcur worker, hilt 1Iot a profess iollRI hacte riologi st. SonIc was 
unclc l' Profcsso r No\'y at the 1'nivr 1'sil), of ,'Iichigan ~ recl i ca l School, 
later succeeding him ill that positioll. And ~?\JcKinl cy, too, was a pro­
fe ssor of bacteriology. J t Rcems quite possiblc that t hcy both wonld 
havc been aware of thc lipid factor described by Hanks. 

~.-\t Rny rate, ahout hi s Culioll work Soul e reported t.hat, of -!-2 spec i­
mem; workrd with, 0111,\" 2;') produced cultures which h c regarded as 
positive, which 11I('aIlS that 17 of hi s spec il1l ell s gave lI egative' r e, uHs. 
Furthermore, to 11I eet all oh;iectioll that had \)('ell rai sl'll, he c01 ltroll('(1 
each of the illocula t ion s hy ho iling hefo re clllturillg' a portion of the 
seed material used; tlw l\ill e(1 hacilli, he l'l' ported, di sapprared elltir e l~' 
lifter a few transfers. 

rrhat Soulc <lJl(1 )l cKinl cy were conse rvative in their claim s is 
cvident from the citation ~ given in the cditori a l; yet informally (ill 
correspondencc with Lowe) )r cKinley expressed the opinion that their 
cllltures were th e true ge rm of lep rosy. reo deny them any success 
ill thi s work implies, for oll e thing, that nrcKillle,v wa s wrong- to put 
it mildly- in hi s r epo rt s of takillg some of the Pu erto Ri co culturcs 
",ith him to , Vashillgtoll, wh er e with ,"e rder h r attcmptec1-UllsuCCC s­
fnlly-to get bette r growths ill a liquid medium contailling minccc1 
chicken embryo. It also implies that Soul e wa s e<lually wrong ill say­
ing that hc took several of his Culioll st rHill S ha ck to \1111 Arhor with 
him to carry 011 furthcr . ubcultures. 

It is 1I 0t clea l' just what the implicatioll is regard ill 0' my O\\,ll 
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accollnt of a llcrsonaJ foll ow-up " ' itll :--louI e ill t!)38. Lq~ali s tj callr 
speaking, iti ~ of COlHSC' only h('ar sa.,' , ba sed on :--Ioul e 's statC'm ent to 
me, that of the h,'o strain s thaL he ",as carrying Oil at t.hat tim e (other ;,; 
having' been discard ed) , Ol1 e repl'()sented the Puerto Rico cultures 
isolated 7 years befor e, and the other r epresented the Culion cultures 
isolated 5 years befor e, both after many subcultures . At an y rate, my 
statement about th e appearance of these cultures and ahollt the obser ­
vation s on th e smears made from them is factual. I r emain of the 
opinion that ?lfcKinl ey was conect in th e s tntement cite(l ahove. 

Cu lion Sanitarium 
P alaIVan, Philippines 

~I'o THE EDITOR: 

H. ·\\T. ,VAm:, ~\Ll). 

CAT LEPROSY 

rl'hi s is in further r eply to Dr. 'Wade 's inquiry about the existence, 
in the North ern T erritory of Australia, of the mycoba cterial infection 
known as " cat leprosy," a s yet r eported onl y from the Sydney area 
in .A ustl'aJia rbut also from N ew Zealand.- H .'\V.'\T.l. 

Inow have a r eport on the subjec t from the director of the Veteri­
nary Hesearch In stitute of the Univer sity of 1felb0urne. Neither that 
institution , which keeps the national r egister of animal diseases, nor 
the veterinarian s of Darwin, have anything more to r eport as yet. 
However, the article of Lawrence and vVickham has awakened them to 
the exis tell ce of " cat leprosy, " an(1 they will be looking out for it in 
the future. 

D ept. 0/ H enlth 
f)a rlVin, N.'!'. 
A1Is tmZia 

.T. C. HAlleR An :, ::'ILl). 

VER:-;JOXS OF PA~EL OX EPlDE M IOLOGY A ]'\I) CONTR OL 

VIIITH CON GHESS OF L EPHOLOGY 

T o THg EDITOR: 

In r efer ence to the Note published in ']' I-fI<: .TO UI1N AT., (32 (1964) 
444-445) on the T ec11llical 'R eports of the Hio COll g ress, 1 wish to 
emphasize that th e English version of the r eport of the Pall el Oll 
gpidemiology and Control published bv COCfL, and r eproduced by 
L epro sy R eview (35 (1964) 17-33), is the complete r eport edited by 
the Committee and accepted by the final plenary session. 

This r eport differ s ill a very few mi110r points from the mimeo­
graphed English report submitted for approval at the final plenary 
session. The r eason for these diffe rences is that a few modifications, 
dealing mostly with English syntax, had been made afte r the r eport 
was mimeograph ed ani! hefor e it had heen submitted to th e final ses-


