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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-


