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in preventive thera py and drug treatment 
were first made without benefit of scientifi c 
control. One thinks at once of cowpox vac
cination against smallpox and the use of 
quinine to prevent or cure malaria. Indeed 
much more recent accomplishments of the 
same nature could be cited. The use of 
streptomycin and isoniazid in tuberculosis 
is a case in point. Initial recognition of 
their value was based on clinical observa
tion , without what would now be considered 
adequate statistical conb·ol. To be sure, an 
abundance of controlled studies came later. 
But the first observations were simply of 
spectacular clearing of lesions as seen in 
x-ray films in patients whose course had 
hitherto been slow and doubtful or even 
one of deterioration. Those who attended 
tuberculosis clinics in the early days of use 
of these drugs will recall how startling was 
the improvement as compared with the 
slow and discouraging course in patients of 
the same type for many years pas t. 

Indeed something similar can be said of 
leprosy. Binford has called special attention 
( 13) to the complete lack of what is now 
considered indispensable control in the first 
studies demonstrating the value of the sub
stituted sulfone Promin. (14) The original 
classic on this subject presented summaries 

'"SYM POSIUM ON SU LFONES. U.S.·J a pa n Coopera · 
t.i ve Medi cal Science I>rogra m. Sa n Fra ncisco, J I 
May 1967. 

" FACET, C. H ., POCCE, R . S., .J 0 II AN ~ EN, F . A., 
DINAN, J. F ., PREJ EAN, .B. M . a nI ECCI.ES, C. C . 
The Promin l rea lm ent o f leprosy. A progress re· 
port. Pub!. Hllh. R ep . 58 (1943) 1729· 174 1. R e· 
prill /ed in Inte rna l. J. Lep rosy 34 (1966) 298·3 10. 

of progress in 22 pa tients who had com
pleted at leas t 12 months of Promin trea t
ment. In most of the cases the course of the 
patient was remarkably favorable. It will 
be noted, however, tha t a sense of inade
quacy in this respect was recognized by the 
authors themselves. In the same paper a 
second study is recorded briefly, of a Prom
in-like- drug socalled Internal Antiseptic 
307 ( sodium-4,4' -diaminodipheny lsulfone-
2-acetylsulfonamide) which was given to 
one selected group of patients, while a 
second group, untrea ted except for a sim
ple placebo, was set up for control. The 
former did better than the latter. The con
trolled trial is now largely forgotten. What 
is remembered is the uncontrolled investi
gation of Promin. As the authors said, in all 
simplici ty, "Prom in can be considered to 
have opened a new avenue in the chemo
therapy of mycobacterial diseases." 

These few remarks on the advent of 
Promin naturally will not be taken as derog
atory to the principle of scientific control 
in determining the value of a medicament 
for disease. Such control is indispensable in 
clinical or experimental evaluation. They 
are made only because chance, too, is 
sometimes helpfu1. In the future, as in the 
past, first observations on something tJ1at 
ultimately proves invaluable may be ush
ered in without the backing of any formu
lated study. Repetition becomes tiresome, 
perhaps, but Pasteur's old adage of "chance 
and the prepared mind" is not to be forgot
ten. 

- E. R. LONG 

Controversy over Erythema Nodosum Leprosum 

A few years ago the former Editor of the 
INTERNATIONAL JOURNAL OF LEPROSY, Dr. H. 
W. Wade, wrote to the current Editor that 
he had long thought of using the Corre
spondence Section of THE JOURNAL for a 
series of letters, constituting a symposium 
in effect, on some important and controver
sial subject in leprosy. It was his thought 

that an informal "symposium" published in 
this way might clear up some misconcep
tions, resolve a few doubts, and furnish a 
precedent for other symposia b y COrres
pondence. 

He was never able to . bring about the 
compilation he had in mind. By accident, 
however, something of the kind has be-
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come possible in this issue of THE JOUHNAL. 
Erythema nodosum leprosum is a subject of 
the type that Dr. Wade had in mind . It 
takes some courage to . advance new con
cepts in this fi eld, for they are almost cer
tain to run counter to well substantiated 
concepts in the minds of others. The subject 
of ENL, to use its familiar abbreviation, is 
compounded with uncertainty over its etiol
ogy in terms of sensitiza ti on and precipitat
ing factors, the relation of chemotherapy 
and various stress factors to its genesis, and 
the treatment of the disturbing condi tion 
itself. A number of papers on ENL and its 
origins and treatment were published in 
the January-March 1967 issue of THE Toun
NA L. These brought forth a series of letters, 

some in comment and others in protes t, 
which the Editor is glad to puhlish here
with . 

The Editor has had some reason to be
lieve that the Correspondence Section of 
THE JOUHNAL, being relatively short and 
personalized with familiar names, is often 
read at once when detailed articles, with 
lengthy tables and analysis, are not read 
until a special need arises, or are postponed 
to that elusive period "when there is more 
time." The letters here published show, 
however, that this may not be the rule. The 
ENL articles in the January·March issue of 
TI-lE JounNAL aroused inten~ st at once. 

- E. R. LONG 


