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Reply to Dr. Convit's Letter to the Editor

To Tiff EprroR:
In preliminary experiments, we extracted

phospholipids with pyridine in different
mycobacterial strains exactly following the
technical procedure described by Campo-
Aasen and Convit (') and subsequently
used by Fisher and Barksdale ("- 1 ). In spite
of this, substantially fewer acid-fast cells
were repeatedly observed in some myco-
bacterial species after pyridine treatment
than in parallel control smears. The results
of subsequent tests in 32 strains of 18 my-
cobacterial species in which, as stated in
our paper, smears were fixed by heat in-
stead of Bouin's solution did not differ from
the former and essentially corresponded
with the findings of Skinsnes, et al. ( 5). The
paper by Convit and Pinardi ( 2 ) cited by us
says, in connection with the effect of pyri-
dine on acid-fastness, Baker's staining for
phospholipids, and fluorochrome staining
that "Of all other known mycobacteria,
only M. leprae completely loses its ability
to be stained by the above three methods
after 2-hour treatment with pyridine."
However, the selection of mycobacteria in
the three earlier studies to which the au-
thors refer was limited to only a small num-
ber of the more than 25 well-defined my-
cobacterial species and, in our opinion, was
not sufficiently representative to allow the
conclusive statement quoted above to be
based thereon.

Prior to submitting our paper for publi-
cation, we had sent it to Dr. Convit, asking
for his comments, and fully agree with his
remark, repeated in his Letter to the Edi-
tor, that our technic differed in many re-

spects from the method used by him. The
differences especially relate to the fixation
of material (smears from leprous patients
had been forwarded to us after heat fixa-
tion, biopsy specimens in formalin) and
also to the staining itself, which we per-
formed by the modification of Ziehl-Neel-
sen's method usual here. However, we
have pointed out both of these changes in
the Methods section and, moreover, intro-
duce the summary conclusions drawn from
our experiments with the phrase, "Under
the conditions used . . .

—M. Slosarek, R.N.Dr., C.Sc.

Research Assistant
Institute of Hygiene and Epidemiology
100 42 Prague
Sroharot'a 48
CSSR
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Considerations on the Treatment of Leprosy
To THE EDITOR:

In considering the Fifth Report of the
WHO Expert Committee on Leprosy
(Technical Report Series, 607, Geneva,
April 1977); the Heathrow Report (ILEP
No. 1, London, August 1977); and the
Workshops on Experimental Chemother-
apy and Epidemiology, Control and Field

Therapy of the XI International Leprosy
Congress (November 1978, Mexico), the
following observations appear warranted:

1. For the treatment of lepromatous lep-
rosy and for the prevention or treatment
of dapsone resistance, 9 drugs are rec-
ommended in the above documents.
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