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D, Spitzlca and Professor Pastenr.

Science is not slways more fortunate than
religion in its exponents and ministers, and
men of fair‘and moderate minds will be slow
to judge either cause by the mistnkes of its
conspicuous professors. These may differ in
opinion on grave subjects and they have
varying standards as to method. But all
men will agree that, scicnce being a depart-
ment of human activity whose threshold is
cloge repsoning, the gelf appointed expo.
nent who makes out o case by slovenly
processes of thought snd demonstratior
stands in need of rebuke. And when thal
case is attempted ngninst & very large and
approved scientist by one who, though well
known by name is not associated in the pab.
lic mind with any considerable seryice to the
onuse, criticism is sharply deserved. Professor
Bpitzka is the gentloman who has courted
such criticism ; the object of his attack is the
great Pasteur. Some dnys ago Dr. Hammond,
of whom Professor 8pitzke is a disciple,
lectured upon the subject of hydrophobin and
rabies, contributing some valunble thoughts
and popularizing, if he did not originate it,
not a little useful knowledge. He demon-
strated among things, what a great many
people knew befora, that there are two dis-

cuses which hoave very similar symptoms, and
which, for the sake of brevity, we wmay eall

trne and false hydrophobin, the former pro-
duecibla only by innenlntion by thae anlivn of
rabid animals, and the other by a variety of
cnuses, chiefly mental. The true hydrophobia
is due to the prosence in the blood of the
specific virus of rabies, a microbe which, wa
Lelieve, putient microscopic investigation has
rendored objectively perceptible. The pseudo-
hydrophobia is & nervous disturbence which
mentnl nnxiety may bring about. It conntor-
feits the originnl 8o well that an expert may
not be ablo to distinguish the difference be-
tweon them. Such a bafled expert is Dr.
Spitzka.

Two or three wecks ago Mr. Hertlein, of
Brooklyn, wng seized with symptoms which
his attendant physician treated for trua hy-
drophobin, The patient died. The EidLE,
commenting upon the case, was led to the con-
clusion that the disorder wns of the counter-
feit variety. For some reason Dr. Spitzke
wns permitted to take a hand in the autopsy.
He pronounced the case trne hydrophobia,
and, let il be rewewmbered, his judgment is,
with one possible oxception, the sole proot
that the disense was of that nature.
This is Dr. Sternberg who inoculated a rabbit
with some of the apinal cord of the pationt,
and who reported that the animal wus affected
with rnbies. The worthlessness of this opio-
iun us proof of Mr. Hertlein's having the
hydrophobin is asserted by Dr. Spitzka
himself, when he declares that any sub.
stances will produce rabies in animals,
if applied by the trepanning process.
Recontly Dr. Spitzkn lectured to a num-
ber of doctors on the subjeet. The gist
of his address was this: There i no true hy-
drophobin; it is all of the counterfeit variety.
And the proofs he submitted were these: He
had inoculated by trepanuning nccording to
the Pastenr method n number of dogs, using
not the Pasteur atfenuated virus, but other
calf's
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marrow and calf's cud, And all these dogs
had gone mad, exhibiting ‘‘epileptic de.
lirium,” which was identical with the rabies
from which hydrophobia was generated in
the humsn being. But it oceurred to
Dr. Spitzko that, were ho, on this bald assump-
tion, to insist that epileptic delirium and
robies were identical, his hearers would laugh
him to seorn, so he added yet nnother proof.
He made n preparation of the spinal cord
of the late Mr. Hertlein, and inoculated



o dog with that, and this victim displayed
exactly tho same symptoms ns the dogs
inoculated with soap suds. 'Therefore,
he concluded, there is no specific hydropho-
bia virus; therefore Pasteur is o quack. But
who, excepb Dr. Spitzka, has maintained that
Mr. Hertlein died of true hydrophobia ?  And
if ho did not, then his spinal cord conveyed
no true hydrophobin germ and might wall
produce no other morbid effect than the spinal

cord of a calf or so much soft aon-ﬁ.
Let us place side by side with the argument

of n loose reasoner, who nssumes his conclu-
gion in his premise, the report which the
grent Pasteur submits of his treatment, os it
appears in the New FYork Medicul Record.
Since he began operating upon patients bitten
by rabid animals he bhas freated, up to
April 4, when the report closed, 950. Of
these 912 were bittem by mad (or sup-
posed to be mad) dogs, and 33 by
wolves. With tho exception of one I[ittle
girl, whose cnse has been noted, because
Professor Pasteur announced before begin-
ning trentment that it was too Iate, all butone
of tho 912 dog bitten paticnts are doing well.
Six deaths among the 950 patients have taken
place. Of these five were bitten by wolves
and one, a woman, by a dog. In the pres-
ence of these facts Dr, Spitzko’s self stultify-
ing argument in & circle may be judged for
what it is worth.



