
Preface

THE	DREAM	&	LIE	OF	LOUIS	PASTEUR
Originally	Pasteur:	Plagiarist,	Imposter
R.B.	Pearson
1942
	
Restored	and	updated	by
Trung	Nguyen
Edmonton,	Alberta,	Canada
2018
_________________
	
THE	DREAM	&	LIE	OF	LOUIS	PASTEUR
	
“If	I	could	live	my	life	over	again,	I	would	devote	it	to	proving	that	germs	seek	
their	natural	habitat,	diseased	tissue–rather	than	being	the	cause	of	the	diseased	
tissue.”	–Rudolph	Virchow	
	
“Nothing	is	lost,	nothing	is	created–all	is	transformed.	Nothing	is	the	prey	of	
death.	All	is	the	prey	of	life.”		–Antoine	Béchamp	
	
“The	specific	disease	doctrine	is	the	grand	refuge	of	weak,	uncultured,	unstable	
minds,	such	as	now	rule	in	the	medical	profession.	There	are	no	specific	
diseases;	there	are	specific	disease	conditions.”	–Florence	Nightingale
	
It	is	a	rather	serious	matter	to	attack	the	reputation	of	a	famous	man,	one	who	
has	posed	and	been	accepted	as	one	of	the	world's	greatest	scientists.	For	many	
years,	Pasteur	has	been	looked	upon	as	a	founder	and	leader	in	serology;	but	it	is	
always	pertinent	to	look	into	the	beginnings	of	any	subject	on	which	there	is	a	
difference	of	opinion,	with	the	hope	of	finding	the	truth	in	the	matter.
	
The	writer	has	made	an	effort	in	his	prior	books	and	pamphlets	to	show	that	the	
germ	theory	is	false,	and	that	illness	was	practically	always	due	to	errors	of	diet	
or	manner	of	living,	the	germs	being	present	solely	as	scavengers	of	dead	and	
waste	tissues	and	foods,	and	not	as	the	cause	of	the	disease.
	



However,	the	erroneous	belief	that	germs	cause	disease	and	must	be	controlled	
or	eliminated	before	it	can	be	cured	is	so	widespread	as	to	close	the	minds	of	
many	people	to	any	other	ideas	on	this	subject.
	
For	this	reason	it	seems	that	a	thorough	investigation	of	this	idea,	the	grounds	on	
which	it	is	based,	and	even	the	bonafides	of	those	who	started	it	on	its	way,	is	
necessary	before	any	sane	ideas	as	to	the	proper	treatment	of	disease	can	be	
widely	promulgated.
When	Miss	Ethel	Douglas	Hume	brought	out	Bechamp	or	Pasteur?	In	1923,	it	
appeared	to	be	just	the	thing	that	would	fill	this	gap	and	end	the	use	of	serums	
and	other	biologicals	forever.	But	it	is	now	19	years	since	that	book,	which	
should	have	marked	an	epoch	in	the	healing	arts,	appeared.	It	did	not	receive	the	
attention	it	deserved	in	medical	circles	and,	though	it	is	now	in	its	second	
edition,*	the	medical	profession	are	pushing	biologicals	harder	than	ever.
	
*Scientific	Bluff
	
Hence	it	seems	appropriate	to	go	over	the	subject	in	order	to	show	the	truth	
regarding	the	falsity	of	Pasteur's	ideas	and	claims	to	fame,	and	the	fraudulent	
basis	on	which	the	germ	theory	rests,	as	was	so	well	shown	by	Miss	Hume	in	
Bechamp	or	Pasteur?	And	to	add	other	facts	and	statistics	that	support	the	idea	
that	the	germ	theory	is	false,	in	the	hopes	that	it	may	receive	wider	circulation	
and	more	general	attention,	and	possibly	lead	to	a	complete	overhauling	of	the	
question	of	the	treatment	of	disease,	especially	regarding	serology.
	
The	translations	from	the	French,	and	other	material	in	chapters	2,	3,	4	and	5	not	
otherwise	credited,	are	from	Bechamp	or	Pasteur?	by	Ethel	Douglas	Hume.
In	closing,	I	wish	to	acknowledge	my	indebtedness	to	the	Reverend	and	Mrs	
Wilber	Atchison	of	Chicago	for	many	suggestions	and	valuable	assistance	in	the	
preparation	of	the	manuscript.	Miss	L.	Loat,	secretary	of	the	National	Anti-
Vaccination	League	of	London,	has	also	been	very	kind,	responding	to	every	
request	for	information	with	more	than	could	be	used,	some	of	it	being	
especially	compiled	at	the	cost	of	considerable	effort.
	
R.B.	Pearson
January	15th,	1942
	



CHAPTER	1

PRIOR	HISTORY	OF	THE	"GERM	THEORY"

If	you	back	into	the	history	of	the	medical	profession	and	the	various	ideas	
regarding	the	cause	of	disease	that	were	held	by	leading	physicians	before	
Pasteur	first	promulgated	his	notorious	"germ	theory",	you	will	find	convincing	
evidence	that	Pasteur	discovered	nothing,	and	that	he	deliberately	appropriated,	
falsified	and	perverted	another	man's	work.
	
The	“germ	theory”,	so-called,	long	antedated	Pasteur—so	long,	in	fact,	that	he	
was	able	to	present	it	as	new;	and	he	got	away	with	it!
	
F.	Harrison,	Principal	Professor	of	Bacteriology	at	Macdonald	College	(Faculty	
of	Agriculture,	McGill	University),	Quebec,	Canada,	wrote	an	Historical	Review	
of	Microbiology,	published	in	Microbiology,	a	text	book,	in	which	he	says	in	
part:
	
"Geronimo	Fracastorio	(an	Italian	poet	and	physician,	1483-1553)	of	Verona,	
published	a	work	(De	Contagionibus	et	Contagiosis	Morbis,	et	eorum	Curatione)	
in	Venice	in	1546	which	contained	the	first	statement	of	the	true	nature	of	
contagion,	infection,	or	disease	organisms,	and	of	the	modes	of	transmission	of	
infectious	disease.	He	divided	diseases	into	those	which	infect	by	immediate	
contact,	through	intermediate	agents,	and	at	a	distance	through	the	air.	
Organisms	which	cause	disease,	called	seminaria	contagionum,	he	supposed	to	
be	of	the	nature	of	viscous	or	glutinous	matter,	similar	to	the	colloidal	states	of	
substances	described	by	modern	physical	chemists.	
	
These	particles,	too	small	to	be	seen,	were	capable	of	reproduction	in	appropriate	
media,	and	became	pathogenic	through	the	action	of	animal	heat.	Thus	
Fracastorio,	in	the	middle	of	the	sixteenth	century,	gave	us	an	outline	of	morbid	
processes	in	terms	of	microbiology."
	
For	a	book	published	more	than	three	hundred	years	before	Pasteur	'discovered'	
the	germ	theory,	this	seems	to	be	a	most	astonishing	anticipation	of	Pasteur's	
ideas,	except	that—not	having	a	microscope—Fracastorio	apparently	did	not	
realize	that	these	substances	might	be	individual	living	organisms.



	
According	to	Harrison,	the	first	compound	microscope	was	made	by	H.	Jansen	
in	1590	in	Holland,	but	it	was	not	until	about	1683	that	anything	was	built	of	
sufficient	power	to	show	up	bacteria.	He	continues:
	
"In	the	year	1683,	Antonius	van	Leenwenhoek,	a	Dutch	naturalist	and	a	maker	of	
lenses,	communicated	to	the	English	Royal	Society	the	results	of	observations	
which	he	had	made	with	a	simple	microscope	of	his	own	construction,	
magnifying	from	100	to	150	times.	He	found	in	water	saliva,	dental	tartar,	etc.,	
what	he	termed	animalcula.	He	described	what	he	saw,	and	in	his	drawings	
showed	both	rod-like	and	spiral	form,	both	of	which	he	said	had	motility.	In	all	
probability,	the	two	species	he	saw	were	those	now	recognized	as	bacillus	
buccalis	maximus	and	spirillum	sputigenum.
	
Leenwenhoek's	observations	were	purely	objective	and	in	striking	contrast	with	
the	speculative	views	of	M.	A.	Plenciz,	a	Viennese	physician,	who	in	1762	
published	a	germ	theory	of	infectious	diseases.	Plenciz	maintained	that	there	was	
a	special	organism	by	which	each	infectious	disease	was	produced,	that	
microorganisms	were	capable	of	reproduction	outside	of	the	body,	and	that	they	
might	be	conveyed	from	place	to	place	by	the	air."
	
Here	is	Pasteur's	great	thought	in	toto—his	complete	germ	theory—and	put	in	
print	over	a	century	before	Pasteur	thought	of	it,	or	published	it	as	his	own!
	
Note	how	concisely	it	anticipates	all	Pasteur's	ideas	on	germs.	While	there	seems	
to	be	no	proof	that	Plenciz	had	a	microscope,	or	knew	of	Leenwenhoek's	
animalcula,	both	are	possible,	and	likely,	as	he	was	quite	prominent;	and	he,	
rather	than	Pasteur,	should	have	any	credit	that	might	come	from	such	a	
discovery—if	the	germ	theory	has	any	value.	This	idea,	which,	to	the	people	of	
that	time	at	least,	must	have	accounted	easily	and	completely	for	such	strange	
occurrences	as	contagion,	infection	and	epidemics,	would	have	been	widely	
discussed	in	the	medical	or	scientific	circles	of	that	time,	and	in	literature	
available	to	Pasteur.
	
That	it	was	widely	known	is	indicated	by	the	fact	that	the	world	famous	English	
nurse,	Florence	Nightingale,	published	an	attack	on	the	idea	in	1860,	over	17	
years	before	Pasteur	adopted	it	and	claimed	it	as	his	own.
	
She	said	of	'infection':



	
Diseases	are	not	individuals	arranged	in	classes,	like	cats	and	dogs,	but	
conditions	growing	out	of	one	another.
	
Is	it	not	living	in	a	continual	mistake	to	look	upon	diseases	as	we	do	now,	as	
separate	entities,	which	must	exist,	like	cats	and	dogs,	instead	of	looking	upon	
them	as	conditions,	like	a	dirty	and	a	clean	condition,	and	just	as	much	under	our	
control;	or	rather	as	the	reactions	of	kindly	nature,	against	the	conditions	in	
which	we	have	placed	ourselves?
	
I	was	brought	up	to	believe	that	smallpox,	for	instance,	was	a	thing	of	which	
there	was	once	a	first	specimen	in	the	world,	which	went	on	propagating	itself,	
in	a	perpetual	chain	of	descent,	just	as	there	was	a	first	dog,	(or	a	first	pair	of	
dogs)	and	that	smallpox	would	not	begin	itself,	any	more	than	a	new	dog	would	
begin	without	there	having	been	a	parent	dog.
	
Since	then	I	have	seen	with	my	own	eyes	and	smelled	with	my	own	nose	
smallpox	growing	up	in	first	specimens,	either	in	closed	rooms	or	in	
overcrowded	wards,	where	it	could	not	by	any	possibility	have	been	'caught',	but	
must	have	begun.
	
I	have	seen	diseases	begin,	grow	up,	and	pass	into	one	another.	Now,	dogs	do	not	
pass	into	cats.
	
I	have	seen,	for	instance,	with	a	little	overcrowding,	continued	fever	grow	up;	
and	with	a	little	more,	typhoid	fever;	and	with	a	little	more,	typhus,	and	all	in	the	
same	ward	or	hut.
	
Would	it	not	be	far	better,	truer,	and	more	practical,	if	we	looked	upon	disease	in	
this	light	(for	diseases,	as	all	experience	shows,	are	adjectives,	not	noun-
substantives):
	
-True	nursing	ignores	infection,	except	to	prevent	it.	Cleanliness	and	fresh	air	
from	open	windows,	with	unremitting	attention	to	the	patient,	are	the	only	
defence	a	true	nurse	either	asks	or	needs.
	
-Wise	and	humane	management	of	the	patient	is	the	best	safeguard	against	
infection.	The	greater	part	of	nursing	consists	of	preserving	cleanliness.
	



-The	specific	disease	doctrine	is	the	grand	refuge	of	weak,	uncultured,	unstable	
minds,	such	as	now	rule	in	the	medical	profession.	There	are	no	specific	
diseases;	there	are	specific	disease	conditions."
	
Here	you	have	Florence	Nightingale,	one	of	the	most	famous	nurses	in	history,	
after	lifelong	experience	with	infection,	contagion	and	epidemics,	challenging	
the	germ	theory	17	years	before	Pasteur	put	it	forward	as	his	own	discovery!	
(See	Ch.8,	p.61).
She	clearly	understood	it	and	its	utter	fallacy	better	before	1860	than	Pasteur	did,	
either	in	1878	or	later!
	
And,	to	see	what	a	parasite	Pasteur	was	on	men	who	did	things,	let	us	digress	
and	go	back	a	few	years,	to	the	time	when	the	study	of	germs	was	an	outgrowth	
of	the	study	of	fermentation.
	



CHAPTER	2

BECHAMP,	PASTEUR,	AND	
FERMENTATION

About	1854,	Professor	Pierre	Jacques	Antoine	Bechamp,	one	of	France's	greatest	
scientists,	then	Professor	at	the	School	of	Pharmacy	in	the	Faculty	of	Science	at	
Strasbourg,	later	(1857-75)	Professor	of	Medical	Chemistry	and	Pharmacy	at	the	
University	of	Montpelier,	a	member	of	many	scientific	societies,	and	a	Chevalier	
of	the	Legion	of	Honor,	took	up	the	study	of	fermentation.
	
He	had	succeeded	in	1852	in	so	reducing	the	cost	of	producing	aniline	as	to	
make	it	a	commercial	success,	and	his	formula	became	the	basis	of	the	German	
dye	industry.	This	brought	him	some	fame,	and	many	more	problems	to	solve.
	
Up	to	this	time,	the	idea	prevailed	that	cane	sugar,	when	dissolved	in	water,	was	
spontaneously	transformed	at	an	ordinary	temperature	into	invert	sugar,	which	is	
a	mixture	of	equal	parts	of	glucose	and	fructose,	but	an	experiment	with	starch	
had	caused	him	to	doubt	the	truth	of	this	idea.
	
Therefore	in	May,	1854,	Bechamp	undertook	a	series	of	observations	on	this	
change,	which	came	to	be	referred	to	as	his	"Beacon	Experiment".	In	this	
experiment,	he	dissolved	perfectly	pure	cane	sugar	in	water	in	a	glass	bottle	
containing	air,	but	tightly	stoppered.	Several	other	bottles	contained	the	same	
solution,	but	with	a	chemical	added.
	
In	the	solution	without	any	added	chemical,	moulds	appeared	in	about	thirty	
days,	and	inversion	of	the	sugar	in	this	bottle	then	went	on	rapidly,	but	moulds	
and	inversion	did	not	occur	in	the	other	bottles	containing	added	chemicals.	He	
measured	the	inversion	frequently	with	a	polariscope.
	
These	observations	were	concluded	on	February	3,	1855,	and	his	paper	was	
published	in	the	Report	of	the	French	Academy	of	Science	for	the	session	of	
February	19,	1855.
This	left	the	moulds	without	an	explanation,	so	he	started	a	second	series	of	
observations	on	June	25,	1856	(at	Strasbourg)	in	order	to	determine	if	possible,	



their	origin,	and	on	March	27,	1857,	he	started	a	third	series	of	flasks	to	study	
the	effects	of	creosote	on	the	changes.	Both	series	were	ended	at	Montpelier	on	
December	5,	1857.
In	the	second	series	he	spilled	a	little	liquid	from	flasks	1	and	2	during	
manipulation,	so	these	two	flasks	contained	a	little	air	in	contact	with	the	liquid.	
In	these	two	flasks,	moulds	soon	appeared,	and	alteration	in	the	medium	ensued.
	
He	also	found	that	the	changes	were	more	rapid	in	the	flask	in	which	the	mould	
grew	more	rapidly.
	
In	the	other	nine	flasks	there	was	no	air,	no	mould	formed,	and	no	inversion	of	
the	sugar	occurred;	plainly	air	was	needed	for	the	moulds	and	inversion	to	occur.	
This	proved	beyond	any	possibility	of	doubt	that	the	moulds	and	inversion	of	the	
sugar	could	not	be	"spontaneous"	action,	but	must	be	due	to	something	carried	in	
the	air	admitted	to	the	first	two	flasks.
	
Yet	Pasteur	later	called	fermentation	"life	without	air,	or	life	without	oxygen."
At	this	time,	it	was	quite	generally	believed	that	fermentation	could	not	take	
place	except	in	the	presence	of	albuminoids,	which	were	in	general	use	by	
Pasteur	and	others	as	part	of	their	solutions	.	Hence,	their	solutions	could	have	
contained	these	living	organizations	to	start	with.
	
Bechamp's	solutions	contained	only	pure	cane	sugar	and	water,	and	when	heated	
with	fresh-slaked	lime	did	not	disengage	ammonia—ample	proof	that	they	
contained	no	albumen.	Yet	moulds,	obviously	living	organisms,	and	therefore	
containing	albuminoid	matter,	had	appeared	in	these	two	solutions.
	
Bechamp	proved	to	his	own	satisfaction	that	these	moulds	were	living	organisms	
and	that	cane	sugar	was	inverted,	as	he	said	“...only	in	proportion	to	the	
development	of	moulds.	These	elementary	vegetations	then	acting	as	ferments."
	
Pasteur,	apparently	overlooking	the	air	contact,	challenged	Bechamp's	
statements,	saying:
	
"...to	be	logical,	Bechamp	should	say	that	he	has	proved	that	moulds	arise	in	
pure	sugared	water,	without	nitrogen,	phosphates	or	other	mineral	elements,	for	
that	is	an	enormity	that	can	be	deduced	from	his	work,	in	which	there	is	not	the	
expression	of	the	least	astonishment	that	moulds	have	been	able	to	grow	in	pure	
water	with	pure	sugar	without	any	other	mineral	or	organic	principles."



	
Bechamp's	retort	to	this	was:
	
"A	chemist	au	courant	with	science	ought	not	to	be	surprised	that	moulds	are	
developed	in	sweetened	water,	contained	in	contact	with	air	in	glass	flasks.	It	is	
the	astonishment	of	Pasteur	that	is	astonishing."
	
As	Bechamp	started	with	no	nitrogen	whatever	except	what	was	in	the	air	in	the	
first	two	flasks,	it	is	probably	the	first	time	any	growth	or	any	kind	of	organism	
was	proved	to	have	absorbed	nitrogen	from	the	air.	Apparently	Pasteur	could	not	
grasp	this	idea!
In	the	preface	to	his	last	book,	The	Third	Element	of	the	Blood,	Bechamp	says	
that	these	facts	impressed	him	in	the	same	way	that	the	swing	of	the	cathedral	
lamp	had	impressed	Galileo.	He	realized	that	some	living	organisms	had	been	
carried	into	these	two	flasks	in	the	small	amount	of	air	admitted,	and	acting	as	
ferments	had	produced	the	mould	and	the	inversion	in	the	sugar.	He	compared	
the	transformation	of	cane	sugar	in	the	presence	of	moulds	to	that	produced	upon	
starch	by	diastase,	the	ferment	that	converts	starch	into	sugar.
	
He	sent	in	his	report	on	these	findings	to	the	Academy	of	Science	in	December	
1857,	and	an	extract	was	published	in	its	reports	of	January	4,	1858,5	though	the	
full	paper	was	not	published	until	September	that	year.
	
He	says	of	these	experiments:
	
"By	its	title	the	memoir	was	a	work	of	pure	chemistry,	which	had	at	first	no	other	
object	than	to	determine	whether	or	not	pure	cold	water	could	invert	cane	sugar	
and	if,	further,	the	salts	had	any	influence	on	the	inversion.	But	soon	the	
question,	as	I	had	foreseen,	became	complicated;	it	became	at	once	physiological	
and	dependent	upon	the	phenomena	of	fermentation	and	the	question	of	
spontaneous	generation.	Thus	from	the	study	of	a	simple	chemical	fact,	I	was	led	
to	investigate	the	causes	of	fermentation,	and	the	nature	and	origin	of	ferments."
	
Although	Schwann	had	suggested	airborne	germs	in	about	1837,	he	had	not	
proved	his	ideas;	here	Bechamp	proved	them	to	exist.
	
Yet	Pasteur	in	his	1857	memoirs	still	clings	to	the	idea	that	both	the	moulds	and	
ferments	"take	birth	spontaneously",	although	his	solutions	all	contained	dead	
yeast	or	yeast	broth	which	might	have	carried	germs	or	ferments	from	the	start.



He	does	conclude	that	the	ferment	is	a	living	being,	yet	states	that	this	"cannot	be	
irrefutably	demonstrated".
	
But	Bechamp	had	demonstrated	it	"irrefutably"	in	his	paper,	and	also	had	proved	
that	water	alone	caused	no	alteration,	there	was	no	spontaneous	alteration,	and	
that	moulds	do	not	develop,	nor	inversion	occur,	without	contact	with	the	air;	
thus	some	airborne	organism	must	cause	the	moulds	and	the	inversion.
	
According	to	Miss	Hume,	Bechamp	was	also	the	first	to	distinguish	between	the	
"organized"	or	living	ferment	and	the	soluble	ferment	which	he	obtained	by	
crushing	the	moulds,	and	which	he	found	to	act	directly	on	the	sugar,	causing	
rapid	inversion.
He	named	this	substance	zymase,	in	a	paper	Memoirs	on	Fermentation	by	
Organized	Ferments,	which	he	read	before	the	Academy	of	Science	on	April	4,	
1864.
	
Strange	to	say,	exactly	the	same	word	is	used	by	others	whom	various	
encyclopaedias	have	credited	with	this	discovery	in	1897,	over	30	years	later!
	
In	this	paper	he	also	gave	his	final	complete	explanation	of	the	phenomena	of	
fermentation,	as	being	due	to	the	nutrition	of	living	organisms;	i.e.	a	process	of	
absorption,	assimilation,	and	excretion.
	
In	the	preface	to	his	last	work	(The	Third	Element	of	the	Blood),	Bechamp	says	
(p.16):
	
"It	resulted	that	the	soluble	ferment	was	allied	to	the	insoluble	by	the	relation	of	
product	to	producer;	the	soluble	ferment	being	unable	to	exist	without	the	
organized	ferment,	which	is	necessarily	insoluble.
	
“Further,	as	the	soluble	ferment	and	the	albuminoid	matter,	being	nitrogenous,	
could	only	be	formed	by	obtaining	the	nitrogen	from	the	limited	volume	of	air	
left	in	the	flasks,	it	was	at	the	same	time	demonstrated	that	the	free	nitrogen	of	
the	air	could	help	directly	in	the	synthesis	of	the	nitrogenous	substance	of	plants;	
which	up	to	that	time	had	been	a	disputed	question.
	
“Thus	it	became	evident	that	since	the	material	forming	the	structure	of	moulds	
and	yeast	was	elaborated	within	the	organism,	it	must	also	be	true	that	the	
soluble	ferments	and	products	of	fermentation	are	also	secreted	there,	as	was	the	



case	with	the	soluble	ferment	that	inverted	the	cane	sugar.	Hence	I	became	
assured	that	that	which	is	called	fermentation	is	in	reality	the	phenomena	of	
nutrition,	assimilation	and	dis-assimilation,	and	the	excretion	of	the	products	dis-
assimilated."
	
He	explained	further:
	
"In	these	solutions	there	existed	no	albuminoid	substance;	they	were	made	with	
pure	cane	sugar,	which	heated	with	fresh-slaked	lime,	does	not	give	off	
ammonia.	It	thus	appears	evident	that	airborne	germs	found	the	sugared	solution	
a	favourable	medium	for	their	development,	and	it	must	be	admitted	that	the	
ferment	is	here	produced	by	the	generation	of	fungi.
	
The	matter	that	develops	in	the	sugared	water	sometimes	presents	itself	in	the	
form	of	little	isolated	bodies,	and	sometimes	in	the	form	of	voluminous	
colourless	membranes	which	come	out	in	one	mass	from	the	flasks.	These	
membranes,	heated	with	caustic	potash,	give	off	ammonia	in	abundance."
	
This	proved	that	albuminoids	were	present,	hence	the	little	bodies	were	living	
matter.	It	also	proves	that	Professor	Bechamp	understood	the	formation	and	
growth	of	moulds	and	ferments	in	1857,	years	before	Pasteur	comprehended	
these	physiological	processes!
	
In	1859,	over	a	year	after	Bechamp's	paper	covering	his	1857	experiments	was	
printed,	Pasteur	started	another	experiment	more	in	line	with	Bechamp's	ideas,	in	
fact	apparently	inspired	by	them.
	
He	omitted	all	yeast	but	used	ammonia,	which	contains	nitrogen,	in	his	
solutions,	and	then	ascribed	the	origin	of	lactic	yeast	to	the	atmospheric	air.	He	
was	surprised	that	animal	and	vegetable	matter	should	appear	and	grow	in	such	
an	environment.	He	says:
	
"As	to	the	origin	of	the	lactic	yeast	in	these	experiments,	it	is	solely	due	to	the	
atmospheric	air;	we	fall	back	here	upon	facts	of	spontaneous	generation."
	
After	asserting	that	excluding	atmospheric	air	or	boiling	the	solution	will	prevent	
the	formation	of	organisms,	or	fermentations,	he	says:
	
"On	this	point,	the	question	of	spontaneous	generation	has	made	progress."



	
In	a	still	later	memoir	plainly	inspired	by	Bechamp's	Beacon	Experiment,	
Pasteur	again	constantly	refers	to	the	spontaneous	production	of	yeasts	and	
fermentation.
	
There	is	no	question	but	that	he	still	believed	in	spontaneous	generation	of	germs	
and	ferments	at	this	time,	and	his	reasoning	appears	somewhat	childish	when	
compared	to	Bechamp's	work.
	
However,	in	1860,	he	started	another	experiment	in	which	he	prepared	73	phials	
of	unfermented	liquid	to	expose	at	various	points	on	a	much	advertised-in-
advance	trip.He	opened	and	resealed	various	phials	at	different	places,	the	last	
twenty	on	the	Mer	de	Glace	above	Chamonix.
	
He	practically	repeated	Bechamp's	experiments	here,	but	of	course	he	had	to	use	
a	different	and	more	spectacular	method	to	get	attention.
	
From	this	time	he	veered	away	from	spontaneous	generation,	and	began	to	
explain	the	same	occurrences	(fermentation)	as	being	caused	by	germs	in	the	air.
	
Paul	de	Kruif	in	Microbe	Hunters	(a	grandiose	attempt	to	exalt	some	of	the	
original	experimenters	in	serumology),	glosses	over	Pasteur's	willingness	to	steal	
credit	for	the	ideas	of	others,	and	after	describing	his	use,	without	credit,	of	
Ballard's	suggestion	of	the	swan	neck	bottle	to	admit	dust	free	and	germ	free	air	
into	a	flask,	says	of	this	"high	Alps"	experiment:
	
"Then	Pasteur	invented	an	experiment	that	was—so	far	as	one	can	tell	from	a	
careful	search	through	the	records—really	his	own.	It	was	a	grand	experiment,	a	
semi-public	experiment,	an	experiment	that	meant	rushing	across	France	in	
trains,	it	was	a	test	in	which	he	had	to	slither	on	glaciers."	(p.83)
	
However,	de	Kruif	doubted	thoroughly	that	it	was	Pasteur's,	and	well	he	might!	
Yet	little	did	he	realize	how	few	of	Pasteur's	foolhardy	claims	were	either	his	
own	or,	in	fact,	even	true	in	any	particular.
	
In	a	discussion	of	spontaneous	generation	at	the	Sorbonne	during	a	meeting	on	
November	22,	1861,	Pasteur	had	the	nerve	to	claim,	in	the	presence	of	Professor	
Bechamp,	all	credit	for	the	proof	that	living	organisms	appeared	in	a	medium	
devoid	of	albuminoid	matter!	Bechamp	asked	him	to	admit	knowledge	of	



Bechamp's	1857	work,	but	did	not	charge	him	with	plagiarism,	and	Pasteur	
evaded	the	question,	merely	admitting	that	Bechamp's	work	was	"rigidly	exact".	
This	was	not	an	accident,	but	deliberate	premeditated	fraud;	however,	Bechamp	
was	too	much	of	a	gentleman	to	make	any	unpleasant	charges.
	
That	it	took	several	more	years	to	get	the	spontaneous	generation	idea	entirely	
out	of	Pasteur's	head	is	indicated	by	the	article	on	Pasteur	in	the	14th	Edition	of	
the	Encyclopaedia	Britannica,	which	says:
	
"The	recognition	of	the	fact	that	both	lactic	and	alcohol	fermentation	were	
hastened	by	exposure	to	air	naturally	led	Pasteur	to	wonder	whether	his	invisible	
organisms	were	always	present	in	the	atmosphere	or	whether	they	were	
spontaneously	generated.	By	a	series	of	intricate	experiments,	including	the	
filtration	of	air	and	the	famous	exposure	of	unfermented	liquids	to	the	pure	air	of	
the	high	Alps,	he	was	able	to	declare	with	certainty	in	1864	that	the	minute	
organisms	causing	fermentation	were	not	spontaneously	generated	but	came	
from	similar	organisms	with	which	ordinary	air	was	impregnated."
	
Here	it	is	again—not	until	1864	did	he	give	up	his	idea	of	spontaneous	
generation—and	the	high	Alps	stuff	was	only	high	theatre,	well	advertised	in	
advance,	to	enable	him	to	grab	Bechamp's	discovery,	and	yet	have	some	'new	
stuff'	to	attract	attention	to	himself.	Of	course,	he	could	not	follow	exactly	the	
same	methods;	some	one	might	bring	up	Bechamp's	memoirs,	hence	the	"high	
Alps"	and	"slithering	on	glaciers".
	
His	experiments	made	in	1859	also	indicated	knowledge	of	Bechamp's	work	
without	albuminoids,	and	his	evasion	of	Bechamp's	question	at	the	Sorbonne	
meeting	in	1861	lends	further	support	to	such	a	belief,	while	his	attacks	on	
Bechamp	would	indicate	that	he	recognized	a	rival	and	was	keenly	jealous.
	
Note	that	this	final	acceptance	of	ideas	that	Bechamp	had	brought	forward	six	
years	earlier	did	not	come	until	after	Bechamp	had	published	his	complete	paper,	
with	a	full	and	most	thoroughly	proven	explanation	of	the	processes	of	
fermentation.
	
However,	Pasteur	had,	on	completion	of	his	"high	Alps"	experiment	in	1860,	
accepted,	or	began	to	accept,	the	idea	that	germs	of	the	air	caused	fermentation;	
and	soon	he	leaped	way	ahead	to	the	conclusion	that	these	germs	also	caused	
disease,	as	Plenciz	had	suggested	about	a	hundred	years	before!



	
Of	this	idea,	he	had	no	more	proof	than	Plenciz,	except	that	it	was	now	known	
there	were	germs	in	existence,	which	Plenciz,	apparently,	did	not	prove.
	
Although	Bechamp	had	made	clear	the	physiological	nature	of	fermentation	in	
his	paper	on	his	1857	experiments	(published	in	1858),	and	had	given	more	
complete	details	in	his	1864	paper,	Pasteur	apparently	had	not	fully	grasped	its	
true	nature	as	late	as	1872,	when	he	published	a	paper	in	which	he	stated:
	
"That	which	separates	the	chemical	phenomenon	of	fermentation	from	a	crowd	
of	other	acts	and	especially	from	the	acts	of	ordinary	life	is	the	fact	of	the	
decomposition	of	a	weight	of	fermentative	matter	much	superior	to	the	weight	of	
the	ferment."
	
Could	anyone	make	such	a	statement	who	really	understood	the	true	nature	of	
fermentative	action?	Apparently	Pasteur	did	not!
	
In	collaboration	with	A.	Estor,	Bechamp	answered	this	with	an	effort	to	make	
the	nature	of	fermentation	clear,	in	a	paper	printed	on	page	1523	of	the	same	
volume,	in	which	he	said:
	
"Suppose	an	adult	man	to	have	lived	a	century,	and	to	weigh	on	average	60	
kilograms.	He	will	have	consumed	in	that	time,	besides	other	foods,	the	
equivalent	of	20,000	kilograms	of	flesh,	and	produced	about	800	kilograms	of	
urea.	Of	course	there	is	no	suggestion	that	this	mass	of	flesh	and	urea	could	at	
any	moment	of	his	life	form	part	of	his	being.
	
Just	as	a	man	consumes	all	that	food	only	by	repeating	the	same	act	a	great	many	
times,	the	yeast	cell	consumes	the	great	mass	of	sugar	only	by	constantly	
assimilating	and	dis-assimilating	it,	bit	by	bit.	Now,	that	which	only	one	man	
will	consume	in	a	century,	a	sufficient	number	of	men	would	absorb	in	a	day.
	
It	is	the	same	with	the	yeast;	the	sugar	that	a	small	number	of	cells	would	only	
consume	in	a	year,	a	greater	number	would	destroy	in	a	day.	In	both	cases,	the	
more	numerous	the	individuals,	the	more	rapid	the	consumption."
	
Is	that	not	clear	enough,	even	for	a	man	whose	diploma	was	marked	"mediocre	
in	Chemistry"	(Pasteur)	to	comprehend?	It	seems	that	a	child	should	be	able	to	
understand	it.



	
Yet	Pasteur	repeated	his	statement	four	years	later	in	Etudes	sur	la	Bier	(1876),	
so	Bechamp's	clear	explanation	apparently	failed	to	have	any	effect—at	least	on	
him.
Here	is	proof	that	from	eight	to	fourteen	years	after	Bechamp	had	completely	
disclosed	the	physiological	nature	of	fermentation	and	described	its	action	
minutely,	Pasteur	had	not	yet	grasped	the	facts	regarding	the	process!
	
In	its	article	on	fermentation,	the	Encyclopaedia	Britannica	says:
	
“Fermentation,	according	to	Pasteur,	was	caused	by	the	growth	and	
multiplication	of	unicellular	organisms	out	of	contact	with	free	oxygen,	under	
which	circumstances	they	acquire	the	power	of	taking	oxygen	from	chemical	
compounds	in	the	medium	in	which	they	are	growing.	In	other	words,	
'fermentation	is	life	without	air,	or	life	without	oxygen'.	This	theory	of	
fermentation	was	materially	modified	in	1892	and	1894	by	A.	J.	Brown,	who	
described	experiments	which	were	in	disagreement	with	Pasteur's	dictum."
	
So	did	Bechamp	over	35	years	earlier—in	1855	and	1858—and	Pasteur	
appropriated	and	perverted	his	ideas.
	
Pasteur	also	jumped	to	the	conclusion	that	each	kind	of	fermentation	had	one	
specific	germ,	while	Bechamp	proved	that	each	microorganism	might	vary	its	
fermentative	effect	in	conformity	with	the	medium	in	which	it	finds	itself.	He	
also	showed	that	these	microorganisms,	under	varying	conditions,	might	even	
change	their	shape,	as	has	been	recently	proved	so	conclusively	by	F.	Loehnis	
and	N.	R.	Smith	of	the	U.S.	Dept.	of	Agriculture	and	others.
	
Pasteur,	however,	proceeded	to	classify	his	germs	and	label	each	with	a	definite	
and	unalterable	function,	wherein	he	was	wrong	again,	as	we	shall	see	later.
	



CHAPTER	3

VINOUS	FERMENTATION

Another	step	that	went	along	with	the	work	on	fermentation	in	general	was	the	
discovery	of	the	causes	of	diseases	in	French	grapes.
	
Bechamp,	hearing	of	the	commotion	over	this	trouble	in	the	vineyards,	quietly	
took	up	a	study	of	it	in	1862,	the	year	before	Pasteur	turned	his	attention	to	the	
subject.
Bechamp	exposed	to	contact	with	air:
	
1)	grape-must	as	found	on	the	vines,
	
2)	grape-must	filtered,	and
	
3)	grape-must	de-colorized	by	animal	charcoal.
	
They	all	fermented,	but	not	equally	so,	and	the	moulds	or	ferments	developed	
were	not	identical	in	these	three	experiments,	which	of	course	caused	him	to	
seek	a	reason	for	this.
	
On	further	experiments,	with	the	rigid	exclusion	of	all	air	(the	whole	healthy	
grapes,	with	stalks	attached,	being	introduced	directly	from	the	vine	into	boiled	
sweetened	water,	cooled	with	carbonic	acid	gas	bubbling	through	it),	
fermentation	took	place,	and	was	completed	in	this	medium,	proving	that	air	was	
not	required.	Hence	the	ferment	must	have	been	carried	on	the	grapes,	and	was	
not	airborne.
	
Professor	Bechamp	concluded	that	the	organism	causing	the	must	to	ferment	
must	be	carried	on	the	grape,	its	leaves,	or	the	vines,	and	that	it	might	also	be	an	
organism	injurious	to	the	plants.
	
He	published	a	volume	on	vinous	fermentation	in	1863,	entitled	Lecons	sur	la	
Fermentation	Vineuse	et	sur	la	Fabrication	du	Vin,	in	which	he	gave	an	
intelligent	discussion	of	the	subject.
	



He	also	presented	two	papers	on	the	making	of	wine	to	the	Academy,	entitled	
Sur	les	Acids	du	Vin	and	Sur	l'utilite	et	les	Inconvienient	du	Cuvages	Prolonges	
dans	la	Fabrication	du	Vin-Sur	la	Fermentation	Alcoolique	dans	cette	
Fabrication.	In	October	1864	he	presented	a	communication	to	the	Academy	of	
Science	on	The	Origin	of	Vinous	Fermentation,	an	exhaustive	account	of	the	
experiments	described	above.
	
This	paper	was	a	complete	study	of	the	subject,	in	which	he	proved	that	vinous	
fermentation	was	due	to	organisms	found	on	the	skins	of	grapes	and	also	often	
found	on	the	leaves	and	other	parts	of	the	vine.	Hence	at	times,	diseased	vines	
might	affect	the	quality	of	the	fermentation	and	the	resulting	wine.
	
Thus	by	October	1864,	Bechamp	had	several	authoritative	papers	in	print,	but	
where	was	his	super	learned	rival?
	
In	1862	Pasteur	was	admitted	to	the	French	Academy	through	the	influence	of	
Biot	and	the	Mineralogical	Section,	which	based	its	nomination	and	support	on	
Pasteur's	past	work	on	crystallography;	yet	many	attacks	were	made	on	his	
treatment	of	that	subject,	and	he	took	the	advice	of	friends	to	drop	this	line	of	
work!
	
In	March	1863,	he	met	the	Emperor	and	was	soon	sent	to	the	vineyards	to	study	
the	grape	disease,	with	the	prestige	of	having	the	Emperor's	backing.
	
He	published	several	papers	on	the	vines	and	their	troubles	in	the	latter	part	of	
1863	and	in	1864,	but	apparently	was	still	riding	his	spontaneous	generation	
theory	which	Bechamp	had	so	completely	exploded	in	1858,	and	he	did	not	
guess	correctly	as	to	the	cause	of	the	trouble	with	the	vines.
	
In	1865	he	offered	five	papers,	and	others	came	later,	but	he	does	not	seem	to	
have	hit	on	the	right	answer	to	the	problem	until	1872,	when	he	made	the	great	
discovery	that	Bechamp	was	right	again!	In	this	year,	Pasteur	presented	a	
memoir	entitled	New	Experiments	to	Demonstrate	that	the	Yeast	Germ	that	
Makes	Wine	comes	from	the	Exterior	of	Grapes.
	
As	Bechamp	had	made	the	same	statement	in	his	1864	paper	and	it	had	not	been	
disproven	in	the	intervening	eight	years,	it	was	a	pretty	safe	bet	for	Pasteur	to	
make!



CHAPTER	4

BECHAMP'S	MICROZYMAS	OR	"LITTLE	
BODIES"

As	shown	in	the	second	chapter,	Bechamp	was	the	first	to	prove	that	the	moulds	
accompanying	fermentation	were,	or	contained,	living	organisms,	and	could	not	
be	spontaneously	generated	but	must	be	an	outgrowth	of	some	living	organism	
carried	in	the	air.
	
This	much	was	in	his	1858	memoir,	six	years	before	Pasteur	came	to	the	same	
conclusions.
	
Being	first	to	realize	that	these	moulds	or	ferments	were	living	organisms,	he	
naturally	was	also	the	first	to	attempt	to	determine	their	true	nature	and	
functions,	and	their	origins.
	
On	putting	some	under	the	microscope,	he	noted	a	diversity	in	appearance	of	the	
moulds	and	was	soon	involved	in	a	study	of	cell	life.
	
In	his	earlier	experiments,	Bechamp	had	used	several	salts,	including	potassium	
carbonate,	in	the	presence	of	which	the	inversion	of	cane	sugar	did	not	take	
place.	But	when	he	repeated	this	experiment	using	calcium	carbonate	(common	
chalk)	instead	of	the	potassium	carbonate,	he	found	that	inversion	of	the	cane	
sugar	did	take	place,	even	when	creosote	was	added.	This	observation	was	so	
unexpected	that	he	omitted	it	from	his	earlier	memoir	in	order	to	verify	it	before	
publication	of	the	fact.
	
In	carefully	controlled	experiments	he	found	that	when	chemically	pure	calcium	
carbonate,	CaCO3,	was	added	to	his	sugar	solutions,	no	inversion	took	place,	but	
when	ordinary	chalk,	even	that	chipped	from	the	native	rock	without	access	of	
air,	was	used,	inversion	always	occurred.
	
On	heating	the	common	chalk	to	300	degrees,	he	found	that	it	lost	its	powers	of	
fermentation,	and	on	examining	more	of	the	unheated	common	chalk	under	the	
microscope,	he	found	it	contained	some	"little	bodies"	similar	to	those	found	in	



prior	observations,	and	which	he	found	did	not	exist	in	the	chemically	pure	
CaCO3,	nor	in	the	chalk	that	had	been	heated.
	
These	"little	bodies"	had	the	power	of	movement	and	were	smaller	than	any	of	
the	microphytes	seen	in	fermentation	or	moulds,	but	were	more	powerful	
ferments	than	any	he	had	encountered	previously.
	
Their	power	of	movement	and	production	of	fermentation	caused	him	to	regard	
them	as	living	organisms.
	
He	advised	Dumas	of	his	discovery	of	living	organisms	in	chalk	in	December	
1864,	and	later,	on	September	26,	1865,	he	wrote	a	letter	which	Dumas	had	
published.	He	stated:
	
"Chalk	and	milk	contain	already	developed	living	beings,	which	is	proved	by	the	
fact	that	creosote,	employed	in	a	non-coagulating	dose,	does	not	prevent	milk	
from	finally	turning,	nor	chalk,	without	extraneous	help,	from	converting	both	
sugar	and	starch	into	alcohol	and	then	into	acetic	acid,	tartaric	acid,	and	butyric	
acid".
	
Which	of	course	was	ample	proof	that	there	was	a	ferment,	a	living	organism,	
present	in	both	milk	and	chalk.
	
He	said	of	these:
	
"The	naturalist	will	not	be	able	to	distinguish	them	by	a	description;	but	the	
chemist	and	also	the	physiologist	will	characterize	them	by	their	function.
	
Professor	Bechamp	found	that	the	chalk	seemed	to	be	formed	mostly	of	the	
mineral	or	fossil	remains	of	a	"microscopic	world"	and	contained	organisms	of	
infinitesimal	size,	which	he	believed	to	be	alive.
	
He	also	believed	they	might	be	of	immense	antiquity,	as	he	had	traced	the	block	
of	limestone	he	had	used	to	the	Tertiary	Period	in	geology;	yet	he	found	that	
stone	cut	from	the	solid	ledge,	with	all	air	excluded,	had	"wonderful"	
fermentative	powers,	which	he	traced	to	the	same	"little	bodies"	as	he	had	found	
to	cause	fermentation	in	his	earlier	experiments.	He	concluded	that	they	must	
have	lived	embedded	in	the	stone	of	the	ledge	for	many	thousands	of	years.
	



In	1866	he	sent	to	the	Academy	of	Science	a	memoir	called	On	the	role	of	chalk	
in	butyric	and	lactic	fermentations,	and	the	living	organism	contained	in	it.
	
In	this	paper,	he	named	his	"little	bodies"	microzymas,	from	the	Greek	words	
meaning	small	ferment.
	
He	also	studied	the	relations	of	his	microzymas	of	chalk	to	the	molecular	
granulations	of	animal	and	vegetable	cells,	with	many	more	geological	
examinations,	and	wrote	a	paper	entitled	On	Geological	Microzymas	of	Various	
Origins,	which	was	abstracted	in	Comptes	Rendus	of	the	session	of	April	25,	
1870.
	
He	proved	that	the	molecular	granulation	found	in	yeast	and	other	animal	and	
vegetable	cells	had	individuality	and	life	and	also	had	the	power	to	cause	
fermentation,	and	so	he	called	them	microzymas	also.
	
He	called	his	geological	microzymas	"morphologically	identical"	with	the	
microzymas	of	living	beings.
	
In	innumerable	laboratory	experiments,	assisted	now	by	Professor	A.	Estor,	
another	very	able	scientist,	he	found	microzymas	everywhere,	in	all	organic	
matter,	in	both	healthy	tissues	and	in	diseased,	where	he	also	found	them	
associated	with	various	kinds	of	bacteria.
	
After	painstaking	study	they	decided	that	the	microzymas	rather	than	the	cell	
were	the	elementary	units	of	life,	and	were	in	fact	the	builders	of	cell	tissues.	
They	also	concluded	that	bacteria	are	an	outgrowth	or	an	evolutionary	form	of	
microzymas	that	occur	when	a	quantity	of	diseased	tissues	must	be	broken	up	
into	its	constituent	elements.
	
In	other	words,	all	living	organisms,	he	believed,	from	the	one	celled	amoeba	to	
mankind,	were	associations	of	these	minute	living	entities,	and	their	presence	
was	necessary	for	cell	life	to	grow	and	for	cells	to	be	repaired.
	
Bacteria,	they	proved,	can	develop	from	microzyma	by	passing	through	certain	
intermediate	stages,	which	they	described,	and	which	have	been	regarded	by	
other	researchers	as	different	species!
	
The	germs	of	the	air,	they	decided,	were	merely	microzymas,	or	bacteria	set	free	



when	their	former	habitat	was	broken	up,	and	they	concluded	that	the	"little	
bodies"	in	the	limestone	and	chalk	were	the	survivors	of	living	beings	of	long	
past	ages.
	
This	brought	them	to	the	beginning	of	1868,	and	to	test	these	ideas	they	obtained	
the	body	of	a	kitten25	which	they	buried	in	pure	carbonate	of	lime,	specially	
prepared	and	creosoted	to	exclude	any	airborne	or	outside	germs.
	
They	placed	it	in	a	glass	jar	and	covered	the	open	top	with	several	sheets	of	
paper,	placed	so	as	to	allow	renewal	of	the	air	without	allowing	dust	or	
organisms	to	enter.	This	was	left	on	a	shelf	in	Bechamp's	laboratory	until	the	end	
of	1874.
	
When	opened,	it	was	found	that	the	kitten's	body	had	been	entirely	consumed	
except	for	some	small	fragments	of	bone	and	dry	matter.	There	was	no	smell,	
and	the	carbonate	of	lime	was	not	discoloured.
	
Under	the	microscope,	microzymas	were	not	seen	in	the	upper	part	of	the	
carbonate	of	lime,	but	"swarmed	by	thousands"	in	the	part	that	had	been	below	
the	kitten's	body.
As	Bechamp	thought	that	there	might	have	been	airborne	germs	in	the	kitten's	
fur,	lungs	or	intestines,	he	repeated	this	experiment,	using	the	whole	carcass	of	a	
kitten	in	one	case,	the	liver	only	in	another,	and	the	heart,	lungs	and	kidneys	in	a	
third	test.	These	viscera	were	plunged	into	carbolic	acid	the	moment	they	had	
been	detached	from	the	slaughtered	animal.	This	experiment	began	in	June	1875	
and	continued	to	August	1882—over	seven	years.
	
It	completely	satisfied	him	that	his	idea	that	microzymas	were	the	living	remains	
of	plant	and	animal	life	of	which,	in	either	a	recent	or	distant	past,	they	had	been	
the	constructive	cellular	elements,	and	that	they	were	in	fact	the	primary	
anatomical	elements	of	all	living	beings,	was	correct.
	
He	proved	that	on	the	death	of	an	organ	its	cells	disappear,	but	the	microzymas	
remain,	imperishable!
	
As	the	geologists	estimated	that	the	chalk	rocks	or	ledges	from	which	he	took	his	
"geological	microzymas"	were	11	million	years	old,	it	was	proof	positive	that	
these	microzymas	could	live	in	a	dormant	state	for	practically	unlimited	lengths	
of	time.



When	he	again	found	bacteria	in	the	remains	of	the	second	experiment,	as	he	had	
in	the	first,	he	concluded	that	he	had	proved,	because	of	the	care	taken	to	
exclude	airborne	organisms,	that	bacteria	can	and	do	develop	from	microzymas,	
and	are	in	fact	a	scavenging	form	of	the	microzymas,	developed	when	death,	
decay,	or	disease	cause	an	extraordinary	amount	of	cell	life	either	to	need	repair	
or	be	broken	up.
	
He	wrote	in	1869:
	
In	typhoid	fever,	gangrene	and	anthrax,	the	existence	has	been	found	of	bacteria	
in	the	tissues	and	blood,	and	one	was	very	much	disposed	to	take	them	for	
granted	as	cases	of	ordinary	parasitism.	It	is	evident,	after	what	we	have	said,	
that	instead	of	maintaining	that	the	affection	has	had	as	its	origin	and	cause	the	
introduction	into	the	organism	of	foreign	germs	with	their	consequent	action,	
one	should	affirm	that	one	only	has	to	deal	with	an	alteration	of	the	function	of	
microzymas,	an	alteration	indicated	by	the	change	that	has	taken	place	in	their	
form."
	
This	view	coincides	well	with	the	modern	view	of	all	germs	found	in	nature,	
except	those	in	the	body,	which	are	still	looked	on	as	causing	the	conditions	they	
are	found	with,	rather	than	being	the	result	of	these	conditions,	which	is	their	
true	relation	to	them.
	
The	Encyclopedia	Britannica	says	in	the	entry	on	bacteriology:
	
"The	common	idea	of	bacteria	in	the	minds	of	most	people	is	that	of	a	hidden	
and	sinister	scourge	lying	in	wait	for	mankind.	This	popular	conception	is	born	
of	the	fact	that	attention	was	first	focused	upon	bacteria	through	the	discovery,	
some	70	years	ago,	of	the	relationship	of	bacteria	to	disease	in	man,	and	that	in	
its	infancy	the	study	of	bacteriology	was	a	branch	of	medical	science.	Relatively	
few	people	assign	to	bacteria	the	important	position	in	the	world	of	living	things	
that	they	rightly	occupy,	for	it	is	only	a	few	of	the	bacteria	known	today	that	
have	developed	in	such	a	way	that	they	can	live	in	the	human	body,	and	for	
every	one	of	this	kind,	there	are	scores	of	others	which	are	perfectly	harmless	
and	far	from	being	regarded	as	the	enemies	of	mankind,	must	be	numbered	
among	his	best	friends.
	
“It	is	in	fact	no	exaggeration	to	say	that	upon	the	activities	of	bacteria	the	very	
existence	of	man	depends;	indeed,	without	bacteria	there	could	be	no	other	



living	thing	in	the	world;	for	every	animal	and	plant	owes	its	existence	to	the	
fertility	of	the	soil	and	this	in	turn	depends	upon	the	activity	of	the	
microorganisms	which	inhabit	the	soil	in	almost	inconceivable	numbers.	It	is	one	
of	the	main	objects	of	this	article	to	show	how	true	is	this	statement;	there	will	
be	found	in	it	only	passing	reference	to	the	organisms	which	produces	disease	in	
man	and	animals;	for	information	on	these	see	Pathology	and	Immunity."
	
The	writer	of	the	above	thoroughly	understands	germs	or	bacteria	with	only	one	
exception;	the	bacteria	found	in	man	and	animals	do	not	cause	disease.	They	
have	the	same	function	as	those	found	in	the	soil,	or	in	sewage,	or	elsewhere	in	
nature;	they	are	there	to	rebuild	dead	or	diseased	tissues,	or	rework	body	wastes,	
and	it	is	well	known	that	they	will	not	or	cannot	attack	healthy	tissues.	They	are	
as	important	and	necessary	to	human	life	as	those	found	elsewhere	in	nature,	and	
are	in	reality	just	as	harmless	if	we	live	correctly,	as	Bechamp	so	clearly	showed.
	



CHAPTER	5

SILK	WORM	DISEASE:	ANOTHER	STEAL!

Between	1855	and	1865	a	widespread	epidemic	among	silk	worms	called	
pebrine	alarmed	the	south	of	France,	so	much	so	that	finally,	in	1865,	it	drew	
national	attention.
Professor	Bechamp,	early	in	1865,	took	up	the	study	of	this	epidemic	entirely	at	
his	own	expense,	and	without	the	aid	of	others,	and	quickly	found	it	was	caused	
by	a	small	parasite.
	
His	long	experience	with	small	microorganisms,	and	the	way	creosote	had	
inhibited	their	growth	in	his	Beacon	Experiment	of	1854	and	1855,	at	once	
suggested	the	way	out.
	
Hence	he	was	able	to	state	before	the	Agricultural	Society	of	Herault	the	same	
year	that	pebrine	was	a	parasitic	disease	and	that	thin	creosote	vapour	would	
prevent	the	attack	of	the	parasite.
	
However,	in	the	meantime,	the	Government	had	taken	an	interest	in	the	subject,	
and	in	June	1865	sent	Pasteur	down	to	investigate	the	disease.
	
Pasteur,	with	the	prestige	of	being	an	official	representative	of	the	government,	
was	able	to	centre	all	attention	on	his	own	work,	to	the	depreciation	of	the	work	
of	others,	though	he	admitted	having	never	touched	a	silk	worm	before	he	started	
on	this	mission.
Nevertheless,	the	fact	that	something	'official'	was	being	done	caused	
agricultural	societies	to	await	his	verdict,	instead	of	at	once	taking	up	Professor	
Bechamp's	ideas.
	
Pasteur's	first	statement	on	his	new	subject	was	made	in	September	1865,	when	
he	published	a	very	erroneous	description,	claiming:
	
"The	corpuscles	are	neither	animal	nor	vegetable,	but	bodies	more	or	less	
analogous	to	cancerous	cells	or	those	of	pulmonary	tuberculosis.	From	the	point	
of	view	of	a	methodic	classification,	they	should	rather	be	ranged	beside	
globules	of	pus,	or	globules	of	blood,	or	better	still,	granules	of	starch,	than	



beside	infusoria	or	moulds...It	is	the	chrysalide	rather	than	the	worm,	that	one	
should	try	to	submit	to	proper	remedies."
	
This	description	shows	that	he	had	no	conception	of	the	real	nature	of	the	
problem.
Bechamp's	comment	was:
	
"Thus	this	chemist,	who	is	occupying	himself	with	fermentation,	has	not	begun	
to	decide	whether	or	not	he	is	dealing	with	a	ferment."
	
Pasteur,	about	this	time,	dropped	his	work	because	of	the	deaths	of	his	father	and	
two	of	his	daughters,	and	before	going	back,	spent	a	week	at	the	Palace	of	
Compiegne	as	the	guest	of	Napoleon	III.
	
In	February	1866,	he	again	took	up	the	poor	silk	worms'	troubles	and	had	the	
assistance	this	time	of	several	able	French	scientists,	yet	they	made	very	little	
progress	on	the	problem.
	
Meanwhile,	Bechamp	had	made	further	studies	on	pebrine,	and	sent	a	paper	
entitled	On	the	Harmlessness	of	the	Vapors	of	Creosote	in	the	Rearing	of	Silk	
Worms	to	the	Academy	of	Science.
	
In	this	article	he	repeated	the	statements	he	had	made	before	the	Agricultural	
Society	at	Herault	and	added	that:
	
"The	disease	is	parasitical.	Pebrine	attacks	the	worms	at	the	start	from	the	
outside	and	the	germ	of	the	parasite	comes	from	the	air.	The	disease,	in	a	word,	
is	not	primarily	constitutional."
	
He	described	developing	the	eggs	or	seeds	of	the	silk	worm	in	an	enclosure	
permeated	with	a	slight	odour	of	creosote,	in	which	he	produced	eggs	entirely	
free	of	pebrine,	and	it	took	so	little	creosote	that	his	methods	were	commercially	
practical.
	
However,	Pasteur	had	not	yet	found	the	true	cause	of	the	trouble.	He	sent	a	paper	
entitled	New	Studies	on	the	Disease	of	Silk	Worms	to	the	Academy,	in	which	he	
said:
	
"I	am	very	much	inclined	to	believe	that	there	is	no	actual	disease	of	silk	worms.	



I	cannot	better	make	clear	my	opinion	of	silk	worm	disease	than	by	comparing	it	
to	the	effects	of	pulmonary	phthisis.	My	observations	of	this	year	have	fortified	
me	in	the	opinion	that	these	little	organisms	are	neither	animalcules	nor	
cryptogamic	plants.	It	appears	to	me	that	it	is	chiefly	the	cellular	tissue	of	all	the	
organs	that	is	transformed	into	corpuscles	or	produces	them."
	
But	again	he	guessed	wrong,	and	neither	he	nor	all	of	his	assistants	could	prove	
statements	that	were	false.
	
He	also	took	a	slap	at	Bechamp's	paper	by	saying:
	
"One	would	be	tempted	to	believe,	especially	from	the	resemblance	of	the	
corpuscles	to	the	spores	of	mucorina,	that	a	parasite	had	invaded	the	nurseries.	
That	would	be	an	error."
	
And	yet	Bechamp	had	already	proved	beyond	question	that	it	was	nothing	else	
but	a	parasite!	Possibly,	jealousy	caused	Pasteur	to	take	a	contrary	view.
	
Pasteur,	apparently,	had	not	finally	given	up	his	"spontaneous	generation"	ideas	
until	1862	or	1864,	and	since	then,	had	ascribed	all	signs	of	fermentation,	and	all	
disease,	to	airborne	germs,	yet	here	he	denies	that	this	disease	is	parasitic!	And	
after	Bechamp's	papers	proved	it!
	
Bechamp	answered	him	in	a	paper	entitled	Researches	of	the	Nature	of	the	
Actual	Disease	of	Silk	Worms	which	contained	more	proofs	of	its	parasitical	
nature.
	
He	said	that	the	vibrant	corpuscle:
	
"...is	not	a	pathological	production,	something	analogous	to	a	globule	of	pus	or	a	
cancer	cell,	or	to	pulmonary	tubercles,	but	is	distinctly	a	cell	of	a	vegetable	
nature."
	
In	another	paper	Bechamp	described	experiments	that	proved	the	corpuscle	to	be	
an	organized	ferment	that	would	invert	sugar,	and	produce	alcohol,	acetic	acid,	
etc.
This	paper	seemed	to	convince	Pasteur	that	Bechamp	was	right,	for	in	January	
1867,	in	a	letter	written	to	Durny,	Minister	of	Public	Instruction,	he	began	to	
claim	all	credit	for	Bechamp's	ideas	on	the	silk	worm	diseases.



	
Bechamp	provided	a	still	more	complete	account	of	his	discovery	which	the	
Academy	printed	on	April	29,	1867,	and	the	same	issue	contained	a	letter	from	
Pasteur	to	Dumas,	dated	April	24,	in	which	he	expressed	regrets	over	his	
"mistakes"	and	promised	a	paper	with	a	complete	story	of	the	disease	soon.
	
On	May	13,	1867,	Bechamp	sent	a	letter	to	the	President	of	the	Academy	of	
Science	pointing	out	Pasteur's	errors	and	asking	recognition	of	the	priority	of	his	
own	discoveries	regarding	silk	worm	diseases.	He	also	sent	another	paper	
entitled	New	Facts	to	Help	the	History	of	the	Actual	Disease	of	Silk	Worms	and	
the	Nature	of	the	Vibrant	Corpuscles.
	
In	this	paper	he	described	the	corpuscles	as	airborne	and	to	be	found	on	
mulberry	leaves,	and	he	also	described	a	second	silk	worm	disease	different	from	
pebrine,	which	he	called	flacherie,	and	on	which	he	had	published	a	pamphlet	
privately,	on	April	11,	1867.
	
In	the	meantime	he	had	also	submitted	several	papers	on	various	microscopic	
organisms,	more	or	less	broadening	the	general	knowledge	on	this	subject;	one	
of	which	was	a	general	study	of	bacterial	development	from	his	microzymas.
	
In	a	paper	entitled	On	the	Microzymian	Disease	of	Silk	Worms	Bechamp	gave	a	
full	description	of	this	second	disease	called	flacherie.	This	was	published	in	the	
paper	dated	June	8,	1868,	and	on	June	24	Pasteur	wrote	to	Dumas	claiming	to	
have	been	the	first	to	discover	this	second	silk	worm	disease	and	demanding	that	
a	note	he	claimed	to	have	sent	to	the	Agricultural	Society	of	Alais	on	June	1	be	
printed	(as	the	records	then	contained	no	proof	of	Pasteur's	claim	to	this).
	
Bechamp	answered	this	claim	in	a	note	entitled	On	the	Microzymian	Disease	of	
Silk	Worms,	in	Regard	to	a	Recent	Communication	of	M.	Pasteur,	which	was	
published	under	the	date	of	July	13,	1867,	in	which	he	referred	to	his	pamphlet	
of	April	11,	1867,	(revised	and	reprinted	March	28,	1868)	and	his	papers	of	May	
13	and	June	10,	1867,	all	of	which	were	prior	to	any	publication	of	Pasteur's!
	
However,	Pasteur	used	his	prestige	as	a	Government	representative	to	browbeat	
others	into	coming	to	his	support,	and	he	was	finally	widely	recognized,	and	
Bechamp's	claims	as	to	the	discoveries	on	silk	worm	diseases	ignored.	The	
majority	of	those	who	knew	his	claims	were	false	were	afraid	to	oppose	anyone	
who	was	so	close	to	Napoleon,	and	who	had	so	much	official	standing	as	Pasteur	



then	had.
	
In	his	book	on	the	diseases	of	silk	worms,	Pasteur	takes	all	the	credit	for	these	
discoveries,	and	shows	how	ignorant	of	the	subject	he	still	is	by	ridiculing	
Bechamp's	statements	that	creosote	was	a	preventative—so	he	knew	of	them!
	
Miss	Hume	says	that	members	of	the	Academy	actually	asked	Professor	
Bechamp	to	drop	his	use	of	the	word	microzyma,	and	even	to	drop	his	work!
	
In	Microbe	Hunters,	Paul	de	Kruif	gives	a	slightly	different	version	of	Pasteur's	
work	on	silk	worms	from	that	outlined	above.	He	states	that	Dumas,	his	old	
professor,	appealed	to	Pasteur	to	help	the	silk	worm	growers	of	southern	France,	
and	continues:
	
"Anything	but	a	respecter	of	persons,	Pasteur,	who	loved	and	respected	himself	
above	all	men,	had	always	kept	a	touching	reverence	for	Dumas.	He	must	help	
his	sad	old	professor!	But	how?	It	is	doubtful	at	this	time	that	Pasteur	could	have	
told	a	silk	worm	from	an	angle	worm!	Indeed,	when	he	was	first	given	a	cocoon	
to	examine,	he	held	it	up	to	his	ear,	shook	it	and	cried:	'Why	there	is	something	
inside	it!'"	(p.91.)
	
De	Kruif	also	ascribes	the	belated	discovery	that	pebrine	was	a	parasitical	
disease	to	Gernez,	one	of	his	assistants,	and	says:
	
"Gernez	hurried	to	Pasteur.	'It	is	solved,'	he	cried,	'the	little	globules	are	alive—
they	are	parasites!	They	are	what	makes	the	worms	sick!'
	
It	was	six	months	before	Pasteur	was	convinced	that	Gernez	was	right,	but	when	
at	last	he	understood,	he	swooped	back	to	his	work,	and	once	more	called	the	
committee	together.
	
'The	little	corpuscles	are	not	only	a	sign	of	the	disease,	they	are	its	cause.	These	
globules	are	alive,	they	multiply,	they	force	themselves	into	every	part	of	the	
moth's	body.'"	(p.95.)
	
It	is	strange	that	with	the	dispute	raging	between	Bechamp	and	Pasteur	over	who	
had	discovered	that	pebrine	was	a	parasitical	disease,	Gernez	did	not	speak	of	his	
own	claims	in	the	matter—possibly	a	job	was	more	important.
	



De	Kruif	continues:
	
"He	was	45.	He	wallowed	in	this	glory	for	a	moment	and	then—having	saved	
the	silk	worm	industry	with	the	help	of	God	and	Gernez—he	raised	his	eyes	
toward	one	of	those	bright,	impossible,	but	always	partly	true	visions	that	it	was	
his	poet's	gift	to	see.	He	raised	his	artist's	eyes	from	the	sickness	of	silk	worms	to	
the	sorrows	of	mankind:
	
'It	is	in	the	power	of	man	to	make	parasitic	maladies	disappear	from	the	face	of	
the	globe,	if	the	doctrine	of	spontaneous	generation	is	wrong	as	I	am	sure	it	is!'"	
(p.97.)
His	45th	year	must	have	been	1867,	and	Bechamp	had	proven	spontaneous	
generation	wrong	in	1855	or	'56,	as	described	earlier,	at	least	10	years	
beforehand.	Clearly	de	Kruif	did	not	look	far	enough;	the	name	of	Bechamp,	the	
greatest	of	all,	and	the	only	'microbe	hunter'	who	really	understood	their	true	
place	in	nature,	does	not	appear	in	his	book	Microbe	Hunters	at	all!
	
In	spite	of	all	his	errors	in	the	work	on	silk	worms,	and	because	of	his	high	
position	and	royal	favouritism,	Pasteur	was	put	in	charge	of	the	practical	
measures	of	fighting	this	parasite,	and	of	course	did	not	adopt	Bechamp's	
method	of	using	creosote	vapour.
Dr	A.	Lateud,	at	one	time	editor	of	the	Journal	de	Medecine	de	Paris,	charged	
that	whereas	in	1850	France	had	produced	30	million	kilograms	of	cocoons,	and	
its	output	had	sunk	to	15	million	kilograms	in	1866-7	due	to	the	epidemic,	after	
Pasteur's	methods	of	'prevention'	had	been	introduced,	production	shrank	to	8	
million	kilograms	in	1873	and	as	low	as	2	million	kilograms	in	certain	
subsequent	years.	He	continued:
	
"That	is	the	way	in	which	Pasteur	saved	sericulture!	The	reputation	which	he	
still	preserves	in	this	respect	among	ignoramuses	and	shortsighted	savants	has	
been	brought	into	being:
	
–by	himself,	by	means	of	inaccurate	assertions;
	
–by	the	sellers	of	microscopic	seeds	on	the	Pasteur	system,	who	have	realized	
big	benefits	at	the	expense	of	the	cultivators;
	
–by	the	complicity	of	the	Academies	and	public	bodies,	which,	without	any	
investigation,	reply	to	the	complaints	of	the	cultivators:



	
“But	sericulture	is	saved!	Make	use	of	Pasteur's	system!'	However,	everybody	is	
not	disposed	to	employ	a	system	that	consists	in	enriching	oneself	by	the	
ruination	of	others.”
	
Plainly	his	sins	found	him	out	here—at	least	with	those	who	were	in	closest	
touch	with	the	silk	worm	cultivators!
	
It	is	astonishing,	in	view	of	such	a	failure—and	after	Bechamp	had	shown	how	
to	prevent	these	diseases—that	Pasteur's	reputation	did	not	go	down	in	a	public	
scandal!
Apparently	royal	favour	and	the	academies	and	public	bodies	protected	him	
from	this.



CHAPTER	6

PASTEUR	ALSO	A	FAKER:	ANTISEPSIS

While	many	of	Pasteur's	contemporaries	must	have	known	of	his	plagiarisms	
from	Bechamp's	work,	they	were	probably	cowed	into	silence,	or	kept	out	of	the	
press	by	Pasteur's	bully	ragging	tactics,	as	well	as	by	his	prestige,	not	only	in	the	
public	eye	and	with	royalty,	but	also	with	the	"academies	and	public	bodies"	Dr	
Lateud	refers	to.
	
Miss	Hume	goes	on	to	show	that	his	treatment	for	rabies	and	his	anthrax	serum	
were	the	same	colossal	failure	and	fraud,	as	will	be	shown	in	Chapter	Eight,	and	
she	discusses	other	plagiarisms	on	Pasteur's	part,	but	it	hardly	seems	necessary	
to	go	into	all	of	these	matters	here.	We	have	seen	enough	evidence	of	
incompetence	and	fraud	to	forever	doubt	any	further	statements	that	bear	his	
signature,	but	there	is	one	more	piece	of	work	that	is	worth	looking	into.
	
Some	years	after	the	events	we	have	described,	Dr	M.	L.	Leverson,	M.D.,	Ph.D.,	
M.A.,	an	American	physician,	discovered	some	of	Professor	Bechamp's	writings	
in	New	York	and	immediately	realized	that	they	anticipated	Pasteur	in	certain	
important	points.	He	went	to	France,	met	Professor	Bechamp,	and	heard	the	
story	of	the	plagiarism	from	him,	since	which	time	he	has	done	a	great	deal	to	
bring	Bechamp's	work	to	public	attention.
	
He	was	one	of	the	first	in	the	United	States	to	recognize	Bechamp's	priority	in	
regard	to	most	of	the	discoveries	generally	credited	to	Pasteur,	and	in	a	lecture	
entitled	Pasteur,	the	Plagiarist,	delivered	at	Claridges	Hotel,	London,	on	May	25,	
1911,	outlined	briefly	Bechamp's	claim	to	priority,	and	added	the	charge	that	
Pasteur	had	deliberately	faked	an	important	paper!
	
He	said	in	part:
	
"Pasteur's	plagiarisms	of	the	discoveries	of	Bechamp,	and	of	Bechamp's	
collaborators,	run	through	the	whole	of	Pasteur's	life	and	work,	except	as	to	
crystallography,	which	may	or	may	not	have	been	his	own.	I	have	not	
investigated	that	part	of	his	career,	nor	do	I	feel	any	interest	in	it.	The	tracings	of	
some	of	these	plagiarisms,	though	they	can	be	clearly	demonstrated,	are	yet	



somewhat	intricate,	too	much	so	for	this	paper;	but	there	is	one	involving	the	
claim	by	Pasteur	to	have	discovered	the	cause	of	one	of	the	diseased	conditions	
which	assail	the	silk	worm,	which	can	be	verified	by	any	one	able	to	read	the	
French	language.	It	is	the	following:"
	
After	describing	some	of	the	material	we	have	covered	in	Chapter	5,	he	
continues:
	
"But	I	have	a	still	graver	and	more	startling	charge	to	bring	against	Pasteur	as	a	
supposed	man	of	science.
	
	
Finding	how	readily	the	'men	of	science'	of	his	day	accepted	his	fairy	tales,	in	a	
voluminous	memoir	of	no	value	(published	in	the	Annales	de	Chimie	et	de	
Physique	3rd	S.,	Vol.	LVIII),	is	to	be	found	on	page	381	a	section	entitled	
Production	of	Yeast	in	a	Medium	Formed	of	Sugar,	of	a	Salt	of	Ammonia	and	of	
Phosphates.
	
The	real,	though	not	confessed,	object	of	the	paper	was	to	cause	it	to	be	believed	
that	he,	and	not	Bechamp,	was	the	first	to	produce	a	ferment	in	a	fermentative	
medium	without	albuminoid	matter.	Now	mark,	I	pray	you,	what	I	say—the	
alleged	experiment	described	in	the	memoir	was	a	fake—purely	and	simply	a	
fake.	Yeast	cannot	be	produced	under	the	conditions	of	that	section!	If	those	of	
my	hearers	or	any	other	physician	having	some	knowledge	of	physiological	
chemistry	will	take	the	pains	to	read	this	section	of	Pasteur's	memoir	with	
attention,	he	will	see	for	himself	that	yeast	cannot	be	so	produced,	and	he	can	
prove	it	by	making	the	experiment	as	described.
	
Now	mark	what,	supposing	I	am	right	in	this,	this	memoir	does	prove.	It	proves	
that	Pasteur	was	so	ignorant	of	physiological	chemistry	that	he	believed	yeast	
could	be	so	produced,	or	else	he	was	so	confident	of	the	ignorant	confidence	of	
the	medical	profession	in	himself,	that	he	believed	he	could	bluff	it	through.	In	
this	last	belief,	he	was	correct	for	a	time.	I	cannot	but	believe	that	the	exposure	I	
am	making	of	Pasteur's	ignorance	and	dishonesty	will	lead	to	a	serious	
overhauling	of	all	his	work.
	
It	was	Bechamp	who	discovered	and	expounded	the	theory	of	antisepsis	which	
Pasteur	permitted	to	be	ascribed	to	himself.	In	his	'Studies	on	Fermentation,'	
Pasteur	published	a	letter	from	Lord	Lister,	then	Mr.	Surgeon	Lister,	in	which	



that	gentleman	claims	that	he	learned	the	principles	of	antisepsis	from	Pasteur.	I	
do	not	doubt	this	statement	of	the	noble	Lord,	for	besides	accepting	Mr.	Lister	as	
a	gentleman	of	veracity,	I	will	give	you	an	additional	reason	for	accepting	that	
statement.
	
*Lister's	Blunder
	
When	Mr	Lister	began	his	antiseptic	operations,	they	were	generally	successful,	
but	a	few	days	later	his	patients	succumbed	to	carbolic	acid	or	mercuric	
poisoning,	so	that	it	became	a	gruesome	medical	joke	to	say	'The	operation	was	
successful,	but	the	patient	died.'
	
Now	Mr	Lister,	though	a	very	skilled	surgeon	and,	I	believe,	having	great	
powers	of	observation,	had	established	the	technique	of	his	operations	upon	the	
teachings	of	a	man	who	had	plagiarized	the	discovery	without	understanding	the	
principle	upon	which	it	was	based.	Not	unnaturally,	Lister	used	doses	of	carbolic	
acid,	which,	when	placed	upon	an	open	wound	or	respired	by	a	patient	were	
lethal.	But,	thanks	to	his	careful	observations,	he	gradually	reduced	the	quantity	
of	carbolic	acid	or	sublimate	of	mercury	employed,	until	at	last	'	his	operations	
were	successful	and	the	patients	lived,'	as	they	would	have	done	from	the	
beginning,	had	he	obtained	his	knowledge	of	the	principles	of	antisepsis	from	
their	discoverer,	who	had	warned	against	the	use	of	any	but	a	very	minute	dose	
of	carbolic	acid,	instead	of	from	their	plagiarist,	who	did	not	know	why	the	dose	
should	be	so	limited.
	
From	the	outline	I	have	now	given	you,	you	may	form	some	idea	of	the	
ignorance	of	the	man	who,	for	more	than	thirty	years,	official	medicine	has	been	
worshipping	as	a	little	god.	But	this	is	only	a	small	part	of	the	mischief	
perpetrated.	Instead	of	making	progress	in	therapeutics	during	the	past	thirty	or	
forty	years,	medicine—outside	of	surgery—has	fearfully	retrograded,	and	the	
medical	profession	today	is,	in	my	judgment,	in	a	more	degraded	condition	than	
ever	before	in	its	history.	I	know	that	at	first	your	minds	will	rebel	against	this	
statement,	but	some	facts	will	prove	to	every	mind	possessed	of	common	sense	
that	it	is	true."
	
The	Danger	of	Inoculating
	
After	discussing	the	practice	of	medicine	in	the	past	and	saying	that	since	
Jenner's	and	Pasteur's	days	the	modern	effort	is	to	make	sick	well,	he	says	of	



inoculations:
	
"When	a	drug	is	administered	by	the	mouth,	as	was	beautifully	pointed	out	by	Dr	
J.	Garth	Wilkinson,	in	proceeding	along	the	alimentary	canal	it	encounters	along	
its	whole	line	a	series	of	chemical	laboratories,	wherein	it	is	analysed,	
synthesized,	and	deleterious	matter	prepared	for	excretion,	and	finally	excreted,	
or	it	may	be	ejected	from	the	stomach,	or	overcome	by	an	antidote.
	
But	when	nature's	coat	of	mail,	the	skin,	is	violated,	and	the	drug	inserted	
beneath	the	skin,	nature's	line	of	defence	is	taken	in	the	rear,	and	rarely	can	
anything	be	done	to	hinder	or	prevent	the	action	of	the	drug,	no	matter	how	
injurious,	even	fatal	it	may	be.	All	the	physicians	of	the	world	are	incompetent	
either	to	foresee	its	action	or	to	hinder	it.	Even	pure	water	has	been	known	to	act	
as	a	violent	and	foudroyant	poison	when	injected	into	the	bloodstream.	How	
much	more	dangerous	is	it,	then,	to	inject	poisons	known	to	be	such,	whether	
modified	in	the	fanciful	manner	at	present	fashionable	among	Vivisectionists	or	
in	any	other	manner.	These	simple	considerations	show	that	inoculation	should	
be	regarded	as	malpractice	to	be	tolerated	only	in	case	of	extreme	danger	where	
the	educated	physician	sees	no	other	chance	of	saving	life.
	
The	Germ	Theory	Fetish
	
Now	the	forcing	of	these	inoculations	upon	individuals	by	law	is	one	of	the	
worst	of	tyrannies	imaginable,	and	should	be	resisted,	even	to	the	death	of	the	
official	who	is	enforcing	it.	English	speaking	people	need	to	have	ideals	of	
liberty	refreshed	by	a	study	of	the	history	of	Wat	Tyler,	who	headed	one	of	the	
most	justifiable	rebellions	in	history,	and	although	treacherously	murdered	by	the	
then	Lord	Mayor	of	London,	his	example	should	be	held	up	to	all	our	children	
for	imitation..."
	
But	revenous	a	nos	monutous;	the	entire	fabric	of	the	germ	theory	of	disease	
rests	upon	assumptions	which	not	only	have	not	been	proved,	but	which	are	
incapable	of	proof,	and	many	of	them	can	be	proved	to	be	the	reverse	of	truth.	
The	basic	one	of	these	unproven	assumptions,	the	credit	for	which	in	its	present	
form	is	wholly	due	to	Pasteur,	is	the	hypothesis	that	all	the	so	called	infectious	
and	contagious	disorders	are	caused	by	germs,	each	disease	having	its	own	
specific	germ,	which	germs	have	existed	in	the	air	from	the	beginning	of	things,	
and	that	though	the	body	is	closed	to	these	pathogen's	germs	when	in	good	
health,	when	the	vitality	is	lowered	the	body	becomes	susceptible	to	their	



inroads."
	
I	agree	most	heartily	with	Dr	Leverson's	statement	that	"the	forcing	of	these	
inoculations	upon	individuals	by	law	is	one	of	the	worst	tyrannies	imaginable,	
and	should	be	resisted	even	to	the	death	of	the	official	who	is	enforcing	it."	
Strong	words,	but	absolutely	right!
	
Professor	F.	W.	Newman	of	Oxford	University	has	said:
	
"Against	the	body	of	a	healthy	man	Parliament	has	no	right	of	assault	whatever	
under	pretence	of	the	public	health;	nor	any	the	more	against	the	body	of	a	
healthy	infant.	To	forbid	perfect	health	is	a	tyrannical	wickedness,	just	as	much	
as	to	forbid	chastity	or	sobriety.	No	lawgiver	can	have	the	right.	The	law	is	an	
unendurable	usurpation,	and	creates	the	right	of	resistance."
	
And	Blackstone	says:
	
"No	laws	are	binding	upon	the	human	subject	which	assault	the	body	or	violate	
the	conscience."
	
In	the	case	of	the	Union	Pacific	Railway	vs	Botsford,	the	United	States	Supreme	
Court	said:
	
"...no	right	is	held	more	sacred	or	is	more	carefully	guarded	by	the	common	law	
than	the	right	of	every	individual	to	the	possession	and	control	of	his	own	
person,	free	from	all	restraint	or	interference	of	others,	unless	by	clear	and	
unquestioned	authority	of	law.
As	well	said	by	Judge	Cooley:
	
"The	right	of	one's	person	may	be	said	to	be	a	right	of	complete	immunity;	to	be	
let	alone."	(Cooley	on	Torts	29)
	
"The	inviolability	of	the	person	is	as	much	invaded	by	a	compulsory	stripping	as	
by	a	blow.	To	compel	anyone,	and	especially	a	woman,	to	lay	bare	the	body	or	to	
submit	it	to	the	touch	of	a	stranger,	without	lawful	authority,	is	an	indignity,	an	
assault,	and	a	trespass."	(141	U.S.	250)
	
In	1903	Judge	Woodward	of	the	New	York	Appellate	Court	said	in	the	
Viemeister	case:



	
"It	may	be	conceded	that	the	legislature	has	no	constitutional	right	to	compel	any	
person	to	vaccination."	(84	N.Y.	Supp.712)
	
In	the	Supreme	Court,	Columbia	County,	N.Y.,	in	1910,	Judge	Le	Boeuf,	in	the	
second	trial	of	the	Bolinger	case,	instructed	the	jury	as	follows:
	
"Now	I	have	charged	you	that	the	assault	which	is	claimed	to	have	existed	here	
due	to	the	forcible	vaccination,	that	is,	if	it	was	against	this	man's	will,	is	one	
which	you	must	consider.	And	the	reason	of	that	is:	This	man,	in	the	eyes	of	the	
law,	just	as	you	and	I	and	all	of	us	in	this	courtroom,	has	the	right	to	be	let	alone.	
We	all	have	the	right	to	the	freedom	of	our	persons	and	that	freedom	of	our	
persons	may	not	be	unlawfully	invaded.	That	is	a	great	right.	It	is	one	of	the	
most	important	rights	we	have."
	
I	believe	these	quotations	from	court	documents	indicate	clearly	that	anyone	has	
a	right	to	protect	himself	or	his	family	from	the	pus-squirters	of	the	A.M.A.	by	
any	means	that	may	be	available,	and	use	as	much	force	as	may	be	necessary,	
even,	as	Dr	Leverson	says,	"to	the	death	of	the	official	who	is	enforcing	it."
	
Over	60	years	ago	the	famous	English	physician,	Dr	Charles	Creighton,	said	in	
Jenner	and	Vaccination	(1879):
	
"The	anti-vaccinists	have	knocked	the	bottom	out	of	a	grotesque	superstition."	
However,	it	has	been	revived,	and	needs	some	more	'knocks'.
	
The	doctors	will	not	willingly	give	up	such	a	lucrative	practice	as	the	use	of	
biologicals,	and	so	parents	and	the	public	must	do	something	to	stop	this	blood	
poisoning.	What	will	it	be?
	
I	have	seen	a	little	girl,	upon	being	vaccinated	(or	'inoculated'),	go	to	school,	
promptly	develop	'leaky	heart	valves'	and	die	of	'heart	trouble'	about	two	years	
later,	hardly	ten	years	old.	I	don't	believe	that	either	her	parents,	schoolmates,	or	
teacher,	or	even	the	doctor	concerned,	saw	any	connection	between	the	
vaccination,	or	inoculation,	and	the	leaky	heart	valves—but	there	was	a	
connection—see	my	pamphlet	The	so-called	Biologicals	have	Created	a	New	
Form	of	Heart	Disease.
	
And	thousands	of	such	deaths	are	caused	every	year.	What	are	we	going	to	do	to	



stop	it?
	
In	the	whole	history	of	mankind,	the	only	adequate	answer	to	tyranny	humanity	
has	had	has	been	death	to	the	tyrant;	and	the	A.M.A.-ites	have	been	tyrannical	in	
their	efforts	to	sell	their	decayed	animal	pus	biologicals	for	many	years.	I	believe	
that	if	these	efforts	at	compulsion,	coercion	or	compulsory	laws	to	force	the	use	
of	any	kind	of	biological	or	so-called	"tests"	of	any	kind	are	pushed	much	
further,	they	will	lead	to	trouble.
	
As	we	show	in	this	book,	the	underlying	"germ	theory"	is	a	fraud,	and	
everything	based	on	it	is	also	fraudulent,	and	should	be	forbidden	by	law;	and	
when	the	public	fully	realizes	what	a	colossal	fraud	the	use	of	these	decayed	
animal	pus	concoctions	is,	you	won't	even	be	able	to	jail	a	man	for	shooting	a	
pus	doctor	who	tries	to	vaccinate,	inoculate,	or	'test'	his	children.
	
We	will	outline,	further	on,	a	safe	method	of	controlling	infections.
	
Dr	Leverson	goes	on	to	describe	disease	as	nature's	attempt	to	eliminate	waste,	
and	diseased	tissues	as	being	due	to	improper	living;	and	suggests	plenty	of	fresh	
air,	the	best	of	sanitation,	very	scanty	clothes	such	as	gymnasium	costumes	for	
everyday	use,	and	a	scientific	study	of	diet;	he	believes	overeating	causes	"an	
enormous	number	of	diseased	conditions".
	
All	of	these	ideas	would	undoubtedly	lead	to	better	health	and	longer	life	than	
can	be	obtained	through	serology.
	
It	is	now	over	30	years	since	Dr	Leverson	expressed	the	hope	that	his	"exposure"	
would	lead	to	a	"serious	overhauling"	of	Pasteur's	work,	and	it	should	be	done	
by	someone	who	understands	physiological	chemistry.
	
I	feel	as	he	seems	to—that	the	allopathic	mind	is	hardly	to	be	trusted	with	such	
important	work!
	



CHAPTER	7

ARE	BIOLOGICALS	INJURIOUS

The	11th	Report	of	the	Medical	Officer	of	the	Privy	Council	of	England	(1868)	
contains	a	paper	by	Dr	Burdon	Sanderson	entitled	"On	the	Inoculability	and	
Development	of	Tubercles"	(p.91).	In	this	he	describes	experiments	he	made	
which	proved	to	his	satisfaction	that	tuberculosis	often	followed	the	inoculation	
of	animals	with	various	materials	(mostly	biological)	from	non-tubercular	
sources,	and	that	even	a	wound	might	be	followed	by	tuberculosis.	He	says	in	
part	(p.92):
	
"The	facts	from	which	I	had	concluded	that	tuberculosis	may	originate	
traumatically,	although	very	limited	in	number,	were	so	positive	in	nature	that	I	
ventured	to	state	that	the	results	of	tuberculosis	inoculation	could	be	no	longer	
regarded	as	necessarily	dependent	on	any	property	or	action	possessed	by	the	
inoculated	material	in	virtue	of	its	having	been	taken	from	a	tuberculous	
individual.	The	truth	of	this	inference	has	now	been	completely	established	by	
the	experiments	of	two	of	the	most	competent	observers,	Dr	Wilson	Fox,	
Professor	of	Clinical	Medicine	in	University	College	and	Dr	Cohnheim	of	
Berlin.	The	following	paragraph	contains	a	summary	of	their	results,	which	are	
the	more	valuable	as	they	were	arrived	at	altogether	independently	and	without	
knowledge	either	of	each	other's	inquiries	or	mine.
	
From	the	tabular	summary	of	Dr	Fox's	experiments	(117	in	number)	it	appears	
that	of	70	animals	inoculated	with	various	products	derived	from	the	bodies	of	
non-tuberculous	patients,	about	half	(34)	became	tuberculous.	In	addition,	five	
animals	were	inoculated	with	putrid	but	originally	healthy	muscle,	and	four	of	
them	became	tuberculous,	as	was	found	when	they	were	killed	at	various	periods	
from	84	to	122	days	after	inoculation.	Of	seven	animals	in	which	setons	or	other	
mechanical	irritants	were	introduced	under	the	skin,	two	became	tuberculous.	
This	research,	no	less	remarkable	for	the	accuracy	and	completeness	of	the	
anatomical	details,	than	for	the	conclusiveness	of	the	experiments,	was	followed	
only	the	other	day	by	another	in	Berlin,	which	although	of	similar	nature,	
appears	by	internal	evidence	to	have	been	conducted	in	entire	ignorance	of	the	
fact	that	several	of	the	questions	investigated	had	already	been	completely	
settled	in	England.



	
Drs	Cohnheim	and	Frankel,	to	establish	whether	artificial	tubercle	owe	its	origin	
to	a	specific	virus,	introduced	into	the	peritonaeal	cavities	of	guinea	pigs	
portions	of	various	tumours	(carcinoma,	sarcoma,	condyloma,	etc.)	as	well	as	
portions	of	healthy	but	partly	decomposed	tissue.	Subsequently	they	employed	
in	the	same	way	a	variety	of	insoluble	inert	substances	such	as	blotting	paper,	
charpie,	gutta	percha,	caoutchouc,	vulcanite,	etc.	In	those	animals	that	survived	
the	immediate	effects	of	the	injury,	emaciation	supervened	sooner	or	later	and	
the	animal	eventually	died	with	tuberculosis	of	the	peritoneum,	liver,	spleen,	
lungs,	and	other	organs,	the	morbid	appearances	corresponding	in	every	respect	
with	those	described	in	my	last	report.
	
As	regards	the	bearing	of	these	facts	on	the	general	question	of	the	nature	and	
origin	of	tuberculosis;	I	concluded	from	my	own	observations	that	there	is	no	
structural	distinction	between	the	artificial	disease	and	human	tubercle,	so	long	
as	the	term	is	confined,	as	all	accurate	writers	are	now	accustomed	to	confine	it	
to	military	tuberculosis;	but	I	considered	it	necessary	to	maintain	a	reserve	as	to	
its	relation	with	the	many	pathological	processes	which	are	spoken	of	as	
tuberculosis	in	the	common	language	of	practical	medicine	and	surgery.
	
In	going	so	far	the	two	distinguished	pathologists	already	quoted	have	fully	
agreed	with	me.	Dr	Fox	says:
	
"I	must	confess	that	sceptical	as	everyone	must	naturally	at	first	feel	on	this	
subject,	the	cumulative	force	of	the	evidence	in	favour	of	the	tubercular	nature	of	
these	growths	appears	to	me	irresistible.	We	are	either	dealing	with	tubercle,	or	
we	have	before	us	a	new	and	hitherto	unknown	constitutional	disease	of	the	
rodentia,	consisting	of	growths	which,	to	the	naked	eye	and	in	their	histology,	
correspond	with	all	the	essential	features	of	tubercle	in	man;	which	occur	not	
only	in	the	organs	which	are	the	chosen	seats	of	tubercle	in	man,	but	also	in	the	
same	parts	of	those	organs;	which	have	the	same	vital	characters,	and	the	same	
early	degenerative	cheesy	changes,	not	suppuration	nor	acute	softening,	and	with	
no	marked	characters	sufficient	to	distinguish	them	from	tubercle."
	
Cohnheim	says,	"All	the	marks	by	which	tubercle	is	characterized	are	present;	
the	agreement	of	the	product	of	inoculation	with	human	miliary	tubercle	could	
not	be	more	complete	than	it	is,	whether	regard	be	had	to	its	extended	
distribution	and	to	the	great	variety	of	organs	affected,	(peritoneum,	pleura,	
lungs,	liver,	spleen,	lymphatic	glands,	and	even	the	choroid),	or	to	its	



macroscopic	and	microscopic	characters.'"
	
Gould,	in	the	second	edition	of	his	Pocket	CyclopÎdia	of	Medicine	and	Surgery	
describes	"acute	miliary	tuberculosis"	as:
	
"An	acute	and	rapid	form	of	tuberculosis,	which	generally	occurs	in	persons	
under	15	years	of	age,	and	in	which	the	tubercle	bacilli	are	rapidly	disseminated	
through	the	body	by	the	breaking	down	of	some	localized	form	of	the	disease	...	
the	duration	is	from	2	to	4	weeks	and	the	termination	is	fatal."
	
Or,	could	not	this	"localized	form"	be	introduced	by	a	needle,	in	the	way	Dr	
Sanderson	describes?	Are	not	"persons	under	15"	the	school	doctor's	best	
customers	for	their	so-called	biologicals?	And	does	not	this	"rapid	dissemination	
through	the	body"	sound	remarkably	like	de	Kruif's	description	of	the	way	in	
which	Koch's	tuberculous	germs	spread	through	his	guinea	pigs?	Miss	Hume	
says	in	Bechamp	or	Pasteur?:
	
"It	is	noteworthy	that	neither	Pasteur	nor	any	of	his	successors	have	ever	induced	
a	complaint	by	the	inoculation	of	air-carried	bacteria,	but	only	by	injections	from	
bodily	sources."
	
I	believe	this	would	account	for	a	very	large	part	of	our	"miliary	tuberculosis"	in	
persons	under	15;	undoubtedly	it	followed	the	injection	of	some	biological!	And	
Miss	Hume's	description	would	include	all	biologicals	of	every	description!
	
Dr	Sanderson	continues:
	
"My	further	inquiries	lead	me	to	believe,	in	the	first	place	that	these	characters	
belong	much	more	generally	to	tuberculous	growths	than	I	had	at	first	supposed;	
and	secondly,	that	those	normal	tissues	which	possess	them	are	much	more	liable	
to	become	the	seat	of	the	tuberculous	process	than	others."
	
This	is	probably	the	most	striking	evidence	in	print	that	almost	any	sort	of	
inoculation	can	cause	tuberculosis	in	the	animal	inoculated,	and	of	course	it	is	
reasonable	to	deduce	from	this	that	the	same	non-tuberculous	inoculations	would	
cause	tuberculosis	in	man,	any	man,	and	in	all	probability,	from	any	biological	
product	whatsoever!	Yet	the	ignorant	serum	doctor	will	tell	us	that	these	
products	are	perfectly	harmless!
	



TUBERCULIN	A	FRAUD
	
The	above	article,	which	from	the	day	it	was	first	printed	should	have	forever	
stopped	the	use	of	all	biologicals	on	humans,	was	published	over	20	years	before	
Robert	Koch	of	Berlin	brought	out	his	Tuberculin	(in	1890),	which	proved	such	
a	terrible	failure!
The	Zoophilist	for	May	1st	1891	reported	deaths	in	123	"selected"	cases	in	
Berlin	from	November	1890	to	February	1891	which	caused	Koch	to	fall	"under	
a	cloud",	but	he	did	not	give	up	until	the	government	finally	closed	him	up	
because	of	the	terrible	death	rate!
	
Dr	Paul	de	Kruif	describes	this	work	of	Koch's	on	the	tuberculosis	germ	in	rather	
lurid	language,	yet	recent	efforts	to	produce	a	serum	for	tuberculosis	seem	to	
justify	his	words.	He	says	of	Koch's	search	for	the	microbe:
	
"I	have	it!"	he	whispered,	and	called	the	busy	Loeffler	and	the	faithful	Gaffhy	
from	their	own	spying	on	other	microbes.
	
"Look,"	Koch	cried,	"one	little	speck	of	tubercle	I	put	into	this	beast	six	weeks	
ago—	there	could	not	have	been	more	than	a	few	hundred	of	those	bacilli	in	that	
small	bit—now	they've	grown	into	billions!	What	devils	they	are,	those	germs—
from	that	one	place	in	the	guinea	pig's	groin	they	have	sneaked	everywhere	into	
his	body,	they	have	gnawed,	they	have	gone	through	the	walls	of	his	arteries...the	
blood	has	carried	them	into	his	bones...into	the	farthest	corner	of	his	brain..."
	
Read	that	over	when	your	child	brings	home	a	card	from	school	requesting	
permission	to	put	the	same	sort	of	stuff	into	his	blood,	and	tear	up	the	card!	He	
says	that	Koch	found	and	grew	different	families	or	varieties	of	these	deadly	
germs.	I	believe	that	by	the	doctors'	standards	at	least,	this	would	necessitate	43	
different	serums	to	immunize	one	against	all	43	families,	and	this	is	probably	not	
all	the	varieties	there	are	of	tuberculosis	germs	alone!
	
However,	de	Kruif	passes	over	tuberculin	with	astonishing	brevity,	considering	
the	space	given	to	other	matters	that	were	of	less	importance.	He	says	
apologetically:
	
"...he	was	enormously	respected,	and	against	his	own	judgement	he	was	trying	to	
convince	himself	he	had	discovered	a	cure	for	tuberculosis.	The	authorities	
(scientists	have	reason	occasionally	to	curse	all	authorities,	no	matter	how	



benevolent)	were	putting	pressure	on	him.	At	least	so	it	is	whispered	now	by	
veteran	microbe	hunters	who	were	there	and	remember	those	brave	times.
	
'We	have	showered	you	with	medals	and	microscopes	and	guinea	pigs—take	a	
chance	now	and	give	us	a	big	cure,	for	the	glory	of	the	fatherland,	as	Pasteur	has	
done	for	the	glory	of	France!'	It	was	ominous	stuff	like	this	that	Koch	was	
always	hearing.	He	listened	at	last,	and	who	can	blame	him,	for	what	man	can	
remain	at	his	proper	business	of	finding	out	the	ways	of	microbes	with	
governments	bawling	for	a	place	in	the	sun—or	with	mothers	calling?	So	Koch	
listened	and	prepared	his	own	disaster	by	telling	the	world	about	his	Tuberculin."
	
And	here	de	Kruif	changes	the	subject	very	abruptly!	On	page	299	he	refers	to	it	
again,	in	discussing	malaria,	as	follows:
	
"Dean	of	the	microbe	hunters	of	the	world,	Tsar	of	Science	(his	crown	was	only	
a	little	battered)	Koch	had	come	to	Italy	to	prove	that	mosquitoes	carry	malaria	
from	man	to	man.
	
Koch	was	an	extremely	grumpy,	quiet,	and	restless	man	now;	sad	because	of	the	
affair	of	his	consumption	cure	(which	had	killed	a	considerable	number	of	
people)...so	Koch	went	from	one	end	of	the	world	to	the	other,	offering	to	
conquer	plagues	but	not	quite	succeeding."
	
Neither	are	his	successes	in	the	use	of	serums,	nor	is	there	any	likelihood	of	
success	in	that	direction,	as	we	hope	to	show.
	
J.W.	Browne,	B.A.,	M.B.,	Medical	Superindent	of	the	Kalyra	Sanatorium,	South	
Australia,	quotes	Koch	at	length	to	the	effect	that,	while	an	injection	of	
tuberculin	into	a	healthy	person	will	probably	start	a	tubercular	sore,	an	injection	
into	anyone	already	infected	will	counteract	or	'kill'	the	first	infection,	without	
doing	anything	more!
	
Note	that	he	admits	that	it	causes	tubercular	sores	in	the	well!	Hence	you'd	better	
know	whether	you	have	tuberculosis	or	not	before	you	take	it!
	
However,	this	reversible	characteristic	of	making	the	well	sick,	and	the	sick	well,	
existed	only	in	Koch's	imagination,	as	is	indicated	in	his	own	work.	Anyone	with	
such	a	belief	must	be	credited	with	care	in	giving	such	stuff	only	to	tubercular	
people,	and	those	who	received	it	died	so	fast	the	government	had	to	close	him	



up!	Incidentally,	cattlemen	have	contended	for	many	years	that	it	made	healthy	
cattle	tubercular.
	
Dr	Browne	says:
	
"Up	to	date	upwards	of	two	hundred	different	forms	of	tuberculin	have	been	
prepared	and	described.	The	simple	fact	of	the	matter	is	that	no	one	has	yet	been	
able	to	repeat	Koch's	experiment	successfully.
	
“There	is	no	evidence	but	Koch's	in	favour	of	tuberculin	as	a	therapeutic	cure	for	
tuberculosis	in	guinea	pigs,	in	calves,	or	in	man.	No	one	but	Koch	has	been	able	
to	cure	an	infected	guinea	pig	by	the	use	of	tuberculin	of	any	sort	or	description.	
Koch,	as	Shera	says,	was	an	optimist.	There	is	no	question	that	tuberculin	can	do	
infinite	harm.	Scores	of	people	have	died	prematurely	at	its	hands.	Never	was	
there	such	a	commercial	vaccine	as	this	one,	and	never	has	there	been	such	
a	gigantic	hoax.	
Tuberculin,	Shera	says,	should	not	come	within	the	range	of	vaccine	therapy.	
Whatever	good	results	are	imputed	to	tuberculin	must	have	occurred	in	spite	of	
it,	for	its	virtues	are	founded	on	experiments	which	cannot	be	repeated.
	
“The	disbeliever	too,	can	point	to	many	cases	where	the	administration	of	
tuberculin	in	pulmonary	disease	has	been	undoubtedly	followed	by	disaster	and,	
while	he	freely	admits	the	undoubted	powers	of	the	tuberculin	therapist	to	stir	up	
the	embers	and	kindle	the	fire,	he	has	hitherto	asked	him	in	vain	for	any	
evidence	of	power	to	extinguish	the	fire."
	
He	(rightly,	I	believe)	considers	pulmonary	tuberculosis	to	be	at	least	in	part	
"and	to	a	greater	or	less	extent"	a	septicemia,	and	adds:
	
"The	failure	of	vaccines	to	affect	the	disease	in	any	but	an	adverse	manner	
is	thus	explained.	As	we	all	know	vaccines	have	invariably	been	found	
useless	or	worse	than	useless	in	septicemias."
	
Such	statements,	coming	from	a	physician	of	Dr	Browne's	experience,	should	
write	finis	on	the	use	of	tuberculin	as	a	cure	forever;	and	it	is	no	better	as	a	'test'.
	
Drs	Petroff	and	Branch,	in	a	discussion	of	the	B.C.G.	vaccine	used	on	children,	
finds	that	tuberculin	seems	to	spread	tuberculosis	in	those	who	have	the	latent	or	
'benign'	form	which	vaccination	is	supposed	to	give.



	
Note	also	that	the	tuberculin	seemed	to	spread	tuberculosis	in	these	cattle	'tests'	
as	it	did	in	Koch's	experiments	on	humans.	They	say:
	
"Tzekhnovitzer	claims	that	guinea	pigs	become	hypersensitive	to	tuberculin	after	
treatment	with	B.C.G...70%	of	those	infected	orally	and	45%	of	those	infected	
by	the	subcutaneous	route	react.
	

IMMUNITY	IN	ANIMALS	VACCINATED	WITH	
B.C.G.
	
"Guerin,	Richart	and	Bossiera	studied	a	large	number	of	cattle	on	a	farm.	On	this	
farm	in	1915	in	a	herd	of	67	head,	47%	reacted	positively	to	the	tuberculin	test.	
Year	after	year,	the	positive	animals	were	slaughtered.	In	1918,	38%	were	still	
positive	to	the	tuberculin	test.	In	1920,	the	number	of	reactors	was	41.7%.	
	
Vaccination	in	the	newborn	cattle	started	on	Jan.	1,	1921.	In	1922,	one	year	after	
the	vaccination,	20	cattle	gave	a	definitely	positive	and	nine	a	very	suspicious	
tuberculin	reaction,	or	a	total	of	45%	of	64	head.	Many	of	these	animals	were	
vaccinated	and	revaccinated.	In	1923	there	remained	26	of	the	1919-1920	year	
animals,	all	giving	a	positive	tuberculin	reaction."
	
Note	that	after	47%	were	slaughtered	in	1915,	as	were	all	animals	testing	
positive	in	the	following	years,	38%	were	tubercular	in	1918,	and	a	full	100%	of	
those	animals	which	remained	from	the	1919-20	vaccinated	group	all	gave	a	
positive	'test'.	This	was	undoubtedly	due	either	to	the	vaccines	used	or	the	'tests'	
themselves,	which	confirms	the	opinions	of	the	authorities	quoted	above!	Could	
any	dairyman	survive	such	a	loss?
	
They	continue:
	
"In	the	meantime,	the	second	generation	of	these	vaccinated	animals	were	
revaccinated,	and	the	vaccination	repeated	each	following	year...there	is	no	
record	of	how	many	of	the	vaccinated	cattle	became	infected,	as	the	tuberculin	
test	was	omitted	on	Calmettes'	suggestion,	as	he	believes	that	it	is	of	doubtful	
value,	giving	no	information	as	far	as	exogenous	(outside)	infection	is	
concerned.



	
Furthermore	if	in	the	vaccinated	cattle	an	implantation	of	virulent	organisms	has	
taken	place,	setting	up	only	a	benign	tuberculosis,	tuberculin	administered	may	
bring	about	a	violent	allergic	reaction	disseminating	the	virulent	organisms.	In	
such	an	event,	progressive	disease	may	follow...
	
Gradually	the	animal	becomes	resistant	to	this	particular	organism.	However,	as	
soon	as	a	new	organism	is	introduced	into	the	herd,	the	occurrence	of	the	disease	
is	much	more	marked	than	before."
	
They	do	not	mention	the	fact	that	these	"implantations"	may	also	occur	in	your	
child;	nor	do	they	realise	that	they	can	come	through	a	change	of	the	germ	in	the	
vaccine,	but	such	is	the	case,	as	I	showed	in	Germ	Mutation	(now	out	of	print).
	
As	occurred	with	'flu'	in	the	war,	which	was	merely	a	mutation	of	the	typhoid	
germ	in	the	vaccines	used	against	typhoid	and	paratyphoid,	every	vaccine	may	
produce	a	'new'	form	of	germ	which,	as	noted	above,	may	"make	the	occurrence	
of	the	disease	much	more	marked	than	previously".
	
This	is	why	we	had	the	1918	flu	epidemic,	with	the	highest	death	rate	on	record.	
It	is	the	reason	Koch	had	so	many	deaths,	and	also	the	reason	for	the	large	
increases	in	the	death	rates	of	other	diseases	as	noted	in	Chapter	9.
	
Koch	found	43	varieties	or	strains	of	tuberculosis	and	there	are	probably	as	
many	strains	of	any	other	disease.	The	very	multiplicity	of	these	strains,	and	the	
ease	with	which	modification	can	occur	on	the	shelf	or	in	the	tissues,	is	the	
fundamental	reason	why	biologicals	can	never	be	used	successfully.
	
F.	Loehnis,	soil	biologist,	and	N.R.	Smith,	U.S.	Department	of	Agriculture,	have	
discussed	this	variability	of	germs	at	considerable	length	and	conclude	that	any	
germ	can	break	down	into	a	filterable	fluid	and	then	develop	into	new	forms	that	
may	be	radically	different	from	the	original	germ,	their	new	characteristics	
depending	mostly	upon	their	environment.	They	believe	this	change	is	
constantly	going	on	in	all	groups	of	germs.
	
Hence	new	strains	are	always	being	formed	and	are	usually	more	virulent	than	
the	old.
Doctors	Petroff	and	Branch	add:
	



"It	seems	that	in	spite	of	the	vaccinations	with	B.C.G.,	and	the	sociological	
measures,	the	implantation	with	violent	tubercle	has	taken	place.
	
Lakhms	of	Lithuania,	studying	472	vaccinated	infants,	reports	that	he	obtained	
10	times	more	positive	reactions	in	the	vaccinated	children	than	in	the	
unvaccinated."
The	real	fact	is	that	tuberculin	never	had	any	diagnostic	value.	It	was	not	offered	
as	a	test	on	animals	until	its	failure	as	a	cure	on	humans	caused	the	German	
government	to	forbid	such	use;	in	other	words,	the	manufacturers	'discovered'	or	
invented	this	new	use	for	it	to	preserve	a	market.	The	'test'	on	cattle	
circumvented	both	the	prohibition	and	its	ill-repute	as	a	cure,	thus	continuing	the	
profits,	which	is	all	it	is	good	for.
	
Read	the	account	of	the	United	States	Agricultural	Department's	'tests'	on	
animals	infected	with	the	hoof-and-mouth	disease	from	vaccines,	in	Chapter	8.
	
In	Fasting	and	Man's	Correct	Diet,	The	Tuberculin	Test	a	Fraud	(out	of	print),	
Immunity	(also	out	of	print),	and	Drugless	Cures,	I	give	additional	evidence	that	
the	use	of	tuberculin	was	a	fraud,	utterly	useless,	and	that	more	recent	serums	are	
no	better.
	
BIOLOGICALS	MAY	DISSOLVE	THE	RED	BLOOD	CORPUSCLES
	
It	has	also	been	found	that	the	soluble	ferments	of	many	animal	serums	will,	in	
some	humans	at	least,	dissolve	the	red	blood	corpuscles.
	
Elie	Metchnikoff,	the	famous	Russian	scientist,	says:
	
"It	has	long	been	known,	however,	that	the	serum	of	the	blood	of	many	animals	
will	destroy	the	red	corpuscles	of	a	different	species.	This	demonstration	was	
afforded	during	the	period	when	attempts	were	being	made	to	transfuse	the	de-
fibrillated	blood	of	mammals,	especially	of	the	sheep,	into	man.	This	practice	
had	to	be	abandoned	in	consequence	of	the	difficulties	resulting	from	the	
solution	of	the	human	red	corpuscles."
	
Later,	Buchner	compared	the	action	of	alexine	(the	name	given	to	the	substance	
found	to	cause	this	action)	to	that	of	soluble	ferments	and	referred	it	to	the	
category	of	the	digestive	diastases."
	



This	alexine	is	probably	the	same	thing	described	by	Bechamp	as	the	liquid	
ferment	mentioned	in	Chapter	2,	and	it	should	not	destroy	or	even	injure	
perfectly	healthy	blood	or	tissues,	but	who	is	perfectly	healthy?
	
Dr	M.	R.	Leverson	says	in	the	preface	to	his	translation	of	The	Third	Element	of	
the	Blood	that	Bechamp	isolated	a	series	of	soluble	ferments	which	he	called	
zymases,	but	which	plagiarists	renamed	diastases	to	obscure	his	discoveries.	
Likewise,	Bechamp	discovered	the	reason	for	the	coagulation	of	the	blood.
	
Metchnikoff	continues:
	
"According	to	him	the	same	alexine	is	capable	of	dissolving	the	red	blood	
corpuscles	of	several	species	of	vertebrates.	Bordet,	56	in	a	series	of	researches	
made	in	the	Pasteur	Institute,	confirmed	this	view.	He	came	to	the	conclusion	
that	the	alexines	of	the	various	species	of	animals	differ	from	one	another.	Thus	
the	alexine	of	the	blood	serum	of	the	rabbit	is	not	the	same	as	that	found	in	the	
serum	of	the	guinea	pig	or	dog.	Nevertheless	each	of	these	alexines	is	capable	of	
exerting	a	solvent	action	on	the	red	blood	corpuscles	of	several	species."
	
He	continues,	on	page	95:
	
"It	may,	however,	be	admitted	that	the	action	of	alexine	(complement)	comes	
under	the	category	of	phenomena	that	are	produced	by	soluble	ferments.	The	
substance	which	dissolves	the	red	blood	corpuscles	of	mammals	or	a	portion	
only	of	those	of	birds,	undoubtedly	presents	great	analogies	to	the	digestive	
ferments.	As	has	been	mentioned	repeatedly,	it	is	very	sensitive	to	the	action	of	
heat	and	is	completely	destroyed	by	heating	for	one	hour	at	55	degrees	(C).	In	
this	respect,	it	closely	resembles	the	macrocytase	of	macrophagic	organs	which	
also	dissolves	red	corpuscles.	As	it	is	the	macrophages	which	ingest	and	digest	
the	red	blood	corpuscles	in	the	organism,	it	is	evident	that	alexine	is	nothing	but	
the	macrocytase	which	has	escaped	from	the	phagocytes	during	the	preparation	
of	the	serums."
	
On	page	401	of	the	same	book,	discussing	artificial	immunity	against	toxins	
rather	than	microbes,	he	says:
	
"When	microorganisms,	living	or	dead,	are	introduced	into	an	animal,	it	is	found	
that	anti-toxins	do	not	as	a	rule,	appear	in	the	fluids;	in	these	cases,	the	reaction	
is	set	up	mainly	by	the	microphages.	The	microphages	represent	the	principal	



source	of	anti-toxins."	
	
Is	this	point	clear?	All	animal	blood	serums	can	dissolve	the	red	blood	
corpuscles	of	several	other	species	of	animals,	and	many	of	them,	for	example	
that	of	the	sheep,	can	dissolve	the	red	blood	corpuscles	of	man!
	
It	is	also	possible	that	due	to	the	wide	variations	in	the	character	of	the	blood	and	
blood	serum,	etc.,	both	in	the	animals	used	and	in	the	patients	treated,	due	to	
both	individual	and	possibly	also	racial	differences,	the	serum	from	any	
particular	animal	might	have	a	very	injurious	effect	on	the	blood	or	other	body	
fluids	of	a	percentage	of	human	patients	treated,	as	indicated	by	the	many	deaths	
that	follow	the	use	of	anti-toxin,	even	though	it	might	not	be	injurious	to	all.
	
Note	that	they	compare	this	stuff	to	a	soluble	ferment,	which	can	go	through	a	
china	filter,	and	eat	red	blood	corpuscles,	pink	dynamite	and	other	things;	and	
this	is	"the	principal	source	of	anti-toxins."
	
It	may	be	true	that	most	horses'	blood	serum	will	not	dissolve	human	red	blood	
corpuscles,	but	how	can	we	know,	with	all	the	variations	possible,	both	in	the	
horse,	and	in	man,	that	some	particular	horse	serum	will	not	dissolve	the	red	
blood	corpuscles	of	one	or	more	children	in	any	school	which	the	serum	
squirters	choose	to	'protect',	as	they	call	it?
	
This	might	be	the	direct	cause	of	the	tuberculosis	discussed	above,	and	many	
other	troubles	that	often	follow	the	vaccination	of	thousands	of	children,	and	
others.
We	quoted	Professor	Bechamp	as	to	the	amount	of	material	a	solvent	ferment	
can	digest	in	Chapter	2,	and	Bechamp	and	other	authorities	say	that	a	solvent	
ferment	will	survive	much	higher	temperatures	than	55	degrees	C.	This	danger,	
therefore,	exists	in	almost	every	biological	on	the	market!
	
There	is	also	the	danger	that	some	serum	might	contain	the	alexine	of	some	
animal	other	than	a	horse,	which	could	be	even	more	dangerous.
	
Furthermore,	even	though	a	serum	cannot	dissolve	the	red	blood	corpuscles,	it	
might	dissolve	the	leucocytes,	the	so-called	white	corpuscles,	and	this	tendency	
seems	to	be	much	more	common;	in	fact,	it	seems	to	be	the	basis	of	the	process	
of	artificial	immunity!
	



For	instance,	Metchnikoff	says:
	
"When	into	the	peritonaeal	cavity	of	vaccinated	guinea	pigs	a	certain	quantity	of	
cholera	culture	containing	virulent	and	very	motile	vibrios	is	injected,	we	find	
that	in	the	peritonaeal	fluid	drawn	off	by	means	of	a	fine	pipette,	the	vibrios	have	
undergone	profound	changes	in	the	refractory	organism.	Even	a	few	minutes	
after	the	injection	of	the	vibrios,	the	leucocytes	disappear	almost	completely	
from	the	peritonaeal	fluid;	and	only	a	few	small	lymphocytes	and	a	large	number	
of	vibrios,	the	majority	of	which	are	already	transformed	into	granules,	are	
found;	and	there	is	presented	a	most	typical	case	of	Pfeiffer's	phenomenon.
	
Alongside	the	round	granules	may	be	seen	swollen	vibrios,	and	others	which	
have	kept	their	normal	form,	but	all	are	absolutely	motionless.	Some	of	these	
granules	are	gathered	into	small	clumps,	others	remain	isolated	in	the	fluid.	
When	to	the	hanging	drop	containing	these	transformed	vibrios	a	small	quantity	
of	a	dilute	aqueous	solution	of	methylene	blue	is	added,	we	observe	that	certain	
granules	stain	very	deeply,	while	others	take	on	merely	a	very	pale	tint,	scarcely	
visible.	Many	of	these	granules	are	still	alive,	because	it	is	easy	to	watch	them	
develop	outside	the	animal	and	elongate	into	new	vibrios.	A	large	number	of	the	
granules,	however,	no	longer	exhibit	any	signs	of	life	and	are	evidently	dead.
	
R.	Pfeiffer	and	certain	other	observers	affirm	that	the	granules	may	be	
completely	dissolved	in	the	peritonaeal	fluid	just	as	a	piece	of	sugar	dissolves	in	
water.	We	have	repeatedly	sought	for	this	disappearance	of	the	granules	in	
hanging	drops	of	the	peritonaeal	fluid,	without	being	able	to	find	any	diminution	
in	the	number	of	these	transformed	vibrios,	even	after	several	days.	Nor	have	we	
been	able	to	observe	the	phenomenon	of	the	solution	of	the	granules.	It	is,	at	any	
rate,	indisputable	that	this	granular	transformation	is	a	manifestation	of	very	
profound	lesions	undergone	by	the	cholera	vibrios	under	the	influence	of	the	
peritonaeal	fluid	of	the	immunized	animal.
	
On	the	other	hand,	one	is	compelled	to	the	conclusion	that	the	granular	
transformation	is	due,	as	we	shall	see	later,	to	a	fermentative	action	of	the	
peritonaeal	exudation."
Some	authorities	have	considered	the	leucocytes	to	be	an	essential	part	of	the	
blood,	in	which	case	their	dissolution	should	be	a	dangerous	loss	to	the	person	
concerned.	In	my	opinion,	however,	the	leucocytes	are	nothing	more	than	body	
waste	or	refuse	in	the	process	of	elimination,	and	their	dissolution	immediately	
places	a	liquid	toxic	poison	in	the	blood	with	no	means	of	preventing	it	being	



absorbed,	wherever	the	blood	goes,	into	any	and	all	tissues.	Hence	the	possibility	
that	the	brain,	the	heart,	or	other	organs	not	intended	to	handle	these	toxic	
poisons	might	absorb	some	of	them.
	
Have	you	ever	seen	two	leucocytes	that	were	the	same	size	or	shape?	They	
appear	to	vary	widely	in	both	characteristics—looking,	in	fact,	more	like	
crumbled	cheese	than	living	tissues.
	
GERMS	IN	SERUMS	MAY	ATTACK	THE	HEART	VALVES
	
Other	authorities	have	described	other	dangers	in	the	use	of	serums,	for	instance	
Dr	E.	C.	Rosenow,	then	of	the	Mayo	Clinic,	said	over	25	years	ago	that	certain	
varieties	of	germs	in	serums	used	in	his	experiments	had	"an	affinity	for	the	
heart	valves"!
He	describes	experiments	in	which	he	found	that	the	green	producing	variety	of	
germs	in	the	serums	attacked	the	valves	of	the	heart,	while	a	certain	hemolyzing	
variety	attacked	the	body	joints,	thus	causing	rheumatism!
	
In	November	1925,	the	Chicago	Health	Department	stated	that:
	
"...more	children	of	the	ages	of	10	to	14	die	of	heart	disease	in	Chicago	than	of	
all	other	children's	diseases	put	together!"
	
If	Dr	Rosenow's	statements	are	true,	do	you	wonder	that	Chicago	children	are	
dropping	dead	on	the	street,	with	all	the	serumization	that	is	practised	in	our	
schools?	In	the	olden	days,	it	was	very	rare	for	a	child	of	10	to	14	years	of	age	to	
die	of	heart	disease.
Dr	Frederick	Hoffman,	Ll.D.,	Consulting	Statistician	of	the	Prudential	Insurance	
Company	of	America,	said:
	
"Heart	diseases	in	all	civilized	countries	are	the	leading	cause	of	death	and	of	a	
vast	amount	of	physical	impairment.	As	far	as	it	is	possible	to	judge,	the	relative	
frequency	of	heart	disease	in	proportion	to	population	has	everywhere	been	
increasing	during	the	last	two	decades,	although	evidence	to	this	effect	is	more	
or	less	conflicting."
While	most	diseases	that	kill	mankind	off	have	gone	down	at	an	almost	
wonderful	pace	since	sanitation	was	first	introduced	to	the	world,	this	particular	
one	is	increasing,	for	some	reason	the	authorities	profess	not	to	understand.
	



Note	that	those	immigrants	from	countries	having	compulsory	vaccination	die	
off	at	a	rate	three	to	four	times	higher	than	immigrants	from	countries	not	having	
compulsory	vaccination.
	
There	is	no	doubt	that	there	are	other	causes	to	be	considered,	such	as	sanitation,	
living	conditions,	diet,	and	that	the	relative	vitality	of	the	different	races	may	
vary,	so	why	should	these	death	rates	seem	to	divide	simply	on	their	vaccinal	
conditions?	And	granting	this,	why	does	heart	disease	lead	all	other	diseases	in	
the	difference	between	the	high	rates	and	the	low?
	
It	seems	to	me	that	this	chart	alone	is	very	conclusive	evidence	that	the	
statements	we	have	quoted	in	this	chapter,	as	to	biologicals	causing	both	
tuberculosis	and	heart	disease,	are	correct.
	
In	regard	to	Italy,	which	passed	a	law	for	the	compulsory	vaccination	of	infants	
in	1888,	we	still	class	it	in	the	'without'	column,	because	in	1910,	the	time	of	this	
census,	probably	not	over	25%	of	the	immigrants	in	New	York	State	would	be	
under	22	years	of	age	and	thus	affected	by	the	law,	and	it	is	very	likely	that	the	
law	was	inefficiently	enforced	for	the	earlier	years,	thus	allowing	many	to	
escape.	Furthermore,	all	of	those	vaccinated	would	still	be	too	young	for	the	full	
effects	of	any	injurious	biologicals	to	become	fully	developed	by	1910,	hence	
Italy's	inclusion	in	the	unvaccinated	column.
Statistics	of	later	years	seem	to	indicate	that	Italy	now	has	death	rates	
comparable	with	other	countries	having	compulsory	vaccination,	which	can	only	
serve	to	strengthen	the	idea	that	the	fad	for	serums	is	the	cause!
	
Dr	Rosenow	also	speaks	of	other	troubles	that	may	follow	the	use	of	biologicals.
In	a	series	of	articles	based	on	the	influenza	epidemic	of	1918	and	published	in	
The	Journal	of	Infectious	Diseases,	and	also	in	the	Collected	Papers	of	the	Mayo	
Clinic,	Vols	10,	11,	and	12,	he	describes	many	changes	in	serums	or	in	patients	
which	rendered	the	serum	useless.
	
In	Vol.	10,	page	919,	he	observes	of	the	pneumococcus	streptococcus	group,	of	
which	he	thought	mutation	forms	were	responsible	for	the	1918	pandemic:
	
"...marked	changes	in	morphology,	growth	characteristics,	infective	powers,	and	
immunological	reactions.	Many	of	these	changes	appear	to	be	true	mutations."
On	page	949	of	the	same	volume,	he	ascribed	deaths	following	the	use	of	certain	
serums	to	some	change	or	mutation	in	either	the	serum	or	patient.



	
While,	I	believe,	a	serum	is	supposed	to	cure	by	'agglutinating'	all	germs	of	that	
exact	kind	which	it	finds	in	the	body,	when	there	is	a	slight	difference	in	germs,	
or	changes	occur,	either	in	the	patient's	germs	or	in	those	in	the	serum,	no	
"agglutination"	takes	place,	and	the	patient	is	apt	to	die,	unless	sanitary	or	other	
measures	are	taken	to	save	him.
	
Most	regular	physicians	will	say	in	such	a	condition	that	there	is	no	hope,	but	if	
drugless	physicians	are	called	in,	or	if	enemas	are	given,	there	is	more	than	hope.	
In	fact	I	believe	two	or	three	enemas	a	day	and	an	exclusive	fruit	juice	diet	for	a	
while	would	save	the	great	majority	of	these	cases.
	
However,	this	is	not	meant	to	be	a	discussion	of	the	treatment	of	disease,	which	
is	covered	in	other	books.
	
That	this	change	or	mutation	of	germs	is	a	very	serious	handicap	in	treating	
diseases	by	means	of	serums	or	vaccines	is	indicated	all	through	the	series	of	ten	
papers	that	Dr	Rosenow	published	in	Vol.	12	of	the	Mayo	Clinic	papers.
	
He	says	in	Vol.	12,	page	920,	that	the	serum	used	on	some	guinea	pigs	"tended	to	
localize	in	the	lungs".
	
In	Vol.	12,	page	1001,	he	says:
	
"Moreover,	marked	changes	in	the	immunological	condition	as	measured	by	
agglutination	tests	have	occurred	in	a	number	of	strains	following	successive	
(intratracheal)	animal	passages."
	
He	added	that	when	the	changes	occurred,	"no	good	effects	were	noted".	If	
passage	through	animal	tissue	will	cause	"marked	changes	in	the	immunological	
condition",	how	can	anyone	know	that	passage	through	human	tissues,	for	
example	from	the	arm	into	the	body,	will	not	do	the	same?
	
And	where	can	you	find	a	serum	or	vaccine	that	has	not	had	an	animal	passage	at	
some	previous	time?	They	are	nearly	all	propagated	in	animals	at	present	and	a	
substantial	percentage	of	all	"passages"	seem	to	cause	a	change.	In	table	4	he	
shows	35	changes	in	44	cases,	and	one	of	the	other	nine	had	changed	in	a	
previous	experiment;	that	makes	changes	in	over	81%	of	the	tests!
	



So	you	see,	this	change	is	no	minor	accident;	in	fact,	it	occurs	with	great	
frequency,	as	Bechamp	proved	many	years	ago.
	
And	these	changes	in	the	germs	mentioned	are	of	vital	importance,	as	they	often	
merely	substitute	a	new	disease	for	the	one	vaccinated	against.
	
Pasteur	seemed	to	recognize	the	importance	of	this	point	as	he	vehemently	
denied	its	possibility	to	the	very	last,	and	made	bitter	personal	attacks	on	
Bechamp	and	other	colleagues	who	opposed	his	ideas	for	this	reason.
	
Now	that	this	has	been	proven	so	overwhelmingly,	we	can	see	how	a	vaccine	for	
any	one	disease	could	start	some	other	disease	through	these	mutation	forms.	We	
shall	then	need	more	serums	for	the	new	disease,	or	more	likely,	several	new	
diseases	may	develop,	and	so	on,	ad	infinitum.
	
In	the	pamphlets	Germ	Mutation	and	Immunity,	Artificial	vs	Natural,	I	give	
some	important	evidence	indicating	that	the	1918	influenza	epidemic	was	caused	
by	mutation	in	vaccines	used	to	'prevent'	typhoid	in	the	armies	in	Europe.
	
When	they	inoculated	against	typhoid,	they	soon	found	that	they	had	a	para-
typhoid	on	their	hands,	and	the	percentage	of	paratyphoid	in	those	inoculated	
was	identical	to	the	second	decimal	place	with	the	percentage	of	typhoid	in	those	
not	inoculated.
And	when	they	gave	two	"shots",	one	for	each	of	these,	they	discovered	a	second	
paratyphoid,	so	to	be	scientific	they	called	them	'A'	and	'B.'
	
And,	as	scientists	must	always	be	'scientific',	they	then	gave	the	boys	three	shots,	
one	for	each	of	the	above	diseases,	whereupon	they	found	a	fourth	'disease'—
influenza—and	the	world's	highest	recorded	death	rate	at	that!	The	Surgeon	
General	of	the	A.E.F.	said	of	this	'influenza':
	
"The	ordinary	clinical	picture	of	typhoid	paratyphoid	is	frequently	profoundly	
modified	in	vaccinated	individuals...intestinal	types	of	supposed	influenza	
should	always	be	considered	as	possible	typhoid	until	proven	otherwise.	
Vaccination	is	a	partial	protection	only,	and	must	be	reinforced	by	sanitary	
measures."
	
Furthermore,	supposing	that	there	is	no	change	and	that	a	serum	or	vaccine	
'agglutinates'	perfectly,	what	proof	have	we	that	it	will	either	prevent	or	cure	any	



disease?
	
Elie	Metchnikoff,	says:
	
"The	most	carefully	studied	case	of	the	relations	between	natural	immunity	and	
agglutination	is	of	that	encountered	in	the	anthrax	bacillus.	We	owe	it	to	Gengou,	
who	at	the	Liege	Bacteriological	Institute	carried	out	a	very	detailed	
investigation	of	this	question.
	
“He	showed	that	the	bacillus	of	Pasteur's	first	anthrax	vaccine	is	agglutinated	by	
the	blood	serum	of	a	great	number	of	animals.	But	he	also	showed	that	the	
serums	which	have	the	greatest	agglutinative	action	on	this	bacillus	do	not	come	
from	the	most	refractory	species.	Human	serum	agglutinates	most	strongly	the	
bacillus	of	the	first	vaccine	(in	the	proportion	of	one	part	of	serum	to	500	parts	
of	culture)	but	man	is	far	from	being	exempt	from	anthrax.
	
“Pigeons'	serum,	on	the	other	hand,	is	completely	without	any	agglutinative	
power,	although	this	species	resists	not	only	the	first	vaccine	but	very	often	
virulent	anthrax.	The	serum	of	the	ox,	a	species	susceptible	to	anthrax,	is	more	
agglutinative	(1:120)	than	that	of	the	refractory	dog	(1:100).
	
“All	these	facts	fully	justify	the	conclusion	formulated	by	Gengou	that	we	
cannot	establish	any	relation	between	the	agglutinating	power	and	the	refractory	
state	of	the	animals	to	anthrax...this	conclusion	may	be	extended	to	the	
phenomena	of	the	agglutination	of	microorganisms	and	to	those	of	natural	
immunity	in	general."
	
It	is	quite	likely	that	most	physicians	will	acknowledge	that	when	the	changes	in	
a	germ	as	described	above	occur,	there	is	practically	no	possibility	of	it	
preventing	or	curing	any	disease,	and	while	these	changes	may	not	run	as	high	as	
80%	with	all	biologicals,	nevertheless	we	have	shown	that	it	can	and	does	occur	
with	sufficient	frequency	to	render	all	such	methods	utterly	unworthy	of	
confidence,	and	unfit	to	rely	on	to	any	degree.
	
And	Professor	Metchnikoff's	statement	that	agglutination	is	of	no	value	as	an	
indication	of	immunity	or	curing	power	seems	to	wipe	out	any	small	remaining	
chance	that	serums	can	be	beneficial,	under	any	conditions.
	
In	other	words,	it	seems	that	when	we	get	vaccinated	and	fail	to	catch	any	



disease	afterwards,	it	is	either	only	an	accident,	or	is	due	more	to	our	natural	
immunity	than	to	the	serum.
	



CHAPTER	8

ANIMAL	SEROLOGY:	ANTHRAX

Miss	Hume	says	that	a	Frenchman	named	Delafond	in	1838	announced	that	
small	rod-like	objects	were	to	be	found	in	the	blood	of	animals	having	splenic	
fever	or	charbon,	now	called	anthrax,	and	when	Pasteur	brought	out	his	one	
specific	germ	for	each	kind	of	fermentation,	Devaine	suggested	that	these	little	
'rods'	which	he	named	bacteridia	might	be	parasites	and	the	cause	of	the	splenic	
fever.	However,	his	experiments	were	contradictory	and	it	was	not	proven.	Later	
in	1878	Koch	made	some	studies	in	which	he	discovered	a	formation	of	spores	
among	his	"bacteridia".
	
When	Pasteur	heard	of	this	he	declared:
	
"Anthrax	is,	therefore,	the	disease	of	the	bacteridium,	as	trichinosis	is	the	disease	
of	the	trichina,	as	itch	is	the	disease	of	its	special	acarus."
	
He	claimed	that	the	blood	of	an	animal	vaccinated	with	anthrax	serum	contained	
no	other	organisms	but	the	bacteridia.	As	he	considered	these	exclusively	
aerobic,	the	blood	must	be	imputressible,	because	putrescence,	he	believed,	was	
due	solely	to	an	anaerobic	germ.	(Later,	when	the	Professors	of	the	Turin	
Commission	drew	contrary	conclusions	from	similar	experiments,	he	charged	
that	they	had	used	sheep	whose	blood	was	"septic"	as	well	as	tainted	with	
anthrax!)
	
He	claimed	that	a	mixture	of	aerobic	germs,	(the	bacteridia)	and	anaerobic	germs	
(of	putrefaction)	would	"neutralize	the	virulence"	of	the	bacillus	anthracis	and,	if	
injected	into	animals,	would	protect	them	from	infection.
	
In	reality	these	two	germs	are	only	different	developments	or	outgrowths	of	
Bechamp's	microzymas,	and	should	have	much	the	same	effect	anywhere,	
namely	that	of	scavengers	of	dead	tissues	or	waste.	Their	action	should	be	
similar,	and	not	counteractant	to	each	other,	as	is	indicated	in	Chapter	Two.
	
Dr	Colin,	another	member	of	the	Academy,	promptly	challenged	Pasteur's	
statement	on	the	grounds	that	anthrax	was	sometimes	found	in	a	virulent	stage,	



yet	devoid	of	the	"bacteridia".
	
In	the	next	session	(March	12,	1878)	Dr	Colin	charged	that	Pasteur	had	
suppressed	two	statements	in	the	printed	record	that	he	had	made	on	the	floor	
during	the	prior	session,	i.e.	"that	the	bacteridia	of	anthrax	do	not	develop	in	the	
blood	of	healthy	animals"	and	"that	the	bacteridia	will	not	supply	germs	to	the	
organisms,"	which	left	Dr	Colin's	criticism	of	these	statements	'in	the	air',	and,	in	
addition,	he	charged	that	Pasteur	had	deliberately	falsified	the	records	of	other	
criticisms	Dr	Colin	had	made;	a	nice	charge	to	make	against	a	'scientist'!
	
On	April	30,	1878,	Pasteur	read	before	the	Academy	of	Science	a	paper	entitled	
The	Theory	of	Germs	and	their	Application	to	Medicine	and	Surgery	67,	which	
also	bore	the	names	of	Messrs	Joubert	and	Chamberlain	as	co-authors.	This	was	
his	first	effort	to	sell	the	'germ	theory'.
	
In	this,	among	many	false	claims,	was	the	statement	that	he	had	discovered	"the	
fact	that	ferments	are	living	beings",	giving	no	credit	to	Bechamp	whatever.
	
This	paper	also	claimed	that	an	infinitesimal	quantity	of	their	last	produced	
culture	was	capable	of	producing	anthrax	with	all	its	symptoms;	yet	their	first	
experiments	with	it	were	failures,	as	the	cultures,	when	sowed,	produced	a	small	
spherical	germ	that	was	not	even	virulent,	instead	of	the	typical	anthrax	rods	
expected!
	
This	was	probably	a	true	mutation	but	was	not	so	recognized,	the	authors	
apparently	believing	it	due	to	an	impurity	getting	into	their	cultures.
	
The	London	Times	of	August	8,	1881,	about	three	years	later,	quotes	Pasteur	as	
saying	before	a	sectional	meeting	of	an	international	medical	congress	in	session	
there:
	
"...in	the	study	of	microorganisms	there	was	an	ever	present	source	of	error	in	
the	introduction	of	foreign	germs,	in	spite	of	the	precautions	that	might	be	taken	
against	them.	When	the	observer	saw	first	one	organism	and	afterwards	a	
different	one,	he	was	prone	to	conclude	that	the	first	organism	had	undergone	a	
change.	Yet	this	might	be	a	pure	illusion...the	transformation	of	a	bacillus	
anthracis	into	a	micrococcus	did	not	exist."
	
Note	that	he	said	this	21	years	after	Miss	Nightingale	made	her	famous	



statement	that	any	germ	could	turn	into	another,	as	quoted	on	page	five.
	
And	when	their	own	experiments	failed	to	bear	out	their	claims	that	their	culture	
would	produce	anthrax	or	any	of	its	symptoms,	and	the	germs	that	were	
produced	had	no	resemblance	to	the	anthrax	germ,	either	in	appearance	or	
virulence,	why	should	others	believe	that	they	could	prevent	anthrax	by	any	such	
"culture"?
	
But	Paul	de	Kruif,	in	Microbe	Hunters,	a	glorification	of	many	famous	pioneer	
serum	faddists,	paints	a	most	astonishing	picture	of	Pasteur's	work	on	anthrax,	
and	gives	many	startling	details	regarding	the	facts	of	the	matter.
	
After	describing	the	silk	worm	failure,	he	says:
	
"But	one	of	Pasteur's	most	charming	traits	was	his	characteristic	of	a	scientific	
Phoenix,	who	rose	triumphantly	from	the	ashes	of	his	own	mistakes...so	it	is	not	
surprising	to	find	him,	with	Reux	and	Chamberlain,	in	1881	discovering	a	very	
pretty	way	of	taming	vicious	anthrax	microbes	and	turning	them	into	a	vaccine."
	
He	describes	Pasteur's	demonstration	of	his	anthrax	vaccine	at	Pouilly-le-Fort,	in	
May	and	June	of	that	year	in	great	detail,	including	the	elaborate	preparations,	
and	he	dwells	on	the	fact	that	this	experiment	was	framed	by	his	enemies	to	
destroy	him,	and	that	Pasteur	realized	that	he	was	cornered,	that	he	must	succeed	
or	else	abandon	his	work	on	germs.
	
It	seems	to	me	that	we	have	now	seen	too	many	cases	of	deceitfulness,	
prevarication	and	deliberate	fraud	on	Pasteur's	part	to	place	much	confidence	in	
his	good	faith	under	such	conditions,	and	in	fact	one	is	justified	in	looking	with	
suspicion	on	this	experiment.	Here	were	48	sheep—24	supposed	to	be	
vaccinated,	lived,	while	24	not	vaccinated,	died.	In	such	a	number	the	treatment	
might	be	differentiated	quite	easily.	
	
He	could	have	injected	the	unvaccinated	sheep	with	a	slow	poison	and	he	might	
have	used	pure	sterile	water,	or	a	syringe	with	a	perforated	piston,	in	a	pretended	
injection	of	the	vaccinated	sheep!	And	his	assistants	might	have	believed	such	a	
trick	harmless	and	justifiable!	Or	it	might	have	been	concealed	from	them!
	
This	'miracle',	as	de	Kruif	describes	it,	seems	to	be	the	only	success	in	a	long	
series	of	failures;	the	one	result	that	gives	the	only	real	support	to	Pasteur's	



claims.	After	all	the	double	dealing	and	fraud	that	we	have	proven	elsewhere,	are	
we	not	entitled	to	be	sceptical	of	this?	Does	not	his	past	conduct	suggest	that	he	
could	have	been	loading	the	dice?	And	he	does	not	seem	to	have	been	able	to	
repeat	the	success	elsewhere!
De	Kruif	says	of	this	fact	(p.165):
	
Gradually,	hardly	a	year	after	the	miracle	of	Pouilly-le-Fort,	it	began	to	be	
evident	that	Pasteur,	though	a	most	original	microbe	hunter,	was	not	an	infallible	
god.	Disturbing	letters	began	to	pile	up	on	his	desk;	complaints	from	
Montpotheir	and	a	dozen	towns	of	France,	and	from	Packisch	and	Kapuvar	in	
Hungary.	Sheep	were	dying	from	anthrax—	not	natural	anthrax	they	had	picked	
up	in	dangerous	fields,	but	anthrax	they	had	got	from	those	vaccines	that	were	
meant	to	save	them!	From	other	places	came	sinister	stories	of	how	the	vaccines	
had	failed	to	work—the	vaccine	had	been	paid	for,	whole	flocks	of	sheep	had	
been	injected,	the	farmers	had	gone	to	bed	breathing	'Thank	God	for	our	great	
man	Pasteur',	only	to	wake	up	in	the	morning	to	find	their	fields	littered	with	the	
carcasses	of	dead	sheep,	and	these	sheep—which	ought	to	have	been	immune—
had	died	from	the	lurking	anthrax	spores	that	lay	in	their	fields.
	
Pasteur	began	to	hate	opening	his	letters,	he	wanted	to	stop	his	ears	against	
snickers	that	sounded	from	around	corners,	and	then—the	worst	thing	that	could	
possibly	happen—came	a	cold,	terribly	exact,	scientific	report	from	the	
laboratory	of	that	nasty	little	German	Koch	in	Berlin,	and	this	report	ripped	the	
practicalness	of	the	anthrax	vaccine	to	tatters.	Pasteur	knew	that	Koch	was	the	
most	accurate	microbe	hunter	in	the	world!
	
There	is	no	doubt	that	Pasteur	lost	some	sleep	from	this	aftermath	of	his	glorious	
discovery,	but	God	rest	him,	he	was	a	gallant	man.	It	was	not	in	him	to	admit,	
either	to	the	public	or	to	himself,	that	his	sweeping	claims	were	wrong.
	
What	a	searcher	this	Pasteur	was,	and	yet	how	little	of	that	fine	selfless	candour	
of	Socrates	or	Rabelais	is	to	be	found	in	him.	But	he	is	not	in	any	way	to	be	
blamed	for	that,	for	while	Socrates	and	Rabelais	were	only	looking	for	truth,	
Pasteur's	work	carried	him	more	and	more	into	the	frantic	business	of	saving	
lives,	and	in	this	matter,	truth	is	not	of	the	first	importance.
	
In	1882,	while	his	desk	was	loaded	with	reports	of	disasters,	Pasteur	went	to	
Geneva,	and	there	before	the	cream	of	disease	fighters	of	the	world,	he	gave	a	
thrilling	speech,	with	the	subject:	How	to	guard	living	creatures	from	virulent	



maladies	by	injecting	them	with	weakened	microbes.
***
	
And	according	to	de	Kruif,	Koch	made	a	devastating	attack	upon	Pasteur's	
statements	in	a	paper	published	shortly	after	this,	in	which	he	charged	that	
practically	all	of	Pasteur's	claims	for	his	anthrax	vaccine	were	false,	that	his	
vaccines	were	not	pure,	that	he	had	concealed	the	bad	results	that	had	followed	
the	wholesale	use	of	the	vaccines,	and	he	closed	with:
	
"Such	goings-on	are	perhaps	suitable	for	the	advertising	of	a	business	house,	but	
science	should	reject	them	vigorously."	(p.168)
	
De	Kruif	adds:
	
"Then	Pasteur	went	through	the	roof	and	answered	Koch's	cool	facts	in	an	
amazing	paper	with	arguments	that	would	not	have	fooled	the	jury	of	a	country	
debating	society."
	
How	can	de	Kruif	so	praise	a	man,	and	describe	the	'miracle	of	Pouilly-le-Fort'	
as	"amazing	as	any	of	the	marvels	wrought	by	the	Man	of	Galilee",	after	giving	
such	devastating	evidence	that	his	work	was	a	failure,	his	ideas	false,	and	the	
man	himself	deliberately	dishonest,	making	false	claims	and	concealing	the	
extent	of	his	failures?
	
In	1881	the	Sanitary	Commission	of	the	Hungarian	Government	said	of	the	
vaccine	viruses	used	in	the	anti-anthrax	inoculation:
	
"The	worst	diseases,	pneumonia,	catarrhal	fever,	etc.,	have	exclusively	struck	
down	the	animals	subjected	to	injection.	It	follows	from	this	that	the	Pasteur	
inoculation	tends	to	accelerate	the	action	of	certain	latent	diseases	and	to	hasten	
the	mortal	issue	of	other	grave	affections."
	
Plainly	it	failed	in	their	tests	also,	and	the	Hungarian	Government	forbade	its	use	
in	that	country.
	
It	was	not	long	before	his	vaccine	was	proven	a	failure	elsewhere	as	well.	In	
March	1882,	a	commission	composed	of	members	of	the	faculty	of	the	
University	of	Turin,	Italy,	undertook	to	conduct	tests	regarding	the	value	of	this	
anthrax	prophylactic.	A	sheep	having	died	of	anthrax,	after	the	learned	



professors	had	vaccinated	some	other	sheep	with	Pasteur's	cultures,	they	
inoculated	both	these	vaccinated	sheep	and	some	unvaccinated	sheep	with	the	
blood	of	the	dead	sheep.All	of	the	sheep,	both	vaccinated	and	unvaccinated,	
subsequently	died,	proving	the	vaccine	utterly	worthless.
	
After	about	a	year	of	dispute	and	passing	the	buck	by	correspondence,	the	Turin	
professors	published	a	pamphlet	in	June	1883,	containing	some	of	Pasteur's	
contradictory	statements	together	with	their	cutting	criticisms	thereof,	under	the	
title	Of	the	Scientific	Dogmatism	of	the	Illustrious	Professor	Pasteur,	which	was	
signed	by	six	professors	of	high	standing.	This,	by	citing	contradictory	
statements	Pasteur	had	made	in	different	papers,	along	with	their	comments,	just	
about	destroyed	his	theories	on	anthrax.
	
This	paper	was	translated	into	French,	but	Pasteur,	with	some	adroit	
dissimulation,	managed	to	survive	the	blow,	and	went	on	pushing	his	anthrax	
vaccine.
	
He	soon	had	bacteriological	institutes	for	experiments	and	the	production	and	
sale	of	his	various	serums	and	vaccines	established	in	many	parts	of	the	world,	
the	one	in	Paris	being	probably	the	first.
	
In	1888	an	institute	in	Odessa,	Russia,	sent	some	anti-anthrax	vaccines	to	
Kachowka	in	southern	Russia,	where	4,564	sheep	were	soon	vaccinated,	and	
3,696	of	them	promptly	turned	up	their	toes	and	died;	a	death	rate	of	81%,	and	
from	a	supposed	'preventative'	vaccine	at	that!
	
Dr	Lutaud	says	in	Etudes	sur	la	Rage	(p.419)	that	Pasteur	was	compelled	to	
compensate	many	owners	in	France	for	animals	killed	by	his	vaccines.
	
FOOT	AND	MOUTH	DISEASE
	
Mr	C.	M.	Higgins,	of	drawing	ink	fame,	of	Brooklyn,	N.Y.,	some	years	ago	
wrote	a	book	entitled	Horrors	of	Vaccination	in	which	he	drew	attention	to	the	
fact	that	official	publications	of	the	United	States	Government	ascribed	several	
epidemics	of	foot	and	mouth	disease	in	this	country	directly	to	the	use	of	
vaccines	or	serums;	especially	those	of	1902,	1908,	and	1915.
	
The	Chief	of	the	Bureau	of	Animal	Industry	of	the	US.	Department	of	
Agriculture	says	in	his	report	for	1902	(page	394):



	
"Most	veterinary	text	books	state	that	foot	and	mouth	disease	is	a	mild	infection	
and	that	only	1	or	2%	of	the	animals	attacked	die	from	it,	the	reader	being	left	to	
infer	that	the	losses	do	not	exceed	2	or	3%	of	the	value	of	the	animals.	Such	a	
conclusion	would	be	a	grave	mistake."
	
However,	it	seems	to	have	been	mild	before	its	cause	was	traced	to	vaccines.	The	
Secretary	of	Agriculture	says	in	the	department	Year	Book	for	1914,	page	20:
	
"There	were	outbreaks	of	foot	and	mouth	disease	in	this	country	in	1870,	1880,	
1884,	1902,	and	1908.	Since	the	close	of	the	fiscal	year	1914,	the	sixth	outbreak	
has	occurred.	The	first	three,	those	of	1870,	1880	and	1884	were	comparatively	
trifling.	Those	in	1902	and	1908	were	more	grave.	The	present	one	is	the	most	
serious	and	extensive	of	all.
	
“In	1902	the	outbreaks	occurred	in	the	New	England	States.	In	1908	it	originated	
in	Detroit.	The	origin	of	each	of	these	new	outbreaks	was	traced	to	the	
importation	of	vaccine	virus	for	the	propagation	of	vaccine	for	use	in	vaccinating	
people	against	smallpox.	The	vaccine	was	imported	from	Japan	where	the	foot	
and	mouth	disease	exists.	Each	of	these	outbreaks	was	stamped	out	by	methods	
which	have	proved	most	effective	in	preventing	the	disease	from	gaining	a	
footing.	These	methods	involved	the	killing	of	all	infected	and	exposed	animals,	
the	burying	of	the	carcasses,	and	the	thorough	disinfection	of	all	premises	with	
which	the	animals	may	have	come	in	contact."
	
The	first	part	of	the	1914	outbreak	was	ascribed	to	"an	imported	article	used	in	
tanning"	(hides?)	but	when	this	was	stamped	out,	a	recurrence	occurred	near	
Chicago,	in	August	1915,	that	was	traced	to	a	Chicago	laboratory	making	hog	
cholera	vaccines.	Foot	and	mouth	disease	was	found	in	8	of	11	herds	that	had	
used	this	vaccine.
	
The	Secretary	of	Agriculture	says	of	this	in	the	1915	Year	Book	(p.27):
	
"It	seems	certain	that	this	infection	was	produced	by	contaminated	hog	cholera	
serum	prepared	in	Chicago,	in	October	1914,	at	an	establishment	where	the	
disease	had	not	been	known	to	exist	at	any	time...pending	investigation,	all	
shipments	of	serum	from	Chicago	were	prohibited.	It	was	found	that	some	of	the	
product	of	the	establishment	had	been	used	on	11	herds	of	hogs...a	few	infected	
hogs	were	found	in	eight	of	the	herds	and	all	11	herds	were	slaughtered	at	once."



	
Although	they	had	found	the	disease	in	8	herds	on	which	the	vaccine	had	been	
used,	they	decided	to	'test'	the	serum,	and	what	a	test!
	
They	knew,	or	were	very	sure,	that	the	vaccine	had	given	the	hogs	the	foot	and	
mouth	disease,	yet	the	first	four	tests	on	a	total	of	52	animals	were	all	negative,	
but	they	had	plenty	of	perseverance,	and	in	the	fifth	'test'	and	on	the	62nd	animal	
tested,	they	found	foot	and	mouth	disease!
	
If	it	took	'tests'	on	62	animals	to	obtain	proof	that	a	vaccine	that	had	already	
caused	the	disease	could	do	so	again,	how	can	anyone	know	that	it	would	not	
take	two	or	three	or	more	times	62	'tests'	any	other	time,	assuming,	of	course,	
that	these	are	tests,	which,	again,	I	don't	believe!
	
And	after	such	a	failure,	how	can	any	doctor	or	veterinarian	consider	any	tests,	
such	as	the	Schick,	Dick,	Tuberculin,	Wasserman,	etc.,	of	any	value	whatsoever?
	
With	all	the	evidence	we	have	given	that	germs	can	change	their	characteristics,	
from	Miss	Nightingale	and	Professor	Bechamp,	to	Lohnis,	Rosenow	and	others,	
how	can	anyone	expect	a	germ	to	remain	constant	through	any	'test'	or	remain	
true	to	its	original	characteristics	after	being	'tested'?
	
The	Secretary	of	Agriculture	says	of	these	so-called	'tests'	on	the	same	page:
	
"This	is	regarded	as	proof	that	the	suspected	serum	actually	was	infected.	Why	
the	standard	test	used	on	61	of	the	animals	failed	to	reveal	this	fact	is	a	matter	
for	scientific	investigation,	and	the	bacteriologists	of	the	department	are	at	work	
on	the	problem.	At	the	time	of	manufacture	0.5	of	1%	of	carbolic	acid	was	
mixed	with	the	serum	as	a	preservative.	It	is	now	believed	that	the	acid,	acting	as	
a	germicide,	may	have	attenuated	or	partially	destroyed	the	virus	so	that	tests	
previously	considered	safe	failed	to	establish	the	presence	of	the	infection."
	
If	they	had	no	better	luck	than	Pasteur	had	with	his	anthrax	tests,	it	will	be	a	long	
time	before	they	find	out	very	much!
	
As	the	average	serum	is	only	some	toxic	decomposing	proteins,	and	some	germs	
that	are	really	re-workers	of	dead	tissues	or	waste,	but	which	the	doctors	believe	
to	be	the	cause	of	the	dead	tissues	they	are	found	with,	the	germs	are	very	apt	to	
change	their	characteristics	as	the	toxins	break	up,	just	as	they	have	repeatedly	



been	shown	to	do	elsewhere	in	nature.
	
Consequently,	many	serums	would	not	remain	constant	through	61	tests,	nor	
would	anyone	who	sells	serums	to	the	public	be	likely	to	make	62	tests	before	
telling	their	customers	that	it	was	pure	serum!
	
Even	after	it	is	'tested'	it	may	change	in	storage,	and	how	do	they	know	when	
they	have	the	right	germ	in	the	serum	anyway,	as	the	best	authorities	admit	that	
some	germs,	such	as	the	smallpox	germ,	have	not	been	isolated?
	
The	Secretary	of	Agriculture	says	(of	the	hoof	and	mouth	disease)	on	page	29	of	
the	same	volume:
	
"Up	to	the	present	time	the	germ	has	not	been	identified,	although	the	scientists	
of	Europe	have	studied	the	disease	exhaustively	for	years."
	
They	killed	168,158	animals	valued	at	about	$5,676,000	to	suppress	the	1914-15	
epidemic.
	
Circular	No.	325	of	the	Agricultural	Department	says:
	
"Immunization	in	the	1914	outbreak	was	out	of	the	question,	as	the	only	serum	
thus	far	produced	gives	but	a	passing	immunity	of	only	a	few	weeks	duration,	
unstable	at	best."
Mr	Higgins	pointed	out	that	the	disease	is	more	prevalent	in	countries	that	have	
compulsory	vaccination	than	in	others.
	
The	U.S.	Dept.	of	Agriculture	quotes	Dr	Loeffler,	head	of	the	department	
handling	the	trouble	in	Germany,	as	saying	before	the	7th	International	Congress	
of	Veterinary	Surgeons	at	Baden	Baden	in	1899:
	
"Foot	and	mouth	disease	is	spreading	more	and	more	every	year	and	every	year	
it	costs	the	German	Empire	enormous	sums.	Necessary	measures	have	been	
taken	with	the	greatest	care;	suspected	grounds	have	been	closely	quarantined;	
this	measure	had	been	extended	to	whole	communities	and	even	to	entire	
districts;	disinfection	had	been	carefully	carried	out;	and	notwithstanding	all	this,	
the	disease	kept	spreading."
	
The	Foot	and	Mouth	Disease	Commission	of	the	U.S.	Department	of	Agriculture	



published	a	chart73	showing	the	trend	of	foot	and	mouth	disease	in	Germany	
from	1886	to	1924,	which	is	reproduced	on	the	opposite	page.
	
Note	the	tremendous	increase	in	deaths	that	accompanied	the	first	general	use	of	
serums	in	1920!
	
The	U.S.	Department's	Farmers	Bulletin	No.	666	says:
	
"Foot	and	mouth	disease	has	prevailed	in	Europe	for	a	great	many	years	and	has	
occasioned	tremendous	economic	losses	there.
	
In	Italy,	France,	Switzerland,	Germany	and	Russia	the	plague	has	existed	so	long	
and	has	gained	such	a	foothold	that	it	is	economically	impossible	to	fight	it	with	
the	American	methods	of	slaughter	and	disinfection."
	
In	Germany	in	1911,	3,366,369	cattle,	1,602,927	sheep,	2,555,371	hogs	and	
53,674	goats	were	affected,	or	7,578,371	animals	of	a	total	number	of	about	
51,319,000	farm	animals	in	the	country	at	that	time.	As	the	chart	indicates	that	
about	247,000	farms	were	affected	that	year,	this	would	give	about	30.6	animals	
per	farm.	If	the	1920	figures	of	746,571	farms	affected	averaged	the	same,	it	
would	run	to	nearly	23,000,000	animals,	close	to	half	the	number	of	animals	in	
Germany!	They	used	serums	this	year	also,	which	probably	helped	spread	it.
	
The	same	bulletin	quotes	one	scientist	as	saying:
	
"...that	unless	all	the	affected	farms	were	absolutely	isolated	and	the	movement	
not	only	of	live	stock	but	of	persons	absolutely	prohibited,	the	disease	could	not	
be	stamped	out.	Such	a	quarantine	is	of	course	utterly	impossible	to	enforce."
	
Italy,	France,	Germany	and	Switzerland	have	compulsory	vaccination,	hence	
large	vaccine	plants	that	can	spread	the	disease,	as	occurred	in	the	cases	cited	in	
the	United	States.
	
And	of	course	neighbouring	states	with	or	without	compulsory	vaccination	
would	be	overrun	by	importation	from	these	countries,	though	some,	such	as	
England,	kept	it	out	pretty	well.
	
Other	places	where	vaccination	is	pushed,	such	as	Brazil	in	South	America,	also	
have	the	disease,	while	Canada,	the	United	States,	Mexico,	Australia	and	New	



Zealand,	all	of	which	are	comparatively	free	from	intensive	vaccination	drives,	
also	seem	to	have	only	sporadic	attacks	of	foot	and	mouth	disease,	which	are	
generally	easily	stamped	out.
	
How	can	the	'scientists'	account	for	this?
	
RABIES	OR	HYDROPHOBIA
	
According	to	Farmers	Bulletin	No.	449	of	the	U.S.	Agricultural	Department,	no	
one	can	catch	rabies	from	an	animal	that	bites	them	unless	the	animal	has	the	
disease.	Furthermore,	less	than	15%	of	those	bitten	by	a	rabid	dog	and	not	
treated	will	generally	contract	the	disease.	This	is	very	different	from	the	
hullaballoo	generally	raised	by	the	self-styled	'regular'	doctors,	and	especially	by	
health	officers,	over	every	dog	bite	they	hear	of.	In	an	official	publication	such	
as	the	Farmers'	Bulletin,	this	is	quite	an	admission;	unofficial	and	anti-
vivisection	sources	of	information	generally	place	the	percentage	much	closer	to	
zero.
	
Bulletin	No.	65	of	the	U.S.	Hygienic	Laboratory	at	Washington	also	admits	that	
those	who	die	after	treatment	die	earlier	than	untreated	cases!	It	says:
	
"Treatment.	Nitsch	has	pointed	out	that	in	a	large	series	of	cases	the	deaths	in	
spite	of	the	Pasteur	treatment	occurred	on	average	earlier	than	in	untreated	
persons	(64.5	to	90	days).
	
There	is	some	reason	to	believe	that	the	rabies	virus	as	it	occurs	in	nature	varies	
much	in	virulence,	and	that	this	is	in	some	way	related	to	the	geographic	
distribution."	(p.21)
To	anyone	who	read	Chapter	7	it	will	be	evident	that	(assuming	it	has	value),	one	
should	not	use	a	serum	from	a	distant	location	if	this	is	true,	as	the	possibility	of	
'agglutination'	would	be	very	small	where	there	were	such	variations.	And	to	this	
they	add:
	
"Inoculation	with	spinal	fluid	obtained	during	life	is	wholly	unreliable	as	it	
usually	fails	even	in	true	cases	of	rabies."	(p.36)
	
The	New	York	Anti-Vivisection	Society	has	published	several	pamphlets	from	
which	the	following	information	is	taken.
	



They	state	that	rabies	is	a	very	rare	disease	except	where	dogs	have	been	injected	
with	rabies	serum,	in	which	case	it	very	often	develops.
	
According	to	their	views,	a	dog	unable	to	find	green	grass	to	eat	in	winter	is	very	
apt	to	develop	worms	or	maggots,	or	both,	in	the	intestines,	often	perforating	
them,	and	driving	the	dog	frantic.	In	this	condition	the	dog	will	bite	at	everything	
blindly,	foam	at	the	mouth,	and	run	amuck	generally,	refusing	water	and	seeking	
solitude.
	
Hay,	grass,	hide	or	bones	fed	to	the	dogs	will	cause	the	irritable	conditions	to	
disappear.
There	are	no	real	grounds	for	supposing	that	madness,	as	found	in	humans,	
occurs	in	dogs,	nor	can	it	be	proved	that	the	bite	from	a	distracted	animal	can	
produce	madness	in	anyone	bitten.	Further,	so-called	rabies	can	be	shown	to	be	
the	direct	result	of	serum	injections.
	
Competent	authorities	claim	that	in	so-called	'real'	rabies,	a	dog	never	foams	at	
the	mouth,	but	has	a	small	amount	of	brownish	stringy	discharge	hanging	from	
the	lips,	and	the	eyes	have	a	fiery	glare.
	
In	epilepsy,	the	dog	trembles,	his	jaws	champ	violently	and	his	voluntary	
muscles	are	powerfully	convulsed;	there	is	a	copious	discharge	of	white	frothy	
saliva;	he	utters	sharp	cries	and	when	recovering	from	the	fit,	the	eyes	are	dull	
and	stupid.	This	might	be	due	to	fright,	or	heat	in	summer.
	
They	quote	doctors	of	unquestionable	authority	as	saying	that	no	rabic	germ	has	
been	found;	and	that	finding	so-called	Negri	bodies	is	no	proof	that	the	dog	has	
rabies;	as	"they	are	found	when	all	symptoms	are	absent	and	when	all	are	
present,	so	the	diagnosis	of	rabies	is	pure	guesswork",	according	to	J.A.	
McLaughlin,	D.V.S.
Even	by	A.M.A.	standards	no	successful	serum	can	be	made	without	the	right	
germ,	so	this	might	account	for	the	large	number	of	deaths	that	follow	the	
Pasteur	treatment.
	
Some	doctors	say	the	bite	of	a	rabid	dog	is	absolutely	harmless	to	man.	C.	W.	
Dulles,	M.D.,	a	famous	authority	on	dog	diseases	and	hydrophobia	who	looked	
up	the	records	in	many	cities,	says	over	a	million	dogs	and	cats	were	handled	by	
dog	catchers	in	14	years,	with	many	thousands	of	bites,	but	no	treatment—and	
not	a	single	case	of	hydrophobia	appeared	in	these	cases.



	
He	and	other	doctors	had	posted	for	years	standing	offers	of	$100.00	to	
$1,000.00	for	a	genuine	case	of	dog	hydrophobia	and	had	no	claimants,	though	
thousands	of	dogs	were	being	killed	yearly	because	of	scares;	one	place	claiming	
that	92%	of	those	killed	in	one	year	had	hydrophobia!
	
These	doctors	say	chaining	or	muzzling	a	dog	that	has	always	been	free	is	apt	to	
cause	the	very	irritability	we	want	to	avoid.
	
PASTEUR'S	TREATMENT	CAUSES	RABIES
	
In	man,	they	say	the	death	rate	in	France	in	cases	of	so-called	rabies	is	19	per	
100—the	highest	in	the	civilized	world—and	the	same	as	before	the	Pasteur	
Institute	was	established,	and	cases	of	hydrophobia	have	enormously	increased,	
while	just	across	the	Rhine	in	Germany,	hydrophobia	is	almost	unknown.
	
The	year	before	Pasteur	started	his	treatments	there	were	four	deaths	from	
hydrophobia	in	Paris,	the	year	after	there	were	22!	Not	only	France	as	a	whole,	
but	each	department	of	France,	and	in	fact	every	country	that	has	allowed	the	
Pasteur	'treatment'	to	be	introduced,	have	all	shown	a	sharp	increase	in	the	
number	of	deaths	from	hydrophobia	after	such	introduction!
	
In	England	there	were	several	Pasteur	Institutes	doing	a	thriving	business	prior	
to	1902,	when	a	commission	was	appointed	to	investigate	rabies	and	the	serum	
treatment,	and	the	Institutes	were	abolished.	They	have	had	no	hydrophobia	
since.
	
They	claim	that	over	3,000	people	died	in	England	before	1902	after	being	bitten	
by	dogs	and	then	taking	the	Pasteur	treatment,	while	more	recently	the	London	
Hospital	treated	2,668	persons	bitten	by	dogs	without	using	the	Pasteur	
treatment,	and	none	of	them	developed	hydrophobia!
	
While	these	are	not	complete	figures	for	England,	there	are	nearly	6,000	cases	of	
dog	bite	treated	in	institutions;	and	of	these	only	those	who	had	taken	the	Pasteur	
treatment	died.	Why	not	try	something	different?
	
And	there	has	never	been	a	case	of	hydrophobia	in	Norway,	Sweden,	Iceland,	
Denmark,	Holland,	Belgium,	New	Zealand	and	Australia,	because	those	
countries	will	not	tolerate	a	Pasteur	Institute	within	their	borders.



	
They	say	the	Pasteur	treatment	is	very	often	the	cause	of	rabies,	is	always	
dangerous,	sometimes	even	murderous,	and	is	never	beneficial.
	
J.	W.	Dodson,	M.D.,	of	Brockport,	N.Y.,	wrote	years	ago:
	
"If	people	would	only	think	for	themselves	and	not	blindly	follow	the	agitator	or	
grafter	we	would	soon	be	relieved	of	this	pest,	rabies."
	
For	a	safe,	sane	and	logical	treatment	that	has	saved	patients	with	rabies	for	over	
100	years,	we	would	recommend	the	Buisson	Bath,	a	hot	vapor	or	steam	bath	
that	is	fully	described	in	Drugless	Cures	by	this	author.
	
THE	TUBERCULIN	TEST
	
As	the	so-called	tuberculin	test	has	been	rather	fully	discussed	in	the	pamphlet	
The	Tuberculin	Test	a	Fraud,	and	in	Chapter	7	of	this	volume,	it	seems	hardly	
necessary	to	say	more	on	this	subject	here.
	
Needless	to	say,	it	is	as	big	a	fraud	as	a	'test'	on	animals	as	it	was	as	a	'cure'	for	
humans,	and	there	is	a	great	deal	of	substantial	evidence	that	the	testing	vaccine	
(or	its	needle)	causes	tuberculosis	in	cows	and	other	animals,	as	it	did	in	the	
human	subjects	used	in	Koch's	experiments.
	
It	should	be	absolutely	forbidden,	and	those	who	use	it	should	be	barred	from	
practice.
	



CHAPTER	9

REAL	IMMUNITY

Many	years	ago	the	famous	English	physician	Alexander	Haig	proved	in	"Uric	
Acid	in	the	Causation	of	Disease"	that	the	breakdown	of	human	cell	tissues	was	
due	primarily	to	uric	acid	formed	in	the	breakdown	of	protein,	and	that	all	
animal	flesh	contained	some	uric	acid	when	eaten,	hence	was	much	more	potent	
in	starting	this	breakdown	than	plant	foods,	which	were	all	free	of	uric	acid	
when	fresh.	He	contended	that	germs	were	merely	of	secondary	importance,	and	
never	the	cause	of	the	various	conditions	of	ill-health	with	which	they	were	
frequently	found.
	
Surprising	confirmation	of	his	ideas	seems	to	come	from	some	experiments	
conducted	by	F.	M.	Pottenger,	M.D.,	and	D.	G.	Simonsen	on	cats.
	
They	put	two	groups	of	cats	on	diets	of	meat	and	vegetables,	identical	except	
that	in	one	group	the	meat	was	given	raw,	and	this	group	seemed	to	maintain	
normal	good	health	throughout	the	experiments.	In	the	other	group	the	meat	was	
all	cooked,	and	this	group	showed	an	astonishing	breakdown	of	health	in	all	the	
animals.
	
They	found	every	sign	of	lack	of	minerals,	such	as	incomplete	development	of	
the	skull	or	other	bones,	bowed	legs,	rickets,	curvature	of	the	spine,	paralysis	of	
the	legs,	convulsive	seizure,	thyroid	abscesses,	cyanosis	of	liver	and	kidneys,	
enlarged	colon,	and	degeneration	of	the	motor	nerve	ganglion	cells	throughout	
the	spinal	cord	and	brain	stem,	with	some	cells	affected	in	the	cerebellum	and	
cerebral	cortex.
	
Strange	to	say	none	of	the	cats	on	raw	meat	had	any	of	these	troubles	at	all,	yet	
millions	of	humans	are	afflicted	with	one	or	more	of	them,	and	have	no	
conception	of	the	cause,	and	neither	have	their	doctors	in	most	of	the	cases.
	
They	add,	of	these	cats:
	
"The	deficiency	renders	the	experimental	animals	so	deplete	in	important	
vitalizing	factors	that	the	third	generation	is	unable	to	live	beyond	the	period	



corresponding	to	childhood	in	the	human	being."
	
Why	did	only	those	cats	fed	cooked	meat	have	all	these	troubles?
	
We	must	remember	that	all	protein	contains	nitrogen	and	sulphur,	which	when	
released	in	the	body	combines	with	water	and	other	matters	to	form	destructive	
uric	acid	and	sulphurous	or	sulphuric	acids,	all	of	which	must	immediately	be	
neutralized	by	the	alkaline	minerals	to	prevent	cell	destruction.	If	no	minerals	
are	instantly	available,	they	will	destroy	living	tissue	to	get	them.	This	in	turn	
will	release	more	nitrogen	and	sulphur	to	continue	the	process	ad	infinitum.
	
Furthermore,	all	forms	of	animal	flesh	contain	proteins	and	acids	which	are	
broken	down	during	the	process	of	digestion,	and	these	experiments	prove	
conclusively	that	cooking	meat	breaks	down	a	great	deal	more	protein,	causing	
the	formation	of	more	of	these	acids,	which	clearly	were	what	wrecked	the	cats'	
lives.	If	humans	want	to	avoid	the	same	or	equivalent	results,	they	must	give	up	
cooked	meat,	and	I	believe	should	give	up	all	meat,	for	the	rest	of	their	lives.
	
These	acids	break	down	body	tissues,	and	germs	arise	merely	as	scavengers;	if	
we	can	stop	the	breakdown	of	tissue	through	a	diet	free	from	these	acids,	we	can	
also	end	the	danger	from	germs,	as	well	as	the	troubles	from	decalcification	and	
eliminating	meat.	Reducing	the	total	protein	eaten	would	accomplish	this	in	a	
large	measure.
	
Dr	M.	Hindbede,	famous	Danish	dietician,	says	a	150	lb.	man	can	live	on	half	an	
oz.	of	protein	a	day,	and	be	healthier	than	a	person	eating	a	greater	amount;	and	
he	adds	it	should	be	vegetable	protein.
	
In	biblical	times,	people	ate	fruit	and	nuts	and	had	good	health	to	ages	beyond	
900	years,	but	in	Noah's	flood,	fruits	and	nuts	were	so	depleted	that	man	has	
eaten	meat,	raw	and	cooked,	ever	since	and	suffered	and	died	like	these	cats.
	
Dr	J.	Bitner,	of	Yakama,	Washington,	has	cured	intestinal	infections	in	young	
children	by	withholding	all	milk	and	protein	from	the	patient	for	two	days,	and	
giving	a	quantity	of	apple	pulp,	which	has	considerable	antiseptic	effect.	He	
cured	about	90%	of	his	cases	with	this	two-day	treatment,	although	he	had	many	
relapses	among	the	10%	when	they	were	allowed	milk	and	protein.
	
This,	I	believe,	was	due	to	the	short	treatment	not	completely	eliminating	all	of	



the	waste	protein	in	the	system.	Four,	six	or	eight	days	or	even	longer	periods	
without	milk	or	protein	in	the	more	severe	cases	have	better	results.
	
However,	he	only	had	one	death	in	946	cases,	a	far	better	record	than	the	average	
physician	usually	has	in	such	troubles.	See	my	book	Prolongation	of	Life	
Through	Diet,	pp.77-82.
	
There	are	many	authorities	who	maintain	that	a	well	mineralized	system	such	as	
we	would	have	on	a	vegetarian	or	fruitarian	diet	would	be	absolutely	immune	to	
germ	action	of	every	kind.
	
Dr	J.	Greer	says	in	The	Physician	in	the	House	and	also	in	The	Drugless	Road	to	
Perfect	Health	that	in	cases	of	diphtheria,	if	the	patient	gargles	the	throat	with	
lemon	juice	every	hour,	it	will	cut	the	false	membrane	loose	so	that	it	will	come	
out.
Possibly	more	frequent	gargling	would	be	better,	and	an	exclusive	fruit	juice	diet	
for	a	few	days	would	quickly	restore	normal	health.
	
"A	very	high	percentage	of	all	physical	disturbances	in	the	tropics	are	intestinal
—some	wrong	food,	some	wrong	drink,	a	few	germs.
	
All	in	all	the	chief	danger	is	with	what	is	eaten	and	what	is	drunk;	and	the	thing	
is	so	simple,	unless	you	are	a	glutton,	that	it	seems	absurd	that	everybody	
traveling	along	the	equator	should	not	be	fit	all	the	way."
	
In	an	article	entitled	Lemon	Squashing	'round	the	World	in	the	Saturday	Evening	
Post	of	July	24,	1926,	(p.68),	Samuel	Blythe	advises	all	visitors	not	acclimatized	
to	tropical	countries	to	entirely	avoid	meat	and	liquor,	to	reduce	to	a	minimum	
the	amount	of	proteins	and	starches	eaten	,	and	to	subsist	principally	on	fruits	
and	vegetables.	He	adds:
	
"Lemon	squash	is	the	panacea	for	tender	feet	in	the	tropics.	It	is	the	regulator,	the	
reviver,	the	protector	against	fever,	the	assassin	of	germs,	the	foe	of	tropical	
acidity,	the	enemy	of	rheumatic	conditions,	the	quencher	of	thirst,	the	general	
efficient	hygienic	handyman	within	the	body.
	
There	is	no	doubt	that	the	two	most	beneficial	fruits	known	to	man	are	the	
orange	and	the	lemon,	and	it	is	in	the	tropics	that	the	lemon	shines	with	the	
greatest	effulgence.



It	is	a	hygienic	policeman	that	polices	the	body,	paying	strict	attention	to	the	
liver,	supplies	richly	the	needed	mineral	salts,	and	when	burned	in	the	process	of	
digestion	leaves	an	alkaline	ash	that	neutralizes	the	acids	that	are	so	copiously	
the	result	of	tropical	living	conditions.	The	lemon	is	a	friend,	aid	and	companion,	
and	the	way	to	utilize	it	is	in	squash."
	
He	goes	on	to	say	that	lemon	squash	is	a	lemonade	as	we	know	it,	made	from	
fresh	lemons,	while	bottled	lemonade	in	the	tropics	is	a	citric	acid	preparation	
usually	artificial	in	composition,	and	should	be	avoided.	He	also	advises	no	
sugar	or	very	little,	and	to	see	that	the	squash	is	made	from	the	fresh	fruit	and	
good	water.	He	adds:
	
"Get	it	and	drink	it	by	the	quart.	Drink	5	or	6	or	7	or	10	lemon	squashes	a	day.	
Drink	one	every	time	you	feel	thirsty,	but	always	between	meals,	never	at	
meals...lap	them	up.	They	are	cool,	they	are	refreshing,	they	taste	good,	and	they	
surely	are	life	preservers...	you	will	be	better	off	without	tea	and	coffee.
	
“Literally	I	lemon-squashed	my	way	around	the	world.	Not	a	day	passed	when	I	
was	in	the	tropics	that	I	did	not	drink	8	or	10	of	them,	and	in	the	cooler	climates	
I	took	2	or	3.	I	drank	them	straight	without	sugar...fruit	and	sugar	do	not	make	a	
good	food	or	drink	combination.
	
“The	result	was	marvellous.	The	lemon	squashes	kept	all	bodily	functions	
regular,	kept	me	in	perfect	health,	and	I	am	quite	a	way	past	my	50th	birthday.	I	
did	not	have	an	ache,	a	pain	a	digestive	disturbance,	a	physical	qualm	of	any	
sort...and	was	perfectly	fit	and	perfectly	well	all	the	way.	Just	a	little	care	about	
food	and	the	assiduous	consumption	of	lemon	squash	did	it."
	
The	same	drink—lemonade—as	well	as	others,	such	as	pineapple	juice,	
grapefruit,	oranges,	and	the	cold	pressed	juices	of	the	green	leafy	vegetables,	and	
beets,	carrots,	tomatoes,	etc.,	are	all	rich	in	the	minerals	needed	to	control	
acidity.
	
And	we	can	use	smaller	quantities	of	them	if	we	avoid	meats	and	liquors	and	
hold	the	quantity	of	acid	forming	proteins	and	starches	to	the	minimum	needs	of	
the	body.
	
A	correct	diet	will	control	any	infection	as	well	as	most	other	forms	of	ill	
health.
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THE	FALLACY	OF	VACCINATION
	
“Our	legislators	should	be	told	at	every	possible	opportunity	that,	by	permitting	
the	Vaccination	laws	to	continue	on	the	statue	books,	they	are	responsible	for	the	
deterioration	of	the	race,	for	untold	agony,	physical	and	mental,	and	for	the	
countless	legalized	though	officially	concealed	murders.	We	are	far	too	mealy	
mouthed	about	this	matter.	Plain	speaking	is	needed	to	battle	with	the	prejudices	
of	officialdom	and	the	vested	interests	of	the	medical	profession.	‘Lymph’	is	a	
false	term.	It	is	diseased	and	disease	bearing	matter,	and	should	be	called	pus,	
and	its	wilful	insertion	into	the	skin	of	any	human	being	should	called	blood	
poisoning,	and	denounced	as	a	crime	of	the	first	magnitude.	Thus	only	we	can	
bring	home	to	the	average	legislator	his	responsibility	for	the	terrible	
consequences	of	his	ignorance	and	his	submission	to	a	prejudiced	and	interested	
profession.”—Alfred	Russell	Wallace,	OM	(Order	of	Merit)	FRS	(Fellow	of	
Royal	Society),	1911
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Vaccination	is	the	putting	of	an	impure	thing	into	the	blood—a	virus	or	poison—
often	resulting	in	serious	evil	effects.	In	vogue	for	more	than	one	hundred	years,	
it	has	been	received	by	most	persons	without	question.	Yet	the	time	is	passing	
when	people	will	accept	a	medical	dogma	on	blind	faith;	they	now	demand	to	
know	something	about	the	practices	to	which	they	are	called	on	to	submit.	And	
most	insistent	of	all	should	be	the	demand	to	know	something	of	a	practice	
which,	like	vaccination,	involves	the	risk	of	disease	and	of	possible	death.
	



THE	DANGERS	OF	VACCINATION
	
That	vaccination	has	such	risks	is	conceded	even	by	its	most	zealous	advocates.	
In	Philadelphia	and	vicinity	there	were	in	the	autumn	of	1901	no	fewer	than	36	
cases	of	tetanus,	or	lockjaw,	which	were	admitted	to	have	resulted	from	
vaccination,	and	nearly	all	were	fatal.	After	a	study	of	these	and	59	similar	cases	
a	prominent	Philadelphia	physician	and	professor,	himself	an	ardent	believer	in	
vaccination,	arrived	at	the	conclusion	that	neither	careless	dressing	of	the	wound	
nor	infection	from	a	foreign	source	could	account	for	the	cases	of	lockjaw	
following	vaccination;	for,	as	he	pointed	out,	cases	had	occurred	not	only	among	
the	ignorant	and	filthy,	but	also	and	equally	among	those	who	lived	under	the	
most	favourable	conditions,	and	even	where	the	utmost	precautions	had	been	
taken.	He	concluded,	therefore,	that	the	danger	lay	in	the	virus	itself.	Then,	
ignoring	the	fact	that	this	virus	is	nothing	but	the	matter	running	from	diseased	
sores,	he	recommended	greater	care	in	its	preparation.	(1)
	
During	the	same	year—1901—Cleveland,	Ohio,	was	suffering	from	a	severe	
epidemic	of	smallpox.	Vaccination	was	carried	on	all	over	the	city;	and	with	
what	results?	In	one	household	three	children	whose	vaccination	had	been	
pronounced	"highly	successful"	broke	out	with	a	profuse	eruption	of	smallpox	
nineteen	days	after	the	operation.	In	many	instances	arms	swelled	down	to	the	
elbow	and	wrist,	with	enlargement	of	the	glands	in	the	armpits,	and	the	patients	
were	thrown	into	a	high	fever.	It	was	not	unusual	to	find	pieces	of	flesh	as	big	as	
a	dollar	and	twice	as	thick	dropping	out	of	the	vaccination	sores,	leaving	ugly,	
suppurating	wounds	which	took	from	six	weeks	to	three	months	to	heal.	The	
health	officer	of	the	city	was	appalled	at	the	sights	that	met	his	eyes,	and,	despite	
his	ardent	belief	in	vaccination,	after	witnessing,	to	use	his	own	words,	"the	tears	
and	cries	and	pains	and	misery"	of	the	people,	he	declared	that	"the	man	who	can	
stand	all	that	is	no	man."	A	sigh	of	relief	went	over	the	city	when	he	stopped	
vaccination.	(2)
	
Turning	to	England	and	Wales	we	find	that	from	1881	to	1907,	inclusive,	the	
Registrar	General	reported	1,108	deaths	from	vaccination,	the	deaths	averaging	
one	every	week	during	the	first	sixteen	years.	(3)	And,	remember,	these	1,108	
deaths	are	all	admitted	by	vaccinists	themselves	to	have	been	due	to	vaccination.	
The	reports	take	no	account	of	that	greater	number	of	deaths	from	vaccination	
that	were	ascribed	to	other	causes.	In	regard	to	this,	Professor	Alfred	England	
and	Wales	alone	vaccination	is	the	probable	cause	of	10,000	deaths	every	year—



deaths	by	five	diseases	of	the	most	terrible	and	disgusting	character,	introduced	
by	the	vaccine	virus.	(4)
	

VACCINATION	AND	COMPULSION
	
But	I	need	hardly	appeal	to	statistics,	which	might	be	gathered	from	every	
civilized	country.	Consult	any	mother	having	practical	acquaintance	with	the	
results	of	vaccination	as	observed	by	herself	and	you	will	rarely	fail	to	hear	
something	of	its	serious	and	lasting	ill-effects.
	
Surely	these	facts	and	figures	are	enough	to	show	that	vaccination	involves	
serious	risks,	and	to	make	it	incumbent	upon	all,	and	especially	on	parents,	to	
make	some	inquiry	at	least	before	they	submit	either	themselves	or	their	children	
to	these	risks.
	
But,	someone	may	ask,	if	all	this	is	true	why	does	vaccination	continue?	It	
continues,	very	largely,	because	it	is	enforced	by	law.	But	it	has	been	enforced	
almost	from	its	birth	and	has	thus	come	to	be	regarded	as	more	or	less	a	matter	
of	course.	In	all	modern	history	no	other	medical	operation	has	ever	been	legally	
enforced.	But	vaccination	needed	enforcement.	Without	compulsion	it	could	
never	have	survived;	for	from	the	very	day	of	its	introduction	it	has	been	
strenuously	opposed	both	by	laymen	and	by	members	of	the	medical	profession.	
Eminent	physicians,	it	is	true,	have	supported	it;	but	equally	eminent	physicians	
and	also	renowned	bacteriologists	and	statisticians	have	condemned	it	as	
productive	of	the	gravest	injuries.	
	
What	is	vaccination?	It	is	easier	to	ask	this	question	than	to	get	a	satisfactory	
answer.	Put	the	question	to	a	number	of	doctors	and	observe	the	conflicting	
replies.	Not	all	would	agree	with	Webster's	definition,	that	it	is	inoculation	with	
cowpox,	(5)	for	the	modern	American	school	now	holds	that	it	is	inoculation	
with	smallpox	modified	from	the	cow!	(6)	
	
And	then:	What	is	vaccine	virus?	Of	course	it	comes	from	the	cow;	but	where	
did	it	originate?	And	what	is	its	effect	when	put	into	the	human	blood?	Ask	such	
questions	and	you	will	see	the	confusion	that	reigns.	Vaccination	today	is	not	
what	it	was	yesterday,	and	still	less	what	it	was	in	Jenner's	day.	Indeed,	one	of	
the	most	conspicuous	features	of	the	practice	has	been	its	constant	shiftiness.	



And	so	I	propose	to	answer	the	question,	"What	is	vaccination?"	by	a	brief	
survey	of	its	history,	showing	what	it	has	been	as	well	as	what	it	now	is.



CHAPTER	2

THE	HISTORY	OF	VACCINATION

The	direct	progenitor	of	vaccination	was	smallpox	inoculation—the	insertion	
into	the	blood	of	a	healthy	person	of	the	running	matter	from	the	sore	of	a	
smallpox	patient.	This	practice	was	introduced	into	England,	in	1721,	by	Lady	
Mary	Wortley	Montagu,	wife	of	the	British	Ambassador	at	Constantinople.	
Writing	from	that	city	Lady	Montagu	said	that	the	smallpox	was	rendered	
entirely	harmless	there	by	the	invention	of	what	the	Turks	called	“ingrafting”	
and	that	there	was	a	set	or	old	women	who	made	it	their	business	to	perform	the	
operation.	(7)
	
This	practice	of	"a	set	of	old	women"	in	Turkey	was	adopted	in	England,	where	
it	was	soon	regarded	as	the	greatest	of	medical	discoveries,	and	its	influence	in	
checking	smallpox	was	spoken	of	as	"one	of	the	best	established	of	medical	
facts."	(8)	Indeed	the	praises	lavished	upon	inoculation	by	the	medical	
profession	of	that	day	have	been	equaled	only	by	those	since	accorded	to	the	
ever	changing	forms	of	vaccination.	In	1754	the	Royal	College	of	Physicians,	of	
London,	in	a	formal	resolution	declared	that	the	arguments	which	had	been	
urged	against	smallpox	inoculation	had	been	refuted	by	experience,	and	that	the	
College	thought	the	practice	to	be	"highly	salutary	to	the	human	race."	(9)	
	
But	the	facts	could	not	long	be	ignored.	Instead	of	proving	itself	a	harmless	and	
beneficent	invention,	experience	made	it	evident	that	the	practice	of	smallpox	
inoculation	actually	and	naturally	enough	spread	smallpox—every	inoculated	
person	becoming	a	new	centre	of	contagion.	This	fact	so	strongly	impressed	
itself	on	the	British	public	that	in	1840	the	inoculation	which	had	been	so	highly	
endorsed	by	the	Royal	College	of	Physicians	was	condemned	by	Act	of	
Parliament	as	a	criminal	offense.	(10)
	
But	previous	to	this	time	a	new	"scientific"	protection	against	smallpox	bad	been	
discovered.	This	discovery,	as	is	well	known,	was	given	to	the	world	in	1798,	by	
Edward	Jenner,	(11)	popularly	called	the	Father	of	Vaccination.	It	is	not	so	well	
known,	however,	that	the	vaccination	advocated	by	Jenner,	like	smallpox	
inoculation,	has	long	since	been	repudiated	by	the	medical	profession.	Jenner's	
first	experiment	was	with	swinepox,	with	which	he	inoculated	one	of	his	own	



children.	(12)	He	then	adopted	the	belief	of	the	country	people	that	one	who	had	
had	cowpox	could	never	take	smallpox.	(13)	
	
With	this	in	mind	he	performed	his	first	vaccination	in	1796,	using	a	virus	taken	
from	the	sore	of	a	milkmaid	infected	with	cowpox.	(14)	Not	satisfied	with	this	
he	next	turned	to	horsegrease,	as	he	called	it	though	it	afterward	appeared	that	he	
was	really	dealing,	not	with	horse	grease,	but	with	horsepox—using	virus	taken	
from	the	sore	of	a	man	who	had	been	handling	the	heels	of	a	sick	mare.	(15)	
These	experiments	led	Jenner	to	his	final	"great	discovery."	This	was	neither	
cowpox	nor	horsegrease,	but	a	combination	of	both.	(16)
	
The	cow,	infected	with	horsegrease,	was	in	its	turn	to	give	this	horsegrease	
cowpox	to	a	human	being.	From	the	sores	of	a	human	being	the	the	virus	was	
then	to	be	taken	which	Jenner	claimed	would	make	a	person	"forever	after	
secure	from	the	infection	of	the	smallpox."	(17)	
	
Four	years	later,	in	a	petition	to	the	House	of	Common,	he	stated	that	his	new	
species	of	inoculation	"must	finally	annihilate	that	dreadful	disorder."	(18)	The	
claims	which	had	been	made	for	the	old	inoculation	were	now	transferred	to	
vaccination.	It	was	vaccination	with	horse	grease	cowpox	which	now	became	
"one	of	the	best	established	of	medical	facts"	and	"highly	salutary	to	the	human	
race."	(19)	But	pernicious	results	followed	vaccination	just	as	they	had	followed	
inoculation.	Simple	observation	showed	that	vaccination	did	not	confer	
immunity	for	life.	And	not	only	this,	but	smallpox	continued	to	spread.	Then	
came	the	cry	that	vaccination	must	be	repeated;	a	first	vaccination	in	infancy	and	
a	second	in	youth;	and	this	soon	became	the	established	doctrine.	(20)	But	still	
the	vaccinated	suffered	from	smallpox.	Then	followed	other	changes,	until	at	last	
Jennerian	vaccination	was	abandoned	in	all	save	the	name.	(21)
	

ARM-TO-ARM	VACCINATION
	
First	came	what	was	called	"arm-to-arm	vaccination."	This	consisted	of	
inoculation	with	pus	from	the	sore	of	a	vaccinated	person.	Then	it	was	arm-to-
arm	vaccination	that	became	"one	of	the	best	established	of	medical	facts"	and	
"highly	salutary	to	the	human	race."	But,	alas,	for	this	improvement!	Its	
continued	practice	brought	the	discovery	that	scrofula,	tuberculosis,	and	even	
worse	diseases	latent	in	the	constitution	of	the	subject	from	whom	the	vaccine	



virus	was	taken,	were	being	sown	among	the	people.	(22)	
	
The	growing	doubt	and	agitation	in	the	public	mind	finally	led	in	England	to	the	
appointment	of	a	Royal	Commission—to	investigate	the	subject.	This	
Commission,	of	which	Lord	Herschell	was	chairman,	was	in	session	for	seven	
years—from	1889	to	1896—and	received	the	testimony	of	experts	from	all	parts	
of	the	civilized	world.	Its	report	is	comprised	in	fourteen	folio	volumes	and	
constitutes	the	most	exhaustive	collection	of	medical	evidence	ever	taken.	(23)	
	
Though	out	of	the	sixteen	members	of	the	Commission	only	three	were	anti-
vaccinists	yet	the	result	of	its	investigation	was	the	passage	by	Parliament	of	the	
"Conscience	Clause"	of	the	Vaccination	Acts.	This	clause,	passed	in	1898,	
exempted	from	vaccination	the	children	of	parents	who	declared	a	conscientious	
objection	to	the	practice.	England,	the	birthplace	of	vaccination,	after	a	century	
of	experience	of	its	disastrous	effects,	thus	freed	her	people	from	its	
enforcement.	(24)
	
The	testimony	taken	before	the	Commission	not	only	caused	the	enactment	of	
the	Conscience	Clause;	it	proved	also	the	death	blow	of	arm-to-arm	vaccination.	
The	horse	grease	cowpox	of	Jenner	had	already	been	discarded.	Arm-to-arm	
vaccination,	in	its	turn,	was	now	discarded.	Both	were	condemned	as	thoroughly	
as	they	had	previously	been	endorsed.	Now	it	was	held	that	vaccine	must	be	
derived	from	spontaneous	cowpox	without	infection	from	horse	grease,	and	that	
the	matter	from	the	running	sores	on	a	calf	thus	diseased	furnished	the	only	sure	
protection	against	smallpox.	(25)	The	pus	from	horse	grease,	Jenner's	"true	and	
genuine	life	preserving	fluid,"	was	entirely	lost	sight	of.	
	
The	new	theory	was	only	acclaimed;	the	true	method	of	protection	had	at	last	
been	found	And	again	we	have	the	"best	established	of	medical	facts,"	so	"highly	
salutary	to	the	human	race."	Even	this,	in	its	turn,	is	now	condemned	and	
discarded.	Cowpox	itself	has	fallen	into	disrepute,	and	at	the	present	time	we	
have	a	return	to	the	old	system	of	smallpox	inoculation	which	Jenner	specifically	
denounced;	for	the	vaccine	now	used	consists	of	pus	taken	from	the	sores	of	
human	smallpox	and	supposed	to	be	modified	by	inoculation	through	a	series	of	
calves.	(24)	
	
Without	notice	to	the	public	the	word	"vaccination"	has	been	used	in	medical	
literature	to	mean	totally	different	things	at	different	ties?	When	Jenner	used	it	
he	meant	cowpox,	not	smallpox,	matter	Now	it	is	used	to	mean	smallpox,	not	



cowpox	matter.	And	it	is	still	called	Jennerian	vaccination!	Can	inconsistency	go	
further?
	

THE	ALLEGED	IMMUNITY	OF	VACCINATION
	
But	the	inconsistency	is	not	confined	to	the	matter	of	the	vaccine	virus.	It	is	
equally	glaring	in	the	claims	as	to	immunity.	At	first	one	vaccination	was	to	
protect	for	life;	(28)	this	claim	was	soon	modified	and	two	vaccinations	were	
considered	necessary	to	confer	lifelong	immunity.	(20)	
	
The	obstinacy	of	smallpox	in	attacking	persons	so	vaccinated	then	resulted	in	
shortening	the	period	of	immunity	to	fourteen	years;	(30)	afterward	it	was	
reduced	to	seven	years,	(31)	then	five,	(32)	and,	in	the	Spanish-American	War,	as	
shown	by	the	practice	of	our	army	surgeons,	six	weeks	was	considered	the	limit	
of	immunity.	(33)	
	
What	could	better	prove	that	vaccination	never	has	provided	immunity?	For	if	
six	weeks	is	now	the	limit	of	immunity,	then	it	was	likewise	the	limit	when	
Jenner	and	the	College	of	Physicians	so	confidently	proclaimed	immunity	for	
life.	But	vaccination	does	not	provide	immunity	even	for	six	weeks.	This	is	
proved	by	the	statistics	of	our	Philippine	Army.	During	the	five	years	from	1898	
to	1902	there	were	in	that	army	737	cases	of	smallpox,	with	261	deaths—a	
mortality	of	over	35%!	(34)	And	yet,	referring	to	these	very	cases,	Chief	
Surgeon	Lippincott	reported	that	"vaccinations	and	revaccinations	many	times	
repeated,	went	on	as	systematically	as	the	drills	at	a	well	regulated	post."	
	
He	added,	"I	believe	I	can	say	that	no	army	was	ever	so	carefully	looked	after	in	
the	matter	of	vaccination	as	ours,	and	that	the	department	commander,	General	
Otis,	fully	alive	to	the	necessity,	did	everything	in	his	power	to	make	our	work	
possible	and	effective."	(35)	But	the	soldiers	still	took	smallpox	and	died	of	it.	
Where,	then,	is	the	immunity	even	for	six	weeks?	But	we	need	not	go	to	the	
army	for	our	illustrations;	ask	anyone	who	has	suffered	from	smallpox	whether	
he	has	been	vaccinated,	and	the	answer	generally	will	be,	"Yes."	Where,	then,	is	
the	triumph	of	vaccination?	Where	the	"scientific"	protection	against	smallpox?	
Science	is	preeminently	consistent	but	the	only	note	of	consistency	we	can	
discern	in	vaccination	is	that	each	change	has	invariably	been	proclaimed	as	the	
infallible	protection	and	the	"best	established	of	medical	facts."



	

MANY	FORMER	VACCINISTS	HAVE	REPUDIATED	
IT
	
In	view	of	the	steadily	receding	character	of	the	immunity	claims	made	for	
vaccination,	what;	then,	are	the	arguments	by	which	it	is	still	defended?	First,	
appeal	is	made	to	an	asserted	unanimity	of	opinion	in	the	medical	profession.	
The	statement	will	hardly	be	denied,	however,	that	few	physicians	have	made	
any	original	study	of	the	subject.	Vaccination	is	taught	in	the	medical	schools	as	
a	fact	established	beyond	question,	and	it	is	the	tendency	of	the	human	mind	to	
accept	as	proved	that	which	is	established.	Yet	long	usage	proves	nothing;	
instance	the	practice	of	blood	letting,	followed	for	centuries.	Moreover,	not	one	
of	the	many	varieties	of	vaccination	has	even	been	well	established	are	it	has	
been	displaced	by	its	"infallible"	successor.
	
There	are	many	remarkable	examples	of	medical	men,	who,	formerly	accepting	
vaccination	as	a	matter	of	course,	have	been	led	by	investigation	to	repudiate	it	
entirely.	Such	a	man	was	Doctor	W.	J.	Collins,	a	public	vaccinator	of	London,	
who,	in	25	years	vaccinated	many	thousands	of	persons.	Study	and	his	own	
experience	finally	led	him	to	the	conclusion	that	vaccination	had	never	
diminished	smallpox,	but	on	the	contrary,	had	often	produced	it.	He	expressed	
the	conviction	that	cowpox	inoculation,	whether	performed	with	matter	
originating	in	the	greasy	heels	of	the	consumptive	horse	or	in	the	running	sores	
of	human	smallpox,	is	a	practice	dangerous	to	the	community	at	large;	and	he	
was	so	convinced	of	this	that	he	abandoned	vaccination	altogether,	thereby	
giving	up	an	income	of	at	least	$2,500	a	year.	(36)
	
Among	the	distinguished	physicians	whose	names	come	to	mind	in	this	
connection	are	the	eminent	pathologist,	Doctor	Charles	Creighhton,	and	the	
equally	eminent	bacteriologist	Professor	Edgar	M.	Crookshank.	For	the	purpose	
of	writing	the	article	on	vaccination	for	the	Ninth	Edition	of	the	Encyclopedia	
Britannica,	Doctor	Creighton	made	an	original	and	exhaustive	inquiry	into	the	
subject.	The	conviction	soon	forced	itself	upon	him	that	vaccination	is	both	
useless	and	dangerous.	Despite	his	changed	views,	however,	the	compilers	of	the	
Encyclopedia	still	desired	him	to	write	the	article	giving	his	honest	and	unbiased	
conclusions.	The	result	may	be	read	by	anyone—fifteen	columns,	in	which	
reason	and	science,	experience	and	statistics,	combine	to	prove	the	utter	fallacy	



of	vaccination.	It	should	be	noted,	in	passing,	that	Doctor	Creighton's	article,	
signed	"C.	C.,"	is	not	to	be	found	in	some	of	the	American	reprints	of	the	
Britannica.
	
About	the	time	Doctor	Creighton's	article	was	published,	Professor	Crookshank	
was	engaged	in	investigating	the	diseases	transmissible	from	the	lower	animals	
to	man,	and	the	question	naturally	arose	whether	his	observations	would	support	
or	refute	Doctor	Creighton's	conclusions.	Professor	Crookshank,	who	favoured	
vaccination,	went	into	an	original	and	exhaustive	examination	of	the	subject,	and	
the	result	was	two	volumes	against	vaccination.	(33)
	



CHAPTER	3

THE	IMMUNITY	THEORY,	A	PURE	
HYPOTHESES

The	immunity	theory	by	which	vaccination	is	supported	is	a	pure	hypothesis.	
Without	technical	details	the	theory	is	that	the	introduction	of	vaccine	virus	into	
the	human	blood	produces	such	a	change	therein,	by	the	increase	of	certain	of	its	
corpuscles,	that	there	is	created	an	antagonism	to	the	supposed	smallpox	germ	or	
bacillus.	The	theory	may	be	popularly	illustrated	by	the	practice	among	the	
Borgias	of	taking	poison	in	small	doses,	gradually	increased,	in	order	to	secure	
immunity	from	similar	poison;	or	by	the	opium	or	morphine	habit—persons	who	
indulge	in	this	habit	becoming	in	time	immune	to	doses	that	would	kill	the	
average	man.	At	first	blush	this	sounds	quite	plausible,	but	the	great	trouble	with	
the	argument	is	that	those	who	are	thus	rendered	"immune"	by	vaccination	do	
take	smallpox	and	also	die	of	it.	Even	the	vaccinists	admit	that	the	vaccinated	
take	smallpox—but	the	admission	is	made	with	qualifications.	If	the	person	dies	
of	smallpox,	then	the	vaccination	was	not	successful;	if	the	case	is	only	a	mild	
one,	then	it	was	only	partially	successful!
	
In	one	of	the	leading	scientific	works	on	this	subject,	written	by	two	prominent	
vaccinists	of	Philadelphia,	the	statement	is	made	and	made	seriously—that	in	a	
certain	ease	where	a	vaccinated	person	had	taken	smallpox,	a	proof	that	the	
vaccination	was	"spurious"	was	its	"signal	failure	to	protect	against	smallpox."	
(39)	But	even	supposing	the	possibility	that	by	vaccination	many	times	repeated	
one	may	eventually	become	immune—that	is,	provided	he	does	not	die	from	the	
process,	who	would	envy	him	the	condition	of	his	blood?	He	is	"immune"	by	
virtue	of	blood	poisoning;	for	vaccination	if	it	"takes"	means	nothing	less	than	
blood	poisoning.	And	with	poisoned	blood,	in	what	condition	is	the	system	to	
resist	the	ailments	to	which	mankind	is	liable?	The	case	is	well	illustrated	by	the	
morphine	or	opium	habit.	It	is	true	that	one	addicted	to	this	habit	becomes	in	
time	immune	to	the	effects	of	morphine	or	opium,	but	who	envies	him	his	
immunity?
	

STATISTICAL	ARGUMENTS	BROUGHT	FORTH



	
Pages	might	be	filled	with	an	analysis	of	the	statistics	brought	forward	to	uphold	
vaccination,	but	space	will	permit	the	notice	of	only	two	or	three.	In	general	the	
argument	from	experience	claims	that	since	the	introduction	of	vaccination	
smallpox	has	remarkably	decreased.	This	statement	is	true,	but	the	suggestion	
that	the	decrease	is	due	to	vaccination	is	a	mere	assumption.	It	would	be	nearer	
the	truth	to	say	that	the	decrease	is	due	to	public	sanitation,	the	betterment	of	
living	conditions	and	the	enforcement	of	isolation.	This	is	especially	evident	in	
the	German	Empire,	where	sanitary	and	quarantine	measures	are	so	strictly	
enforced.	(40)	
	
Again,	in	Cuba,	Panama	and	New	Orleans,	for	example,	the	scourge	of	yellow	
fever	has	been	exterminated	solely	by	hygienic	measures	and	the	prevention	of	
mosquito	inoculation.	The	benefits	of	sanitation	and	quarantine	have	been	freely	
admitted	in	the	cases	of	all	contagious	diseases	except	smallpox.	But	where	
smallpox	is	concerned	there	is	a	curious	change	of	front.	Everything	is	due	to	
vaccination!	In	yellow	fever	the	vaccinist	will	wage	relentless	war	to	stamp	out	
the	mosquito	inoculator,	but	in	smallpox	the	war	is	waged	against	those	who	
would	stamp	out	the	human	inoculator.
	
In	addition	to	the	claim	that	vaccination	has	decreased	smallpox,	hospital	
statistics	are	cited	to	show	that	the	mortality	of	smallpox	among	the	vaccinated	
is	never	more	than	17	or	18%,	while	that	of	the	unvaccinated	runs	to	over	60%	
(41)	It	may	be	noted	that	the	necessity	to	prove	a	low	mortality	among	the	
vaccinated	has	led,	perhaps	unconsciously,	to	forgetfulness	of	the	claim	that	
vaccination	is	certain	protection	against	smallpox.	But	we	pass	this	by	to	note	
something	even	more	remarkable.	Under	the	filthy	conditions	prevailing	before	
vaccination	was	even	heard	of,	the	average	smallpox	mortality	was	less	than	
17%.	(42)	And	now	the	mortality	among	the	Vaccinated	is	said	to	be	as	high	as	
60%.	If	true,	this	would	show	not	that	vaccination	protects,	but	that	an	
opposition	to	vaccination	carries	with	it	an	increased	liability	to	smallpox.	In	
other	words,	if	you	now	refuse	to	be	vaccinated,	then,	in	spite	of	all	modern	
science,	sanitation	and	hygiene,	you	will	be	many	more	times	liable	to	smallpox	
than	if	you	had	never	heard	of	vaccination.
	
Statistics	that	lead	to	so	ridiculous	a	conclusion	are—well,	suspicious.	And	the	
suspicion	is	strengthened	when	we	consider	that	the	hospitals	receive	many	
smallpox	patients	in	the	advanced	stages	of	the	disease,	when	it	is	necessarily	
difficult,	and	even	impossible,	to	determine	the	question	of	vaccination.	(43)



	
Japan	is	a	favorite	example	of	the	blessings	of	vaccination.	In	Japan,	under	the	
law	of	1872,	strengthened	in	1885,	vaccination	is	compulsory	during	the	first	six	
months	of	life,	again	at	six	years,	still	again	at	fourteen,	and	after	this	whenever	
smallpox	occurs.	For	all	males	there	is	still	further	vaccination	on	entry	to	the	
army	and	navy.	(44)	The	law	is	strictly	enforced	and	complied	with.	There	being,	
as	recently	stated	by	Surgeon	General	Takaki,	no	anti-vaccinists	in	Japan.	(45)	
Of	this	paradise	of	vaccination	it	is	said:	"smallpox,	once	the	scourge	of	the	
island,	is	now	all	but	unknown.	(46)
	
I	have	before	me	the	official	statistics	of	the	Sanitary	Bureau	of	Tokyo,	from	
1889	to	1908.	During	these	years	there	were	in	Japan	171,500	cases	of	smallpox,	
an	average	of	over	8,500	a	year,	with	48,000	deaths—a	mortality	of	28%.	And	in	
1908,	when	the	Empire	should	have	been	reaping	the	best	fruits	of	its	rigorous	
vaccination	laws,	the	smallpox	cases	numbered	18,000—a	number	not	exceeded	
since	1897—and	the	deaths	were	nearly	6,000,	or	over	32%.	Eighteen	thousand	
cases,	and	"smallpox	almost	unknown"!	(47)
	



WHAT	IS	VACCINE	VIRUS?
	
The	fatalities	from	vaccination	are	frequently	ascribed	to	"impure	virus,"	and	
physicians	are	cautioned	to	see	that	their	virus	is	"pure."	As	if	there	were	such	a	
thing	as	pure	vaccine	virus!	Disguise	it	as	you	may,	vaccine	virus	is	simply	the	
putrid	matter	ruining	from	the	sore	of	a	diseased	calf.	Further	than	this	no	
physician,	nor	even	manufacturer,	knows	what	it	is.
	
The	physician	who	buys	from	the	drug	store	has	no	assurance	of	the	
harmlessness	of	his	Purchase.	This	was	strikingly	illustrated	by	the	United	States	
Government	report	on	the	recent	outbreak	of	foot	and	mouth	disease.	A	vaccine	
farm	near	Philadelphia	had	procured	from	Japan	what	was	supposed	to	be	a	new	
culture	of	cowpox,	and	the	virus	from	this	culture	was	sold	to	another	vaccine	



farm	near	Detroit.	Then	followed	the	disastrous	outbreak	of	foot	and	mouth	
disease,	which	spread	through	several	States	and	was	suppressed	only	at	great	
expense.	In	the	Government	investigation	that	followed	it	was	proved	that	the	
disease	had	originated	in	the	new	culture	of	"cowpox,"	which	was	found	to	be	a	
culture	of	foot	and	mouth	disease.	(41)
	
But	of	whatever	disease	it	may	be	a	culture,	all	vaccine	virus	is	the	putrid	
product	of	disease;	and	this	is	what	mothers	are	asked	to	put	into	the	blood	of	
their	children!	The	blood	is	the	life	giving	stream	on	which	all	the	fortress	of	the	
body	depend.	Maintain	its	purity	and	the	body	will	be	in	health.	Defile	it	and	the	
body	will	be	diseased.	This	proposition	is	axiomatic	and	needs	no	
demonstration.	Yet	vaccination	involves	a	denial	of	it.	The	vaccinator	would	
improve	on	the	blood	formed	in	the	laboratory	of	Nature.	He	would	perfect	it	by	
admixture	with	diseased	pus!	For	the	support	of	a	position	so	contrary	to	the	
instincts	of	reason	a	large	burden	of	positive	proof	is	imperative.	And	what	proof	
has	been	given?	Constant	shifting	of	theory	and	practice;	broken	down	claims	of	
immunity;	discredited	statistics,	and	a	virus	the	mystery	of	which	is	equaled	only	
by	its	danger.
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supplied	by	Baron	Kanehiro	Takaki,	late	Director	General	of	the	Medical	
Department	of	The	Imperial	Japanese	Navy
	



Annual	average	population	43,027,661.
	
Total	vaccinations,	91,351,407.
	
The	following	table	shows	the	number	of	smallpox	cases	and	deaths,	and	the	
case	rate	mortality	of	smallpox,	in	Japan,	during	the	period	of	twenty	years	from	
1889	to	1908,	inclusive,	according	to	the	official	statistics	supplied	by	S.	
Kubota,	Director	of	the	Sanitary	Bureau	of	the	Department	of	Home	Affairs,	
Tokyo:
	
See	also,	"The	Failure	Of	Vaccination	To	Protect	From	smallpox	In	
Revaccinated	Japan",	by	J.W.	Hodge,	M.D.,	in	The	Twentieth	Century	
Magazine,	September,	1910,	vol.	ii,	No.	12,	pp.518-522.
	



48)	"Cattle	Plague	Is	Traced	To	Tainted	smallpox	Virus",	in	The	North	
American,	Philadelphia,	Pa.,	Monday,	May	17,	1909,	first	page,	first	column.
	
"The	Origins	Of	The	Recent	Outbreak	Of	Foot-And-Mouth	Disease	In	The	
United	States",	by	John	R.	Mohler,	V.M.D.,	and	Milton	J.	Rosenau,	M.D.,	in	
U.S.	Department	of	Agriculture,	Bureau	of	Animal	Industry,	Circular	147,	issued	
June	16,	1909.
	
"Discussion	in	the	United	States	Senate	during	the	debate	on	the	Agricultural	
Appropriation	Bill,	February	25,	1909",	in	Congressional	Record,	Sixtieth	
Congress,	second	session,	vol.	xliii,	No.68,	pp.3147-3150.
	
"The	1908	Outbreak	Of	Foot-And-Mouth	Disease	In	The	United	States",	by	
A.D.	Melvin,	D.V.S.,	Chief	of	the	Bureau	of	Animal	Industry,	in	U.S.	
Department	of	Agriculture,	25th	Annual	report	of	the	Bureau	of	Animal	
Industry,	for	the	Year	1908,	pp.379-392.
	
Fourteenth	Semi-annual	Report	of	the	Chief	of	the	Cattle	Bureau	to	the	
Massachusetts	State	Board	of	Agriculture,	for	the	Year	ending	November	30,	
1908,	by	Austin	Peters,	Chief	of	Cattle	Bureau,	pp.192-198.
	
Sixteenth	Semi-annual	Report	of	the	Chief	of	the	Cattle	Bureau	to	the	
Massachusetts	State	Board	of	Agriculture,	for	the	Year	ending	November	30,	
1909,	by	Austin	Peters,	Chief	of	Cattle	Bureau,	pp.132-133.
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VACCINATION:	ITS	FALLACIES	AND	EVILS
	
All	fallacies	classified	as	science	must	crumble	before	investigation.	Such	has	
been	the	fate	of	all	the	pretentious	theories	of	earlier	medicine,	and	such	is	the	
predestined	end	of	the	delusive	hypotheses	upon	which	are	based	many	of	the	
medical	dogmas	of	today.	
	
Of	these	dogmas	I	believe	the	practice	known	as	vaccination	to	be	most	absurd,	
and	most	pernicious.	I	do	not	believe	that	a	single	person	has	ever	been	
protected	from	smallpox	by	it;	while	I	know	that	many	serious	bodily	evils	and	
even	deaths	have	resulted	from	its	employment.	
	
Although	I	had	often	seen	bad	results	following	vaccination,	like	the	majority	of	
the	profession,	I	never	questioned	the	authority	of	the	books	regarding	its	
prophylactic	power	against	smallpox	till	my	attention	was	specially	directed	to	
the	subject,	in	1872.	
	
As	severe	epidemic	of	smallpox	prevailed	in	New	York,	during	that	year,	
notwithstanding	the	fact	that	the	health	authorities	had	claimed	the	year	
previous,	that	the	city	was	thoroughly	protected	by	vaccination.	The	various	
medical	societies	appointed	committees	to	enquire	into	the	causes	of	the	
epidemic	and	why	vaccination	had	failed	to	prevent	it.	I	was	appointed	a	
member	of	such	a	committee	from	a	medical	society	to	which	I	belonged,	and	
then,	for	the	first	time,	I	began	a	careful	study	of	the	subject	of	vaccination.	I	
commenced	with	Jenner's	own	writings	and	carefully	followed	the	history	of	the	



subject	as	prepared	by	himself	and	his	disciples,	and	before	I	got	through	I	was	
forced	to	the	conclusion	that	vaccination	was	the	most	stupendous	fallacy	that	
had	ever	been	fostered	by	the	medical	profession.	Since	then,	facts	and	figures	
have	accumulated,	in	my	hands,	to	such	an	extent	as	to	compel	me	to	abandon	
the	practice	of	vaccination	and	to	come	out	squarely	in	opposition	to	it.	
	
In	my	knowledge	of	this	subject	prior	to	1872,	I	do	not	think	I	was	an	exception	
to	the	majority	of	the	profession.	All	our	medical	textbooks	assert	that	
vaccination	is	prophylactic	against	smallpox.	In	proof	of	this,	they	refer	to	the	
great	ravages	of	the	disease	prior	to	the	discovery	of	Jenner,	and	its	decrease	
since	that	time.	The	professors	in	our	medical	colleges	instruct	the	students	in	
the	same	way,	and	when	they,	in	turn,	are	asked	for	an	opinion,	the	universal	
answer	is,	"certainly,	vaccination	is	a	sure	preventive	against	smallpox."	Few	
physicians	attempt	to	investigate	the	subject	further.	
	
They	have	been	taught	to	believe	in	vaccination,	and	it	is	unpardonable	heresy	to	
dispute	its	efficacy.	Those	who	are	opposed	to	it	are	denounced	as	ignorant,	
while	in	reality	they	are	the	only	ones	who	are	fully	informed	on	the	subject;	and	
the	time	is	not	distant	when	the	public	will	become	so	enlightened	regarding	this	
fallacy,	that	the	vaccinator's	lancet	will	be	left	to	rust	beside	its	twin	monstrosity,	
the	bloodletter's	lancet.	
	
Many	believe	in	the	value	of	vaccination	because	the	medical	profession	
generally	recommend	it.	To	such	I	would	say,	that	twenty	years	ago	the	entire	
medical	profession	believed	that	bloodletting	afforded	the	only	relief	in	all	kinds	
of	fever,	and	that	a	drink	of	water	given	to	a	fever	patient	was	certain	death.	A	
few	reformers	denounced	this	barbarous	practice	and	some	of	them	lived	to	see	
its	complete	overthrow,	while	the	"leading	minds	in	the	profession"	fought	for	it	
to	the	last.	The	leaders	of	the	abolition	movement	in	America	were	regarded	as	
lunatics	and	some	of	them	narrowly	escaped	death	at	the	hands	of	the	mob,	but	
they	lived	to	see	their	principles	triumph	and	themselves	honored	by	the	whole	
civilized	world.	Thus	it	has	ever	been	with	every	effort	at	reform—with	every	
struggle	of	truth	against	error—and	so	it	will	be	in	this	opposition	of	organized	
medical	despotism	to	the	enlightenment	of	the	people	regarding	the	monstrous	
and	barbarous	practice	of	vaccination.	
	
Every	intelligent	person	who	takes	the	time	to	investigate	this	subject,	will	find	
abundant	evidence	in	the	published	writings	and	public	records	of	the	advocates	
of	vaccination,	to	prove	its	utter	worthlessness,	without	reading	a	line	of	anti-



vaccination	literature.	And	if	we	could	add	to	this	all	the	suppressed	facts,	we	
would	have	a	mass	of	evidence	before	which	no	vaccinator	would	dare	to	hold	
up	his	head.	
	
With	the	view	of	presenting	the	subject	in	its	proper	light	we	shall	consider:	
	
1)	The	History	of	Smallpox.	
	
2)	The	History	of	Vaccination;	and
	
3)	The	Evils	of	Vaccination.	
	



CHAPTER	1

THE	HISTORY	OF	SMALLPOX

There	is	a	great	diversity	of	opinion	among	medical	writers	regarding	the	
antiquity	of	smallpox.	Some	assert	that	it	was	one	of	the	plagues	that	so	often	
devastated	the	oriental	nations	of	antiquity.	Others	affirm	that	it	prevailed	in	
China	and	India,	a	thousand	years	before	the	Christian	era,	but	that	it	was	
confined	to	very	narrow	limits,	for	centuries,	till	it	finally	spread	into	Europe,	
about	the	beginning	of	the	eighth	century.	Certain	it	is,	however,	that	we	have	no	
description	of	any	disease	having	the	characteristics	of	smallpox	until	the	latter	
half	of	the	sixth	century,	when	it	is	described	as	breaking	out	in	Arabia,	A.D.	571
—the	year	in	which	Mahomet	was	born.	It	was	widely	disseminated	by	the	wars	
and	expeditions	of	the	Arabs,	and	is	believed	to	have	entered	Europe	at	the	time	
of	the	overthrow	of	the	Gothic	monarchy	in	Spain,	by	the	Moors.	Whatever	its	
source	or	time	of	appearance	it	extended	over	Europe	with	fearful	rapidity;	and	
the	loathsomeness	of	its	nature	and	the	terrible	havoc	to	life	attending	it,	filled	
the	minds	of	the	people	with	the	greatest	dread.	
	
It	is	characteristically	a	contagious	disease,	and	cannot	be	communicated	except	
by	actual	contact	with	the	person	or	the	effluvia	arising	from	the	excretions	of	
the	afflicted,	or	with	the	clothing	impregnated	with	the	virus	from	the	pustules.	
This	fact	was	early	recognized;	and	its	spread	into	different	countries	was	always	
supposed	to	be	traceable	to	direct	importation.	On	this	point	Sir	Thomas	Watson,	
in	his	Practice,	says:	
	
"While	almost	all	men	are	prone	to	take	the	disorder,	large	portions	of	the	world	
have	remained	for	centuries	entirely	exempt	from	it,	until	at	length	it	was	
imported;	and	that	then	it	infallibly	diffused	and	established	itself	in	those	parts."	
	
Smallpox	was	unknown	in	the	New	World	before	the	discovery	by	Columbus;	
but	it	was	carried	into	St.	Domingo	in	1517.	Three	years	later	a	negro,	covered	
with	pustules,	was	landed	on	the	Mexican	coast,	and	from	him	the	disease	spread	
so	that	in	a	short	time,	it	is	said,	three	millions	and	a	half	of	people	perished	
from	it	in	Mexico	alone.	The	absurdity	of	this	claim	of	the	vaccinators	is	too	
apparent	to	demand	any	attempt	at	contradiction.	The	population	of	Mexico	in	
1876,	was	10,000,000.	It	certainly	could	not	have	been	3,000,000	in	all,	in	1520;	



and	even	so,	what	means	could	have	been	employed	at	that	time,	to	ascertain	the	
number	of	deaths	from	smallpox.	The	disease	was	carried	to	Iceland	in	1707,	
and	to	Greenland	in	1733.	Wherever	it	went	devastation	followed	in	its	train;	and	
so	great	was	the	popular	dread	that	the	people	were	willing	to	adopt	any	means	
that	offered	the	slightest	immunity	against	its	ravages.	
	
An	examination	of	the	statistics	of	smallpox	proves	that	its	greatest	ravages	
occurred	at	the	time	when	the	commercial	communications	of	the	various	
nations	began	to	be	more	general,	and	that	the	first	ravages	of	the	disease	were	
greater	than	any	subsequent	ones.	It	would	appear	as	an	epidemic	in	various	
quarters	of	the	globe	and	at	various	times,	but	it	rarely	proved	as	fatal	as	the	first	
visitation.	This	was,	no	doubt,	due	to	the	fact	that	fear	kept	people	from	
exposing	themselves,	and	led	to	the	practice	of	isolating	the	victims	during	the	
entire	continuance	of	the	disease.	
	
As	early	as	1713,	an	English	physician	who	had	settled	in	Constantinople,	wrote	
to	a	practitioner	in	London,	concerning	a	new	process,	which	was	claimed	to	be	
successfully	employed	as	a	preventive	against	the	ravages	of	smallpox.	This	
process	consisted	in	taking	the	virus	of	the	smallpox	and	introducing	it	into	a	
slight	puncture	in	the	skin,	thus	producing	the	disease,	it	was	claimed,	in	a	
milder	form.	This	practice	was	called	inoculation,	and	was	introduced	into	
England	by	Lady	Mary	Wortley	Montagu,	wife	of	the	British	Ambassador	at	the	
Ottoman	Court.	She	had	her	own	children	inoculated,	and	was	so	zealous	in	her	
work,	that	by	the	middle	of	the	century,	(1750)	the	practice	had	been	extensively	
adopted	in	England,	and	had	spread	to	various	countries	of	Europe,	and	even	to	
America.	Its	advocates	claimed	that	the	ravages	of	smallpox	were	thus	greatly	
diminished,	and	the	profession	and	public,	alike,	worked	zealously	to	
promulgate	the	practice.	After	vaccination	was	introduced,	it	was	ascertained	
that	inoculation	added	greatly	to	the	number	of	smallpox	cases,	and	that	the	
mortality	was	not	diminished,	but	rather	increased.	Stringent	laws	were	then	
passed,	in	different	countries,	making	the	practice	of	inoculation	a	crime.	



CHAPTER	2

THE	HISTORY	OF	VACCINATION

In	1798,	Edward	Jenner,	of	Gloucestershire,	England,	called	public	attention	to	
his	discovery,	that	the	virus	of	cowpox	introduced	into	the	human	body,	was	a	
prophylactic	against	smallpox.	His	attention	had	been	directed	to	the	subject	
several	years	previous,	by	hearing	a	milkmaid	say	that	she	could	not	take	
smallpox	because	she	had	had	cowpox.	On	examination,	he	ascertained	that	
cows	were	often	affected	with	a	pustular	eruption	on	the	udder,	and	that	the	
persons	milking	them	were	frequently	affected	by	similar	eruptions	on	their	
hands;	and	the	popular	belief	was,	that	persons	thus	affected	were	not	susceptible	
to	smallpox.	He	soon	began	to	experiment,	by	inoculating	persons	with	the	
lymph	from	the	cowpox	pustules,	and	as	these	persons	did	not	have	smallpox	
afterward,	he	thought	he	had	proved	the	truth	of	the	popular	belief	in	the	
prophylactic	power	of	the	cowpox.	
	
In	order	to	convince	those	who	doubted	the	value	of	this	pretended	discovery,	he	
experimented,	by	inoculating	with	smallpox	virus,	those	he	had	previously	
inoculated	with	cowpox	virus.	Some	of	the	persons	thus	experimented	on	did	not	
have	the	smallpox,	but	unfortunately	for	his	discovery,	others	fell	victims	to	his	
experiments.	He	then	discovered	that	there	were	two	kinds	of	eruptions	met	with	
on	the	udder	of	the	cow,	one	of	which	was	spurious	cowpox,	and	not	protective	
against	smallpox.	The	spurious	was	a	spontaneous	eruption,	peculiar	to	the	cow,	
while	the	genuine	was	produced	by	contagion	from	the	grease	in	the	horse.	This	
grease,	passing	through	the	cow,	and	then	inoculated	into	the	human	body,	
Jenner	declared,	as	early	as	1798,	to	be	a	preventive	of	smallpox	"for	life."	This	
is	Jenner's	wonderful	discovery,	which	has	since	been	known	as	vaccination.	
	
On	this	subject,	Jenner	writes,	as	follows:	
	
"In	this	dairy	country,	(Gloucestershire)	a	great	number	of	cows	is	kept,	and	the	
office	of	milking	is	performed,	indiscriminately,	by	men	and	maid	servants.	One	
of	the	former	having	applied	dressings	to	the	heels	of	a	horse	affected	with	the	
grease,	incautiously	milked	the	cows,	with	some	particles	of	the	infectious	
matter	adhering	to	his	fingers.	The	disease	thus	communicated	to	the	cows,	and	
from	the	cows	to	the	dairymaids,	spread	through	the	farm	until	most	of	the	



domestics	and	the	cattle	feel	its	unpleasant	consequences.	This	disease	has	
obtained	the	name	of	cowpox."	
	
In	describing	the	disorder	thus	contracted,	he	further	says:	
	
"Inflamed	spots	begin	to	appear	on	the	hands,	sometimes	on	the	wrists,	which	
quickly	rim	on	to	suppuration.	Absorption	takes	place	and	tumors	appear	in	each	
axilla.	The	system	becomes	affected,	the	pulse	is	quickened,	and	shivering,	with	
general	lassitude,	and	pains	about	the	loins	and	limbs,	with	vomiting,	come	on.	
The	head	is	painful	and	the	patient	is	every	now	and	the	unaffected	with	
delirium.	These	symptoms	generally	continue	from	one	day	to	three	or	four,	
leaving	ulcerated	sores	about	the	hands,	which	commonly	heal	slowly,	
frequently	becoming	phagedenic,	like	those	from	whence	they	sprung.	The	lips,	
eyelids,	nostrils,	and	other	parts	of	the	body	are	sometimes	affected	with	sores.	
No	eruptions	on	the	skin	have	followed	the	decline	of	the	feverish	symptoms	in	
any	instance	that	has	come	under	my	inspection,	one	only	excepted.	Thus	the	
disease	makes	its	progress	from	the	horse	to	the	nipple	of	the	cow,	and	from	the	
cow	to	the	human	subject.	What	renders	the	cowpox	virus	so	extremely	singular	
is,	that	the	person	who	has	thus	been	affected	is	for	ever	after	secure	from	the	
infection	of	the	smallpox."	
	
Of	the	pustular	sores	that	appear	spontaneously	on	the	nipples	of	cows,	he	says:	
	
"This	disease	is	not	to	be	considered	as	similar	in	any	respect	to	that	of	which	I	
am	treating,	as	it	is	incapable	of	producing	any	specific	effect	on	the	human	
constitution."
	
Both	of	these	points	are	reiterated	again	and	again	in	his	writings,	so	there	can	be	
no	misunderstanding	the	source	from	which	he	derived	his	virus	for	what	he	
called	effective	vaccination.	
	
After	he	had	settled	this	point	satisfactorily	to	himself,	reports	came	to	him	that	
even	persons	affected	with	the	true	cowpox	had	not	been	protected	from	
smallpox.	He	then	made	the	assertion,	that	it	was	only	in	a	certain	state	of	the	
pustule	that	virus	was	afforded	capable	of	imparting	to	the	constitution	its	
protecting	power;	and	that	matter,	taken	after	this	period,	might	excite	a	local	
disease,	but	not	of	such	a	sort	as	to	render	the	individual	proof	against	the	effects	
of	variolus	contagion.	Then,	he	pretended,	that	if	kept	a	few	days,	the	virus	
underwent	decomposition,	and	was	thus	rendered	incapable	of	affording	



protection	against	smallpox.	Thus,	as	the	Arabian	prophet	had	new	revelations	to	
meet	every	unexpected	exigency,	so	Jenner	advanced	a	new	theory	every	time	
that	vaccination	was	shown	to	be	a	failure.
For	a	time	Jenner's	discovery	was	bitterly	opposed	by	the	profession;	and	even	
some	of	those	who	adopted	it,	claimed	that	inoculation	directly	from	the	grease	
of	the	horse,	into	the	human	body,	was	as	protective	as	that	which	passed	
through	the	cow.	Then	came	the	claim	that	the	virus	taken	from	the	person	
inoculated	with	the	cowpox	could	be	used	to	protect	other	persons;	and,	as	the	
symptoms	thus	produced	were	less	severe	than	direct	inoculation	from	the	cow,	
this	method	of	vaccination	soon	became	the	prevailing	one.	At	first,	however,	it	
was	considered	necessary	to	have	recourse	to	the	cow	for	a	fresh	supply	of	virus,	
every	few	years;	but	even	this	was	soon	regarded	as	unnecessary,	and	so	the	
practice	of	vaccination	from	arm	to	arm	was	almost	universally	relied	upon	as	a	
preventive	of	smallpox,	for	half	a	century.	
	
From	England,	vaccination	was	introduced	into	the	various	countries	of	Europe,	
crossed	the	Atlantic	to	America,	and	even	found	its	way	to	the	jungles	of	Asia	
and	to	the	barbarous	tribes	of	Africa.	
	
The	movement	took	hold	of	the	popular	mind,	and	the	medical	profession	
accepted	it	on	the	same	principle	that	they	discontinued	bloodletting.	Then	
compulsory	vaccination	laws	were	passed	in	many	of	the	countries	of	Europe—
and	the	practice	has	come	down	to	us	as	"the	grandest	discovery	of	modern	
times."	
	
At	first,	all	agreed	with	Jenner,	that	one	vaccination	protected	a	person	for	life,	
against	smallpox;	this,	however,	was	soon	found	to	be	untrue.	Then,	one	
thorough	vaccination	in	infancy	and	one	after	puberty,	were	deemed	necessary.	
This	also	proved	a	delusion.	Its	advocates	next	advised	the	practice	to	be	
repeated	at	maturity.	Then	it	was	thought	necessary	that	it	should	be	repeated	
every	seven	years;	and	now,	to	insure	perfect	immunity,	it	is	claimed,	that	every	
one	should	be	vaccinated	every	two	or	three	years.	
	
This	is	the	position	occupied	by	most	of	the	profession	at	the	present	day,	
although	even	here	there	is	a	marked	difference	of	opinion	among	the	so-called	
best	authorities.	
	
In	the	London	Lancet	of	March	24,	1877,	the	editor	writes	as	follows:	
	



"After	successful	vaccination	in	infancy,	revaccination	is	needed	only	once.	The	
second	operation	should,	if	practicable,	be	performed	at	the	age	of	puberty,	or,	
there	being	immediate	danger	of	smallpox,	at	the	age	of	twelve.	Revaccination	at	
an	earlier	age	is	futile.	Repeated	revaccinations	are	foolish.	Revaccination,	when	
successful	is	needed	once	only.''	
	
As	the	question	now	stands,	it	is	impossible	to	ascertain	what	constitutes	
effective	vaccination.	In	every	country	where	it	is	practiced,	the	profession	are	
divided	respecting	the	merits	of	humanized	and	bovine	virus.	One	party	claims	
that	vaccination	from	arm	to	arm	is	more	certain,	while	it	can	do	no	harm.	The	
other	contends	that	it	does	not	protect,	and	that	numerous	diseases	are	
communicated	thereby,	while	they	claim	that	the	bovine	virus	is	certain	and	
harmless.	The	bovine	virus,	that	is	thus	advocated,	has	been	obtained	by	
inoculation	from	the	spontaneous	cowpox,	and	Jenner	declared	that	this	would	
not	protect	against	smallpox.	
	
Again,	some	have	advocated	the	inoculation	of	a	cow	with	smallpox	virus,	to	
obtain	a	supply	of	vaccine	virus,	while	others	claim	that	this	only	spreads	the	
smallpox.	
	
The	truth	is,	that	no	two	physicians	agree	as	to	what	constitutes	effective	
vaccination.	Some	still	agree	with	Jenner,	that	one	vaccination	is	sufficient;	
others	take	sides	with	the	Lancet,	and	believe	that	only	one	revaccination	is	
necessary.	Some	say	we	must	vaccinate	every	seven	years,	while	others	still,	
affirm	that	we	must	be	vaccinated	every	two	or	three	years	to	be	perfectly	
protected	against	smallpox.	
	
Whatever	way	we	look	at	the	question,	it	is	certain	that	none	of	the	methods	now	
employed	correspond	with	the	discovery	of	Jenner;	and	the	time	is	not	far	
distant,	when	all	will	be	rejected.	
	
Had	Jenner	been	a	conscientious	searcher	after	truth,	he	never	would	have	
asserted,	six	years	after	he	commenced	his	investigations,	that	the	vaccine	
disease	"for	ever	after	secured	against	the	infection	of	smallpox."	Had	he	been	a	
real	scientist	he	would	never	have	invented	new	theories	to	account	for	every	
failure	in	the	results	of	his	investigations,	at	least,	till	a	sufficient	number	of	
years	had	elapsed	to	prove	the	general	truth	of	his	assertion.	Had	he	discovered	
any	actual	scientific	truth,	it	would	have	come	down	to	us	precisely	as	he	gave	it	
to	the	public	in	1798.	



	
Physiology	teaches	us	that	all	poisons	are	either	eliminated	from	the	body,	or	so	
interfere	with	the	functions	and	tissues	as	to	produce	disease	or	death.	When	
zymatic	poisons,	such	as	those	of	smallpox,	scarlet	fever,	measles,	etc.,	are	
introduced	into	the	system,	the	normal	functions	are	interfered	with	and	thus	we	
have	a	condition	that	is	called	disease.	A	conflict	goes	on	between	the	vital	
forces	and	the	poison,	and	one	or	the	other	must	succumb.	If	the	vitality	of	the	
patient	is	sufficiently	strong,	or	in	other	words,	if	the	patient	is	healthy	and	
robust,	the	poison	is	eliminated,	and	the	body	is	left	with	its	component	parts	in	
the	same	conditions	as	before	its	introduction.	If,	on	the	other	hand,	there	is	not	
sufficient	vitality,	the	poison	gains	the	ascendency	and	the	patient	dies.	Poisons	
such	as	syphilitic	may	remain	in	the	system	for	a	long	time,	but	when	they	do,	
they	manifest	themselves	by	abnormal	conditions	of	the	various	tissues,	which	
result	from	the	efforts	of	nature	to	throw	off	the	morbid	influence.	
	
Persons	who	are	exposed	to	the	contagion	of	smallpox,	when	in	a	debilitated	
condition	are	liable	to	take	the	disease,	while	those	who	are	strong	and	robust	
may	escape	entirely,	have	it	lightly;	and	the	same	is	true	of	ah	other	diseases.	
"When	a	specific	virus	is	introduced	into	the	body	by	inoculation,	it	is	more	apt	
to	affect	the	system;	but	even	here	some	escape	infection	altogether,	others	are	
slightly	affected,	while	some	suffer	severely	inconsequence.	Those	who	cover	
throw	off	the	poison	entirely,	and	may	be	similarly	affected	at	any	time	
afterwards,	provided	they	are	exposed	to	the	infection	while	in	a	debilitated	
condition.	This	fact	has	been	so	often	demonstrated	by	persons	having	scarlet	
fever,	measles,	cholera,	diphtheria	and	smallpox,	two	and	three	times,	that	its	
truth	cannot	be	questioned.	Now	what	is	true	of	these	diseases	must	also	be	true	
of	the	vaccine	disease,	and	it	is	for	the	same	reason	that	vaccination	may	be	
repeatedly	performed	on	the	same	person,	and	be	found	to	take	each	time.	Then	I	
ask,	is	it	reasonable	to	suppose	that	vaccination	can	protect	against	smallpox,	
when	it	cannot	protect	against	itself,	and	when	one	attack	of	smallpox	cannot	
protect	against	another.	
	
The	very	first	person	Jenner	vaccinated	and	pronounced	safe	"for	life"	against	
smallpox,	afterwards	took	the	disease	and	died	from	it,	and	ever	since	that,	the	
history	of	the	subject	proves	that	such	results	are	so	frequent,	that	the	value	of	
vaccination	as	a	prophylactic	against	smallpox	is	completely	disproved.	
	
But	we	are	told,	that	vaccination	has	arrested	the	fearful	ravages	of	smallpox,	
and	reduced	its	mortality	to	almost	nothing.	We	have	been	told	over	and	over	



again	that	smallpox	had	been	stamped	out	in	different	localities,	by	efficient	
vaccination;	and	after	it	had	again	appeared	the	cry	came,	"the	people	are	not	
half	vaccinated."	
	
Now	what	is	the	truth	of	this	matter?	It	is	simply	this	that	the	first	visitations	of	
all	epidemics	are	more	fatal	than	subsequent	ones.	
	
The	plagues	that	formerly	devastated	the	Eastern	world	were	less	and	less	severe	
with	each	visitation,	till	now	they	have	entirely	disappeared.	Those	that	swept	
over	Europe	up	to	the	beginning	of	the	eighteenth	century	also	became	less	fatal	
with	each	return,	till	now	they	are	unknown.	Cholera,	which,	at	one	time,	carried	
panic	and	death	to	almost	every	door,	can	now	hardly	gain	a	foothold	in	any	
civilized	country.	And	smallpox,	too,	had	gradually	become	less	prevalent,	and	
less	fatal,	till	in	Jenner's	time	it	appeared	in	a	very	mild	form	and	attended	with	
but	little	mortality.	To	what	can	we	attribute	the	decline	of	these	diseases?	I	
suppose,	had	Jenner	pretended	that	vaccination	was	prophylactic	against	all,	it	
would	be	so	asserted	today;	but	this	change	occurred	in	some	of	them	before	
Jenner's	time,	and	he	cannot	even	claim	the	diminution	of	smallpox	as	depending	
on	a	discovery	that	had	not	then	been	promulgated.	No!	The	only	pretense	that	
can	be	advanced	to	account	for	this	decreased	mortality,	is	that	civilization	
brought	knowledge	of	hygienic	and	quarantine	advantages;	and	as	these	
measures	were	adopted	the	diseases	declined.	
	
In	1864,	a	report	was	published	in	England,	in	which	tables	were	compiled	to	
prove	the	value	of	vaccination.	They	commenced	with	the	year	1838,	which	was	
before	the	compulsory	vaccination	laws	were	passed,	and	ended	in	1861.	The	
unfairness	of	their	figures	becomes	apparent	when	it	is	known	that	smallpox	
prevailed	more	in	1838	than	any	time	during	the	century,	and	then	no	returns	are	
given	for	the	years	1843-44-45-46,	because	epidemics	prevailed	and	the	deaths	
had	increased	in	those	years.	The	following	is	a	summary	of	the	table:
	
For	the	years	1838,	1839	and	1840,	before	the	compulsory	vaccination	act	was	
passed,	the	annual	average	death	rate	was	claimed	to	be	11,944.	From	1841	to	
1853,	vaccination	was	provided	gratuitously	but	was	not	obligatory,	and	the	
average	annual	death	rate	was	5,221,	not	including	the	epidemics	of	1843	to	
1846,	which	are	omitted	from	the	reports.	
	
From	1854	to	'61,	inclusive,	vaccination	was	obligatory,	and	the	annual	average	
death	rate	was	3,240.	Here	they	stopped	and	claimed	for	vaccination	the	



difference	in	the	annual	death	rate,	between	11,944,	and	3,240.
	
	In	the	last	year	included	in	their	table	the	number	of	deaths	was	1,320.	
	
In	1862,	which	is	omitted	from	the	table,	it	was	1,628;	
	
-in	1863,	5,964;	
-in	1864,	7,684;	
-and	in	1865,	6,411;	
-and	again	in	1871,	the	deaths	were	7,876	in	London	alone.	
	
Now	if	vaccination	reduced	the	death	rate	from	16,268	in	1838,	to	1,320	in	1861,	
what	increased	the	death	rate	so	much	in	the	four	succeeding	years,	and	in	1871?	
	
The	facts	in	regard	to	the	stamping	out	of	smallpox	in	England,	as	reported	by	
the	Registrar	General,	are	summarized	as	follows:	
	
Vaccination	was	made	compulsory	by	act	of	Parliament	in	the	year	1853;	again	
in	1867,	and	still	more	stringent	in	1871.	Since	1853,	we	have	had	three	
epidemics	of	smallpox,	each	being	more	severe	than	the	one	preceding.	
	

	

Date Death		from	Smallpox

1st 1857-58-59 14,244

2d. 1863-64-65 20,059

3d. 1870-71-72 44,840

	
Increase	of	population	from	1st	to	2nd	epidemic....7%
Increase	of	smallpox	in	the	same	period,	nearly.....	50%
	
Increase	of	population	from	2d	to	3rd	epidemic......10%
Increase	of	smallpox	in	the	same	period..................120%
	
Deaths	from	smallpox	in	the	first	ten	years	after	the	enforcement	
of	vaccination,	1854	to	1863.......................33,515



	
In	the	second	ten	years,	1864	to	1873.........70,458
	
The	Registrar	General	in	his	Annual	Summary	for	the	year	1880,	tabulates	the	
smallpox	mortality	of	London	for	the	last	forty	years	as	follows:	
	

	
Decades Estimated	Mean	

Population Smallpox	Deaths

1841-50 2,103,487 8,416
1851-60 2,270,489 7,150
1861-70 3,018,193 8,347
1871-80 3,466,486 15,543

	
In	addition	to	these	facts,	the	same	returns	show	that	for	the	year	ending	
December	31,	1881,	2,371	persons	died	in	London	of	smallpox.	
	
Again,	a	careful	examination	of	all	returns	of	smallpox	shows	that	the	highest	
mortality	in	any	one	year,	in	London,	in	the	last	century,	was	3,992;	while	the	
total	deaths	from	this	disease	during	the	first	twenty	years	of	the	present	century,	
was	20,462,	or	an	annual	average	of	1,023,	when	neither	inoculation	or	
vaccination	was	practiced	to	any	extent.	From	the	passage	of	the	registration	act	
in	1838,	to	1853,	when	the	Compulsory	Vaccination	Act	was	passed,	the	official	
returns	of	the	Registrar	General	show	the	total	number	of	smallpox	deaths	to	be	
10,521,	which	makes	an	annual	average	of	1,032.	For	the	24	years	of	
compulsory	vaccination	ending	with	1877,	the	annual	average	death	rate	was	
1,092.	Again,	for	the	decade	ending	with	1880,	and	with	93%	of	the	population	
protected	by	vaccination,	the	average	annual	death	rate	increased	to	1,554;	while	
during	the	year	1881,	it	was	further	increased	to	2,371.	
	
In	Sweden	from	1775	to	1792,	without	vaccination	the	deaths	from	smallpox	per	
million	inhabitants	ranged	from	300	to	900	per	year.	From	1802	to	1810,	with	
from	two	to	forty	persons	in	every	thousand	vaccinated,	the	deaths	per	million	
inhabitants	per	year,	were	successively,	600;	600;	600;	450;	600;	850;	750;	
1,000;	300.	
	
The	following	table	shows	the	ratio	of	the	subsequent	years:	
	

	



Year Vaccinated	per	1,000	
Inhabitants

Deaths	per	Million	
Inhabitants

1825 250 400
1839 590 575
1851 735 700
1874 970 960

	
In	the	face	of	these	figures,	is	it	not	absurd	to	claim	that	vaccination	has	stamped	
out	smallpox	in	England	and	Sweden.	
	
The	same	result	is	demonstrated	by	the	official	returns	of	Prussia,	as	shown	in	
the	following	table:	
	

	

Year
No.	of	Persons	

Unvaccinated	in	every	
100,000

Deaths	from	Smallpox	to	every	
100,000	inhabitants	

1820 68,000 10
1831 48,000 12
1811 33,000 14
1850 22,000 16
1860 15,000 19
1871 12,000 243
1872 12,000 260

	
In	the	great	smallpox	epidemic	of	1870-72,	at	Cologne,	2,400	persons	took	the	
disease,	of	which	2,351	were	vaccinated	and	the	majority	revaccinated,	while	
only	49	were	unvaccinated.	At	that	time	the	population	of	Cologne	was	125,000,	
of	which	8,000	were	unvaccinated.	This	gave	one	case	of	smallpox	to	53	
vaccinated	persons,	while	there	was	only	one	case	to	every	161	of	the	
unvaccinated.	
	
Valuable	statistics	have	also	been	collected	from	hospital	reports,	which	further	
demonstrate	the	fallacy	of	vaccination.	From	1700	to	1779,	there	were	collected	
from	hospital	reports,	24,994	cases	of	smallpox,	of	which	4,707,	or	18.83%	died.	
From	1836	to	1880,	of	48,248	hospital	cases,	8,926,	or	18.5%	died.	Of	the	first,	
none	were	vaccinated,	while	of	the	latter,	34,423	were	reported	as	protected	by	
vaccination.	
	



VACCINATORS	FALSIFY	STATISTICS	
	
The	statistics	above	quoted	are	at	variance	with	many	of	those	presented	by	the	
advocates	of	vaccination,	who	have	persistently	kept	up	a	system	of	falsification	
and	misrepresentation,	to	bolster	up	their	crumbling	fallacy.	
	
The	National	Vaccine	Establishment	of	England,	was	created	by	Act	of	
Parliament	in	1808.	The	Board	of	Managers	of	this	establishment	in	their	report	
for	1811,	wrote	as	follows:
	
"Previous	to	the	discovery	of	vaccination,	the	average	number	of	deaths	by	
smallpox	within	the	London	bills	of	mortality	was	2,000	annually;	whereas	
during	1811,	only	751	died	of	the	disease,"	etc.	
	
In	1818	this	Board	again	says:
	
"Instead	of	2,000	deaths	by	smallpox,	which	was	the	annual	average	previous	to	
the	practice	of	vaccination,	there	died	in	1818,	only	421."	
	
In	1826	we	find	in	the	report	of	this	same	Board	these	words:
	
"But	when	we	reflect	that	before	the	introduction	of	vaccination	the	average	
number	of	deaths	from	smallpox	was	annually	about	4,000,	no	stronger	
argument	can	reasonably	be	demanded	in	favor	of	the	value	of	this	important	
discovery."	
	
Again,	in	1836,	the	paid	officials	of	this	vaccine	establishment,	encouraged	by	
the	fact	that	their	report	of	1826	had	not	been	questioned,	still	further	falsify	
facts	by	the	following	report:	
	
"The	annual	loss	of	life	by	smallpox	in	the	metropolis	before	vaccination	was	
established,	exceeded	5,000."	
	
Contrast	with	these	statements	the	official	report	of	Dr.	Farr,	and	we	have	a	fair	
illustration	of	the	manner	in	which	vaccination	statistics	are	manipulated	in	
England,	and	in	every	other	country,	where	the	paid	advocates	of	vaccination	
and	the	producers	of	the	virus	feel	called	upon	to	keep	up	the	popular	delusion	
concerning	the	prophylactic	value	of	vaccination.	



	
Dr.	Farr	states	the	facts	in	these	words:
	
"Smallpox	attained	its	maximum	mortality	after	inoculation	was	introduced.	The	
annual	deaths	from	smallpox	in	London,	from	1760	to	1779,	were	on	an	average	
2,323.	In	the	next	twenty	years,	1780	to	1799,	they	declined	to	1,740.	The	
disease,	therefore,	began	to	grow	less	fatal	before	vaccination	was	discovered,	
indicating,	together	with	the	diminution	of	fevers,	the	general	improvement	of	
health	then	taking	place."	
	
These	are	facts	that	cannot	be	gain	said,	and	they	irrefutably	disprove	the	
assertion	that	40,000	died	annually	in	England,	before	the	introduction	of	
vaccination,	which	is	the	claim	made	by	vaccinators	to	prove	the	value	of	their	
vaunted	prophylactic.	
	
In	the	reports	of	smallpox	hospitals,	a	number	of	cases	are	always	reported	as	
unvaccinated;	and	in	the	fatal	confluent	cases,	where	vaccination	marks	could	
not	possibly	be	seen,	and	where	no	inquiry	has	been	made	regarding	previous	
protection,	they	are	invariably	returned	as	unvaccinated.	I	have	personal	
knowledge	of	several	such	cases	in	New	York,	during	the	past	winter.	
	
An	expose	of	this	kind	was	made	in	1875,	by	Mr.	John	Pickering,	of	Leeds,	
England.	The	Leeds'	smallpox	hospital	had	reported	715	cases	treated,	from	
January	29,	1872,	to	October	24,	1875,	of	which	they	reported	600	vaccinated	
and	115	not	vaccinated.	Mr.	Pickering	and	his	friend	Mr.	Kenworthy,	
investigated	about	half	of	this	number,	and	though	they	could	find	no	trace	of	
many	of	the	patients,	they	ascertained	the	following	facts	six	living	witnesses	
were	entered	"unvaccinated,"	all	of	whom	had	been	vaccinated;	nine	deceased	
persons	were	entered	"unvaccinated,"	all	of	whom	had	been	vaccinated;	eight	
cases	entered	as	"unvaccinated,"	should	have	been	entered	unsuccessfully	
vaccinated;	four	cases	were	entered	"unvaccinated,"	which	should	have	been	
returned	"certified	unfit."	
	
Proofs	of	these	facts	were	presented	to	the	Leeds'	Board	of	Guardians,	with	the	
offer	to	continue	the	inquiry	over	the	other	cases,	but	an	investigation	was	
refused.	
	
This	is	but	another	sample	of	the	manner	in	which	statistics	in	support	of	
vaccination	are	manufactured,	but	such	figures	cannot	deceive	any	one	who	is	



earnestly	endeavoring	to	ascertain	the	truth	concerning	this	important	question.
	

VACCINATION	IN	AMERICA
	
In	quoting	statistics	on	smallpox	and	vaccination,	we	obliged	to	use	those	of	
foreign	countries,	for	the	reason	that	none	are	accessible	in	America.	Even	the	
Boards	of	Health	of	our	large	cities	make	no	effort	to	ascertain	whether	those	
attacked	with	smallpox	have	been	vaccinated.	
	
In	New	York	and	Brooklyn,	repeated	endeavors	have	been	made	to	stamp	out	
smallpox	by	thorough	and	systematic	vaccination.	It	has	been	made	compulsory	
in	our	schools,	and	during	the	past	ten	years,	revaccination	has	been	demanded,	
or	in	its	place	a	certificate	from	a	physician	that	revaccination	was	unnecessary.	
Vaccinators	have	gone	from	house	to	house,	to	vaccinate	old	and	young,	and	it	is	
claimed	by	the	Health	Board	of	New	York,	that	they	have	vaccinated	800,000	
persons	during	the	past	eight	years.	
	
The	profession	generally	have	enjoined	the	people	to	have	recourse	to	repeated	
revaccination,	and	with	3,000	physicians	in	private	practice	in	New	York,	it	is	
certain	that	the	entire	population,	with	very	few	exceptions	have	been	vaccinated	
from	one	to	six	times.	Yet	smallpox	prevails,	and	this	protected	people	are	as	
much	hi	dread	of	the	disease	as	if	they	had	never	been	vaccinated.	
	
For	the	past	ten	years	I	have	rarely	met	persons	marked	with	smallpox,	without	
asking	them	if	they	had	been	vaccinated;	and	in	almost	every	case	I	received	an	
answer	in	the	affirmative,	while	many	knew	of	a	number	of	cases	of	deaths	from	
smallpox,	among	friends	who	had	been	vaccinated	and	revaccinated.	During	the	
past	year	I	have	known	of	several	cases	of	smallpox	in	persons	who	had	been	
revaccinated	and	pronounced	thoroughly	protected	by	the	public	vaccinators,	
notwithstanding	the	declaration	of	Dr.	Taylor,	the	chief	of	the	Vaccination	
Bureau,	that	"Vaccination	is	an	absolute	protective	against	variola.''	
	
In	1872	and	1873,	I	corresponded	with	over	two	hundred	medical	men,	and	
questioned	them	on	the	value	of	vaccination	in	their	experience.	The	aggregate	
number	of	smallpox	cases	seen	by	these	physicians	was	6,423;	of	which	4,020	
had	been	vaccinated,	and	3,008	of	these	revaccinated.	In	my	own	practice,	I	have	
seen	20	cases	of	smallpox,	of	which	fifteen	had	been	vaccinated,	and	eleven	of	



these	revaccinated.	Of	my	own	cases,	four	died,	three	of	whom	had	been	
vaccinated,	and	one	of	the	three	revaccinated,	while	the	fourth	was	that	of	a	child	
who	had	not	been	vaccinated	on	account	of	poor	health.	
	

THE	VACCINATORS’	CHANGE	OF	BASE
	
After	the	advocates	of	vaccination	were	forced	to	abandon	the	claim	that	it	
protected	for	life	against	smallpox,	they	declared	that	when	vaccinated	persons	
did	take	the	disease,	it	was	only	in	a	mild	form.	This	was	disproved,	even	in	
Jenner's	time,	by	the	death,	from	smallpox,	of	persons	who	had	been	vaccinated,	
and	such	cases	have	multiplied	to	such	an	extent	with	every	epidemic,	that	
another	change	of	base	was	found	necessary.	
	
Revaccination	every	few	years	was	then	advocated	as	a	certain	means	of	
mitigating	the	severity	of	smallpox,	and	still	deaths	occurred.	
	
It	is	now	the	custom	to	claim	that	every	person	who	escapes	smallpox,	whether	
vaccinated	once	or	a	dozen	times	has	been	protected	by	the	vaccination;	while	it	
is	asserted	that	the	vaccination	was	not	properly	performed,	in	all	cases	where	
smallpox	does	occur.	In	other	words,	they	claim	that	we	are	protected	till	the	
breaking	out	of	the	disease	proves	the	contrary,	and	then	they	assert	that	we	had	
no	proper	protection.	
	
gain,	every	mild	case	is	pronounced	varioloid,	if	found	among	the	vaccinated,	
and	variola,	if	seen	in	the	unvaccinated.	This	claim	is	entirely	without	foundation	
in	fact,	as	it	is	well	known	that	all	diseases	attack	persons	with	different	degrees	
of	severity,	the	strong	and	robust	being	slightly	affected,	while	the	weakly	suffer	
severely.	One	child	is	very	sick	with	measles,	while	another	in	the	same	family	
may	have	the	disease	so	slightly	as	not	to	affect	it	in	the	least;	one	may	die	from	
scarlet	fever,	while	another	may	only	be	slightly	indisposed	for	a	few	days;	one	
may	have	the	whooping	cough	for	a	week	or	two,	while	another	may	suffer	from	
it	for	months.	
	
One	person	may	die	from	cholera	in	a	few	hours,	while	another	may	have	it	
severely,	and	yet	recover;	and	one	may	feel	slightly	indisposed	from	malarial	
influences,	while	another	may	be	a	great	sufferer	for	months,	from	the	same	
cause.	This	being	true,	is	it	reasonable	to	suppose	that	smallpox	should	be	an	



exception	to	the	general	rule,	and	only	those	who	have	been	vaccinated,	have	it	
lightly'?	Certainly	not;	the	facts	prove	that	it	is	the	weakly	who	die	from	
smallpox,	whether	they	have	been	vaccinated	or	not.	And,	besides,	it	is	the	rule	
not	to	vaccinate	delicate,	sickly	children,	and	when	such	take	smallpox	they	are	
more	liable	to	die,	and	the	want	of	vaccination	is	assigned	as	the	sole	cause	of	
the	disease.	
	

THE	PROPHYLAXIS	OF	VACCINATION	HAS	
NEVER	BEEN	TESTED
	
Notwithstanding	all	that	has	been	claimed	in	favor	of	vaccination,	I	contend	that	
its	prophylaxis	against	smallpox	has	never	been	tested.	Ever	since	its	
introduction,	the	most	rigid	quarantine	regulations	have	been	enforced	hi	all	
smallpox	cases,	and	from	the	very	nature	of	the	disease,	it	must	be	admitted	that	
such	measures,	of	themselves,	are	calculated	to	prevent	its	spread,	while	superior	
knowledge	enables	physicians	to	treat	it	more	successfully	than	formerly.	
	
In	all	large	cities,	contagious	diseases,	including	smallpox,	prevail	most	
extensively	and	fatally	in	the	low-lying,	badly	drained	and	ventilated,	filthy	and	
densely	populated	districts,	where	contagion	cannot	be	prevented;	and	in	these	
districts,	too,	vaccination	has	been	almost	universally	performed,	because	it	has	
been	enforced	and	done	without	charge.	
	
If	vaccination	and	revaccination	will	certainly	prevent	smallpox,	why	do	its	
advocates	insist	on	the	enforcement	of	quarantine	regulations?	Why	do	they	
exclude	unvaccinated	children	from	our	public	schools?	Why	are	those	who	
have	been	protected	by	repeated	vaccinations	so	panic	stricken	when	a	case	of	
smallpox	is	discovered	in	their	midst?	Certainly	these	facts	prove	that	they	have	
no	faith	in	their	vaunted	prophylactic.	The	whole	history	of	the	way	vaccination	
protects	against	smallpox	is	summed	up	in	the	action	of	the	New	York	Health	
Board,	as	illustrated	by	their	management	during	the	past	winter.	
	
A	case	of	suspected	smallpox	is	reported,	and	an	inspector	is	sent	to	examine	the	
patient.	The	diagnosis	is	confirmed	and	the	patient	is	removed	before	vesication	
takes	place,	which	is	before	the	period	of	contagion.	The	house	is	then	
thoroughly	fumigated,	antiseptics	are	used	in	every	direction,	and	then	all	the	
inmates	are	thoroughly	vaccinated.	If	no	other	cases	occur,	the	credit	is	given	



entirely	to	the	protective	influence	of	the	vaccination;	while	the	removal	of	the	
patient	before	he	could	possibly	communicate	the	disease,	and	the	hygienic	
measures	employed,	are	never	mentioned.	
	
If	vaccination	is	the	vaunted	protective	it	is	claimed	to	be,	why	not	depend	on	it	
alone?	Why	not	prove	by	actual	facts	that	the	vaccinated	are	safe	from	smallpox	
under	all	circumstances,	while	the	unvaccinated	are	certain	to	take	the	disease	
whenever	exposed	to	it?	This	cannot	be	done,	but	on	the	contrary	thousands	have	
lost	faith	in	vaccination	because	of	its	repeated	failures.	
	
All	the	protection	we	have	against	smallpox	comes	from	our	improved	
knowledge	of	the	hygiene	of	the	person,	the	home,	and	the	community;	and	if	
1/4	of	the	money	that	is	now	spent	to	support	a	vaccination	aristocracy	was	
applied	to	improving	the	conditions	of	life	in	localities	where	smallpox	usually	
originates,	we	would	not	only	banish	smallpox,	but	with	it	all	other	zymotic	
diseases.	I	contend	that	vaccination,	without	quarantine	and	hygienic	conditions,	
would	show	an	enormous	increase	of	smallpox	in	a	very	short	time,	while	the	
strict	observance	of	the	latter,	without	vaccination,	would	tend	to	improve	the	
general	physical	condition	of	our	people	and	this	further	diminish	the	fatality	of	
smallpox.	
	
Until	the	advocates	of	vaccination	are	willing	to	depend	on	their	own	
prophylactic,	they	should	cease	to	urge	it	upon	those	who	have	no	faith	in	it.	



CHAPTER	3

THE	EVILS	OF	VACCINATION

Even	if	there	was	any	evidence	to	prove	that	vaccination	was	a	prophylactic	
against	smallpox,	the	appalling	evils	that	have	been	and	are	still	produced	by	it	
are	sufficient	to	condemn	the	practice	as	a	crime.	
	
Every	physician	of	experience	has	met	with	numerous	cases	of	cutaneous	
eruptions,	erysipelas,	and	syphilis,	which	were	directly	traceable	to	vaccination,	
and	if	these	could	all	be	collected	and	presented	in	one	report,	they	would	form	a	
more	terrible	picture	than	the	worst	that	has	ever	been	drawn	to	portray	the	
horrors	of	smallpox.	
	
In	1872,	I	condensed	into	a	report,	the	following	summary	of	evidence	(under	
oath),	taken	by	a	committee	of	the	British	House	of	Commons,	in	1871,	on	this	
subject.	It	speaks	for	itself:
	
Dr.	Collins	testifies:	
	
"After	twenty	years	experience	as	a	vaccinator,	during	six	or	seven	smallpox	
epidemics,	I	have	ceased	to	vaccinate	ten	or	twelve	years;	and	gave	up	at	least	
£500	sterling	a	year	by	so	doing.	I	consider	vaccination	not	only	useless,	but	an	
evil.	Have	often	seen	children	with	syphilitic	eruptions,	after	vaccination,	whose	
parents	were	free	from	any	taint.	Have	seen	children,	hitherto	healthy	with	no	
trace	of	struma,	after	vaccination	assume	a	scrofulous	character,	with	every	
characteristic	of	a	strumous	habit.	Erysipelas	and	phlegmanous	ulcers	are	also	by	
no	means	uncommon	after	vaccination.	In	a	particular	case	I	vaccinated	an	
apparently	healthy	child	with	lymph	from	the	national	vaccine	establishment,	
and	on	the	eighth	day,	from	a	true	Jennerian	vesicle	on	its	arm,	I,	at	the	request	
of	the	parents,	friends	of	the	first,	vaccinated	another	healthy	child;	and	three	
weeks	after	both	children	were	brought	to	me,	having	decided	syphilitic	
symptoms;	when,	on	examination,	it	was	found	that	the	father	of	the	first	child	
had	constitutional	syphilis.	The	parents	of	the	second	child	were	perfectly	
healthy,	but	the	syphilis	had	been	conveyed	to	it	by	the	vaccine	lymph	taken	
from	the	other.	Was	once	consulted	by	some	young	ladies	who	had	been	
vaccinated	from	their	brother,	who	had	been	suckled	by	a	syphilitic	nurse,	and,	



on	being	discovered,	it	was	found	that	her	own	child	had	the	usual	syphilitic	
symptoms."	
	
Dr.	Pearce	testifies:	
	
"I	have	given	special	attention	to	the	subject	of	vaccination	for	18	years.	Returns	
show	a	large	increase	of	consumption.	I	knew	a	lady	and	her	elder	brother,	
unvaccinated,	the	only	survivors	of	10	children,	the	rest	having	been	vaccinated,	
5	of	whom	died	in	childhood,	and	the	remaining	3	at	from	15	to	18,	of	
consumption.	The	mother	always	attributed	the	death	of	her	8	children	to	
vaccination.	The	ancestors	on	both	sides	for	generations	were	all	healthy	country	
people.	There	was	no	defect	of	nutrition,	no	re-breathed	air	of	workshops.
		
“When	vaccinating,	as	I	formerly	did	extensively,	I	was	astonished	to	find	that	I	
had	unwittingly	transmitted	syphilis	from	lymph	supplied	by	the	Jennerian	
Institution;	I	had	proved	that	no	taint	existed	in	the	parents;	had	20	or	24	such	
cases	within	four	years	at	Northampton."	
	
Referring	to	the	540	practitioners	who	are	reported	to	have	taken	grounds	against	
his	positions,	he	says:	
	
"They	are	chiefly	surgeons	of	hospitals,	who	perhaps	have	never	vaccinated	or	
been	in	general	practice;	the	answers	of	such	men	are	of	no	value.	Mr.	
Whitehead,	of	Manchester,	reports	several	instances	of	syphilitic	taint,	
transmitted	from	a	true	Jennerian	vesicle.	This	is	positive	evidence;	but	men	may	
say	that	they	never	have	seen	what	they	never	had	an	opportunity	of	seeing.	Dr.	
Ballard	had	stated	that	a	true	Jennerian	vesicle	cannot	be	distinguished	from	a	
vesicle	containing	syphilis."	
	
Dr.	J.	J.	Garth	Wilkinson	testifies:	
	
"I	have	vaccinated	to	within	the	last	five	years	without	thinking	about	it.	
Vaccination	is	so	entirely	secumdem	artem,	the	large	majority	cannot	think	about	
it.	We	are	continually	coming	upon	venerable	fallacies;	but	on	this	question	
prestige	and	interest	prevent	investigation.	Six	positive	cases	are	worth	10,000	
negatives,	which	go	for	nothing."	
	
Dr.	Silljestrom,	a	man	of	great	scientific	eminence,	and	a	legislator	in	Sweden,	
says:



	
"I	have	always	felt	that	if	vaccination	does	not	stand	against	smallpox	it	is	nil;	if	
it	does	so	stand,	millions	to	one	but	what	it	imparts	other	and	more	powerful	
disorders	into	the	system.	My	own	coachman's	child	took	erysipelas	
concurrently	with	vaccination,	and	both	the	child	and	its	mother,	who	was	
nursing	it,	who	had	had	smallpox,	died	of	the	erysipelas.	Knew	a	case	of	an	
eminent	literary	man	crippled	with	a	skin	affection,	a	kind	of	eczema	of	the	leg,	
ever	since	being	revaccinated	four	years	since.	Have	often,	almost	daily,	heard	
parents	say,	"My	children	have	never	been	the	came	since	they	were	vaccinated."	
	
Dr.	G.	S.	Gibson	testifies:	
	
"I	attribute	the	large	increase	in	infant	mortality	to	their	being	poisoned	in	the	
first	year	of	life,	in	a	greater	proportion	than	formerly,	by	vaccination.	
Constitutional	diseases	may	be	perpetuated	in	the	same	way,	and	the	foundation	
laid	for	tubercular	disease	of	some	kind."	
	
Prof.	Ricord	says	in	a	French	Medical	Journal,	of	March	10th,	1865:	
	
"At	first	I	repulsed	the	idea	that	syphilis	could	be	transmitted	by	vaccination,	but	
today	I	hesitate	no	more	to	proclaim	the	reality."	
	
Mr.	Emery	testifies:	
	
"I	have	seen	much	suffering,	ulcerous	sores,	etc.,	from	vaccination.	Vaccination	
is	matter	taken	from	the	cow,	put	into	the	arm,	and	from	arm	to	arm,	for	thirty	
years,	and	all	manner	of	dirt	is	scraped	out	of	one	person's	arm	and	put	into	
another.	I	had	a	healthy	child,	eleven	weeks	old,	vaccinated	in	May,	1869.	On	the	
ninth	day	it	became	very	ill,	the	arm,	body,	and	legs	swollen,	and	turned	red	and	
green,	having	no	rest	night	or	day	till	its	death,	a	month	after.	Have	since	seen	
one	hundred	to	one	hundred	and	fifty	healthy	children	suffering,	immediately,	
after	vaccination,	and	parents	who	have	lost	their	children	by	it."	
	
Me.	Covington	mentions	the	case	of	a	healthy	child,	twelve	months	old,	in	
whom	syphilitic	appearances	showed	themselves	five	weeks	after	vaccination.	
His	own	child	was	taken	ill	immediately	after	vaccination,	and	suffered	for	nine	
months,	and	afterwards	from	abscesses,	etc.,	for	four	years.	In	a	third	case,	a	
child	of	four	months,	immediately	broke	out	with	sores,	and	died	in	the	tenth	
month.	Believes	vaccination	conveys	consumption,	syphilis,	and	many	other	like	



diseases.	
	
Mr.	Adison	deposes:	
	
"That	on	the	8th	day	of	September,	1870,	he	had	a	sound,	healthy	child,	three	
months	old,	vaccinated	against	his	will,	to	obey	laws;	three	days	after	it	broke	
out	in	a	fearful	rash,	which	continued	to	increase	for	eight	weeks,	when	it	died."	
	
Rev.	Hume	Rothery	testifies:	
	
"I	had	a	healthy	child	which	suffered	from	a	long	series	of	very	large	boils,	
coming	on	three	months	after	vaccination,	which	I	believe	to	to	the	cause.	
Another	case,	a	healthy	child,	nine	months	old	when	vaccinated,	was	afterwards	
afflicted	with	sore	eyes	for	many	years,	and	they	are	still	weak;	it	being	
afterwards	found	that	sore	eyes	prevailed	in	the	family	from	which	she	was	
vaccinated.	
	
“A	third	case,	a	fortnight	after	vaccination,	(at	nine	months	old)	became	covered	
with	an	offensive	eruption	all	over	the	body,	is	now	three	years	old,	and	has	
seldom	since	been	free	from	sores	and	scabs;	her	elder	brother,	not	vaccinated,	
father	and	mother,	and	families	are	remarkably	healthy.	
	
“A	fourth	case,	now	four	years	old,	healthy	before	vaccination,	has	never	since	
been	so;	nine	months	afterwards	foul	sores	broke	out,	which	continued,	and	
appear	likely	to	continue;	there	is	a	hole	in	one	hand,	and	the	foot	probably	
crippled	for	life.	
	
“In	a	fifth	case,	vaccinated	when	a	babe,	the	family	all	perfectly	healthy,	cancer	
appeared	on	the	chin,	at	eighteen	months	old,	and	she	lost	the	left	breast	from	
cancer	at	thirteen.	
	
“A	sixth	case,	exceedingly	well	before	vaccination,	was	never	well	afterward.	Its	
flesh	rotted	on	slightest	scratch	of	a	pin,	and	now	and	then	broke	out	in	in	scales	
and	sores;	it	died	when	twenty	months	old.	Six	other	children	were	vaccinated	
from	this	child,	not	one	of	whom	survived.	
	
“A	seventh	case,	a	healthy	baby	before	vaccination,	became	ever	after	an	
indescribable	sufferer,	and	died	at	nearly	eight,	his	body	being	literally	rotten;	
father,	mother,	and	five	other	children	all	remarkably	healthy.	



	
“In	an	eighth	case,	a	healthy	boy,	four	months	old,	was	vaccinated;	three	months	
afterwards	the	arm	began	to	break	out,	the	head	was	one	mass	of	sores,	which	
continued	for	twelve	months;	believe	it	was	syphilis;	there	had	never	been	any	
disease	in	parents'	families.	Could	mention	a	considerable	number	of	other	cases,	
eight—all	of	deaths—from	Rochdale;	twelve	from	Smallbridge,	many	others	
from	Scotland;	all	attested	before	magistrates,	with	the	understanding	that	they	
were	to	be	laid	before	this	committee.	Could	mention	a	number	of	other	cases,	
but	the	sufferers	are	afraid	to	come	forward.	A	child	may	appear	healthy,	but	no	
one	can	say	where	a	latent	taint	exists."	
	
Dr.	Nicholson,	a	pro-vaccinator,	writes:	
	
"If	a	case	can	be	made	out	against	vaccination,	by	all	means	let	the	law	be	
repealed.”	
	
Whilst	Dr.	Blanc,	also	a	vaccinator,	says:	
	
"Persons	who	deny	such	transmission	are	greater	foes	to	vaccination	than	its	
declared	adversaries."	
	
Mr.	Simon	testifies:	
	
"There	is	not	the	least	doubt	that	syphilis	has,	on	several	occasions	been	
communicated	on	the	continent	by	what	was	purported	to	be	vaccination.	Lymph	
ought	not	to	be	taken	from	a	subject	who	can	be	reasonably	supposed	syphilitic.	
A	vaccinator	should	assume	that	such	would	convey	syphilis.	Practically,	we	
should	expect	lymph	taken	from	a	syphilitic	child	would	be	syphilitic,	as	the	safe	
side	to	err	on,	without	attaching	importance	to	negative	experiments."	
	
Dr.	Bakewell	testifies:	
	
"There	is	a	very	strong	opinion	among	medical	men	in	the	West	Indies	that	
leprosy	has	been	communicated	by	vaccination.	They	often	apply	to	me	for	
lymph	from	England,	though	there	would	be	an	equal	chance	of	English	lymph	
being	contaminated	by	syphilis;	have	seen	several	cases	of	leprosy	where	
vaccination	seemed	to	be	the	only	explanation;	have	a	case	now,	a	child	from	
India,	a	leper,	both	parents	being	English;	saw	another,	a	Creole	of	Trinidad,	also	
of	English	parents	Sir	Ronald	Martin	agreed	with	me	that	the	leprosy	arose	from	



vaccination.	Have	seen	several	cases	of	leprosy	resulting	from	vaccination,	
arrived	at	the	conclusion	with	reluctance	in	the	face	of	difficulties.	Have	no	
doubt	death	resulted	from	syphilis,	produced	by	vaccination,	in	the	Rivalta	cases.	
There	are	two	hundred	and	48	such	cases	mentioned	by	Lancereaux	as	having	
occurred	in	France,	Italy,	and	Germany.	Think	there	are	others	of	which	we	have	
no	knowledge."	
	
Mb.	Hutchinson	testifies:	
	
"I	was	asked	by	the	medical	man	to	examine	into	the	communication	of	syphilis	
to	several	adult	servants	and	shopmen	who	were	revaccinated,	on	the	7th	of	
February	last,	from	one	child,	lent	to	the	operator	from	a	public	vaccinating	
station.	Of	thirteen	so	vaccinated	whom	I	saw	on	the	fourth	or	fifth	of	April,	
eleven	had	on	their	arms	sores	characteristic	of	syphilis—the	primary	sore	of	
syphilitic	contagion;	the	two	who	escaped	were	the	first	vaccinated.	A	few	days	
later	saw	the	child	(six	months	old),	from	whom	the	lymph	was	taken,	and	
though	it	appeared	in	good	health,	I	should	have	no	doubt	it	was	the	subject	of	
inherited	syphilis;	it	had	an	eruption	on	the	body,	then	very	slight	indeed,	and	
probably	not	present	at	the	time	of	vaccination."	
	
Dr.	WM.	Collins,	of	London,	concludes	an	article	on	this	subject,	in	these	words:	
	
"I	am	bound	to	admit	that	I	have	no	faith	in	vaccination,	nay,	I	look	upon	it	with	
the	greatest	disgust,	and	firmly	believe	that	it	is	often	the	medium	of	conveying	
many	filthy	and	loathsome	diseases	from	one	child	to	another,	and	it	is	no	
protection	from	smallpox.	Indeed,	I	consider	we	are	now	living	in	the	Jennerian	
epoch	for	the	slaughter	of	the	innocent,	and	the	unthinking	portion	of	the	
population."	
	
The	Lancet	of	November	16,	1861,	contained	an	account	of	the	inoculation	of	46	
children	with	syphilis,	conveyed	by	means	of	vaccination.	And	in	1866,	thirteen	
children	were	similarly	affected	by	vaccination	from	a	child,	who	had	been	
vaccinated	with	lymph	obtained	from	the	medical	authorities.	On	the	same	
subject	the	Lancet	of	January,	1866	says:
	
"This	highly	important	subject	has	been	fully	treated	by	the	Siglo	Medica,	a	
Spanish	medical	paper.	In	this	article	we	find	statistical	tables	of	value.	The	
author,	in	collecting	data	respecting	instances	of	syphilitic	contamination	
through	the	vaccine	virus,	shows	that	the	disease	was	communicated	in	224	out	



of	314	vaccinations."	
	
Volume	twelve	of	the	Union	Medicate,	a	French	magazine,	contains	a	report	of	
the	celebrated	Rivalta	cases	in	Italy	in	1861.	In	these	cases	46	children	were	
vaccinated	with	virus	from	an	infant	that	seemed	healthy,	and	seventeen	were	
afterward	vaccinated	from	one	of	the	children	of	the	first	series,	and	of	these	44	
were	affected	with	syphilis,	and	they	in	turn	propagated	the	infection	to	their	
mothers	and	nurses.	Dr.	Henry	Lee,	a	great	authority	in	syphilis,	stated	after	
investigation,	that	he	could	come	to	no	other	conclusion	but	that	the	disease	was	
communicated	by	vaccination	in	the	Rivalta	cases.	
	
Prof.	Joseph	Jones,	of	Nashville,	Tennessee,	of	the	late	Confederate	army,	
published,	in	1867,	a	pamphlet	of	164	pages,	in	which	he	gives	the	sworn	
testimony	of	many	prominent	physicians	in	the	Southern	States,	proving	beyond	
doubt,	that	many	hundreds	of	soldiers	had	died	from	syphilis	and	gangrene	
caused	by	vaccination.	
	
At	times	when	any	number	of	vaccinations	are	being	performed,	hardly	a	week	
passes	without	reports	of	deaths	from	erysipelas	following	vaccination.	In	spite	
of	the	utmost	care,	I	frequently	met	with	such	cases	in	my	own	practice,	before	I	
abandoned	vaccination,	and	there	are	few	physicians	who	have	not	similar	
experiences	to	record.	
	
That	erysipelas	and	infantile	syphilis	have	increased	to	an	alarming	extent	during	
the	past	twenty	years,	can	be	proved	by	the	death	returns	of	every	country	where	
vaccination	is	practiced,	and	the	best	authorities	in	the	world	no	longer	deny	that	
both	of	these	diseases	have	been	largely	augmented	by	vaccination.	
	
Such	cases	are	being	reported	from	every	part	of	the	United	States,	and	the	
individual	testimony	of	physicians,	in	private	practice,	would	fill	many	volumes	
without	exhausting	the	horrors	that	have	been	developed	by	vaccination.	
	
Vaccinators	had	long	denied	that	disease	of	any	kind	could	be	communicated	by	
vaccination,	but	by	degrees,	many	in	this	country	tacitly	admitted	their	error,	by	
substituting	bovine	for	humanized	virus.	
	
It	was	positively	declared	by	the	Metropolitan	Board	of	Health,	of	the	City	of	
New	York,	in	1872,	that	the	humanized	vaccine	lymph	had	never	conveyed	
diseases	from	one	person	to	another.	They	were	actually	forced	to	abandon	that	



position	in	less	than	three	years.	A	bureau	was	then	established,	in	the	
department,	for	the	purpose	of	supplying	bovine	virus,	and	all	physicians	in	the	
city	were	notified	that	they	should	adopt	it	in	their	practice.	They	asserted	that	
this	virus	was	the	genuine	vaccine	lymph,	obtained	in	France	from	pustules	
spontaneously	formed	on	the	udders	of	cattle;	and	have	since	declared	that	they	
use	no	other.	This	claim	had	allayed	the	fears	of	the	people	about	the	dangers	of	
vaccination,	as	it	was	thought	no	disease	could	follow	the	use	of	this	bovine	
virus.	Dr.	Martin,	of	Boston,	the	New	York	Health	Board,	and	a	number	of	other	
enterprising	doctors,	are	now	engaged	in	producing	this	"virus,"	which	Jenner	
claimed	"did	not	protect	against	smallpox,"	and	these	are	the	men	who	mislead	
the	public	by	false	statistics	and	are	urging	the	passage	of	compulsory	
vaccination	laws.	But	they	do	more	than	this.	They	deceive	the	people	in	regard	
to	the	kind	of	virus	they	use	and	offer	for	sale.	
	
At	a	recent	meeting	of	the	First	Anti-Vaccination	League	of	America,	the	writer	
stated	that	the	officials	of	the	Board	of	Health	collected	the	scabs	from	the	arms	
of	children	vaccinated	by	them,	without	regard	to	the	health	of	the	children,	and	
sold	them	at	two	dollars	a	scab.	A	Herald	reporter	interviewed	Dr.	Taylor,	chief	
of	the	Vaccination	Bureau,	and	he	was	obliged	to	admit	that	such	scabs	were	
collected,	but	were		not	used	at	home.	He	then	acknowledged	that	they	were	sold	
for	use	in	Cuba	and	SouthAmerica.	Is	not	even	this	admission	enough	to	stamp	
the	men	who	claim	to	supply	"only	pure	bovine	virus,"	as	unworthy	of	public	
confidence.	
	
The	public	must	not	be	mislead,	however,	by	the	claim,	that	no	disease	can	be	
communicated	by	bovine	virus.	Domestic	cattle	are	subject	to	all	the	diseases	to	
which	man	is	liable,	with	the	possible	exception	of	syphilis,	and	many	careful	
observers	have	found	those	diseases	in	progress	after	vaccination.	Erysipelas	and	
various	cutaneous	eruptions	are	common	sequences	of	bovine	vaccination,	and	
Dr.	G.	H.	Merkell,	of	Boston,	has	reported	cases	having	all	the	characteristics	of	
syphilis,	following	the	use	of	Dr.	Martin's	virus	on	children	previously	healthy,	
and	in	whose	families	no	taint	of	disease	could	be	traced.	
	
On	this	subject	The	Lancet,	(London),	June	22,	1879	says:	
	
"The	notion	that	animal	lymph	would	be	free	from	chances	of	syphilitic	
contamination	is	so	fallacious	that	we	are	surprised	to	see	Dr.	Martin,	of	Boston,	
Mass.,	U.S.	reproduce	it."	
	



When	vaccination	of	all	kinds	is	entirely	abandoned,	and	people	are	more	
thoroughly	instructed	regarding	the	laws	of	health	all	forms	of	zymotic	diseases	
will	be	unknown,	and	the	general	vitality	of	the	race	will	be	greatly	improved.	
	

WHO	UPHOLDS	VACCINATION?	
	
There	are	several	classes	of	persons	who	uphold	vaccination:	
	
1)	The	vaccination	rings,	consisting	of	the	officials	of	health	boards,	and	public	
vaccinators,	who	are	yearly	receiving	millions	of	dollars	from	the	public	
treasuries.	It	is	their	interest	to	favor	the	practice	at	all	hazards,	and	they	falsify	
statistics	in	order	to	conceal	its	failures	and	evils.	
	
2)	Thousands	of	medical	men	believe	in	vaccination	because	they	have	been	
taught	to	do	so,	and	because	the	best	authorities	recommended	it.	They	have	
vaccinated	because	it	was	the	custom	and	they	were	paid	for	it.	They	have	
supposed	vaccination	would	prevent	smallpox,	and	they	never	dreamed	of	
making	any	investigation	for	themselves,	or	even	giving	it	a	moments	thought.	
	
3)	A	rapidly	increasing	number	of	the	profession,	who	have	no	faith	in	
vaccination,	tell	us	that	if	people	wish	to	be	vaccinated	they	might	as	well	do	it	
and	get	the	fee,	as	someone	else	would	do	so	if	they	did	not.	The	people	believe	
in	it	and	they	encourage	the	belief.	
	
Of	the	first	class	we	have	no	desire	to	speak.	They	intentionally	or	ignorantly	
ignore	all	the	facts	of	history	and	aim	at	making	every	thing	conform	to	their	
ideas	and	wishes.	Among	the	second	class	there	are	many	sincere	men	who	
undertake	to	defend	vaccination,	but	they	cannot	see	both	sides	of	the	question;	
and	with	a	few	old	figures	and	a	rehash	of	the	old	story,	they	rush	into	print	to	
convince	the	profession	and	the	people	of	the	great	value	of	vaccination.	
	
It	is	hard	to	abandon	old	theories	and	beliefs.	It	is	harder	still	to	uproot	popular	
fallacies;	but	that	vaccination	is	doomed	to	follow	into	oblivion,	the	practice	of	
bloodletting,	and	general	depletion,	and	the	numerous	other	empirical	practices	
that	once	constituted	regular	medicine,	is	as	certain	as	that	the	sun	shines.	
	



THE	OPPONENTS	OF	VACCINATION
	
Those	whose	interest	it	is	to	keep	up	the	belief	in	the	prophylactic	value	of	
vaccination	against	smallpox,	have	endeavored	to	make	it	appear	that	anti-
vaccinators	were	bigoted	and	ignorant,	and	therefore	not	entitled	to	credence.	
The	truth	is	that	they	are	neither	bigoted	nor	ignorant,	but	have	been	compelled	
to	abandon	vaccination,	after	giving	the	entire	subject	a	careful	and	impartial	
investigation.	The	majority	have	refused	to	vaccinate	under	any	consideration,	
and	have	relinquished	a	considerable	sum	of	money,	yearly,	rather	than	continue	
a	practice	which	they	believe	to	be	a	fallacy	and	a	crime.	
	
They	have	espoused	an	unpopular	cause,	and	have	made	many	personal	
sacrifices	to	uproot	what	they	conscientiously	believe	to	be	wrong.	They	have	
had	everything	to	lose	and	nothing	to	gain	by	entering	upon	this	crusade	against	
vaccination,	and	they	are	confident	that	every	candid	person	who	will	take	the	
trouble	to	investigate,	will	enrol	themselves	on	their	side	of	the	question.	With	
the	conviction	that	they	are	right,	and	with	the	cooperation	of	many	of	the	ablest	
minds	the	world	has	ever	known,	they	can	afford	to	smile	at	the	invectives	and	
ridicule	of	the	interested,	indifferent,	and	ignorant	physicians,	who	find	it	
necessary	to	do	everything	in	their	power	to	perpetuate	the	popular	faith	in	
vaccination.	
	
The	following	opinions	of	eminent	physicians	and	savans,	will	give	some	idea	of	
the	extent	of	the	disbelief	in	vaccination,	and	if	they	are	the	"ignorant	men"	of	
the	nineteenth	century	we	have	no	objections	to	being	classed	with	them:	
	
Dr.	Joseph	Herman,	principal	physician	at	the	Imperial	Hospital,	Vienna,	from	
1858	to	1864,	says:	
	
"My	experience	of	smallpox	during	those	six	years	of	bedside	attendance,	has	
given	me	the	right,	or	rather	has	imposed	on	me	the	duty,	of	taking	part	in	the	
bold	and	spirited	onslaught	on	vaccination	which	is	now	being	carried	on	in	
Switzerland,	Germany,	England,	and	other	countries.	I	am	convinced	that	
vaccination	is	the	greatest	mistake	and	delusion	in	the	science	of	medicine;	a	
fanciful	illusion	in	the	mind	of	the	discoverer;	a	phenomenal	apparition,	devoid	
of	scientific	foundation,	and	wanting	in	all	the	conditions	of	scientific	
possibility."	
	



Dr.	C.T.	Pearce,	London,	says:	
	
"That	the	increased	death	rate	of	children	is	coeval	with	the	extension	of	
vaccination;	that	so	far	from	the	practice	being	protective	against	smallpox,	the	
liability	to	smallpox	in	adult	life	is	greater	in	the	vaccinated	than	in	the	
unvaccinated."	
	
Sir	James	Y.	Simpson,	M.D.,	Edinburg,	says:	
	
"Smallpox	can	never	be	exterminated	by	vaccination."	
	
Dr.	Simon,	medical	officer	to	the	Privy	Council,	England,	says:	
	
"Smallpox	after	vaccination,	has	been	a	disappointment	both	to	the	public	and	
the	medical	profession."	
	
Dr.	Caron,	Paris,	Chevalier	of	the	Legion	of	Honor,	and	late	Government	
Physician	to	Paris	Prisons,	says:	
	
"Vaccination,	so-called,	modifies	not	one	tittle	of	either	the	virulence	or	the	
consequences	of	the	smallpox.	I	have	long	since	refused	to	vaccinate	at	any	
price."	
	
The	Lancet	(London),	January	21,	1871,	says:	
	
"From	the	early	part	of	the	century,	cases	of	smallpox	after	vaccination	have	
been	increasing	and	now	amount	to	4/5	of	cases."	
	
Dr.	Vice,	Ekerbery,	near	Stettin,	says:	
	
"I	should	be	glad	to	say	a	few	words	about	smallpox	epidemics,	because	in	the	
year	1871-72,	I	had	652	smallpox	patients	under	my	care,	of	whom	431	were	
French	and	221	German,	of	various	origin	and	ages.	According	to	my	experience
—from	accurate	notes	taken	at	the	time—vaccination	does	not	exercise	the	
slightest	influence	in	mitigating	the	force	of	the	epidemic;	for	many	of	the	
patients	had	been	recently	vaccinated,	some	only	14	days,	and	others	within	six	
months	of	their	being	seized	with	the	disease.	The	theory	is	pro-pounded,	that	
after	vaccination,	smallpox	is	less	severe.	I	contest	it	most	vigorously,	because	
the	majority	of	those	vaccinated	were	seized	with	the	genuine	smallpox	



(variola).	Among	the	French	who	were	not	vaccinated,	the	spurious	smallpox	
(varicella)	principally	prevailed;	which	speaks	strongly	against	vaccination.	
	
"You	must	be	aware	of	the	injurious	consequences	so	frequently	resulting	from	
the	vaccination	of	children.	Vainly	do	I	seek	to	discover	the	advantages	of	
vaccination."	—From	papers	read	at	Medical	Congress,	Chemnitz,	Lower	
Saxony,	September	27,	1872.	
	
Dr.	Nittinger,	of	Stuttgart,	writes,	in	1872,	of	Wurtemberg:	
	
"In	five	districts	scarcely	any	medical	men	practiced	vaccination.	Out	of	462	
physicians	in	the	country,	only	229	vaccinated.	We	have	to	lament	that	since	
vaccination,	there	has	been	no	year	free	from	smallpox;	that	smallpox	hospitals	
have	been	built,	and	are	continually	open	that	of	100;	patients	before	
vaccination,	only	6	to	7	died;	but	since,	from	10	to	20	die."	
	
Dr.	Charles	John	Bricknell,	Banbury,	England,	says:	
	
"I	shall	be	ready	at	any	time	to	state	my	belief	in	the	inefficacy	of	vaccination	as	
a	preventive	of	smallpox,	and	also	that	the	practice	of	vaccination	is	contrary	to	
the	principles	of	medical	science.	I	believe	it	would	be	a	great	benefit	to	
mankind	if	it	were	rendered	penal	to	vaccinate."	
	
Dr.	Leander	Joseph	Keller,	chief	physician	to	the	Austrian	State	Railways,	kept	a	
record	of	the	mortality	amongst	the	company's	servants	and	their	families,	of	373	
smallpox	cases,	during	1872.	Dr.	K.	concludes	his	paper	thus:	
	
"1.	Generally	more	vaccinated	than	unvaccinated	persons	are	attacked	by	
smallpox.	
	
2.	Revaccination	did	not	protect	from	smallpox,	and	did	not	lessen	the	general	
mortality.	
	
3.	Neither	vaccination	nor	revaccination	exercised	a	favorable	influence	upon	
the	smallpox	mortality."	
	
Dr.	John	Simon,	medical	officer	of	Privy	Council,	England,	says:	
	
"Vaccination	is,	or	is	not	a	preventive.	If	it	be	so,	it	is	effective	the	first	time,	and	



does	not	need	to	be	repeated.	To	say	that	it	requires	repeating	at	stated	periods	of	
five,	or	seven,	or	ten	years,	is	arrogant	humbug	and	quackery."
Dr.	John	Simon,	medical	officer	of	Privy	Council,	England,	says:	
	
"The	smallpox	epidemic	of	1870-3,	was	part	of	a	worldwide	prevalence	of	the	
disease.	It	seems	universally	testified	by	skilled	observers,	that	no	smallpox	
epidemic	in	living	memory	had	been	(if	I	may	so	express	it)	of	equally	malignant	
intention	with	that	which	is	here	in	question."	—Public	Health	Reports,	1874.	
	
(If	this	be	so,	where	is	the	protection	of	vaccination?)
	
	Dr.	Seaton,	Superintendent	of	Vaccination,	in	his	Public	Health	Reports	for	
1874,	writing	of	the	epidemic	of	smallpox	for	1870-73,	says:	
	
"The	peculiar	intensity	of	this	epidemic	was	manifested	by	the	extreme	
diffusiveness	of	the	disease;	by	its	attacking,	in	unusual	proportion,	persons	who	
were	regarded	as	protected	against	the	disease,	whether	by	previous	smallpox	or	
by	vaccination,	and	by	the	occurrence	with	quite	remarkable	frequency	of	cases	
of	a	malignant	and	haemorragic	type,	and	a	consequent	unusually	high	ratio	of	
deaths	to	attacks."	
		
(Where	is	the	virtue	of	vaccination,	Dr.	Seaton?)	
	
Dr.	H.	Oidtmann,	of	Linnich,	says:	
	
"In	Sweden,	prior	to	the	introduction	of	vaccination,	in	1801,	died	of	smallpox,	
600	persons	per	1,000,000	inhabitants,	and	since	vaccination	has	been	
assiduously	practiced	there,	the	mortality	of	smallpox	has	gradually	but	regularly	
increased.	In	1874,	with	a	population	exceeding	but	little	the	number	of	
4,000,000,	there	died	of	smallpox,	in	this	State,	4,063,	exhibiting	thus	an	
increase	of	more	than	400	per	1,000,000	of	inhabitants."	
	
Dr.	E.	Robinson,	late	Medical	Officer	of	Health,	Dunkinfield,	England,	says:	
	
"Whilst	I	have	shown	that	the	increase	of	53	to	75%	of	smallpox	after	
vaccination,	is	owing	to	vaccination	as	an	operation	having	a	tendency	to	
increase	smallpox,	I	wish	the	reader	to	understand	that	I	do	not	look	upon	this	
tendency	as	constituting	the	most	serious	of	the	unsafe	conditions	inseparably	
connected	with	vaccination.	The	promotion	of	the	other	diseases	referred	to	in	



former	pages	is	the	influence	which	condemns	vaccination	as	an	unsafe	
remedy."—From	"Can	Disease	Protect	Health,"	1880,	p.32.	
	
Dr.	Stramm,	Medical	Staff	Officer,	Prussian	Army,	says:	
	
"I,	myself,	have	been	vaccinated,	and	twice	successfully	revaccinated;	and	yet,	
in	the	exercise	of	my	official	medical	duties	during	the	late	epidemics	in	Prussia,	
I	have	been	attacked	with	smallpox	in	the	most	virulent	confluent	form,	and	been	
only	saved	from	worse	consequences	by	a	speedy	change	of	climate."	
	
Dr.	Ceely,	Aylesbury,	England,	says:	
	
"They	would	not	be	able	to	annihilate	smallpox	by	vaccination,	and	he	defied	
any	one	to	show	he	had	claimed	such	a	result;	from	the	experience	he	had	had,	
no	such	thing	could,	or	ever	would	happen."	—Address	at	Calf	Lymph	
Conference,	London,	December,	1879
	
Dr.	Jules	Guerin,	Paris,	in	an	address	before	the	French	Academy	of	Medicine,	
1881,	says:	
	
"A	large	number	of	medical	men	consider	a	general	vaccination	and	
revaccination	to	be	in	itself	one	of	the	causes	of	smallpox;	a	crowd	of	the	newly	
vaccinated	to	be	itself	a	dangerous	centre	of	infection;	and	the	150,000	
revaccinations	in	Paris	during	the	siege	to	be	in	some	degree	responsible	for	the	
great	epidemics	of	1870-1."	
	
Dr.	Charles	Cameron,	member	of	the	House	of	Commons,	England,	says:	
	
"Since	1836,	our	statistics	have	been	compiled	so	as	to	enable	us	to	compare	the	
mortality,	not	merely	in	smallpox	occurring	in	all	classes	of	vaccinated	persons,	
at	different	periods,	but	in	each	separate	class	of	vaccinated	persons—in	persons,	
that	is,	with	1,	2,	3,	or	4	good	or	indifferent	marks.	I	have	gone	into	these	details,	
and	found	that	not	merely	has	the	mortality	in	smallpox	occurring	after	
vaccination	progressively	increased	in	the	aggregate,	but	it	has	increased	in	
each	class	of	cases,	and	increased	enormously	in	the	best	vaccinated	classes	of	
cases."	—Letter	in	London	Times,	May	24.	1881.	
	
Dr.	J.J.	Garth	Wilkinson,	of	London,	Eng.	says:	
	



"It	is	demonstrable	that	vaccination	has	no	influence	whatever	over	the	smallpox	
death	rate.	For	the	whole	hospital	death	rate	now	of	vaccinated	and	unvaccinated	
is	just	18%;	almost	exactly	what	it	was	before	vaccination	existed."	
	
Prof.	Manniell,	Royal	College	Surgeon,	Leland:	
	
"The	term	imperfect	or	spurious	vaccination	is	frequently	met	with	in	books,	and	
has	been	the	cause	of	no	small	degree	of	confusion	in	practice,	although,	at	the	
same	time,	it	has	frequently	afforded	the	practitioner	an	asylum	against	the	
storms	now	and	then	arising	out	of	failures	in	the	protective	power	of	the	vaccine	
disease."	
	
Dr.	Copeland,	(Medical	Dictionary	pp.832):	
	
"Just	half	a	century	has	elapsed	since	the	discovery	and	introduction	of	
vaccination,	and	after	a	quarter	of	a	century	of	transcendent	laudations	of	this	
measure,	with	merely	occasional	whispering	of	doubt;	and	after	another	quarter	
of	a	century	of	reverberated	encomiums	from	well	paid	'Vaccination	Boards,'	
raised	with	a	view	of	overbearing	the	increasing	murmurings	of	disbelief	among	
those	who	observe	and	think	for	themselves—the	middle	of	the	nineteenth	
century	finds	the	majority	of	the	profession,	in	all	latitudes	and	hemispheres,	
doubtful	as	to	the	preponderance	of	advantages,	present	and	prospective,	to	be	
obtained	either	from	inoculation	or	vaccination."	
	
Dr.	Felix	Von	Niemeyer,	says:	
	
"It	(vaccination)	endangers	life,	and	in	other	cases	leaves	permanent	impairment	
of	health."	
	
Prof.	German,	M.D.,	University	of	Leipsic:	
	
"Above	all,	the	dire	fatality	which	lately	occurred	at	Lebus,	a	suburb	of	
Frankfort-on-the-Oder,	would	alone	warrant	the	abolition	of	the	vaccination	
laws.	Eighteen	school	girls,	averaging	twelve	years	of	age,	were	revaccinated,	
and	thereby	syphilised	and	some	of	them	died.	Yet	the	lymph,	the	syphilitic	
lymph,	used	in	this	case	was	obtained	from	the	Official	Royal	Establishment	for	
the	new	'	regenerated	'	or	'annualized'	vaccine	lymph	so	warmly	recommended	
for	the	revaccination	of	schools."	
	



Dr.	Kolb,	Munich:	
	
"In	well-vaccinated	Bavaria,	famous	for	compulsion	in	1871,	out	of	30,742	
cases,	29,439	were	supplied	by	the	vaccinated."	
	
Prof.	Francis	W.	Newman,	of	London	University,	says:	
	
“Nothing	is	clearer	to	any	one	who	will	open	his	eyes	than	that	what	is	now	
called	vaccination	has	no	effect	in	lessening	smallpox,	and	has	frequent	and	
terrible	effect	in	doing	mischief.	The	doctors	who	urge	vaccination	do	not	
believe	in	it,	for	they	advise	revaccination."	
	
	P.A.	Taylor,	M.P.,	England,	says:	
	
"I	have	no	hesitation	in	asserting	the	confident	opinion,	as	the	result	of	much	
study	of	the	question—historically	and	statistically—that	vaccination	is	a	
ridiculous	delusion—that	there	is	no	evidence	that	it	has	the	slightest	effect	as	a	
preventive	of	smallpox	that	indeed	the	negative	evidence	is	all	the	other	way,	
while	the	positive	evidence	of	the	mischief	it	has	done	is	incontrovertible."	
	
Adolph	Count	Bedtwitz,	of	Austria,	says:	
	
"For	let	medical	advocates	exhaust	themselves	as	they	may	in	sophisms,	it	
nevertheless	remains	an	eternal	truth,	that	the	State	has	no	right	to	prescribe	a	
medical	creed	to	any	man;	and	no	man,	with	any	self-respect,	who	has	once	seen	
through	the	stupid	superstition,	the	shameless	deceit	of	vaccination,	will,	without	
resisting	to	the	uttermost,	ever	consent	to	the	degradation	of	allowing	the	near	
and	dear	to	him	to	be	subjected	to	it,	or	lend	a	hand	to	the	coercion	of	others."	
	
Alexander	von	Humboldt,	says:	
	
"I	have	clearly	perceived	the	progressive	dangerous	influence	of	vaccination	in	
England,	France	and	Germany."	
	
Herbert	Spencer,	writes:	
	
"I	wish	I	had	known	some	time	since	that	the	vaccination	persecution	had	in	any	
case	been	carried	so	far	as	you	describe,	as	I	might	have	made	use	of	the	fact.	It	
would	have	served	farther	to	enforce	the	parallel	between	this	medical	popery	



which	men	think	so	defensible,	and	the	religious	popery	which	they	think	so	
indefensible."
	
Dr.	Furber,	of	Topeka,	Kansas,	says:	
	
"There	is	no	necessity	to	resort	to	such	a	loathsome	imaginary	remedy.	
Vaccination	is	a	humbug;	enforced	vaccination	a	crime."	
	
Many	more	similar	opinions	might	be	quoted,	but	enough	has	been	presented	to	
give	an	idea	of	the	character	of	the	men	who	are	opposed	to	vaccination.	
	

DEDUCTIONS
	
From	the	facts	presented	in	the	foregoing	pages,	we	cannot	fail	to	deduce	the	
following:	
	
1)	That	Jennerian	vaccination	is	neither	practiced	or	believed	in	at	the	present	
day,	therefore,	he	made	no	discovery.	
	
2)	No	two	physicians	agree	as	to	what	constitutes	efficient	vaccination,	
therefore,	the	practice	is	empirical	and	unscientific.	
	
3)	That	the	percentage	of	fatal	smallpox	is	as	great	now,	as	before	Jenner's	time.	
	
4)	That	smallpox	has	largely	increased	during	the	past	few	years,	in	spite	of	
vaccination.	
	
5)	That	serious	evils	follow	vaccination,	whether	the	virus	is	humanized	or	
bovine.	
	
6)	That	vaccination	has	never	been	tested	as	a	prophylactic	against	smallpox.	
	
7)	That	sanitary	conditions	and	strict	isolation	of	patients,	are	the	only	safe	
guards	against	all	zymotic	diseases.	
	
8)	That	the	majority	of	the	profession	who	advocate	vaccination	are	primarily	
	interested	in	its	perpetuation.	
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DR.	C.G.G.	NITTINGER’S	EVILS	OF	VACCINATION
DEDICATION	TO	THE	PUBLIC
	
In	presenting	and	recommending	the	contents	of	this	little	volume	to	the	friendly	
consideration	of	the	public	in	general,	and	physicians	in	particular,	I	am	perfectly	
aware	of	the	terrible	outcry	that	will	be	raised	against	it	and	me;	I	also	
acknowledge	the	truth	that	nobody	stands	there	in	his	time,	so	perfect	and	
independent,	that	he	would	not	err	and	sin	with	that	time.	I	therefore	hope	I	will	
be	forgiven	when	I	am	wrong—may	he	do	better	who	finds	fault	with	the	
following.	It	concerns	and	aims	at	the	benefit	of	mankind,	and	has	thus	great	
claim	on	the	consideration	of	the	people.	It	is	a	battle	against	the	faith	of	more	
than	half	a	century,	taught	by	physicians,	upheld	by	the	clergy,	and	blindly	
believed	in	by	the	people.	The	odds	are	fearful;	yet	truth	is	mighty.	I	only	ask	for	
fair	play.	Let	the	struggle	be	an	open	and	honest	one,	not	carried	on	in	the	sick	
chamber	of	the	deceived	people,	or	with	assassin	weapons	that	shun	daylight	and	
the	front	of	the	opponent.	
	
I	have	abstained	from	the	publication	of	statistical	tables,	sustaining	the	contents	
of	this	book,	and	already	prepared,	but	will	mention	their	result.	
	
The	increase	of	the	population	of	the	United	States	of	America	is	immense,	but	it	
is	certainly	not	owing	to	causes	that	would	prove	a	preeminently	increased	
healthy	state	of	the	people,	because	such	increase	of	population	depends	on:



	
1)	A	healthy	power	of	generation.	
	
2)	A	strong	desire	for	generation,	and,
	
3)	Social	furtherance	of	generation.	
	
When	we	here	cannot	complain	of	a	want	in	these	latter	two	requirements,	the	
absence	of	the	first	acts	very	injuriously,	for	notwithstanding	the	large	number	of	
births,	the	existence	of	a	healthy	generative	power	is	contradicted:
	
1)	On	the	part	of	the	male:	(a)	by	the	greater	mortality	of	the	sex,		(1:	29)	(b)	by	
the	inability	of	men	to	bear	the	fatigues	of	a	campaign,	(Mexico)	and	(c)	by	the	
weakness	and	liability	to	disease	of	men	in	general.	
	
2)	On	the	part	of	the	female:	
	
a)	by	the	greater	mortality	of	the	sex,	(1:	41),	
	
b)	by	the	increased	sufferings	during	pregnancy,	(c)	by	the	frequent	premature	
births,	
	
d)	by	the	more	frequently	required	obstetrical	operations,	and,
	
e)	by	the	unhappy	experience	that	the	childbed	becomes	generally	a	sickbed,	and	
often	a	deathbed;	(formerly	the	81st	died,	now	the	23rd).
	
3)	On	the	part	of	the	child:	(a)	by	the	fact	that	the	fruit	from	such	diseased	seed	
and	soil	comes	diseased	into	the	world,	(b)	that	generally	1/2	of	the	deaths	are	
those	of	infants,	and	(c)	by	the	daily	increasing	number	of	stillborn	children.	
	
C.C.	Schieferdecker,	MD
Philadelphia,	January	1856.	
	

A	WORD	TO	PHYSICIANS
	
Vaccination	belongs	not	to	the	"science,"	it	is	neither	a	"remedy"	nor	even	a	



"remedium	anceps.”	It	rests	"a	priori"	upon	ignorance;	should	everything	that	
happens	afterwards	in	the	world,	in	and	on	man,	belong	to	Medicine?
	
My	scientific	conscience	is	not	so	wide.	What	nobody	understands,	is	for	nobody	
a	science.	Vaccination	is	mere	"custom."	What	nobody	knows,	so	much	knows	
every	body;	in	vaccination	there	are	neither	wisemen	nor	laymen,	but	only	
vaccine	practitioners	and	vaccine	carriers;	everybody	who	has	five	senses,	and	
perceives	the	consequences	of	vaccination,	or	feels	them	even	on	himself,	has	a	
perfect	right	to	judge	of	it.	It	belongs	therefore,	more	perhaps,	than	any	other	
object,	on	the	broadest	basis	of	publicity,	before	that	public	which	offers	its	skin	
for	it,	and	lays	at	stake	its	welfare	and	life.	
	
While	Medicine	slept,	vaccination	has	crept	illegally	into	it;	it	has	borrowed	the	
mask	of	science,	and	is	neither	founded	in	reason,	for	poison	poisons	the	healthy,	
and	kills	the	sickly;	nor	in	nature,	for	the	instinct	abhors	it;	nor	in	physiology,	for	
then	the	whole	doctrine	of	resorption	and	endermaty	would	be	false,	it	would	be	
(punctum	saliens!)	the	victorious	autonomy	of	the	life	power	in	the	exportation	
through	the	skin,	an	untruth;	nor	in	the	chemistry,	for	even	a	tyro	would	not	
pretend	to	neutralize	acid	by	acid,	alkali	by	alkali,	as	the	physician,	pox	by	pox;	
nor	in	the	dignity	of	man,	for	who	will	throw	poison	about	him,	against	the	
possibly	destructive	effect	of	which	he	has	no	antidote	ready?
	
A	young	country	girl	told	the	young	student,	Jenner,	who	in	playing	with	her	felt	
her	blisters,	she	would	never	get	the	smallpox,	because	she	had	the	cowpox.	
More	than	this	tradition	has	neither	the	pompous	university	science,	nor	anybody	
else	learned	of	vaccination;	and	our	most	eminent	physicians	and	surgeons	
believe,	but	do	not	know	more	than	what	that	girl	has	chatted	with	the	student	in	
the	cow	stable.	The	constancy	in	this	faith	has	lasted	now	some	fifty	years,	and	
robbed	the	life's	autonomy	of	its	crown,	and	reason	of	its	right.	
	
Every	destructive	poison	can	destroy	every	organ:	the	stomach	and	intestines	of	
one,	the	urinary	organs	of	another,	the	chest	of	a	third,	the	senses	and	joints	of	a	
fourth:	we	see	this	in	the	syphilis,	gout,	rheumatism,	the	vegetable	and	mineral	
poisons.	Where	the	smallpox	poison	settles	itself,	there	it	produces	its	disease	
forms,	different	according	to	the	different	bodies	and	times.	Is	it	not	much	more	
the	duty	of	the	medical	world	to	study	the	pox-matter,	and	to	explain	by	it	the	
singular	conditions	of	the	disease	of	our	times,	than	merely	to	laud	its	assumed	
benefits,	and	malignantly	scorn	at	every	doubter?	Without	an	accurate	
knowledge	of	the	organic	chemical	powers,	we	are	never	able	to	penetrate	into	



the	laws	of	the	life	power.	
	
The	question:	whether	smallpox	and	cowpox	are	identical,	is	sufficiently	
answered	in	the	affirmative	by	a	number	of	eminent	physicians,	among	which	
Dr.	Ceely	of	Ailesbury,	distinguishes	himself;	but	I	add	here	a	letter	which	
speaks	unmistakably	for	itself.
	
Pruz,	Tyrol,	October	16,	1850.	
	
"The	identity	of	the	vaccina	and	variola	is	beyond	any	doubt	established	by	the	
fact,	that	in	the	year	of	1846,	every	one	of	the	children	whom	the	surgeon	F...in	
the	valley	of	Poznau	vaccinated,	was	attacked	by	the	real	smallpox,	which	
infected	then	the	grownup	people.	F...was	much	troubled	by	this	unexpected	
circumstance.	Among	the	people	the	greatest	indignation	was	roused	against	
vaccination,	which	has	spread	all	over	Tyrol.	I,	as	Imperial	Supervising	
Physician,	was	often	compelled	by	my	official	position,	to	inspect	this	artificial	
epidemic.	
	
HOCHENBERGER,	Imperial	Supervising	Physician.''
	
Enormous	is	the	ignorance	of	the	vaccinator,	and	reaches	the	gigantic	height	
where	shame	begins;	he	can	break,	but	not	mend	the	pot.	Mightily	shines	the	
light	of	the	culture	of	natural	history;	first,	Astronomy	and	Physic	skinned	
themselves,	then	Mineralogy	and	Chemistry,	then	Botany	got	a	firm	natural	
basis,	and	finally	Zoology.	New	forms	of	thought	produced	their	natural	
systems;	the	searching	power	of	the	human	mind	solved	first	the	distant	
questions,	descended	from	the	sun	of	Copernicus	down	through	the	steps	of	
nature,	and	remained	standing	finally	still	before,	I	say	before	its	own	shrine:	
humanity.	Man	dislikes	nothing	more	than	self-contemplation.	Instead	of	
emulating,	and	not	remaining	behind	the	sister	sciences,	Medicine	built	
thoughtlessly	a	"pons	asinorum,"	with	vaccine	poison,	ostracized	for	the	human	
family	diseases,	and	existed,	arrogantly	simpering	to	this	hour,	without	system.	
Quackery	has	lifted	its	head,	builds	palaces,	and	the	thermometer	and	barometer	
of	nations	sinks	bodily	and	mentally.	Man	is	not	such	an	unconditional	poison	
plant,	as	names	of	diseases	the	poly-logic	medical	code	enumerates.	How	many	
poison	springs	could	he	then	carry	in	himself?	
	
More	earnest	than	ever	now,	when,	in	consequence	of	vaccination,	the	Oriental	
free	pox	poison,	the	cholera,	is	permitted	to	slay	"ad	libitum,''	rises	the	medical	



sphinx,	and	asks	the	old	questions:	
	
"What	is	the	nature	of	the	smallpox	poison?"	
	
How	many	poisons	may	the	human	body	produce?	Which	are	the	interior	
enemies	of	human	life,	the	germs	of	suffering	and	death	of	the	human	family	
here	on	earth?	And	in	what	connection	are	they	with	the	element	from	which	we	
live?	For	whatever	contains	the	laws	of	joy	and	life,	must	also	contain	those	of	
our	pains	and	death.	
	
Like	the	wings	of	a	gloomy	night	butterfly,	a	rich	colored	thread	draws	through	
the	labyrinth	of	the	graves	of	our	ancestors.	The	symptoms	are	only	the	colours,	
but	the	nature,	the	seed	of	the	diseases,	is	winged	DEATH,	as	he	appears	in	the	
principal	results	of	rational	research,	and	of	dissections	of	different	times	and	
epidemics;	as	he	shows	himself	to	be	animal	poison,	namely,	smallpox	poison,	
by	chemical	analysis	to	our	eyes,	and	proves	himself	as	such	in	the	practice.	
Look	up	from	the	death	history	of	humanity	and	see	into	the	blue	arch	of	
heaven!	
	
There	also,	every	thing	was	to	go	according	to	the	almanac,	as	before	according	
to	the	code	of	disease	without	sense	and	plan?	No!	"Tempora	muiantur,	et	nos	et	
animalia	et	plantce	et	omnis	creaiura	in	illis."	To	find	out	these	mutations,	to	
observe	and	remove	the	animal	poison,	is	the	reform	problem.	
	
The	vaccination	cataract	will	then	be	removed	from	our	eyes,	and,	the	gloomy	
truth	overwhelm	us,	that	there	is	nothing	more	dangerous	for	the	welfare	of	men,	
than	a	medical	optimismus;	that	our	bodily	sufferings	have	increased	in	number	
and	power,	that	we	have	by	vaccination	merely	spoiled	the	form	of	disease,	and	
made	worse	the	disease	itself.	
	
I	hope	for	moral	and	technical	support	in	this	war	against	the	Vaccine	Medusa,	
but	fear	I	will	now	be	traduced	and	scandalized	as	before,	whenever	I	have	
spoken	honestly	my	conviction.	
	
I	wish	I	had,	as	Pericles	of	old,	the	thunder	on	my	tongue,	and	the	lightning	in	
my	pen,	to	rouse	the	people	and	science	from	their	lethargic	sleep.
	
Every	physician	and	all	the	people	are	very	careful	with	the	smaller	poisons,	of	
which	the	lowest	are:



	
1)	The	mineral	poisons:	arsenic,	antimony,	copper,	sublimate,	vitriol,	bismuth,	
concentrated	acids,	etc.	
	
2)	The	vegetable	poisons,	particularly	the	narcotic,	prussic	acid,	opium,	
hyoscyamus,	belladonna,	stramonium,	hemlock	toadstool,	etc.	
	
By	the	inoculation	of	these	poisons	a	la	vaccine,	in	the	legs	of	dogs,	cats,	of	a	
lamb,	in	the	wings	of	a	pigeon,	we	are	unable	to	make	them	seriously	ill.	I	offer	
my	own	arm	for	such	experiments,	if	desired,	but	I	will	fight	with	sword	and	
powder	against	the	inoculation:	
	
3)	Of	poisons	of	living	animals,	more	yet,	of	their	corpses,	(animal	poison)	f.	i.,	
the	glanders	of	horses,	the	murrain,	the	saliva	of	mad	dogs,	the	fresh	pox	of	cows	
and	sheep,	the	cadaverous	pox	of	the	vaccination	lancet,	etc.	These	poisons,	
particularly	of	animals	who	suckle	their	young,	are	absorbed	by	the	human	fluids	
and	textures	with	wonderful	rapidity,	and	connected	with	them	most	tenaciously	
like	rust	and	iron.	The	effect	is	(a)	a	primary,	stormy,	and	fatal	one,	or	(b)	a	
secondary,	lasting,	diseasing	one.	The	bite	of	a	mad	dog,	often	hardly	
perceptible,	produces	rabies	either	at	once,	and	is	generally	fatal;	or	after	2,	7,	
11,	15,	21	years;	syphilis	will	mix,	if	not	entirely	eradicated	itself,	in	every	act	
and	disease	of	afterlife.	
	
4)	Of	human	poisons.	We	avoid	every	one	justly,	who	has	the	itch,	smallpox,	
lues,	nervous	fever,	cancer,	all	contagious	diseases	in	general.	We	are	afraid	of	
the	smallest	wound	in	the	skin	under	such	circumstances,	and	know	perfectly	
well	the	terrible	and	fatal	effects	of	such	impurities,	particularly	of	cadavers.	
	
Consider	then	the	most	unfortunate	position	of	a	tender	infant,	that	cannot	
struggle	and	resist.	It	is	poisoned	without	regard	to	the	above	mentioned	
circumstances;	without	regard	to	season	and	climate;	without	regard	to	the	
condition	of	its	parents;	without	regard	to	poverty	and	domestic	relations;	
without	regard	to	good	or	bad	care;	without	regard	to	teething;	without	regard	to	
the	processes	of	growth	and	development	of	its	organs	and	systems,	which	are	
connected	with	so	many	irritations	in	blood	and	nerves;	without	regard	to	the	
tendency	of	the	infantile	body	to	receive	not	only	readily,	external	influences	of	
every	kind,	but	also	to	oppose	them	violently;	without	mercy,	because	the	
vaccinator	understands	of	what	he	does,	not	more	than	the	vaccinated	infant;	
without	knowledge	of	his	vaccine	matter,	for	the	vaccinator	takes	what	he	has,	



and	gets:
	
a)	Fresh	vaccine	lymph.
	
b)	Cadaverous	vaccine	lymph.
	
c)	Pare	humanized	lymph.
	
d)	Cadaverous	humanized	lymph.
	
e)	Impure,	depraved,	humanized	lymph;	namely,	such	which	is	taken	from	
children	who	are	diseased	from	birth.
	
f)	Cadaverous,	humanized,	depraved	lymph,	which	is	preserved	in	the	vaccine	
bottle.	
	
Without	an	idea	whether	the	lymph	contains	strong	or	weak	poison,	delves	the	
vaccinator	the	lymph	he	has,	into	the	open	wound	of	the	infantile	arms.	
	
Pause,	O	physician!	Reflect	before	you	destroy!	Your	responsibility	is	terrible.	
The	human	body	is	the	temple	of	God,	you	are	its	earthly	guardian.	
	

INTRODUCTORY
	
P.	Mabillon	tells	us,	that	he	who	made	a	valuable	present	to	a	cloister,	got	a	box	
on	the	ear	as	a	receipt.	The	greater	the	value	of	such	a	present,	the	harder	was	the	
box.	The	church	gave,	therefore,	every	one	who	presented	a	new	truth,	standing	
as	a	spiritual	good	far	above	the	material,	for	a	receipt,	cuffs	and	boxes,	which	
not	infrequently	resulted	in	death.	In	the	same	manner,	she	acknowledged	the	
lighting	of	far	better	lights	than	her	common	wax	candles,	with	kindling	funeral	
piles.	Every	one	who	tells	a	new	truth,	may,	therefore,	very	naturally	expect	to	
be	treated	with	boxes	and	cuffs;	He,	the	only	one	who	never	said	anything	but	
the	most	sublime	truths,	received	in	Jerusalem	blows	and	death.	
	
It	is	an	ominous	fact,	that	the	Medical	Science	was	always	either	entirely	
arrogated	by	the	priesthood,	or,	when	given	into	the	hands	of	a	distinct	class,	its	
followers	would	find	it	their	interest	to	league	with	the	priesthood.	This	will	



easily	explain	why	the	Medical	guild,	imitating	their	older	and	more	experienced	
confederates,	would	also	seek	to	hide	themselves	behind	a	veil	of	sanctimonious	
mystery,	and	pay	every	one	who	dared	to	touch	this	veil	by	truth,	with	the	same	
coin	the	church	did.	"The	Science,"	par	excellence,	remained	jesuitically	content,	
in	regard	to	the	people,	with	the	literal	explanation	of	the	word,	KNOW	
THYSELF,	without	being	willing	to	TEACH	this	knowledge;	and	even	now	
every	public	lecturer	or	writer	on	matters	pertaining	to	our	bodily	welfare,	is	
abused	and	persecuted.	This	has	been	my	fate	ever	since	I	left	the	old	trodden	
path	of	scientific	mummery,	and	tried	to	teach	the	people	simple	and	wholesome	
truth	by	word	and	deed;	it	will	be	my	fate	doubly	now,	when	I	in	these	pages,	
expose	the	criminal	guilt	of	the	faculty,	in	not	only	not	opposing	the	introduction	
of	vaccination,	but	in	executing	it	themselves	on	the	innocent	offspring	of	their	
time.	
	
The	physicians	cannot	now	plead	ignorance	of	its	ruinous	effects,	for	daily	
observation	shows	them	to	the	most	painful	extent.	They	cannot	excuse	
themselves,	with	its	legality;	for	in	Spain,	the	inquisition;	in	France,	the	torture;	
in	Germany,	the	cutting	off	of	hands,	and	tearing	out	of	tongues;	and	here	in	
America,	the	burning	of	witches	was	also	lawful!	And	yet,	they	all	have	fallen	
into	the	dismal	abyss	of	execration	in	their	flight	before	enlightened	reason!	
	
The	non-use	of	reason	in	the	Medical	Science,	is	the	cause	of	its	want	in	positive	
progress.	The	present	sheet	anchors	of	the	practice—venesection,	leeches,	
vomitives,	purgatives,	iodine,	quicksilver—do	they	satisfy	real	science?	Or	are	
they	able	to	exorcise	death?	Why,	then,	the	continued	fruitless	hunting	for	new	
and	absurd	remedies,	even	of	the	most	disgusting	character,	namely	liver	oil,	
guano,	urea?	
	
Why	do	even	physicians	resort	to	quack	nostrums,	or	to	such	most	ridiculous	
hallucinations	as	that	of	Hunter's	inhalations	of	vitiated	air	in	consumption?	No	
science	has	yet	been	degraded	by	its	own	vagaries	so	deeply	as	the	Medical.	
	
Every	science	develops	itself	in	three	periods:	the	first	is	that	of	blind	faith;	the	
second,	that	of	smart	sophistication;	and	the	third,	that	of	sober	investigation.	
The	religious	period	of	science,	for	instance,	in	regard	to	the	treatment	of	
smallpox	in	later	times,	was	vaccination;	the	sophistic	period,	revaccination	scar	
theory,	and	a	vaccine	table	system.	Let	us	now	solve	the	last	problem;	for	as	long	
as	we	renounce	experience	which	creates	knowledge	we	banish	real	science,	
(Liebig)	and	favor	the	ascendancy	of	every	trumpet	humbug.	



	
The	object	of	this	pamphlet,	is	to	prove	vaccination	to	be	nonsense	before	reason
—a	miserable	illusion,	in	a	scientific	point	of	view,	and,	in	regard	to	history,	the	
greatest	crime	that	has	been	committed	in	this	last	century.	The	truth	of	these	
positions	I	have	asserted	these	last	fifteen	years,	and	wherever	I	could,	I	have	
saved	infants	from	this	cruel	poisoning;	but	I	felt	myself	so	alone	already,	on	
account	of	my	curative	views,	that	I	would	not	write	on	the	subject,	because	I	
could	hardly	expect	that	any	good	would	come	from	my	single	handed	protest.	
But	what	I	have	felt,	and	what	I	have	preached	for	years,	now	shakes	with	
thunder	sounds	the	proud	walls	of	senseless	self-sufficiency	and	lethargic	
routine.	In	the	heart	of	Europe,	a	great	and	good	man,	Dr.	Nittinger,	regardless	of	
abuse	and	malice,	has	told	in	mighty	words	the	truth:	
	
'"By	vaccination,	humanity	has	progressively	lost:	
	
a)	in	number,
	
b)	in	quality	and	life	duration—the	diseases	have	gained	in	number,	power	and,
	
c)	tenacity;	''and	while	in	humble	gratitude	I	pray	to	the	Almighty	to	speed	his	
work,	I	have	translated,	extracted	and	adapted	his	book	for	publication	in	this	
country.	May	the	faculties	of	this	country,	like	those	of	France	and	Germany,	as	
well	as	all	the	laymen,	ponder	well	over	its	hints;	and	may	the	work	thus	begun	
in	this	country,	be	continued	and	finished	by	abler	hands	than	mine.	
	
Meanwhile,	I	beg	every	parent	who	is	requested	by	a	physician	to	have	his	child	
vaccinated,	to	put	to	him	the	following	questions:	
	
1.	Do	you	know	the	nature	of	the	smallpox	poison?	(No!)	
	
2.	Do	you	know	the	nature	of	the	vaccine	poison?	(No!)	
	
3.	Do	you	know	how,	in	vaccination,	both	work	upon	and	against	each	other?	
(No!)	
	
4.	Can	you	deny	that	vaccinating	is	poisoning?	And	excuse	it	because	
destruction	does	not	always	follow	a	senseless	method?	
	
5.	Have	you	got	sure	remedies	against	the	smallpox?	And	if	you	have	poisoned	



my	child—against	the	vaccine	poison?	Or	will	you	satisfy	me	with	the	
consolation,	that	kind	Nature	will	often	bear	and	conquer	the	most	terrible	
consequences	of	the	most	senseless	treatment?	
	
6.	Every	tradesman	knows	his	tools,	materials	and	rules—have	you	a	criterion	
for	vaccination?	
	
7.	And	what	nobody	knows,	you	call	method?	Science?	Or	even	archaic	
physiology?	
	
8.	Can	you	deny,	that	not	every	agent	produces	in	every	man	the	same	effect?	
	
9.	Can	you	tell	me,	why	whole	countries	have,	without	vaccination,	remained	
free	from	smallpox	epidemics?	
	
10.	Can	you	deny	that,	since	1846,	the	smallpox	epidemic	progresses	
incessantly?	Has	vaccination	held	back	the	smallpox	even	a	hair's	breadth?	Have	
you	any	other	remedy	to	oppose	that	scourge	with,	but	the	deceptive	one	now	in	
use?	Or	do	you	believe,	that	on	the	Bank	of	Disease	and	Death,	a	paper—the	
receipt	for	a	vaccination	fee—will	be	received	for	full	payment?	
	
11.	Is,	in	the	history	of	mankind,	vaccination	the	only	and	isolated	case,	that	a	
whole	century	or	a	nation	has	believed,	judged	and	undertaken	things,	which	we	
do	not	believe,	judge	quite	differently	and	never	undertake?	
	
12.	Can	you	deny	that	absurdity	reigns	without	logic?	And	that	many	a	victim	
has	appeared	before	God's	throne	without	his	time	having	run	out?	
	
CC.	Shieferdecker,	MD
	

THE	EVILS	OF	VACCINATION
	
§	1.	The	flourishing	condition	of	a	country	depends	principally	on	the	number	
and	well	being	of	its	inhabitants.	Whatever	decreases	these,	is	an	enemy.	The	
greatest	mischief	has	been	done	by	sanguinary	wars	and	epidemic	diseases;	to	
take	precautionary	measures	against	these	hostile	interferences	in	the	happy	
progress	of	nations,	is	the	duty	of	governments	and	individuals,	and	requires	



prudence,	power	and	courage.	
	
In	our	exciting	times,	when	the	peace	tired	people	call	everywhere	for	warlike	
preparations,	the	medical	staff	should	also	arouse	themselves	from	their	lethargy	
for	a	struggle	with	the	sneakingly	spreading	enemy	of	the	internal	and	external	
smallpox	which,	as	I	intend	to	show	below,	is	the	source	of	most	of	our	
misfortunes.	The	bloody	wars,	the	most	fatal	epidemics,	have	never	caused	such	
dreadful	devastations	among	nations,	as	the	smallpox,	when	we	consider	that	
formerly,	this	disease	slaughtered	in	Europe,	yearly,	near	half	a	million	of	
victims.	Is	it	to	be	wondered	at,	then,	when	the	layman,	who	only	with	difficulty	
conquers	his	instinctive	aversion	against	vaccination,	looks	anxiously	at	the	
effects	around	him,	where	smallpox	cases	are	daily	increasing;	when	he	begins	
to	distrust	the	preventive,	which	has	deceived	him	once,	and	deceives	him	again	
in	the	revaccination;	more	yet,	when	under	the	eyes	of	the	observing	physician,	
the	poison	in	its	first	stages,	in	its	germ,	growth	and	bloom,	diseases	whole	
families,	and	now	every	where	clearly	approaches	the	time	of	harvest?	
	
Not	the	smallpox,	appearing	in	proper	form	on	the	surface,	is	now	to	be	feared;	
but	the	matter,	that	disturbs,	paralyzes	and	destroys	the	inner	and	higher	organs,	
which,	without	developing	its	power	outwardly,	remains	in	our	interior	shut	up,	
is	the	most	dangerous	enemy.	A	man	looks	well,	and	is	apparently	healthy,	but	
the	poison	has	penetrated	his	vitals,	and	insidiously	undermined	the	supports	and	
organs	of	life,	till	its	fruits	are	ripe,	and	death	reaps	the	harvest.	Should	not,	
under	such	circumstances,	the	physician	be	startled	up	from	his	easy	couch	of	
inherited	faith	on	the	preventive	power	of	vaccination?
	
Should	he	not,	free	from	authorities	and	oracles,	scrutinize	more	thoroughly	the	
history	of	Medicine,	and	dive	deeper	into	Nature	and	her	work,	in	order	to	gain,	
in	the	extraordinary	presence,	that	knowledge	and	direction,	for	which	he	can	
answer	in	the	future	before	science	and	those	who	honour	him	with	the	most	
sacred	trust?	Faith	is	not	Science.	
	
§	2.	I	know	I	have	to	travel	a	hard	road!	It	leads	me	among	the	Pietists	and	
Fanatics	of	Medicine;	and	the	clamour	against	him	who	condemns	the	sacred	
institute	of	Vaccination,	will	be	like	the	roaring	of	those	who	defend	the	faith	on	
other	mystical	fallacies.	I	feel,	like	Sarcone,	that	I	am	a	physician	and	a	man.	
The	difficulties	of	art,	and	the	limits	of	the	human	mind,	circumscribe	me.	But,	
whatever	may	be	the	consequence,	I	shall	be	happy,	if	I	have	marked	the	first	
lines	for	the	work	of	medical	liberation,	which	others	may	and	will	finish.	Every	



hint	at	a	new	truth	in	the	healing	art,	is	a	benefit	for	the	human	family!	
	
To	proscribe	and	to	prevent	Vaccination,	is	the	object	of	these	pages.	For	this	
object,	I	propose	to	prove,	in	the	shortest	possible	manner,	the	truth	of	the	
following	three	conclusions:	
	
I.	Vaccination	appears	before	the	tribunal	of	Reason	as	Nonsense!	
	
II.	Vaccination	shows	itself	in	the	light	of	Science,	as	a	MISERABLE	
ILLUSION!	
	
III.	Vaccination	proves	itself,	in	the	history	of	humanity,	to	be	the	greatest	crime	
committed	in	this	last	century!		



CHAPTER	2

FIRST	THESIS:	VACCINATION	BEFORE	
THE	TRIBUNAL	OF	REASON

§	3.	To	restore	order	and	equilibrium,	power	was	always	counterpoised	by	
power,	courage	by	courage,	prudence	by	prudence,	overweight	by	
counterweight,	and	everybody	understood,	why	one	poison	should	be	annihilated	
by	a	counter	poison—an	antidote.	In	our	century	a	new	idea,	entirely	unique,	
sprang	up.Nobody	knew	an	antidote	against	the	smallpox;	but	the	poisoned	
lancet	was	thrown	into	the	scale	of	life,	sunken	with	smallpox	poison,	and	vanity	
triumphantly	glorified	the	act.	Pox	poison	must	drive	out	pox	poison;	Satan	must	
drive	out	Satan!	
	
The	pure	human	being,	free	from	diseased	matter,	the	innocent	infant,	is	
poisoned	and	consoled	with	the	Mephistophelic	declaration:	"Now,	it	will	
certainly	not	get	the	smallpox!"	
	
The	unfortunate	being,	who	has	already	the	poison	in	his	body,	receivers	more	of	
the	same	poison,	and	is	taught	the	arithmetic	of	witches,	and	told	that	"twice	one	
is	none,"	and	that	the	poison	of	the	body	is	somehow	or	other	swallowed	and	
"digested"	(Dr.	Heime)	by	the	poison	of	the	lancet.	This	miraculous	thing,	which	
does	not	make	unclean	the	clean,	nor	cleanses	the	unclean;	which	is	a	poison,	
and	yet	protects	both	from	its	own	effect—this	miraculous	thing,	which	acts	
almightily	in	every	period	of	evolution	and	involution,	in	the	infant	as	in	the	
adult,	in	the	woman	as	in	the	man,	in	the	weak,	scrofulous	constitution,	as	in	the	
iron	one,	and	in	every	part	of	the	world—this	miraculous	thing	is	a	"protective	
poison,''	like	Moloch,	a	God	in	whose	arms	the	infant	suffers,	sickens	and	dies.	
	
Of	this	universal	healing	wonder	of	mankind,	we	do	not	yet	know	any	but	
injurious	and	fatal	effects!	Its	most	celebrated	friends	could	not	help	but	to	
acknowledge	this;	and	we	bless	yet	a	poison	as	a	remedial	agent	which	we	sow	
in	joyful	faith	to	weep	rationally	over	the	damage	done	by	it.	We	flee	before	
syphilis	and	avoid	the	itch;	and	yet	their	contagious	principe	in	its	innermost	
nature,	is	a	near	kin	to	the	smallpox,	with	the	only	difference,	that	the	last	is	far	
more	destructive	than	the	former.	If	the	strongest	poison—that	of	the	smallpox—



protects	from	smallpox,	then,	without	appearing	paradoxical,	syphilis	must	
protect	from	syphilis,	itch	from	itch,	plague	from	plague;	and	its	inoculation	
should	be	insisted	upon	in	all	well	regulated	communities.	Pidgeons,	inoculated	
on	the	breast,	get	the	most	beautiful	vaccine	pustules,	syphilitic	and	itch	ulcers.	
Why	should	we,	then,	be	so	onesided	and	partial	with	the	vaccine?	
	
§	4.	Like	the	odor	of	musk,	and	the	color	of	cochineal,	the	smallpox	poison	
divides	itself	wonderfully;	penetrates	everywhere;	clings	to	everything—to	
clothes,	furniture,	beds,	walls,	domestic	animals,	to	everything	on	which	the	
exhalation	can	fasten	itself;	neither	air	nor	time	destroys	it.	This	poison,	then,	
whose	atomically	smallest	quantity,	for	which	even	a	Homeopathist	could	not	
find	a	number,	which	the	governments	try	to	keep	off	by	police	measures	of	the	
strictest	character,	must,	according	to	law,	be	incorporated	in	the	delicate	inner	
economy	of	the	human	body,	even	of	the	tender	infant;	and	this,	not	
Homoeopathically,	but	the	full	fresh	matter,	the	more	the	better	for	the	well-
being	of	the	human	family!	A	merely	cursory	look	into	history,	shows	us	that	
Leprosy	came	to	an	end;	afterwards	the	Plague	also;	Syphilis	lost	its	epidemic	
character,	etc.	Have	human	exertions	done	this?	Or	does,	in	the	nature	of	these	
evils,	also	lie	the	foundation	and	duration	of	their	existence?	And	has	everything	
its	time?	
	
How	shall	I	comprehend	that,	like	those	contagious	diseases,	the	smallpox	will	
also	dissolve	itself	and	disappear,	if	the	poison	is	kept	in	the	body	artificially,	as	
a	standing	article,	by	continued	inoculation.	
	
Let	us	suppose	that	the	cowpox	lymph	be,	what	it	is	certainly	not,	a	perfectly	
harmless	matter,	for	the	reception	of	which	we	in	fun	reach	out	our	arms:	who	
can	give	us	security,	that	in	vaccination	and	revaccination,	no	other	diseased	
matters	are	introduced	into	our	bodies?	But	as	the	vaccine	poison	is,	was,	and	
will	remain,	from	its	first	origin,	nothing	else	hut	a	poison	of	a	narcotic	
character,	which,	in	its	divisibility,	exceeds	even	prussic	acid,	must	we	then	not	
ask,	whether	we,	under	all	circumstances,	can	bring	it	into	our	body	with	
impunity?	
	
In	regard	to	the	smaller	poisons:	itch,	syphilis,	nervous	fever,	cancer,	the	public	
and	physicians	are	very	careful	with	a	little	cut,	the	least	scratch,	the	bite	of	a	
leech,	a	plaster,	and	particularly	with	the	lancet	for	venesection,	because	
everybody	knows	the	terrible	consequences	from	any	such	neglect;	experience	
teaches,	"that	if	a	lancet	besmeared	with	matter	fresh	out	of	a	smallpox	pustule	is	



immersed	into	a	vein,	the	same	effect	is	produced,	as	when	the	smallpox	poison	
is	brought	into	inner	organs."
	
The	symptoms	of	vaccination	are	those	of	intoxation,	often	similar	to	those	of	
poisoned	wounds:	fever,	vomiting,	diarrhoea,	swelling	of	glands,	vehement	local	
inflammation,	etc.	Nature	clearly	expresses	her	indignation	against	the	unnatural	
intrusion.	In	the	face	of	such	experience,	and	against	the	conclusions	of	my	own	
reason,	I	am	asked	to	have	faith,	and	to	be	content,	in	the	simplicity	of	my	heart,	
with	this	paradox:	
	
"Small	poisons,	brought	in	the	least	scratch,	are	injurious;	they	poison,	and	must	
be	carefully	avoided;	but	the	greatest	of	our	poisons,	brought	into	the	body	by	6,	
8,	12,	18	lancet	cuts,	are	not	only	not	injurious,	but	they	cannot	do	any	harm,	
they	never	have	done,	and	they	never	will	do	harm;	this	faith	is	the	faith	of	,the	
country,	and	must	not	be	attacked	by	the	conclusions	of	miserable	reason.	To	call	
the	excitement	of	the	body,	after	vaccination,	a	violent	indignation	of	nature,	is	
wicked:	it	is	the	incomprehensible	act	of	transubstantiation,	in	which	the	bodily	
poison	is	swallowed	and	digested	by	the	lancet	poison,	and	man	rises	out	of	such	
digestion	purified	from	the	smallpox	poison."	
	
This	is	one	of	those	theories,	of	which	Goethe	says	that	they	are	grey,	and	
Hamlet	that	they	are	not	true.	If	I	would	assume	that	a	rational	being	or	
government	intended	to	poison	first	everybody,	in	order	to	cure	them	afterwards,	
all	the	world	would	call	me	mad;	and	yet	governments	order	every	year	
thousands	of	people	to	be	poisoned	by	smallpox	poisons,	and	are	in	ecstasies	
about	the	progress	and	blessings	of	art.	Nobody	calls	this	madness!	
	



CHAPTER	3

SECOND	THESIS:	VACCINATION	BEFORE	
THE	TRIBUNAL	OF	TRUTH

§	5.	Have	we	gained	or	lost	by	vaccination?	Should	we	continue	to	vaccinate	and	
he	vaccinated?
	
In	the	large	cities	of	the	United	States	of	America,	and	all	over	the	old	settled	
parts	of	this	country,	an	unvaccinated	person	is	of	seldom	occurrence;	but	we	
find	a	great	many	who	have	been	two,	three,	four	and	five	times	vaccinated.	
Should	we	then	not	rightly	expect	that	this	country,	before	all	others,	should	
distinguish	itself	by	the	remarkable	healthiness	of	its	younger	generation,	and	
that	it	should	shine	a	beacon	light	for	those	millions	who	either	vaccinate	not	at	
all,	or	at	least	very	carelessly?	How	ashamed	those	stupid	barbarians	must	be!	
How	beautiful	in	growth	and	face	the	wise	American—and	how	misinformed,	
pockmarked,	wasted,	sickly	the	Greek,	the	Oriental,	the	Mexican,	and	all	
barbarians	must	be,	who	do	not	immolate	themselves	and	their	children	to	
vaccination?	The	fatigues	of	a	campaign,	the	exposure	to	deprivation	in	the	
wilderness,	and	in	the	common	life	scramble	of	social	relations,	should	not	leave	
an	impression	on	such	youthful	heroes	of	art,	while	those,	who	laugh	at	
vaccination,	are	so	able	to	bear	already	so	much!	
	
But	is	this	so?	The	unfortunate	remaining	few	of	the	soldiers	that	went	to	
Mexico,	tell	a	terrible	tale	of	the	contrary!	While	the	vaccinated	English	and	
French	in	the	Crimea,	are	decimated	by	the	smallest	exposure,	the	unvaccinated	
Turks	and	Russians	bear	up	under	the	same	circumstances	with	great	elastic	
tenacity!	While	in	Africa,	the	source	of	the	smallpox,	some	die	of	it,	we	are	
thinned	by	the	terrible	consequences	of	vaccination:	smallpox,	itch,	typhus,	and	
every	kind	of	pustule	diseases,	many	of	which	were	entirely	unknown,	before	
vaccination	came	in	use.	
	
There	is	a	happy	configuration	and	management	of	the	soil	here;	the	population	
is	not	densely	packed	as	in	other	countries;	we	do	not	live	under	the	pressure	of	
poverty,	of	famine,	or	other	particular	calamities:	there	was	no	war	in	our	midst,	
and	the	Mexican	campaign	was	not	an	exhausting	one;	we	enjoy	liberty;	



marriages	do	not	find	obstacles:	thus,	every	favorable	element	concurs	for	a	
prosperous	physical	progress;	and	yet	we	have	not	gained	in	a	healthy	
development	of	the	body,	but	we	have	clearly	lost.	Every	new	generation	hastens	
forwards	to	bodily	destruction,	as	if	a	worm	was	secretly	gnawing	at	the	root	of	
life.	This	worm	is	the	smallpox	poison:	the	genuine	as	well	as	the	inoculated	
vaccine.	Its	existence,	without	external	pustule,	is	proved	by	chemistry;	and	its	
removal	out	of	the	reach	of	the	human	organization,	not	its	increase,	is	asked	
from	true	science.	Art	should	remove	it	by	scientific	care;	Nature	ejects	it	by	
pustular	and	other	eruptions.	
	
It	is	truly	a	pity,	that	at	present	few	only	bring	their	poison	to	the	surface,	and	
thus	have	a	short	struggle,	which	is	remunerated	by	durable	health	afterwards.	
The	life	process	of	the	fluids	and	of	the	nervous	system,	is	so	much	interfered	
with	and	weakened	by	the	steady	working	of	the	poisoning	method	of	
vaccination,	that	a	great	many	of	the	people	have	become	too	miserably	feeble	to	
drive	the	tough	smallpox	poison	out	of	the	system.	The	poison	continues	to	be	
produced	in	the	hearth	of	digestion;	uninterrupted	by	scientific	interference,	it	
remains	in	the	interior	organs,	paralyzes	and	undermines	the	whole	machinery	of	
the	human	organism,	appears	to	the	superficial	observer,	in	various	forms	of	
diseases	of	the	sensibility,	as	well	as	of	the	irritability,	reproduction,	secretion,	
and	propulsion.	The	same	poison	produces	in	different	organs	and	systems,	in	
different	bodies,	families,	nations,	and	zones,	different	effects,	but	gives	always	
the	diseases,	particularly	those	of	children,	a	malignant	character.	This	is	the	
absolutely	sole	and	satanic	protection,	vaccination	ever	offers.	
	
§	6.	"But,"	says	Professor	Dr.	von	Rapp,	"You	charge	vaccination	with	various	
injurious	effects,	which	cannot	properly	be	imputed	to	it.	The	diseases	which	
you	attribute	to	vaccination,	have	already	existed	long	before;	or,	if	they	are	only	
now	more	accurately	distinguished,	they	ought	not	to	be	derived	from	
vaccination!"	
	
I	assert,	and	am	ready	to	prove,	that	the	smallpox	poison	and	the	vaccine	poison	
are	identical.	As	long	as	this	fact	is	not	clearly	refuted,	and	as	long	as	it	is	not	
proved	that	both	of	these	poisons	are	of	an	essentially	different	nature,	so	that	the	
one	can	serve	as	the	antidote	of	the	other,	so	long	is	it	indifferent	how	much	of	
injury	in	a	disease	is	to	be	attributed	to	one	or	the	other.	They	both	together	do	
injury,	only	that,	in	the	one	case,	the	injury	is	a	natural	struggle	for	health,	while	
in	the	other,	of	vaccination,	the	injury	is	a	culpable	act	of	man.	The	variety	of	
injury	is	far	greater	and	more	extensive	than	above	mentioned,	for	it	is	infinite,	



incalculable.	There	is	not	one	medicinal	poison	that	has	only	one	effect,	and	the	
vaccine	poison	would	alone	be	an	exception!	
	
If	we,	for	instance,	look	at	the	multifarious	effects	of	tartar	emetic	in	different	
doses:	pustules,	other	eruptions,	nausea,	sickness,	pain	in	the	stomach,	vomiting,	
diarrhoea,	cholera,	perforation	of	the	stomach	and	intestines,	colic,	
inflammations	and	paralysis,	gangrene,	affections	of	the	nerves,	muscular	
weakness,	suffering	in	the	breast	and	head,	disturbances	of	the	senses	and	mind,	
palpitation,	asthma,	congestions,	hemorrhage,	fever,	etc.,	if	we	consider	the	
legion	of	symptoms	produced	by	a	narcotic,	should	we	then	believe	that	the	most	
subtle	poison	which	exists	under	the	sun,	the	most	powerful	poison	that	
tyrannizes	the	whole	earth,	would	NOT	possess	the	greatest	power	and	
multiplicity	of	effect?	
	
"Very	well,	but	all	those	diseases	you	impute	to	vaccination,	have	existed	
before,”	etc.
	
The	forms,	I	will	grant,	have	existed;	the	construction	of	the	human	organism	
does	not	change;	the	nature	of	diseases	remains	always	the	same,	and	the	
necessary	crises	follow	always	the	same	laws.	Every	difference	we	see,	consists	
only	in	the	different	reflexes.	There	were,	and	will	always	be,	different	kinds	of	
vomiting,	without	tartar	emetic.	Unfortunately,	there	are	many	pathologists	who	
will	treat	diseases	according	to	their	symptoms,	as	Linne	the	plants,	after	their	
filaments.	In	the	attempt	at	the	removal	of	human	miseries,	it	is	most	important	
to	look	for	their	seed,	their	origin.	He	who	says:	
	
Fire	is	fire,	lies	under	a	mistake!	For	wood,	oil,	pitch,	alcohol	fire,	each	of	them	
requires	a	different	means	for	extinction,	yet	fire	existed	always,	but	not	the	
knowledge	of	its	nature,	its	seed	and	origin.	He	who	pours	water	on	burning	oil,	
commits	no	greater	wrong	than	the	physician	who	treats	diseases	by	system	only,	
their	foundation	may	be	the	smallpox	poison	or	not.	The	most	simple	
disturbance	of	the	stomach,	produced	by	this	poison,	can	thus	be	driven	into	the	
most	violent	nervous	fever,	in	consumption.	Can	we	then	console	ourselves	with	
the	reflection,	that	nervous	fevers	and	consumptions	have	existed	before?	The	
forms	have	existed,	and	will	remain	the	same,	but	the	causes	change,	and	
determine	the	weal	and	the	woe	of	the	end,	and	the	manner	of	the	active	
interference	of	the	physician.
	
Where	the	effects	of	tartar	emetic	are	visible,	there	we	have	a	tartar	emetic	



disease	before	us,	be	it	inflammation,	spasms,	cholera,	or	pustules:	should	we	
here,	although	these	disease	forms	have	existed	before,	and	although	these	forms	
have	been	successfully	treated	with	tartar	emetic	and	ipecac,	again	prescribe	
tartar	emetic?	Most	assuredly	not!	And	precisely	so	it	is	with	the	smallpox!	
Wherever	in	a	disease	form	the	smallpox	poison	is	active	and	visible,	or	only	
discernible	by	the	symptoms,	there	we	have	a	smallpox	disease	before	us,	be	it	
pustules,	gastro-malaria,	croup,	whooping	cough,	cholera,	spinal	affection,	
consumption,	etc.	As	little	as	we	would	cure	vomiting,	as	above	said,	with	tartar	
emetic,	we	would	pretend	to	cure	smallpox	with	smallpox,	or	with	things	that	
have	affinities	with	the	smallpox,	namely:	whey,	milk,	beer,	bad	potatoes,	and	
such	things.	
	
Every	contagious	disease	must	continue	to	exist,	although	time	may	change	its	
form	even,	till	the	remedy	is	found	for	its	destruction:	its	momentary	
disappearance	is	not	more	than	an	optical	delusion	of	the	mind.	I	therefore	must	
certainly	acknowledge,	that	sufferings	arising	from	smallpox	poison	have	always	
existed,	but	that	is	the	very	reason	why	we	ought	to	be	constantly	on	the	lookout	
for	it.	
	
Since	the	more	general	introduction	of	vaccination	among	the	people,	diseases	
have	slowly	increased;	for	we	find	on	the	Elysian	fields	of	Pathology,	besides	the	
old	and	current	diseases,	a	crop	of	other	diseases	springing	up,	partly	entirely	
new,	partly	the	usual	ones	with	malignant	character	and	unusual	tenacity—all	of	
which	have	clearly	their	foundation	in	the	smallpox	poison,	and	require	quite	a	
different	cure	method.	
	
The	following	is	a	rapid	glance	at	the	pitiable	acquisition	of	our	century,	which	
may	produce	at	least	one	good	effect:	"that	it	will	lead	to	reform	in	Medicine,	
and	call	the	attention	of	observers	and	thinkers	to	an	examination	of	the	
immense	area,	the	smallpox	poison	now	occupies:	
	
1.	Diseases	of	the	Sensibility
	
The	English,	who	have	brought	vaccination	into	existence,	have	felt	their	
blunder	first	in	its	progressive	destruction;	they	always	precede	us	warningly	
with	the	punishment	of	terrible	scourges,	like	angina,	croup,	typhus,	softening	of	
the	stomach,	putrid	fever,	cholera,	and	of	other	internal	smallpox	forms.	And	
we?	Of	course,	we	follow!	



	
About	fifty	years	after	the	first	vaccination	in	England,	Dr.	Home	complains:	
	
"That	the	formerly	more	frequent	inflammatory	diseases	have	decreased,	but	that	
the	number	of	those	of	an	opposite	character	have	immensely	increased.	The	
first,	of	which	Sydenham	speaks	so	much,	do	not	at	all	exist	in	London	any	
more;	and	in	Edinburg	there	is	hardly	seen	a	right	strong	inflammatory	fever.	
The	lingering	putrid,	or	nervous	fever,	(typhus	nervosus)	is	most	common;	and	
what	is	particularly	remarkable,	this	slow	fever	attacks	principally	persons	of	an	
age	which	is	generally	most	prone	to	strong	inflammatory	diseases,	namely,	the	
years	from	18	to	30.	This	increase	of	such	debility	fevers	is	clearly	the	
consequence	of	the	fact,	that	the	people	are	getting	every	day	less	vigorous	and	
weaker	in	general,	etc."	
	
Everywhere,	where	vaccination	was	introduced,	the	same	unhappy	state	of	the	
human	organism	became	visible;	and	the	longer	and	the	more	extensively	people	
indulged	in	this	luxury,	the	clearer	began	physicians	to	write	on	typhus,	which	
follows	vaccination	like	its	shadow,	from	place	to	place,	from	station	to	station.	
A	general	weakness	of	the	muscles	and	nerves	is	thrown	over	all	the	people	that	
worship	the	Moloch	of	vaccination.	The	slightest	affection,	if	not	very	tenderly	
touched,	takes	soon	a	nervous	turn,	gets	gangrenous,	and	laughs	the	physician	in	
the	face.	It	is	most	painful	to	observe	the	continued	increase	of	spinal	irritations,	
curvatures	of	the	spine,	palsies,	chronic	nervous	sufferings,	insanity,	melancholy,	
suicide,	mental	debility	and	softening	of	the	brain,	apoplexy,	hypochondry,	
hystery,	dizziness,	cramps,	neuralgias,	ischias,	tic,	nervous	headache,	
disturbances	of	the	senses,	amaurose,	hard	hearing,	general	weakness,	want	of	
reaction	in	diseases,	loss	of	sleep,	etc.	
	
2.	Diseases	of	the	Irritability
	
Sensibility	and	Irritability	are	fellows!	Therefore,	weakness	of	muscles,	
particularly	of	the	involuntary,	which	stand	near	the	inner	life—trembling,	
rheumatic,	gouty,	stiff,	contracted,	useless	members,	pains	in	hip	and	back,	
swellings	of	the	bones,	caries,	etc.	
	
3.	Diseases	of	the	Reproduction
	
The	stomach!	The	stomach!	And	always	the	stomach!	Yet	once	more!	The	



stomach	plays	the	part	of	the	hero	in	this	present	drama.	The	digestion	is	
miserable,	I	would	rather	call	it	hysterical.	Phlegm,	acidity,	bitterness,	heartburn,	
flatulence,	worms,	carrion	stools,	bad	urine,	constipation,	diarrhoea,	pressure,	
cramp,	vomiting,	softening	of	the	stomach,	dysentery,	typhus	(smallpox	of	the	
intestines)	cholera,	a	pitiable	condition	of	the	sexual	organs	in	males	and	
females,	queer	appetite	and	sleep—all	these	exist	and	alternate	with	each	other	
in	Babylonian	mixture.	
	
4.	Diseases	of	the	Secretion
	
The	spleen	suffers	preeminently,	and	reminds	us	of	the	diseased	condition	of	the	
milt	in	domestic	animals;	next,	the	liver	and	other	glands,	particularly	the	
mucous	preparing	glands	of	the	inner	coating,	in	consequence	of	which,	
whooping	cough,	croup,	hectic	consumption,	influenza,	scrofula,	dropsy,	
chlorosis	and	scorbut,	are	so	frequent.	The	itch	has	emancipated	itself	from	the	
"scientific	itch-mite"	syphilis	seems	to	assume	again	the	exanthematic	character.	
Both	show	an	immense	number	of	infected	victims;	both	like	the	company	of	the	
smallpox	poison;	and	all	three	give	away	to	the	same	remedies.	The	skin,	in	
fortunate	cases,	breaks	out	in	many	sharp	eruptions,	namely,	pustules,	papulae,	
tetter,	exanthems,	furuncles;	the	miserable	urinary	organs	help	themselves	
sometimes	by	urinous,	the	intestines	by	haemorrhordal	discharges,	of	a	certain	
degree	of	heat	and	acridity.	
	
5.	Diseases	of	Propulsion
	
The	human	heart	shows	itself	here	most	clearly	as	the	organ	of	feelings.	
Happiness,	joy,	pleasure,	emotion,	affection,	passion,	inclination,	longing,	have	
lost	their	poetical	rose	color;	a	more	dark,	melancholic	tendency	has	entered	the	
chambers	of	life.	In	the	same	manner,	as	the	stomach	does	its	unpleasant	socage	
service,	does	the	heart	its	duty	of	driving	on	the	blood	circulation,	with	
reluctance	and	difficulty.	The	blood	has	become	blue-black,	weak	and	thin;	the	
serum	greenish;	bleedings	are	frequent;	there	is	an	inclination	to	mortification,	
passive	congestions,	palpitations,	piles;	all	fevers	and	momentary	symptoms	
change	quickly,	and	the	corpses	turn	soon	blue	and	putrid.	
	
§	8.	All	these	disturbances	in	the	happy,	healthy,	lively	interchanges	between	the	
organs	of	man,	have	existed	and	will	exist.	But	as	the	bite	of	a	good	or	bad	dog,	
is	to	be	judged,	not	according	to	external	aspect,	but	according	to	the	tooth	that	



did	bite:	we	must	also	in	diseases	of	our	times	recognize	the	mask	of	a	poison,	
which	spreads	desolation,	sickliness,	misery,	pains,	tears,	and	often	premature	
death	among	the	people.	The	fresh	and	blooming	grave	of	the	virgin,	the	noble	
courage	and	strength	of	the	young	man,	wither	away	under	its	secret	influence.	
Often	do	we	see	a	young	corpse,	but	not	the	fatal	weapon!	Call	it	the	genuine,	or	
the	vaccine	poison—enough!	It	is	in	various	ways	the	pox	poison.	Such	misery	
is	prevented,	when	Nature	or	Art	succeed	in	throwing	the	poison	from	the	
interior	to	the	surface;*	and	this	most	radically,	in	its	true	original	form	as	
smallpox,	or	in	bastard	form	of	any	other	matter	expulsion.
	
*As	most	signally	in	the	case	of	Mrs.	J.	L	here	in	Philadelphia,	by	the	breaking	
out	of	a	most	violent	attack	of	smallpox,	and	in	very	many	other	cases	I	had	here	
in	my	hands.	—Dr.	S.	
The	strength	of	the	body	used	up	in	the	sirocco	of	fever,	
is	seldom	able	to	drive	the	matter	out	by	urine,	sweat	or	
in	hemorrhoidal	crises.	Nature	generally	and	tyrannically	
calls	for	pus.	Nature	is	in	smallpox	fully	satisfied	with	
suppuration,	and	blooms	afterwards	only	the	more	
beautifully.	The	bastard	forms:	pustules,	itchy	and	tettery	
eruption,	boils,	furuncles,	gum	boils,	suppurated,	glands,	
sore	fingers	and	feet,	appear	often	as	after	crises,	the	
favorable	influence	of	which,	for	health,	ought	to	be	
higher	valued	than	it	is.	Nature	does	not	higgle	with	
herself;	she	punishes,	when	it	is	done	with	the	above	
mentioned	ills,	for	the	natural	law	revenges	itself	by	
natural	punishment.	
	
Well	then!	Will	we	rouse	Nature	further	yet	to	rebellion,	by	vaccination?	"Will	
we	further	defy	her	clearly	announced	law?	Let	it	be	granted	for	a	moment	that	
we	could	do	it,	while	we	really	cannot	do	it:	would	we	then	be	irresolute	in	the	
choice	between	a	mark	in	the	face,	and	a	deep	drought	of	the	sufferings	of	life?	
A	silly	girl	might,	perhaps,	fear	the	small	evil,	because	she	sees	it,	and	choose	



for	it	thousand	times	greater	ones,	which	she	sees	not	and	knows	not.	But	should	
the	physician	immolate	at	the	altar	of	cosmetics,	the	happiness	of	life	and	
families?	
	
The	present	mode	of	treatment,	and	the	progress	of	medicine	in	this	respect,	
lessens	the	fear	of	disfiguration	very	much;	the	method	of	shutting	the	patient	up	
in	hot	beds	and	rooms	with	his	disease	exhalations—of	letting	his	dry	lips	
languish	for	water,	and	his	burning,	parched	skin	bake	in	fever,	is	forgotten,	and	
has	made	room	for	a	more	rational,	cooling	treatment,	by	means	of	which	an	
intelligent	physician	can	prevent	almost,	if	not	quite	entirely,	the	disfiguring	
effect	of	the	disease.	But	so	long	as	the	Chinese	write	with	their	present	signs,	so	
long	is	their	progress	impossible;	and	therefore,	give	the	physician	a	different	
education.	Be	not	mystified	yourself	by	illegible	signs	and	unintelligible	sounds.	
	
§	9.	Our	present	population	give	us	the	best	opportunity	for	drawing	
comparisons	in	regard	to	the	influence	of	Vaccination.	We	can	divide	our	fellow	
beings	into	three	classes:	
	
1.	In	those	of	from	1	to	25	years	of	age;	nearly	all	vaccinated,	and	many	
revaccinated.	
	
2.	In	those	of	from	25	to	50	years	of	age;	born	here,	and	mostly	vaccinated,	and	
some	revaccinated;	and,
	
3.	In	those	of	from	50	to	80	years	of	age,	not	at	all	vaccinated	in	childhood.	
	
Let	us	now	compare	the	last	class	with	the	first	and	second.	Justice	is	the	basis	of	
society.	The	people	of	this	third	class	can	and	shall	sift	the	present	and	the	past,	
solve	doubts,	clear	up	darkness,	and	honour	truth,	whether	their	children	and	
grandchildren	have	gained	or	lost	on	strength,	fullness	and	well	being	of	life,	by	
Vaccination.	And	truly,	our	seniors,	who	have	lived	and	acted	so	infinitely	more	
than	we—who	have	seen	and	fought	the	battles	of	freedom,	and	cultivated	the	
wilderness,	while	we	always	enjoyed	the	blessings	of	peace	and	plenty—our	
seniors,	I	say,	stand	like	strong	oaks	before	as;	they	hardly	know	anything	about	
nerves,	spine,	stomach,	nothing	of	mucous	diseases,	nor	of	interior	ulcerations.	
The	grandfather	sighs	with	feelings	of	pity	and	contempt:	
	
"What	miserable	fellows	our	descendants	are;	each	of	them	requires	more	of	
medical	attendance	in	one	year,	than	I	had	in	my	whole	life!"	



	
He	digests	yet	with	ease;	is	not	oppressed	by	his	meals;	his	ideas	are	clear	and	
flowing;	he	is	in	the	full	enjoyment	of	his	well	preserved	body	for	all	functions,	
and	his	head	performs	readily	its	duties;	he	has	not	squandered	his	money	for	
medical	quackery,	and	enjoys	contentedly	the	means	which	his	exertions	and	
fortune	have	accumulated	around	him.	The	matron	who	has	for	twenty	years	or	
more	fulfilled	domestic	duties,	and	who	has	borne,	probably,	many	a	severe	trial
—look	at	her,	how	well	preserved	she	is;	how	actively,	cheerfully	and	healthily	
she	moves	about—she	is	perplexed	at	things	she	cannot	understand.	She	must	
buy	for	one	daughter	false	hair;	for	another	she	has	to	cook	something	particular,	
her	stomach	being	so	very	delicate;	her	granddaughter	she	has	to	take	to	the	
country,	on	account	of	weakness	and	a	troublesome	cough;	another	grandchild	
she	has	to	give	cod	liver	oil	for	glandular	difficulties;	a	third	has	a	swollen	
goitre-neck;	and	a	fourth	has	to	be	brought	to	the	dentist;	and	let	us	sing	a	loud	
hosannah	for	the	vaccine	lancet!	The	fifth	must	be	sent	to	an	Orthopedic	
Institute.	The	poor	old	lady	is	puzzled	about	this	new	name;	she	cannot	
pronounce	it!
	
	What	a	perverted	world!	The	old	are	strong,	the	young	weak:	the	old	nurse	the	
young!	All	you		aged	people	attest,	whether	the	scale	of	domestic	happiness	has	
sunk	or	risen,	since	Vaccination	has	become	general.	Speak	you,	aged	pastors	of	
the	land,	whether	joy	or	premature	suffering	has	grown	in	your	folds?	Say	
whether	you	hear	yet	in	your	temples	the	same	clear	sound	of	voices	you	heard	
formerly!	
	
Whether	you	see	yet	the	healthy,	ruddy	faces,	you	admired	in	your	youth,	around	
you!	You	older	teachers	of	schools	bear	witness	whether	there	are	more	docile	
and	healthy	children,	or	more	pale,	weak,	scrofulous,	tettery,	itchy,	coughing	
ones	now,	than	thirty	or	forty	years	ago!	Tell	me,	physiologist,	wherefrom	comes	
the	smaller	stature	of	the	people?	The	less	marked	formation	of	muscle	and	
development?	The	miserable	condition	of	the	mouth?	The	languid	expression	of	
the	physiognomy?	The	green,	yellowish	hue	of	the	face?	The	lower	degree	of	
warmth	of	the	body?	And,	finally,	let	us	call	on	the	servants	to	testify	of	the	
horrible	excretions	of	the	body—of	the	disgusting	sweats	in	bed—of	the	
loathsome	condition	of	the	body	linen—of	the	stench	of	chamber	vessels—of	the	
decided	carrion	smell	of	the	clothes	often	in	the	cleanest	and	best	families.	
	
Speak,	then,	parents,	priests,	teachers,	physiologists,	servants!	Your	observations	
and	conclusions	will	undoubtedly	coincide	in	one	point:	that	there	must	be	at	the	



foundation	of	this	internal	and	external	corruption	of	the	people,	a	common	
cause,	a	cause	of	destructive	effect.	Let	us	consider	our	fair	land	a	garden,	and	its	
inhabitants	the	plants	of	this	garden:	Is	all	in	this	pardon	in	order,	perfection	and	
splendor?	If	this	is	not	the	case—has,	perhaps,	the	gardener	a	wrong	method,	or	
the	root	of	the	plants	the	worm?	Or	do,	perhaps,	both	causes	exist?	It	it	the	
unnaturally	inoculated,	and	the	natural	smallpox!	Let	the	moralist	think	of	this.	
Let	the	heartbroken	mother	answer	thus	the	bitter	sighs	and	the	humble	questions	
she	sends	with	tearful	eye	up	to	heaven:	why	her	darling	thrives	not?	why	it	
suffers	so	much?	And	why	it	is	taken	from	her?	Do	not	consult	in	this	great	
question,	of	the	weal	and	woe	of	our	blessed	land,	the	dim	lights	of	University-
liliputs,	the	jargon	of	arrogance,	the	self-complacency	of	scientific	stupidities.	A	
few	instances	do	not	prove	a	generality,	and	blasphemy	cannot	hold	it	up!	The	
free	eye	looks	its	age	into	the	eye,	and	judges	the	whole	from	above!	
	
§	10.	Shall	we	have,	then,	the	fearful	smallpox	again?	Shall	we,	perhaps,	
venerate	it	as	a	benefit?	By	no	means!	But	before	I	qualify	my	answer,	tell	me,	
my	friend,	"Where	has	the	smallpox	been	these	last	fifty	years?	That	is,	the	
smallpox	you	fear	so	much;	we	will	call	it	the	historical	smallpox?''
	
"The	malignant	smallpox	of	the	16th,	17th	and	18th	century,	which	made	its	
appearance	in	so	murderous	a	manner,	often	even	with	all	the	terrors	of	the	bubo	
plague,	and	against	which	medication	did	nothing—where	was	it	in	this	half	of	
our	century?''	
	
Has	it,	perchance,	been	kept	and	preserved	among	those	who	were	not	
vaccinated;	perhaps,	where	the	seed	and	root	of	the	smallpox	grew?	
	
No!	Nowhere	on	the	whole	earth!	Let	us	examine	the	principal	years	of	terror	of	
the	last	three	centuries.	They	are:	
	
1.	For	the	whole	earth:	1586,	1723.	
	
2.	For	America:	
	Mexico;	Hispaniola.	1518.	
	South	America.	1728,	1750.	
	North	America.	1717,	1738.	
	Hudson	Bay.	1781.	
	
3.	For	Africa:	Cap.1755.	



	
4.	For	Europe:	
	
A)	North:
	
Russia.	1580,	1605.	
Faroe	Islands.	1651.	
Iceland.	1707.	
England.	1660-1692,	1729-1740,	1752,	1765.	
Holland.	1562-1563,	1636,	1666.
	
B)	South:
	
France.	1541,	1568,	1577,	1666,	1693,	1741-1745.	
Italy.	1551,	1567,	1717-1725,	1753-1755.	
Switzerland.	1626,	1686,	1697,	1735,	1746.	
Spain.	1517,	1529,	1564,	1648-1851.	
	
C)	Middle:
	
Germany	and	Hungary.	1519,	1530,	1542.	
1552,	1624-1629,	1633,	1657,	1666,
1678-1679,	1689,	1696-1697,	1700,
1706,	1711-1714,	1715-1717,	1758.	
1778,	1798,	1801,	1805.	
	
At	the	beginning	of	the	nineteenth	century,	the	historical	smallpox	leaves	us	
suddenly.	The	Earth,	vaccinated	or	not	vaccinated,	did	not	yet	see	in	these	last	50	
years	a	time	like	the	above	mentioned.	
	
Did	the	murderer	of	millions	run	before	a	woman—Lady	Montagu—who,	in	
1722,	came	from	the	land	of	tho	former	paradise	bringing	a	modem	Eva,	in	
stockings—Inoculation—for	an	Adam's	apple	along	to	England?	Or	did	the	
scourge	fly	before	the	vaccinating	lancet	of	the	German	Plett,	1790,	or	of	the	
more	scribbling	Jenner,	to	whom	a	milking	country	wench	offered	the	apple	of	
temptation?	Prove	to	me	the	existence	of	the	historical	smallpox	at	this	time;	and	
I	will	not	yet	believe	in	vaccination,	but	I	will	not	scold	and	condemn	it.	But,	
surely,	smallpox	was	gone!	Did	not	exist	any	more!	Long	before	vaccination	was	
introduced!	For,	although	on	the	28th	of	May,	1799,	the	first	child	got	vaccinated	



in	Germany,	the	system	was	not	generally	introduced	before	1820;	and	long	
before	this	year	the	historical	smallpox	had	disappeared!	Without	waiting	for	
medical	experiments	and	government	ordinances,	the	disease	changed	its	terrible	
character	into	a	better	one,	and	showed	itself	only	sporadically.	
	
Dr.	Elsasser	reports,	that	from	1808	to	1810,	only	a	few	cases	of	smallpox	had	
been	observed,	and	that	in	the	kingdom	of	Wurtemberg,	during	those	terrible	
years	of	war	and	famine,	from	1813	to	1817,	only	2,385	cases	made	their	
appearance,	of	which	not	one	was	malignant.
	
Schnurrer	says,	in	1816:	
	
"This	year's	smallpox	is	more	identical	with	the	regular	old	disease,	than	that	of	
the	two	preceding	years;	there	was	the	specific	smell	wanting,	and	the	third	
stage,	where	the	eruption	loses	the	red	circle,	and	stands	like	wax	drops	on	the	
skin;	the	contents	run	out,	or	were	resorbed,	and	did	not	form	the	usual	scab."	
	
The	same	eminent	physician	remarks,	in	his	Chronicle	of	Epidemics,	(II.	p.290:)	
"The	view	that	the	smallpox,	without	vaccination,	would	have	become	by	and	by	
milder,	and	finally	disappeared,	gains	strength	by	the	observations	made	in	the	
years	1816,	1817."	
	
The	central	vaccine	physician,	Dr.	Seeger,	of	Stuttgart,	writes,	"that	Wurtemberg	
remained	from	1818	to	1824	entirely	exempt	from	smallpox,	and	that	from	1825	
to	1830	there	were	so	few	cases,	and	these	so	light,	that	it	was	hardly	worth	
while	to	speak	of	it."
	
He	cites	then	Vezin,	who	says,	"that	the	frequent	cases	of	varioles	and	varioloids	
are	not	the	consequence	of	the	temporary	protection	of	vaccination,	but	that	
smallpox	epidemics	appear	only	in	certain	longer	intervals;	and	that	in	the	first	
thirty	years	of	this	century,	the	smallpox	would	not	have	epidemically	broken	out	
without	vaccination."	
	
Let	us	farther	hear	the	classical	authors	on	smallpox,	the	learned	Lentin,	and	the	
penetrating	Sarrone:	
	
"Much	foundation	as	the	opinion	of	those	may	have,	who	believe,	to	be	able	to	
mitigate,	to	improve,	and,	as	it	were,	to	dilute	the	malignity	of	the	natural	
smallpox,	by	repeated	vaccinations,	the	observation	will	always	stare	in	their	



face,	that	when	one	who	is	vaccinated,	is	exposed	to	natural	infection,	the	
disease	will	always	appear	in	its	true	form,	and	mostly	with	a	malignant	
character."	*	
	
*The	truth	of	this	assertion	is	proved	by	daily	experience.	I	myself	have	been,	in	
my	younger	years,	repeatedly	vaccinated;	and	as	soon	as	I	with	my	elastic	
constitution	was	exposed	to	infection,	I	got	a	very	severe	attack	of	continent	
malignant	smallpox,	which	infected	again	my	whole	vaccinated	household.	—
Dr.	S.
	
Although	we	have	had,	in	later	years,	in	spite	of	the	general	introduction	of	
vaccination,	a	great	deal	of	smallpox	among	us,	the	real	old	historical	smallpox	
did	not	appear.	Where	then	is	this	Medusa?	She	is	not	here!	Has	she	perhaps	
hidden	herself	in	your	interior?	She	is	not	among	about	250	millions	thoroughly	
civilized	men!	
	
Perchance	you	find	her	among	your	600	millions	other	fellow	inhabitants	of	this	
earth,	who	know	nothing	of	a	Lady	Montagu	and	her	inoculation	epistles,	
nothing	of	Jenner	and	his	country	wench,	nothing	at	all	of	vaccination!	No!	She	
is	not	there	either!	And,	more	wonderful	yet,	think	only!	These	unvaccinated	
barbarians	have	and	have	had	no	smallpox;	they	live	and	exist	happier	than	you,	
who	suffer	from	an	avalanche	of	internal	miseries:	you	who	are	a	weakling,	
notwithstanding	you	are	vaccinated	"secundum	artem!"	
	
Not	even	the	Indians	of	Quito	have	the	smallpox	any	longer,	(for	Humboldt	
would	certainly	have	mentioned	the	fact)	although	Hoffman	tells	us	that	they	
suffered	formerly	from	the	most	malignant	kind.	Now,	think	yourself	a	collection	
of	faces	and	bodies	of	all	countries	and	nations,	accurately	painted,	regarding	
color,	features	and	formation:	what	a	field	for	reflection	and	investigation	on	
vaccination	and	un-vaccination!	The	result	of	such	meditations	give	us	the	true	
wisdom	about	vaccination.	The	whole	vaccination	witchcraft	is	as	great	and	
infamous	a	lie	as	the	infallibility	of	the	Pope,	in	which	likewise	millions	have	
faith;	they	die	for	their	lie,	while	we	vaccine	worshippers	perish	on	ours!	
	
Vaccination	has	not	protected	us;	it	could	not	do	it,	because	the	smallpox	had	
already	left	us	and	the	unvaccinated	world,	before	its	introduction,	or,	as	I	will	
presently	show,	had	taken	another	turn;	it	will	not	protect	us,	but	rather	lead	us	
deeper	and	more	steadily	in	their	arms.	The	great	Sarrone	says:	
	



"We	have	observed,	after	many	a	vaccination,	that	the	infection	spreads	by	this	
very	means,	when	we	expected	it	the	least!"	
	
To	what	Fernelius	says	already,	in	the	sixteenth	century:	
	
"It	is	true,	we	are	many	years,	in	succession,	free	from	the	inroads	of	smallpox,	
but	we	often	have	found,	ourselves	unexpectedly	attacked,	and	nearly	
destroyed!"	
	
We	have	to	subscribe,	this	very	day,	our	bloody	signature,	while	we	must	
recognize	the	apparent	modification	of	the	external	form,	for	a	miserable	
illusion,	when	we	find	this	vaunted	modification	existing	in	a	transfer	of	the	
disease	from	the	exterior	to	the	interior	life	organs.	
	



CHAPTER	4

THIRD	THESIS:	VACCINATION	IS	A	CRIME

§	11.	Our	actions	are	generally	based	upon	three	motives:	
	
1.	Upon	faith	(blind	belief).
2.	Upon	habit	(false	experience).
3.	Upon	knowledge	(true	experience).	
	
Every	other	motive,	as	passion,	etc.,	we	exclude	here	at	once.	We	must	
acknowledge,	that	we	are	wanting	the	preceding	necessary	insight	into	the	
effects	and	consequences	of	vaccination,	and	that	we	therefore	cannot	give	a	
rational	account	of	it,	and	continue	its	application,	as	a	mere	senseless	habit,	as	
long	as	we	cannot	refute	the	truth	of	the	following	positions:	
	
1.	The	cause	and	the	nature	of	the	smallpox	poison	and	of	the	smallpox	is	not	
known.	
	
Vaccination	is	the	apocalypses	of	medicine.	Claireau	says:	
	
"Laws	are,	in	the	widest	signification,	the	necessary	conditions	and	relations	of	
things,	which	flow	from	their	very	nature	and	in	this	all	existence	has	its	own	
laws:	God	and	the	material	world	of	bodies—the	spiritual	and	animal	creation—
all	have	their	laws!"	
	
Vaccination	is	not	founded	upon	any	law	of	nature;	it	is	truly	an	outlaw!	
	
2.	It	is	the	same	with	the	vaccine	or	cowpox!	We	know	of	it	not	more	than	what	
that	country	girl	told	the	youthful	student	Jenner.	Jenner	believed	it	in	the	true	
English	fashion;	he	told	it	farther;	and	physicians,	laymen,	kings	and	nations,	
plunged	wildly	and	blindly	in	the	same	faith,	which	soon	became	so	
authoritative	and	unconditional,	that	every	doubter	was	treated	with	contempt	
and	excommunication,	and	persecution.	
	
The	faithfully	believing	people	soon	mixed	the	thing	with	the	person,	and	
accorded	to	physicians	the	ability	of	moving	the	powers	of	nature	after	their	own	



pleasure,	and	created	thus	a	larger	and	farther	privilege	for	the	medical	
profession.		The	excessive	veneration	for	this	institute,	was	richly	nourished	by	
the	timid	thought	on	the	terrible	smallpox,	which	was	looked	upon	as	the	most	
horrible	scourge	the	human	family	had	been	subjected	to.
	
Impudence	and	self-complacency	copulated	with	it	a	thought	of	divine	origin	
and	unavoidable	necessity.	Notwithstanding	all	this,	we	physicians	do,	in	reality,	
know	nothing	more	about	the	cowpox,	than	what	the	tempting	country	Eva	has	
told	her	admiring	Jenner.	Ea	judex	est	ante	ministerium	mortis.	
	
3.	Of	the	effect	of	the	cowpox	or	vaccination,	we	only	know,	that	man	and	cow	
get	sick	and	suffer	from	it.	It	produces	clearly	all	the	symptoms	of	a	most	
thorough	poisoning.	Astrology	is	the	moral	disease	and	weakness	of	the	Orient;	
the	vaccination	faith	that	of	the	Occident.	There	are	in	the	Occident,	as	well	as	in	
the	Orient,	blind	gropers,	who	act	without	knowledge	of	cause	and	effect.	
	
4.	How	the	cowpox	poison	should	insure	man,	we	cannot	even	dream,	far	less	
physiologically	think.	When	the	believers	of	Metempsychosis,	the	Tartars,	
swallow	pills	made	of	the	excrements	of	their	high	priests—as	Forster	and	
Hastings	testify—the	filthy	usage	rests	upon	a	deep	thought,	upon	an	idea—but	
the	vaccination?	
	
5.	The	medical	science	has	no	power	over	the	smallpox	poison;	it	is	confined	to	
the	defence!	If	we	had	a	clear	insight	into	the	effect	of	the	lancet,	and	would	
remain	silent	about	its	destructiveness,	we	would	deserve	the	execration	of	the	
world!	But	vaccination	is	the	child	of	faith,	a	kind	of	talismanery,	supported	by	
fear	and	cherished	by	laziness.	Habit,	science	and	law,	have	declared:	
	
1.	That	vaccination	has	not	the	least	injurious	influence	upon	the	life	and	health	
of	those	who	are	vaccinated.	
	
2.	That	vaccination	offers	the	best	possible	security	for	the	extermination	of	a	
tendency	of	being	infected	by	smallpox.	
	
3.	That	vaccination	is	the	only	means	by	which	smallpox	and	its	destruction	can	
be	finally	banished.	
	
These	three	articles	of	social	faith	have	played	the	greatest	mischief	with	
presumed	wisdom	of	legislative	powers,	and	have	fooled	the	millions;	for	a	



really	wise	man	only	acts	thus,	when	he	knows	fully	what	he	is	about.	Faith	is	
not	knowledge.	
	
A	state	faith	is	not	exactly	a	crime	for	itself;	but	it	is	an	evil,	and	a	very	great	
one,	when	the	laws	which	are	based	upon	and	deduced	from	it,	and	which	shall	
tend	to	satisfy	society,	lead	to	the	very	opposite	result.	Let	us	then	examine	these	
three	articles	of	faith	more	minutely.	
	

FIRST	ARTICLE	OF	FAITH
	
§	12.	The	sunray	warms;	the	moonlight	charms;	the	water	moistens;	and	poison	
poisons.	All	this	is	nothing	new;	and	government	knows	it	too,	when	it	speaks	so	
sweetly	to	the	nation:	'Not	the	least	harm	comes	from	vaccination!'	Every	
medical	report,	every	look	into	the	lists	of	death	and	their	causes,	proves	it;	and	
yet	the	government	says	gladly,	"O!	Not	the	least	harm	has	been	done	by	
vaccination!'	The	first	is	a	senseless	lie;	the	second	a	conscious	one—a	Persian	
lie!	But	the	Shah	lies,	and,	therefore,	all	Persians	lie!	Thus	the	government	
officers	and	the	Faculty	lie,	and	the	uncounted	masses	of	fools	merrily	follow	
suit!	Et	nemo	injecit	in	eum	manum.	Marc.	i.	31.	
	
"Come	in,	madam!	Be	not	afraid!	Does	this	little	one	belong	to	you?	So,	so!	
What	a	lovely	babe!	Truly,	a	young	hero!	A	perfect	ideal	of	health!'	exclaims	the	
vaccine	physician	to	the	trembling	mother,	who	is	full	of	doubts	and	misgivings.	
"Here!	Read	yourself;	read	the	new	law,	provided	by	the	wise	legislators	of	
modern	Athens.	It	says:	Vaccination	does	not	do	the	least	harm!''	This	
overpowers	the	last	gleam	of	God	given	instinct	in	the	doubting	mother	soul;	the	
snow	white,	pure	little	arms	are	bared	and	offered,	and	the	poison	6—12—18—
24	times	incised;	for	it	is	of	acknowledged	importance,	"that	the	vaccine	poison	
should	be	forced	into	the	unwilling	body	in	SUFFICIENT	quantity!	THE	MORE	
THE	BETTER!"	
	
Philanthropist,	let	us	pray	in	the	words	of	the	holy	Crucified:	"Father!	Forgive	
them,	for	they	know	not	what	they	do!"	And	they	honestly	acknowledge	the	fact.	
	
General	measures	we	base	upon	general	laws!	The	law	of	Nature	is,	that	she	
rewards	us	with	pleasurable	sensations,	as	often	as	we	have	satisfied	one	of	her	
calls.	Is,	therefore,	vaccination	a	natural	necessity?	Would	the	child,	then,	feel	so	



miserably,	and	be	sick	after	it?	Instead	of	this,	the	sovereign	nature	of	the	child	
declares	a	revolutionary	war,	as	soon	as	it	is	poisoned	with	the	vaccine	lymph.	
The	powers	of	self-protecting	nature	and	of	the	unnatural	invasion,	are	drawn	up	
like	two	hostile	armies,	in	full	battle	array.	The	invading	poison	attacks;	the	
combatants	get	heated;	the	struggle	becomes	vehement;	the	child	is	dismayed;	
the	fever	rages;	the	skin	burns;	the	pulse	runs	high	and	quick;	it	storms.	
	
"For	God's	sake,	doctor!"	exclaims	the	mother,	ringing	her	hands,	''my	child!	My	
darling	child!	Vaccination	has	hurt	it!"	
	
"Calm	yourself,	good	woman,	this	is	nothing	but	the	vaccine	fever—the	
extinguishing	fever!"	
	
Mother:	The	ex...tin...guishing	fever?	
	
Doctor:	Yes!	The	same.	
	
Mother:	What	is	there	to	be	extinguished?	My	child	was	perfectly	healthy;	it	was	
never	yet	the	least	unwell.	As	little	as	I	and	my	husband.
	
Doctor:	(Sheltered	behind	his	medical	and	mystical	prerogative)	You	do	not	
understand	that;	you	better	quiet	yourself.	Read	here	the	laws	an	enlightened	
legislature	has	made	and	provided!	
	
And	the	disconsolate	mother	is	silent!	And	the	doctor	is	silent	too!	
	
The	storm	rages	on.	The	suffering	child	screams;	throws	itself	about;	cannot	find	
rest.	The	mother	prays,	and	peace	ensues.	Nature	has	conquered!	Victory!	
Victory!	The	child	is	quiet	and	exhausted.	The	mother	smiles	through	her	tears.	
Victory!	Triumph!	The	hostile,	poisonous	intruder,	is	repulsed	to	the	spot	where	
he	first	invaded.	There	he	is!	Shut	up,	fettered,	captive	lies	the	wild	destroyers	in	
their	holes;	but	fiery	red	and	swollen	for	anger,	looks	victorious	Nature	out	of	
the	inflamed	arm.	
	
Mother:	God	be	thanked!	The	eruption	is	here;	what	anxiety	I	have	had!	
	
Doctor:	You	see,	madame,	such	things	you	do	not	understand:	as	I	have	told	you	
before.	
	



Mother:	Yes!	I	was	wrong,	and	beg	your	pardon	a	thousand	times.	
	
The	sacred	order	of	Nature	is	saved,	the	anarchical	invasion	of	the	poisoned	
lancet	subdued,	and	martial	law	proclaimed.	The	law	of	Nature	is:	ejection	by	
suppuration!	The	pox	suppurates,	falls	off	in	ugly	scabs.	But	the	general	welfare	
of	Nature	has	suffered	by	the	frivolous	war.	
	
Mother:	My	little	one	looks	yet	very	pale;	one	can	see	how	exhausted	it	is.	
	
Doctor:	Thank	God,	madame!	The	reactive	fever	was	splendid;	and	now	you	can	
be	assured,	that	it	will	never	get	the	smallpox.	
	
Mother:	O!	How	shall	I	express	my	gratitude	to	you!	
	
Let	us	now	look	deeper	into	this	hocus	pocus	of	vaccination.	The	infantile	
organism	is	the	purest	expression	of	natural	perfectibility.	To	interrupt	it,	is	a	
great	crime;	but	to	interrupt	it	senselessly,	is	a	monstrous	crime.	Let	us	be	
grateful	to	God,	who	directs	the	evil	to	turn	to	good.	Let	us	revere	the	guardian	
angels	who	watch	unceasingly	over	our	cradles.	Let	us	admire	all	powerful	
Nature,	which	is	not	so	easily	brought	into	this	serious	and	lasting	disorder	by	
our	perverse	intrusions;	for	otherwise,	there	would	hardly	have	remained	a	
human	being	alive.	But	let	us	not	praise	vaccination,	even	if	a	great	many	
children	get	alive	through	it.	Nature	is	great!	A	most	astonishing	proof	of	this	
give:	
	
a)	Those	children,	particularly	boys,	whose	strong	health	will	not	accept	any	
poison	at	all,	who	do	not	form	those	vaccine	blisters,	but	who,	as	it	were,	reject	
indignantly	the	intrusion,	and	throw	out	the	poison	again	by	different	kinds	of	
eruption	and	ulcerations.	
	
b)	Such	who	have	carried	out	of	the	violent	struggle	of	the	natural	smallpox,	the	
reward	of	perfectly	pure	bodily	health;	and	
	
c)	Such	to	whom	a	kind	of	family	immunity	might	be	ascribed;	that	is,	a	mixture	
of	fluids,	the	chemical	vitality	of	which	would	rather	permit	a	hundred	other	
disease	forms,	than	the	smallpox,	(and	vice	versa)	Cazal	vaccinated	a	boy	in	
vain;	
	
The	second	time—in	vain!	



The	third	time—in	vain!	
The	fourth	time—in	vain!	
	
He	then	made	him	take	a	quantity	of	pulverized	kinepox	scabs	in	a	soup.On	the	
fourth	day,	the	poor	boy	begun	to	vomit	violently,	and	to	suffer	from	nervous	
symptoms.	This	condition	lasted	for	six	days,	and	finally	there	appeared	on	his	
body	one	hundred	and	eighty	kinepox	pustules;	Whether	the	stomach	of	this	
victim	of	onesided	scientific	perversity,	threw	its	grateful	acknowledgment	for	
such	favors	right	into	the	face	of	the	experimenting	Doctor,	is	not	mentioned.	

§	13.	The	tender	age	of	infancy	is	very	susceptible	for	external	influences;	why	
not	also	for	any	kind	of	poison?	And	it	would	have	to	succumb	often	to	the	
change	in	temperature,	to	carelessness	and	perversity	in	education,	and	many	
other	untoward	circumstances	arising	from	false	views	and	inherited	prejudices,	
if	our	kind	Creator	had	not	provided	safeguards	for	all	emergencies.	This	guard	
forms	the	tendency	of	the	child	to	oppose	every	intrusion	and	attack,	by	a	
wonderful	reaction.	We	have	seen	such	a	spectacle	in	the	preceding	pages!
	
Would	to	God	that	the	struggle	be	always	so	fortunate;	I	would	be	silent,	and	
suppress	my	indignation!	But	it	is	not	always	so!	The	susceptibility,	as	well	as	
the	reactive	power,	and	therefore	also	the	result	of	the	physical	struggle	are	so	
different,	and	varying	in	manner	and	strength,	as	the	millions	of	flowers	of	a	
meadow,	cut	down	by	a	hailstorm.	Many	a	book	might	be	written	on	this	subject	
alone,	but	I	have	neither	time	nor	space,	nor	inclination	for	such	a	task.	
	
Second	Scene:	The	hostile	invasion	of	the	beastly	pox	is	also	totally	repulsed	by	
the	powers	of	nature,	(exercitus	vitae)	but	the	marauders	are	not	only	caught	by	
the	arm,	and	driven	out	of	the	land,	but	all	the	boundaries	are	infested,	molested,	
and	exhausted	by	these.	
	
Besides,	and	after	the	vaccine	eruptions,	various	skin	affections	make	their	
appearance	In	children:	
	
a)	papula;	
b)	exanthemata;	
c)	pustules;	
d)	furuncles,	which	trouble	the	little	ones	more	or	less,	or	which	they	secretly	
breed	for	years.	
	



"The	child	will	not	thrive;	there	is	always	something	the	matter	with	it!''	
	
Mother	A.:	My	child	has	got	an	eruption	all	over	the	body,	like	heat	blisters;	it	
has	scarcely	any	rest	for	itching;	on	its	cheeks	and	lips	there	are	poison	blisters,	
and	it	is	sore	here	and	there.	
	
Mother	B.:	My	good	for	nothing	nurse	left	the	other	day	the	door	open;	my	three	
children	have	taken	severe	colds.	I	have	sent	her	off.	My	poor	Molly	has	got	now	
erysipelas,	Lizzie	something	like	nettle	rash,	and	Tom	even	the	measles.	They	
are	all	very	unwell,	indeed;	but	the	worst	is	that	we	apprehend	with	the	babe—
the	scarlet	fever!	
	
Mother	C.:	I	am	afraid	that	my	children	have	handled	the	mangy	cat	of	our	
neighbors;	I	never	will	be	again	the	neighbor	of	a	baker.	It	is	unbearable—all	my	
children	have	the	tetter:	Charles	on	the	head	(flavus)	John	in	the	face	(impetigo	
larvalis)	and	Bob	on	his	thighs	(impet.	sparsa)	It	is	a	very	disagreeable	sight,	and	
smells	so	badly.	The	worst	of	all	is—and	I	am	fully	satisfied	of	it—the	Doctor	
has	made	a	mistake,	and	not	thoroughly	extinguished	the	smallpox	poison,	for	
my	boy	James	has	got,	besides	the	vaccine	pustules,	the	real	smallpox,	(variola,	
varioloids,	varicellae).	Yet	I	must	say	that	the	boy	has	had	the	extinguishing	
fever	very	severely:	at	least	the	Doctor	said	so.	
	
Mother	D.:	All	my	happiness	is	gone;	I	was	too	happy!	Since	my	unfortunate	
boy	has	been	vaccinated,	he	has	been	a	perfect	Lazarus.	Every	part	of	his	body	
breaks	out	in	most	painful	boils	and	abscesses	in	the	armpits,	on	the	neck	and	
body	in	general;	his	arms	and	feet	appear	to	be	full	of	matter;	the	poison	comes	
even	out	at	the	ends	of	his	little	fingers	(panaritia)	My	only	consolation	is,	that	
the	pale	poor	little	thing	can	eat	well.	
	
As	the	unprofessional	father	doubted	formerly,	so	is	now	the	physician	startled:	
''Mea	culpa!	Mea	maxima	culpa!''	The	distress	of	the	miserable	parents	drives	
the	blush	of	embarrassment	in	his	face.	"Hem!	Hem!	But	no!"	he	deafens	
himself,	"no,	the	vaccination	cannot	be	the	only	cause	of	all	this	pitiful	woe;	all	
the	world	vaccinates,	and	lawmakers,	even	in	the	most	progressive	and	
enlightened	communities,	order	it!	I	then	will	vaccinate	as	long	as	government	
and	the	people	desire	it.''	The	son	of	Heaven,	in	China,	orders	the	Mandarin	to	be	
whipped,	who	again	has	the	people	whipped:	''Lege	legis	Doctor	legem	servabo	
servus,	nec	non	physicus	longus!	Nonne	boves	Deo	curae	sunt?	
	



§	14.	Third	Scene:	The	ground	is	less	guarded;	the	lancet	army	penetrates	deeper	
into	the	land,	into	the	intestines	of	the	country.	They	find	them	wonderfully	
fortified.	Everywhere	electric	batteries,	(plexus),	like	small	fortresses,	with	
starlike	ramifications,	surround	the	grey-reddish	nervous	knots,	(ganglia),	the	
arterial	streams;	the	principal	fortification	protects	the	stomach,	(ganglion	solare)	
and	24	to	25	such	detached	forts	on	each	side	of	the	spinal	column	defend	the	
spinal	marrow.
	
The	rapport	with	the	head,	with	the	members	of	the	whole	body	is	secured.	Thus	
prepared	and	armed,	nature	awaits	the	attack	of	the	kinepox.	They	approach;	
nature	defends	herself	by	violent	fever,	the	child	burns,	calls	for	water,	moans	
pitifully,	lets	head	and	limbs	hang	loosely;	the	heat	increases,	the	nerves	of	the	
spinal	marrow	hasten	to	succor,	by	cramps	and	convulsions:	John	dies	the	
second	day—the	tendons	jump,	the	cerebrum	participates,	sopor,	contortions	
ensue:	Charles	dies	on	the	fourth,	sixth,	tenth	day—the	struggle	gets	finally	
weaker,	is	continued	yet	for	some	weeks:	David	dies	of	hectic	fever!	
	
Mother:	God!	My	child!	Doctor!	My	poor	child,	it	is	dead!	I	ought	not	to	have	
had	it	vaccinated!	
	
Doctor:	Hero	the	teething	is	the	cause,	madame,	a	vehement	fever,	an	
inflammatory	fever,	was	complicated	with	the	teething.	
	
Mother:	Yes,	yes!	And	this	fever	was	what	you	call	the	extinguishing	fever!	
God!	My	child!	
	
Doctor:	(Sighs	and	sneaks	away	with	deep	and	very	painful	emotions)	
	
It	is	a	beautiful,	a	very	wise	law,	this	vaccination	law!	The	brute-pox	has	gained	
some	advantage,	and	reaches	now	the	mucous	membranes.	It	is	principally	the	
nerve	fortress	of	the	stomach,	which	resists	vigorously;	the	storm	rages	in	the	
arteries,	(abdominal	pulsation)	the	mucous	preparing	glands	(muciparae	
glandulae)	envelope	the	enemy	with	tough	phlegm;	he	is	subdued.	Nature	
conquers	and	triumphs	here	by	diarrhoea:	Tom	cuts	himself	through;	Bob	
succumbs	in	the	flight;	there,	by	vomiting,	George	gets	through,	but	is	severely	
wounded;	Harry	falls.	The	discarded	enemy	runs	now	wildly	up	and	down;	
James	saves	himself;	Wash	dies	of	choleraic	symptoms;	the	fortresses	(ganglia)	
inflame	and	discharge	whatever	they	can	(cholera)	
	



The	main	body	of	the	partially	subdued	enemy	takes	refuge	in	the	blind	gut;	
establishes	itself	there:	Ike	is	saved	with	great	difficulty	by	art;	Charles's	
stomach	gets	perforated;	he	dies	of	softening	of	the	stomach.	Fire!	Fire!	The	
enemy's	fire	torch	blazes	in	the	intestines!	Sam	can	hardly	be	snatched	out	of	the	
flames;	Ned	dies	of	enteritis.	The	poison	pox	takes	the	burning	place!	True,	
faithful	Nature,	succumbs	not	yet;	she	struggles	for	life	and	death,	and	she	
succeeds	to	take	hold	of	the	leaders	of	the	invading	rebels,	and	shuts	them	up	in	
the	exanthem	of	the	coating	of	the	intestines.	Again	she	proclaims	and	executes	
martial	law:	she	ejects	pus.	But	here	on	the	inner	coating	of	man	the	execution	is	
far	more	difficult	than	on	the	external	surface.	
	
A	sensible	physician	helps	Fred	through	in	the	process	of	ejection	(typhus,	
nervous	mucous	fever);	the	ulcers	in	the	intestines	suppurate	and	heal;	but	with	
Anna	they	heal	not—she	dies!	Help!	Help!	The	child	suffocates;	the	brute	poison	
moves	from	the	stomach	into	the	breast.	What	a	terrible	catarrh!	Lizzie	sinks	
under	her	choking	cough,	and	Emma,	with	asthmatic	want	of	breath,	under	
convulsions.	Dost	thou	hear	the	distressing	call	of	Nature,	the	whooping	cough:	
this	horrible,	pitiable	woe	of	a	child?	Dost	thou	see	the	colossal	mass	of	phlegm	
by	which	Nature	tries	to	defend	herself,	as	long	as	she	does	not	feel	her	fever	
strength	equal	in	a	match	with	the	poison	power?	
	
How	rapidly	docs	the	scourge	progress!	The	terribly	ominous	commotion	begins	
already	the	first,	fourth,	seventh,	and	ninth	day	after	the	vaccination;	many,	
many	children	fall	its	victims;	and	again,	others	are	more	fortunate;	but	mostly	
some	misery	remains.	The	mucous	membranes,	particularly	those	of	the	organs	
of	the	senses	and	generation,	(in	adults)	attest	the	sufferings	and	dangers	
originating	in	the	inoculated	kinepox	poison.	Ophthalmia,	otorrhoe,	fluor	albus,	
prurigo,	etc.
	
§	15.	What	a	sea	of	tears,	what	an	unbounded	field	of	misery	lies	behind	us!	Let	
us	add	to	this	the	dead,	the	invalids,	the	infirm,	that	come	forth	out	of	these	
struggles!	The	field	on	which	the	battle	was	so	fiercely	fought,	is	before	us,	
disordered,	ruined,	weakened,	devastated;	it	is	the	extensive	field	of	digestion	
and	breathing,	the	basis,	the	root	of	life.	Not	enough	that	these	terrible	traces	are	
reproduced	year	after	year,	but	the	poisoning	goes	on	again	and	again,	and	
poison	is	heaped	into	the	already	poisoned	bodies.	And	this	is	the	reason	why	the	
affections	of	the	mucous	membranes,	which	were	formerly	only	1/2	of	all	
diseases,	have	now	increased	to	5/6	of	their	number.	Thou	miserable	abdomen!	
Thou	miserable	chest!	Is	Pandora's	box	not	yet	empty?*	



	
*Answer:	Not	as	long	as	the	box	of	Pandora	is	the	vaccinating	case	of	
instruments!
Gone	is	all	faith	in	the	doctrine	of	“not	the	least	injury.”	Nothing	has	gained	but	
the	history	of	errors	and	fallacies;	its	pages	show	innumerable	new	experiments.	
The	people	have	acquired	by	this	vaccination:	
	
1.	A	glorious	degree	of	sickly	sensitiveness	of	the	stomach	and	intestinal	canal,	
accompanied	by	open	and	hidden	disturbances	in	the	whole	digestive	apparatus,	
namely,	diarrhoea,	dyspepsia,	phthisis	dyspeptica,	liver	and	spleen	suffering,	
never	known	before.	
	
2.	An	entirely	new	disease	(since	1806)	which	domesticates	itself	every	year	
more	firmly,	the	typhus,	which	is	a	mucous	fever	with	ulcerations	and	pox	
eruptions	in	the	abdominal	viscera.	
	
3.	The	daily	more	frequent	appearance	of	a	new	children	disease,	which	Millar	
observed	and	presented	(1755)	as	the	first	fruit	of	inoculation	in	England:	the	
asthma	Millari.	
	
4.	The	poor	children	have	gained,	or	rather	regained,	in	immensely	more	
malignant	form,	(since	1806)	the	long	before	forgotten	inflammation	of	the	
windpipe—croup.As	formerly,	in	England,	Nature	revolted	(1738)	against	the	
inoculation	of	the	human	smallpox	matter,	and	tried	valiantly	to	remove	the	
poison	by	means	of	catarrhal	gangrenous	angina	in	the	throat;	as	children	for	
nearly	forty	years	suffered	the	tortures	of	horrible	strangulation	difficulties,	and	
many	thousands	of	them	wretchedly	perished;	so	appears	now	here	and	
everywhere,	where	vaccination	is	introduced,	the	croup,	somewhat	milder,	
because	the	kinepox	is	somewhat	milder,	and	tortures,	frightens,	sickens	and	
kills	(already	some	forty	years)	the	innocent	victims.	
	
5.	The	whooping	cough	has	gained	in	strength	and	extent	immensely.	
	
6.	The	human	family	in	general,	has	acquired	a	monstrous	increase	in	
consumptive	and	hectic	diseases,	which	mostly	originate	in	the	digestive	
apparatus	(phthisis	dyspeptica).	
	
7.	An	entirely	new	disease,	softening	of	the	stomach	(v.	Jaeger	and	Camerer)	has	
been	added	since	1811—1813,	to	our	already	immensely	large	catalogue	of	



destructive	diseases.	
	
8.	Our	young	women	have	gained,	since	1822,	a	generality	of	chlorosis	and	fluor	
albus,	of	which	we	did	not	dream	before.	
	
9.	The	whole	human	family	have	been	enriched	by	the	acquisition	of	the	
Bengalian	poison	snake—hydrophis;	the	tropical	wild	pox	poison,	the	cholera;	
which	now	has	established	itself	among	us	thoroughly	and	habitually.	
	
10.	Our	generation	has,	besides	all	this,	gained	a	far	greater	susceptibility	for	the	
smallpox	poison,	which	will	ravage	in	the	above	mentioned	disease	forms	of	the	
mucous	membranes	in	the	interior	of	the	organism,	till	the	feeding	of	the	poison	
by	vaccination,	ordered	even	by	laws,	sanctioned	by	usage,	and	held	up	by	the	
faculty,	is	forbidden	under	severe	penalty.	Then	only	will	Nature	be	able	to	
recover	all	her	own;	and	then	will	the	external	smallpox	reappear	as	a	redeeming	
means	for	the	internal	destruction.	
	
Doctor:	Bring	your	babe	now	for	vaccination!	
	
Mother:	How	you	have	frightened	me,	I	tremble	all	over!	
	
Doctor:	Why?	what	is	the	matter?	
	
Mother:	Pardon	me;	but	I	feel	a	perfect	horror	creeping	over	me	at	the	mere	
thought	on	vaccination,	since	my	poor	Charles	has	died	in	consequence	of	it.	
	
Doctor:	Nonsense!	Charles	did	not	die	on	vaccination;	do	not	believe	such	a	
thing.	He	got	dysentery	while	teething.	
	
Mother:	I	beg	you	to	wait	another	year;	Tom	is	now	very	delicate	indeed.	
	
Doctor:	Only	the	better!	And	I	have	this	very	moment	excellent,	fresh	vaccine	
lymph.	
	
Mother:	In	God's	name	be	it	done!	But,	doctor,	the	responsibility	rests	on	your	
shoulders!
	
Nine	days	after	this	conversation	and	following	vaccination,	Tom	was	a	corpse,	
with	two	vaccine	blisters	on	each	arm.	



	
§	16.	Fourth	Scene:	The	boundaries	and	the	gates	of	the	land	are	poorly	guarded;	
the	first	advance	of	the	fever	troops	is	inactive.		Nature,	impotently	urging	on	the	
miserable	powers	of	the	body,	struggles	against	the	beastly	pox	in	the	spheres	of	
the	mucous	membranes.	There	is	a	great	deal	of	mucus,	but	not	sufficient	to	
stifle	and	smother	the	enemies.	The	police	force	(the	worms)	of	the	intestinal	
canal	is	increased.	This	measure	is	for	some	time	successful;	but	the	intruding	
poison	soon	overpowers	the	worms	also,	and	the	skirmishing	in	the	streets	
makes	the	assistance	and	interference	of	a	physician	necessary	(anthelmintica)	
Even	now	the	quiet	is	of	short	duration!	
	
The	poisoning	eruptions	sneer	at	the	catarrh;	they	move	into	the	throat,	drying,	
burning	and	exhausting;	the	thirst	is	enormous;	the	irritation	of	the	eyes	and	the	
nose,	and	the	sneezing,	torturing.	They	laugh	at	Nature	and	Art;	for	they	delight	
to	play	in	the	most	various	catarrhal	forms—not	in	storm	and	rain—no!	In	the	
most	beautiful,	warm,	dry	weather,	in	the	full	bloom	of	the	fields.	They	play	for	
months	and	years,	up	and	down	like	ebb	and	flood.	Nothing	will	draw	the	enemy	
out	of	his	positions.	
	
"It	is	almost	to	despair,"	exclaims	the	physician,	"that	is	no	cataarh!	I	was	
deceived!	What	a	suspicious	smell!	It	is	clearly	infectious!	It	must	he	a	poison;	it	
consumes	the	child's	color,	flesh,	roundness	and	nervous	energy.	You	see	how	it	
shrinks,	as	if	frightened!	How	irritable,	pale,	tiny	and	miserable	it	is!	I	must	
assist	poor	Nature!	And	observe	how	Nature	gratefully	and	readily	gathers	her	
strength,	and	calls	on	the	serous	texture	for	assistance.	The	struggle	is	slowly	
Renewed;	the	poison	storms	on	the	one	side	from	the	mucous	membranes	
against	the	serosa,	and	attacks	on	the	other	side	the	serous	inner	coating	of	the	
vessels.	The	heat,	and	excitement	is	here,	and	is	there,	and	soon	burns	the	head,	
(Arachnoidea)	soon	burn	the	joints	(synovial	membranes,	bursoe	mucosoe).	
	
The	fever	rages—the	life	struggles	all	over	in	the	blood	vessels,	nerves,	fibres,	
etc.	The	diaphragm	catches	fire!	The	rebels	cut	and	thrust	here	and	there	through	
the	head,	chest,	stomach,	spleen	and	liver;	no	member	of	the	body	will	act.	
Every	function	is	at	a	standstill.	The	prime	of	the	poison	falls	finally	also	into	the	
centre;	the	inner	coating	of	the	pericardium	inflames.	How	then	the	heart	storms	
in	anxiety	and	despair!	How	the	pulsation	runs	wild!	The	stinking	breath	
indicates	a	retreat	of	the	enemy	(contagium)	the	room	is	pestilential.
	
Open	the	windows!	Air!	How	the	nerves	tremble!	What	a	tumult	and	uproar!	



(coctio	febris)	The	tongue	is	in	a	tremor.	Water!	Water!	Heroically	courageous,	
observes	the	physician,	he	quiets	and	cools;	and	orders	the	route!	Heavens!	Sam	
sinks	in	the	storm!	Jim	makes	a	last	effort.	The	skin	steams!	Pestilential	smell!	
The	enemy	flees;	victory!	the	crisis	has	arrived!	Out	of	all	openings	flies	the	
pest.	Others	are	fighting	yet.	If	we	had	only	nerves	and	vessels,	complains	the	
serous	party!	Take	courage,	exclaims	Nature;	the	watchword	is:	Life	or	death!	
You	are	completely	shut-up	sacs;	exhale,	by	all	means,	instead	of	your	usual	
vapour,	water;	drown	the	incendiaries.	And	see,	the	disease	is	extinguished	in	the	
watery	effusion:	hydrocephalus	acutus,	hydrothoraxy	hydrops	pericardii,	
Anasarca,	hydrops	tunioce	amnios,	hydrocele,	hydrarthus,	etc.	The	formation	of	
furuncles	and	abscesses	fail	not	to	make	their	appearance	in	the	later	time	of	
recon	valescence;	the	law,	ejection	by	pus,	must	be	fulfilled.	
	
§	17.	Let	us	examine,	for	once,	the	viscera	of	an	animal	that	has	been	butchered;	
the	glassy	shining	exterior,	f.	i.	of	the	intestines,	of	a	bladder,	etc.,	shows	the	
serous	texture	which	the	wisdom	of	the	Creator	has	much	condensed,	and	left	
without	blood	and	nerves.	In	such	textures	are	sac-like	enclosed	all	those	viscera,	
that	are	most	necessary	for	life,	namely:	the	brain,	the	organs	of	sight	and	
hearing,	the	lungs,	the	heart,	the	liver,	the	spleen,	the	stomach	and	intestines,	the	
kidneys	and	bladder,	the	joints,	etc.
The	inflammation	of	these	sacs	is	very	painful,	violent,	and	rather	difficult	to	
manage,	because	it	is	generally	combined	with	erysipelas;	it	affects	often	most	
seriously	the	organs	themselves,	which	the	sacs	are	to	protect,	and	thus	even	life	
itself.	The	medical	guild	throw	in	this	sanctum	the	poison	firebrand;	they	carry	
the	terrible	furies	of	death,	suffering,	and	sickness	into	the	very	life	springs,	and	
exclaim:	"There	is	not	the	least	injury	done!"	
First	Mother:	What	a	most	awful	affliction!	Think,	my	neighbor's	lovely	boy	has	
died	this	moment!	
	
Second	Mother:	Is	it	possible?	That	fine,	handsome	boy,	who	began	already	to	
walk,	and	laughed	so	sprightly,	is	dead?	
	
First	Mother:	The	same!	His	poor	father	is	nearly	crazed;	it	was	his	favorite.	
	
Second	Mother:	But	I	have	seen	the	child	only	the	other	day,	as	well	as	ever!	
	
First	Mother:	Last	week	he	was	vaccinated;	he	then	began	to	sicken,	got	
inflammation	of	the	brain,	and	died.	
	



Second	Mother:	A	good	many	children	die,	nowadays,	under	similar	
circumstances.	
	
First	Mother:	The	father	accuses	loudly	the	physician,	as	the	cause	of	the	death.	
	
Second	Mother:	Our	houses	of	refuge	are	now	changed	into	hospitals	by	the	
introduction	of	vaccination.	
	
First	Mother:	Another	neighbor's	three	daughters	have	been	revaccinated	lately;	
one	of	them	has	now	hip	disease;	another	is	as	ugly,	yellow,	and	lean	as	one	can	
be;	and	the	third,	a	truly	excellent	girl,	coughs	all	night,	and	is	very	weak.	We	
hear	her	screams	in	our	house;	she	has	such	terrible	pains	and	stitches	in	her	
breast	and	left	side.	
	
Second	Mother:	A	friend	of	mine	became	bedridden,	for	a	long	time,	after	
revaccination.	Suddenly	she	got	most	awful	earache;	three	physicians	were	
called	in.	But	all	their	endeavors	to	help	were	in	vain.	Finally,	a	tumor	formed	in	
the	ear.	The	physicians	took	it	first	for	a	polypus;	it	showed	itself	to	be	
afterwards	an	abscess,	which	discharged	a	great	deal	of	yellow	water;	and	now	
she	hears	with	that	ear	not	a	sound;	you	would	hardly	know	the	poor	woman.	
	
First	Mother:	The	same	thing	happened	to	a	friend	of	my	husband's;	but,	in	his	
case,	the	difficulty	settled	in	the	eyes.	On	one	eye	he	is	entirely	blind	now;	the	
other	is	so	weak,	that	he	cannot	bear	any	light.	
	
Second	Mother.	Our	Doctor	has	vaccinated	himself	four	times.	The	last	time,	
two	months	ago,	he	got	very	sick.	As	soon	as	he	had	recovered,	and	began	to	
make	visits,	he	got	the	real	smallpox,	and	suffers	now	dreadfully,	he	has	lost	all	
his	hair.	
	
§	18.	The	FIBRINE	exists	in	our	chyme,	and	in	great	quantity	in	our	blood,	and	
forms	the	principal	substance	of	our	flesh.	Muscle	and	tendon	differ	from	each	
other,	like	the	external	and	internal	skin	of	the	lips;	they	are	therefore	one	and	
the	same	substance;	and	it	makes	no	difference	that	the	flesh	is	red,	and	the	
tendon	silvery.	This	beautiful	silvery	shining	texture	is	the	fibrous	texture,	which	
gives	the	body	its	elasticity.	It	surrounds	all	our	bones,	surrounds	our	whole	
brain,	as	well	as	its	single	divisions,	our	spinal	marrow,	all	our	nerves,	our	eye,	
our	heart,	all	our	blood	vessels:	forms	firm	capsules	round	our	joints,	sheaths	
ligaments	divisions	for	the	mechanism	of	our	life.	It	is,	therefore,	besides	the	



bones,	the	firmest	protection	for	all	our	organs.	This	very	firmness	is	their	own	
defence:	while	the	serosa	are	protected	by	their	vapour	and	water,	the	mucous	
membrane	by	mucus,	the	external	skin	by	the	fat.	This	is	the	reason	why	the	
Creator	gave	to	the	fibrous	texture	so	little	conductibility,	particularly	of	poison.	
	
But	even	this	bulwark	is	reached	by	the	vaccine	poison!	Do	you	not	see	and	feel	
the	track	of	this	beast:	the	dreary	vestiges	through	the	regions	of	your	nature,	till	
it	arrived	there?	
	
Look	at	the	immense	number	of	rickety	children,	increasing,	year	sifter	year,	at	
the	most	rapid	rate	ever	since,	and	wherever	other	nations	have	imitated	the	
vaccination	of	the	English!	As	horrible	as	now,	our	forefathers	did	not	see	this	
disease!	Crooked,	blind,	lame,	hunch	backed,	full	of	suppurating	boils,	cramp,	
with	dead	pale,	distorted	pain	features,	moves	this	world	of	poorest	children	
before	our	eyes.	What	is	man?	you	sigh!	But	ask—rather	exasperated:	What	did	
man	do?	And	he	a	physician,	too?	A	government?	With	tears	of	gratitude	buries	
even	a	doting	mother	such	a	miserable	being,	whose	life	would	have	been	a	
torture	to	itself.	"Not	the	least	injury!"	For	the	child	rises	an	angel	to	heaven!	
	
Here	the	thought	dies!	The	pen	is	silent!	The	fifth	scene	is	too	tragic!	A	feeling	
of	sorrowful	indignation	alone	speaks	yet.	Let	others	then	talk.	
	
When	Abraham,	at	the	command	of	God,	was	preparing	to	sacrifice	his	son	
Isaac,	God	sent	a	ram	near	him,	in	his	stead.	Christ	says:	Nobody	will	give	his	
son	a	stone,	when	he	asks	bread.	What	does	the	public	do,	when	the	physician	
poisons	his	own	child?	Let	us	hear	what	Heim	says:	(Pockenseuchen,	S.	633)	
	
"Dr.	B.,	in	S.,	vaccinated	his	own,	perfectly	healthy	child,	about	one	year	old.	
The	suppuration	fever	was	so	strong,	and	the	pustules	flourished	so	finely,	as	Dr.	
B.	had	seldom	seen	it.	But,	ever	since	that,	the	child	began	to	be	sickly,	had	
nearly	always	some	diarrhoea,	increased	thirst,	some	cough—one	furuncle	after	
another	made	its	appearance—the	last	a	very	large	one,	besides	some	other	
smaller	ones,	on	the	seat	of	the	child,	broke	eight	days	before	its	death.	Yet	the	
child	tried	anxiously	to	save	his	foot	from	every	touch,	while	it	did	use	it,	and	
while	it	was	yet	happy	and	frolicsome,	as	much	as	its	many	troubles	permitted	it.	
The	foot	retained,	for	some	days	yet,	its	natural	color	and	form,	and	the	father	
could	therefore	ascribe	the	inflammatory	excitement,	which	expressed	itself	in	
loss	of	appetite,	thirst,	and	nightly	orgasms,	only	to	teeth	development,	(ah!)	or	
to	the	swollen	inguinal	glands,	(ah!	ah!)	or	an	irritation	(what	kind?)	of	the	



ischiadic	or	of	the	crural	nerve.	
	
“The	continually	increasing	heat	(what	heat?)	made	the	father	think	of	an	
inflammation	of	the	fibrous	muscle	sheathing	of	the	foot;	the	clearly	expressed	
desolation,	the	want	of	appetite,	the	often	repeated	attacks	of	involuntary	nausea,	
indicated	to	him	bilious	complications.	The	foot	began,	finally,	after	a	few	days,	
to	get	very	hot,	and	to	swell	considerably,	while	the	color	of	the	skin	remained	
yet	the	same;	and	now	there	could	be	no	doubt	of	an	inflammation	of	the	
periosteum.	A	vomitive	removed,	nearly	indigested,	everything	the	child	had	
taken	the	last	few	days.	In	the	following	night,	the	heat	increased	more	and	
more.	Three	leeches,	and	the	rubbing	in	of	mercurial	ointment,	produced	first	so	
much	alleviation,	that	the	poor	child,	who	had	not	slept	for	24	hours,	fell	asleep,	
and	slept	five	hours	in	succession.	
	
“But,	the	next	morning,	it	was	clearly	visible	that	the	child's	strength	was	rapidly	
sinking;	it	ground	its	teeth,	and	rolled	the	eyes	while	dozing.	When	awake,	it	had	
full	consciousness,	and	begged,	with	fondling	caresses	(its	father!	its	physician!	
its	poisoner!	its	murderer!)	for	help.The	forenoon,	it	was	very	restless.	In	the	
afternoon,	there	was	some	quiet;	and	now	appeared	in	the	middle	of	the	shin	
bone,	a	bluish-red	spot,	and	on	this	some	nut-colored	pustules,	filled	with	matter;	
although	the	little	sufferer	sometimes	started	up,	as	if	frightened;	he	remained	
pretty	quiet	till	two	o'clock,	when	he	began	to	show	difficulties	in	breathing.	An	
empty	choking	got	soon	combined	with	this	changing	hard	breathing,	which	
returned	more	and	more	frequently,	and	lasted	longer	and	longer,	and	finally	
ceased	in	the	forenoon,	about	ten	o'clock;	the	breathing	got	now	more	difficult	
yet,	so	that	no	respiration	was	had,	without	exertion	and	groaning;	the	innocent	
victim	retained	all	this	time,	consciousness,	and	and	prayed	for	relief	(to	whom?)	
	
“A	tepid	bath	subdued	once	more	the	attacks	for	half	an	hour,	but	after	that	the	
child	sank	very	rapidly,	and	death	relieved	the	sufferer	about	two	o'clock,	four	
weeks	after	the	vaccination.	The	dissection	convinced	even	the	wretched	father	
of	the	fact,	that	the	sole	cause	of	the	disease	and	death	of	his	own	child	was	his	
own	act,	and	nothing	but	the	vaccination!”
	
This	heinous	crime,	this	history	of	cruelties,	is	narrated	by	a	father,	by	a	
physician,	by	so	eminent	a	man	as	Dr.	Heim,	in	his	official	reports;	and	yet	
physicians	dare	to	assert,	and	governments	dare	to	contend:	
	
"Vaccination	does	not	do	the	least	injury!''	I	could	cite	here,	from	the	same	



pages,	more	atrocious	details	of	kachexy	and	paedarthrocace,	of	which	Dr.	
Seyfer,	in	Heilbrom,	gives	the	sad	details.	Every	honorable	and	discriminating	
physician	could	add	to	his	catalogue	of	horrors,	the	knowledge	of	which	would	
make	our	hair	stand	up.But	enough!	Be	silent	reflection!	
	
§	19.	Sixth	Scene:	The	rebels	triumph!	The	beastly	hordes	of	the	vaccine	poison	
conquer	the	land,	settle	down,	and	establish	themselves	in	it.	The	throne	of	
monarchical	nature,	the	brain,	is	vehemently	shaken,	or	even	softened;	the	
mountain	passes	and	their	springs,	the	marrow	and	its	nerves,	are	blockaded,	
teased,	or	also	softened;	the	fortifications	of	the	body	(the	ganglia)	and	the	
magazines	of	industry	and	economy	(the	glandular	system	and	the	mucous	
membranes)	are	in	their	power.	The	fever	troops	of	the	nerves	and	of	the	blood	
lie	beaten	and	prostrated.	The	guard	alone,	the	anima	vitae,	stand	yet	firmly,	and	
is	not	conquered.	
	
She	alone	continues	the	struggle,	in	periodical	attacks	and	skirmishes.	These	
attacks	proceed	from	the	heights	of	the	spinal	column,	invading	soon	the	
dominion	of	respiration,	soon	that	of	digestion,	soon	that	of	generation,	soon	that	
of	the	mechanism	of	the	body	(intermittent	fever)	Nature	rallies	also	once	a	year,	
generally	for	a	pitched	battle	(some	more	violent	and	decisive	fever	or	
inflammation).	But	she	is	unable	to	gain,	unassisted,	a	complete	victory,	cramped	
as	she	generally	is	by	drug	interference,	and	if	a	sensible	physician	does	not	help	
her	in	her	efforts.	
	
The	processes	of	development	play	in	the	child	the	principal	role;	therefore	the	
vaccine	poison	rebels	mix	themselves	most	readily	in	the	organs,	particularly	
active	in	these	processes,	and	thus	the	ruin	of	the	organism	is	secured	for	life.	
	
We	see	here,	in	this	picture,	how	human	life	is	embittered	and	spoiled—a	life	
that	is	never	healthy,	and	seldom	really	sick—the	comfort	of	the	drug	shop.	
Since	the	creation	of	human	beings,	there	never	was	such	a	variegated,	topsy-
turvy	chaos	of	sufferings	of	the	spinal	column,	as	at	the	present	time:	no	wonder	
that	physicians	and	patients	feel	as	if	they	should	despond!	There	remains	only	
one	gain	for	us—rejoice,	and	erect	triumphal	arches	from	the	birthplace	of	the	
wench,	who	instructed	Jenner	in	the	vaccine	mysteries,	to	the	hall	where	the	
Massachusetts	legislature	lately	hatched	their	vaccine	law,	besides	other	similar	
progressive	legislative	measures,	that	astound	the	civilized	world—rejoice	of	the	
grand	acquisitions	made	by	vaccination:	the	miraculous	ORTHOPAEDIC	
INSTITUTES	AND	THE	WONDERFUL	TENDON	CUT!	Rejoice,	Madame,	of	



the	discovery	of	thy	hidden	steel	supporters;	thou	hast	not	a	smallpox	mark	in	
thy	yellowish	pale	face!	
	
Heim	says	farther:	"The	scrofulous	diathesis	appears	with	others	at	once,	in	the	
eyes	and	enlarged	glands.	That	vaccination	increases	scrofulous	tendencies,	and	
develops	its	visible	products,	is	a	fact	that	cannot	be	denied."	
	
Rejoice,	then,	of	thy	feeble,	brick	red,	or	blearing	eyes,	which	look	like	window	
glasses	in	winter	time!	Rejoice	of	thy	glandulous,	knotty,	enlarged,	matter	
discharging	neck!	Rejoice	of	thy	stunted,	crooked	growth,	of	thy	Roman	X	
figure—thou	hast	not	one	smallpox	mark	on	the	surface	of	thy	body.	Drink	cod	
liver	oil,	be	moxa-ed,	cut,	stuck	and	burnt,	run	through	all	the	healing	
institutions,	science	and	humbug	may	have	established:	if	thou	believe	that	to	be	
better	than	to	have	possibly	a	light	mark	in	the	face,	over	which	thou	might	jest	
and	rail,	and	with	which	thou	couldst	dance,	sing	and	enjoy	life.	
	
§	20.	If	all	this	come	already	to	pass	on	the	green	wood,	yet	the	ideal	of	health,	
what	shall	become	of	the	dry,	that	is,	of	the	children	produced	by	such	a	
miserable	generation	as	ours	is	at	present?	Vaccination	treats	them	all	alike;	all	
are	vaccinated:	the	child	of	the	drunkard,	of	the	famishing,	of	the	syphilitic,	of	
the	cancerous,	of	the	gouty,	of	the	old	man,	of	the	voluptuous	mother,	of	the	
consumptive,	of	the	dropsical,	of	the	leprous,	of	the	fool,	etc.	Horribile	dictu!	
	
Seventh	Scene:	The	physician	stands	deeply	moved	before	the	lifeless	body	of	
his	vaccinated	victim;	the	wailing	of	the	stricken	family	cuts	his	heart,	and	
causes	him	the	most	painful	feelings.	He	would	like	to	justify	himself,	and	
cannot	find	anywhere	an	outlet.	He	hunts	in	the	wide	empire	of	possibilities	in	
vain	for	a	name—in	vain	even	for	a	pretence.	He	struggles	with	himself;	be	must	
acknowledge	it	to	himself,	he	must	confess	before	the	whole	world,	that	the	
child	has	died	on	the	reaction	of	vaccination.	
	
It	is	so	perfectly	clear	a	case,	that	all	talking	and	mincing	is	in	vain.	Wherever	
tables	of	vaccination	are	regularly	and	carefully	kept,	the	unavoidable	truth	
stares	in	the	eyes	of	every	reader,	that	vaccination	itself	alone	kills	a	large	
number	of	children,	while	it	gives	to	every	other	disease	a	malignant	character!	
When	a	criminal	is	executed,	the	whole	country	is	aroused;	but	nobody	says	
anything	about	the	thousands	slain	by	the	act	of	vaccination!	The	earth	covers	
them	quietly.	It	is	said,	the	dead	are	dumb	and	do	not	speak.	It	is	false;	they	do	
speak,	and	accuse	science,	government,	and	the	people,	all	concerned.	Whoever	



supports	and	praises	a	false	method	upholds	it	as	a	true	one,	must	some	time	or	
other	suffer	for	all	the	victims	slain	by	it.	Does	the	axe	of	the	executioner	
compare	with	a	false	medical	method?	
	
Has	a	Herod,	a	Pharaoh	given	the	royal	decree:	"Vaccination	does	not	do	the	
least	harm?''	or	a	legislature	of	an	enlightened	State	of	our	Union	in	the	19th	
century?	Would	a	merciful	community	of	Christians	condemn	all	their	children	
to	death	and	misery?	Or	is	such	a	state	of	affairs	the	work	of	Satan?	With	painful	
care	deliberates	a	jury	about	the	verdict	over	life	and	death	of	a	criminal	outcast,	
whose	existence	is	a	curse	to	the	community;	and	another	jury,	composing	
parents,	brothers	and	sisters,	decide	without	hesitation	over	the	fate	of	their	
innocent	relation,	who	is	never	even	heard	in	the	case.	O	Lord,	deliver	us	from	
evil!	&&&
	
Through	a	lady,	(Montagu)—through	Jenner's	country	girl—through	woman,	
then,	again,	this	sin	has	come	into	the	world,	and	death	by	this	sin.	The	female	
sex,	and	principally	the	young	mother,	has	most	to	suffer	from	it.	That	is	
Goethe's	curse	of	Nature!	Miserable	expiation!	The	conscience	of	the	father	and	
of	the	physician	revolts	against	the	abomination.	Will	the	public	and	the	
government	remain	quiet?	
	
Already	in	the	year	1801,	two	years	after	Dr.	Ballhorn,	in	Hanover,	(in	May,	
1799)	had	vaccinated	the	first	child	in	Germany,	Dr.	Sybel	wrote:
	
"It	cannot	be	denied,	that,	(with	all	respect	due	to	vaccination,	be	it	said)	not	
every	one	who	is	vaccinated,	is	saved,	and	that	a	great	many	examples	bring	
before	our	eyes	the	most	deplorable	cases,	where,	by	means	of	this	celebrated	
discovery,	father	and	mother	have	been	carried	away	from	their	children,	and	
that	whole	families	have	become	victims	of	death.	Cases,	where	the	most	
unfortunate	consequences	remained	behind,	have	brought	upon	this	new	method	
the	most	violent	execrations."			
	
Such	was	the	dirge	of	the	physicians	on	the	continent	of	Europe,	soon	after	the	
introduction	of	vaccination.	What	will	the	tune	be	now,	after	it	has	decimated	
and	destroyed	the	human	family?	
	

SECOND	ARTICLE	OF	FAITH



	
§	22.	"The	vaccine	pox	offer	the	best	possible	security	for	the	extinction	of	the	
tendency	to	be	infected	hit	the	real	smallpox,"	exclaims	with	satisfaction,	the	
easy,	thoughtless	wanderer	on	the	beaten	track,	and	science	shakes	grimly	the	
mane.	
	
Diseases	are	the	effects	of	diseasing	causes;	each	disease	has,	like	the	plant,	its	
seed,	its	own	kind,	its	nature,	its	course,	its	fruit	and	its	end.	He	who	does	not	
know	all	these	things,	can	neither	protect	from	its	poison,	nor	extirpate	it.	As	
long	as	the	physicians	must	acknowledge	that	they	do	not	understand	either	the	
cause,	or	the	nature	of	the	smallpox,	as	well	as	of	the	kinepox—that	the	manner	
in	which	the	vaccine	acts,	is	to	them	a	terra	incognita,	and	that	they	do	not	know	
how	to	attack	the	smallpox	poison—so	long	remains	vaccination	a	medical	
foolery;	on	account	of	its	consequences,	a	crime	against	humanity;	and,	
wherever	the	laws	require	it,	a	legal	atrocity.	An	immense	amount	of	learning	
and	investigation	has	already	been	applied,	for	the	purpose	of	ascertaining	the	
place	of	the	origin	and	nativity	of	the	smallpox—whether	it	comes	from	Arabia,	
from	the	Red	Sea	and	Egypt,	or	from	Ethiopia,	or	the	interior	of	Africa—of	
which,	although	so	near	to	civilization,	we	really	know	nothing.	They	were	
sought	for	in	the	works	of	Herodot;	in	the	first	chapter	of	the	Exodus	of	Moses.	
Some	thought	to	find	them	with	Pharaoh	and	Job,	in	Syric	Orfa,	on	the	wood	
confines	of	the	cold	zone,	and	where	the	pepper	grows.	
	
Commerce,	travelers,	soldiers,	beggars,	have	been	accused	of	having	brought	the	
disease,	and	yet	the	poison	is	a	product	of	your	own	body;	and	because	you	will	
not	believe	it.	Nature	throws	it	unceremoniously	into	your	face.	Seek,	then,	here	
for	it!	Here	you	will	find	it!	What	devours,	is	not	a	spirit—a	breath!	Can	you	not	
touch	the	pustules	and	boils	with	your	own	hands?	And	yet	you	opine	it	to	be	a	
spirit,	whom	you	think	to	be	able	to	exorcise	with	the	vaccination	spell!	The	pus	
is	the	dress	of	the	poison;	why,	do	you	not	undress	it?	
	
You	must	see	the	poison	naked,	and	then	you	will	recognize	it	as	the	creeping	
hydra	of	your	life,	of	which	you	have	to	take	care;	you	will	then	see	that	it	is	the	
mother	of	many	large	and	small	children,	to	whom	nosography	gives	many	
different	names.	The	large	children	are	the	epidemics	of	pest,	smallpox,	cholera,	
yellow	fever,	grippe,	of	many	pituitous	and	nervous	fevers,	of	the	PUS-FORMS	
of	genus	Homo;	the	smaller	jones	have	been	already	mentioned	above.	As	a	
metal	appears	before	your	eye	in	various	colors	and	forms	of	crystallization,	
soon	mixed,	soon	pure,	soon	worked:	so	shows	the	human	poison	itself	soon	



more	hidden;	soon	free	in	the	softening	of	the	stomach,	dysentery,	cholera;	soon	
stamped	in	typhus	ulcerosus,	and	in	the	suppurated	precipitates	on	the	surface	of	
your	body.
	
And	when	it	has	gained	the	day,	as	at	present,	principally	by	vaccination,	every	
disease	dresses	itself	after	its	fashion.	The	poison	is	more	honest	than	you	are	
active.	You	persecute	the	wolf,	the	bear,	and	innocent	dog	(whom	your	heartless	
children	have	teased	to	madness)	you	pay	premiums	for	their	extermination:	but	
you	let	the	poison	murder	myriads;	and	yet	you	can	touch	it	with	your	hands;	it	
appears	quite	materially	in	and	on	you.	
	
§	23.	History	proves	clearly	and	indisputably	the	destructive	effects	of	this	
poison;	and	yet	every	one	runs	as	if	mad,	into	the	arms	of	Jenner's	country	girl!	
We	may	indulgently	excuse	such	insane	things	in	an	impulsive,	passionate,	
young	and	inexperienced	fellow,	but	the	deliberate	wisdom	of	grave	age,	ought	
to	guard	against	such	juvenile	ebullitions.	Take	your	Thucydides,	upon	whom	
you	prided	yourself	so	much,	when	yet	a	boy,	read	how	beautifully	he	describes	
the	disease	of	Rome,	which	spread	over	the	world—how	there	was	(431	B.C)	
not	a	youth	to	be	found	fit	to	be	a	soldier;	read	his	Athenian	pest,	and	the	battle	
of	Potidaea—hear	what	St.	Cyprian	says	about	the	epidemic	of	the	Occident	
(250	B.	C)	which	lasted	fifteen	years,	whence	we	retain	yet,	"black,"	for	the	
Christian	mourning	color—hear	the	complaints	of	the	angel	pure	Aetius	(557	B.	
C)	about	the	bubo	pest,	which	showed	a	particular	predilection	for	children.	At	
Mahommed's	birthday	(572)	throws	Nature	smallpox	in	your	face.	She	wished	to	
be	long	before	understood;	but	you	were	a	lazy	fool,	and	remain	it	truly	to	this	
day.	She	took	you	589-594,	by	the	nose	with	sneezing,	yawning	and	death;	you	
died	and	exclaimed,	God	help!	
	
"Now,"	says	Nature,	"	I	will	then	let	influenza	knock	every	century	at	the	door	of	
the	human	family."	In	vain!	The	crusades	came,	the	body	followed	the	spiritual	
impulse;	and	even	the	childish	organism	was	(1211)	carried	away	by	this	blind	
power;	50,000	children	pilgrimized!	In	vain!	
	
"Go,	then,"	exclaims	Nature,	in	despair,	"go,	useless	black	lead-colored	anthrax,	
fire	red	Antonius—fire;	thou	Jordan	itch	leprosy;	thou	episcopal	violet	
carbuncle;	and	thou	Mongolian	plica,	(1286)	perverse	men	ask	for	black	and	
white	I	most	then	send	them	a	number	of	barren	years	of	famine,	followed	by	
death!"	There	came	(1348)	the	black	death	over	all	nations;	it	rolled	in	blood	and	
nerve	matter.	Humanity	saw	now,	certainly,	black	and	white,	but	did	not	



comprehend	the	friendly	intention	of	Nature,	who	showed	them	here	more	
clearly	yet,	than	in	Athens,	that	the	poison	is	not	a	spirit,	but	a	visible	and	
tangible	matter,	which	likes	to	dress	itself	in	pus;	and	that	suppurating	
carbuncles	and	bubons	save	life,	as,	nowadays,	the	smallpox.	Pest	and	smallpox	
reign	then	supremely!	And	both	have	gnawed	the	human	family	to	pieces	in	a	
terrible	manner,	and	nothing	was	done	but	to	count	the	vestiges	and	the	corpses	
that	were	slain	during	three	centuries.	Chemistry	did	not	seek	for	the	killing	
tooth;	and	Medicine	did	for	that	very	reason	not	blunt	its	sharp	edge.
	
Finally,	there	appears	a	lively	fellow—the	English	student	Jenner.	"A	student	of	
medicine!''	exclaims	Nature,	like	a	happy	bride,	"he	must,	of	course,	understand	
me,	and	especially	the	exploring	art—chemistry!"
	
But	Jenner	was	quite	TOO	natural;	he	did	not	stick	to	the	udder	of	the	cow,	but	
ran	after	a	country	wench.	Aliena	uhera	suxit.	Deceived	Nature	conjured	up	in	
her	fury	entirely	new	diseases	in	the	present	century.	Not	withstanding	that,	the	
other	diseases	also	do	no	longer	correspond	with	the	condition	of	the	weather	or	
aliments,	but	as	a	curse	of	Nature	destroy	our	intestines;	the	people	shout	in	
blindness:	
	
"Victory!	Triumph!	No	more	smallpox!	Hurrah	for	Jenner	and	his	girl!"	
	
But	that	destructive	poison,	which	is	no	spirit,	but	visible,	tangible,	smellable,	
tastable,	and	even	audible,	that	tooth	of	our	age	gnaws	on	and	on,	and	will	yet	
many	years	make	its	sharpness	felt.
	
That	poison,	generally	called	smallpox	poison,	goes,	and	will	go	unrestrainedly	
its	historical	and	characteristic	course,	till	it	is	totally	eradicated.	It	boasts	
impudently,	that	it	will	always	again	proceed	wherefrom	it	proceeded	first.	There	
is	the	origin	of	the	smallpox.
	
Heim	says:	''Thus	the	truth	of	a	spontaneous	idiopathic	development	of	smallpox	
matter	out	of	conditions	and	circumstances	entirely	unknown	to	us,	without	the	
influence	of	infection,	is	beyond	all	doubt	established.''	
	
The	people	stuck	faithfully	to	all	that	was	ordered	for	them;	but	what	does	
science	and	government	do?	The	people	are	certainly	deceived	in	their	
expectations;	they	suffered	immensely	from	vaccination;	they	bore	willingly	
strict	quarantine	measures;	and	yet	they	had	and	have	smallpox,	varioloids,	etc.	



If	we	will	even	overlook	the	general	bodily	injury	inflicted	by	all	these	
preventive	means,	which	so	frequently	end	in	death.	Heim,	the	penetrating	
thinker	and	physician	adds	with	deep	foresight:
	
"The	disease	must	consist	in	a	change	of	the	electrochemical	process	of	the	
nervous	system,	which	is	proved	by	the	affections	from	which	single	parts	of	the	
spinal	system	suffer,	by	the	constant	pains	in	certain	regions	of	the	body,	
particularly	of	the	neck	and	back—by	the	seizure	of	the	great	connecting	nerves	
under	multifarious	crampy,	dyspeptic,	nauseous	symptoms,	more	yet	by	the	
undenied	influence	on	haematose."
	
Eichhorn	confirms	Heim's	views,	by	saying:
	
"It	is	certain,	that	the	smallpox	matter	forms	itself	in	the	blood	and	lymphatic	
system;	it	is,	as	it	were,	hatched	in	the	lymphatic	glands,	and	communicated	
from	the	centres	of	this	system	to	the	blood	and	nerves."
	
Nature	speaks	out	of	infants	without	falsehood	and	deception.	The	infant	is	
personified	truth;	it	shows	in	the	lap	of	the	mother,	at	the	entrance	into	the	world,	
in	the	swaddling	clothes,	the	presence	of	the	smallpox,	no	matter	whether	the	
mother	has	had	them	or	not.	Poetic	superstition	insists	with	tenacity	in	older	
children,	often	on	external	infection.
	
§	24.	The	younger	an	individual	is,	the	more	frequently,	but	also	the	purer,	is	the	
poison	formed.	Why	don't	yon	seek	it	in	its	cradle	here?	Are	you	afraid	of	Fred.	
Hoffmann	and	his	friends:	Boyle,	Sydenham,	Schulze	and	Cullen,	whose	
mechanical	dynamic	rosary	has	been	prayed	for,	for	a	century,	by	the	medical	
profession—without	being	heard	by	Baal?	Why	will	you	not,	like	Auteurieth,	at	
least	momentarily,	free	yourself	from	the	old	system,	in	order	to	try	once	the	
views	of	the	humoral	pathologists,	if	it	were	even	Sylvius,	who	considered	the	
body	to	be	a	chemical	laboratory,	and	life	a	chemical	process?	Try	it;	tear	
yourself	loose	from	nosological	distinctions,	from	local	phenomena.	A	decided	
disease	of	the	fluids	needs	the	eye	and	the	light	of	chemistry!	
	
She	is	the	sword	of	the	present	time,	that	cuts	to	pieces	the	vaccination	as	vain	
foolery.	As	certain	as	the	Atlantic	Ocean	cannot	be	swallowed	and	digested	by	
the	river	Delaware,	as	certain	can	the	smallpox	poison	not	be	swallowed	and	
digested	by	the	kinepox	poison.	But	you	can	find	their,	filthy	excrements.	
Discriminate!	As	little	as	the	ocean	cares	for	the	Delaware,	as	little	does	the	



smallpox	care	for	vaccination.	Does	not	our	time,	with	its	immense	number	of	
cases	of	itch	and	syphilis,	of	external	and	internal	pox,	whose	hero	is	the	cholera,	
prove	the	whole	doctrine	of	vaccination	to	be	a	falsehood,	and	the	law	ordering	
it,	a	crime?	Does	it	not	show	its	entire	uselessness	as	a	protection	manoeuvre?	
	
How	the	science	par	excellence	wails!	Dr.	Elsasser	already	complains	some	
thirty	years	ago:
	
"The	kinepox	have,	in	the	whole,	disappointed	us	in	our	expectation	of	their	
protective	value.	Vaccination	has	not	been	able	to	remove	the	tendency	to	be	
infected	by	smallpox.	The	vaccine	is	generally	overcome	and	alienated	by	the	
real	smallpox."
	
The	principal	vaccination	physician	of	the	kingdom	of	Wurtemberg,	Dr.	Seeger,	
says	naively:
	
"We	have	indeed,	NO	criterion	to	decide,	when	and	in	what	degree	the	protecting
power	of	good	vaccine	is	decreased	or	extinct	in	an	individual.	We	have	NO	
criterion	for	the	degree	of	the	susceptibility	for	smallpox	of	a	person.	We	have	
NO	criterion	to	determine	the	period	of	the	duration	of	the	protection.	
Individuals	who	have	been	formerly	vaccinated,	are,	before	all	others,	liable	to	
be	attacked	by	smallpox;	(of	course,	dignus	est	operarius	mercede	sua!)"		
	
Elsasser	says:
	
"In	the	course	of	a	general	epidemic,	a	great	many	of	the	unvaccinated	children	
get	the	lightest	kind	of	smallpox.	In	Baden,	where	the	law	requires	general	
vaccination,	was	the	last	smallpox	epidemic	at	least	as	destructive	as	formerly.	
Kinepox	and	smallpox	are	often	found	combined,	each	taking	its	own	course,	
and	both	interfering	with	each	other."
	
And	Heim	adds:
	
"The	regular	smallpox,	care	not	the	least	for	the	best	flourishing	vaccine.''
	
Once	more!	The	disease	is	yet	as	malicious	as	it	was	at	the	time	of	the	Arabs,	
who	gave	the	first	description	of	it,	(Rhazes)	and	cares	not	a	farthing	for	
vaccination!	Besides,	the	vaccine	pustule	and	vaccine	mark	may	stand	every	
kind	and	variation	of	smallpox,	and	other	similar	matter	expulsion	possible,	at	a	



time	when	there	exists	a	smallpox	epidemic.	
	
It	is	certainly	a	very	convenient	faith,	a	sweet	sounding	syren-song,	a	very	nice	
practice,	that	leaves	the	mind	perfectly	at	ease	to	think	and	assume	that	the	
vaccination	hocus	pocus	bestows	Achillean	inviolability;	and	that	the	medical	
holy	water	purifies	perfectly;	and	that	we,	therefore,	may	carelessly	violate	the	
temple	of	Hygiea,	the	temple	of	Aesculape,	and	that	we	may	continue	to	
gluttonize,	to	carouse,	to	dissipate	without	punishment.	Dominus	vohiscum!	
Deus	se	irrideri	non	patitur.	
	
§	25.	"Vaccination	is	the	ONLY	reliable	means	to	banish	the	smallpox	with	its	
destructive	consequences.''	We	will	not	even	think	of	its	banishment	at	all,	"ne	
desinas	in	piscem;''	it	should	rather	be	called	their	firm	settlement	in	the	country,	
because	everybody	will,	with	the	great	Sarcone,	who	(1753	to	1755,	and	1760	to	
1768)	saw	in	Naples	the	most	malignant	and	fatal	epidemics,	"easily	
comprehend,	that	a	body	encumbered	with	the	smallpox	poison,	can	only	then	
gain	health,	when	the	smallpox	come	to	the	surface,	or	when	the	impurity,	that	
travels	about	in	the	blood	and	fluids	of	the	body,	is	ejected	through	the	usual	
channels."	
	
But	if	a	man	has	no	poison	in	himself	and	it	is	FORCED	into	him	by	vaccination	
and	revaccination,	the	disposition	to	it	must	finally	show	itself.	Green	wood	gets	
dry,	and	burns!	In	the	first	case,	man	gets	careless	against	his	enemy;	in	the	
other,	he	is	thrown	treacherously	in	his	arms;	and	science	rests	quietly	and	self-
complacently	on	the	easy	couch	of	routine,	instead	of	searching	for	further	and	
more	rational	means,	because	Pythia	has	clairvoyized	of	the	"only"	remedy:	"the	
gold	of	Ophir."	
	
I	have	already	mentioned	above,	that	the	infection	spreads	after	many	
vaccinations,	through	this	very	matter,	when	it	is	the	least	thought	of.	The	
smallpox	disease	could,	therefore,	never	leave	us,	even	if	its	time	had	run	out.	
The	people	hold	it	closely	and	firmly	in	their	arms.	The	plague	which	devastated	
(in	the	17th	century)	Europe	so	frequently,	seemed,	according	to	Schnurrer's	
ingenious	view,	(Chron.	of	Epid.,	11.	203)	in	1666,	to	dissolve	itself	for	Western	
Europe,	into	other	milder	diseases,	f.	i.	dysentery,	purples,	scarlet	fever,	
inflammations	of	the	throat,	etc.	Henssler	shows	the	symptoms	of	the	later	
syphilis	in	the	symptoms	of	leprosy;	and	even	this	Venus	had	lost,	for	some	time,	
the	wings	of	catarrh	and	exanthem	(which	she	at	present	seems	to	reassume)
In	a	great	many	other	contagious	and	fatal	diseases	let	us	recognize	the	same	



process	of	dissolution	in	their	history	of	pathological	development.	How	shall	
and	can	the	same	take	place	with	the	smallpox,	if	we	assiduously	and	continually	
prevent	it	with	all	might?
	
Throw	away	reason	and	history!	Be	it	so!	The	last	few	years	ought	to	open	our	
eyes	mightily;	and,	where	this	is	not	the	case,	there	can't	exist	eyes	at	all!	With	a	
false	passport,	under	different	well	known	family	names	of	diseases,	mostly	in	
the	stolen	dress	of	catarrh,	sneaks	the	smallpox	poison	through	the	civilized,	
vaccinated	world;	it	torments	the	stomach	and	its	fellows;	irritates,	lames,	and	
softens	our	nerve	marrow;	throws	the	whole	economy	of	our	body	into	misery;	
veils	the	soul,	and	troubles	us	yet	in	our	dreams.	"What	is	the	matter?"	exclaims	
Druggy,	"the	diseases	will	not	heal	properly."		
	
"And	I,"	sighs	Lilliput,	"am	quite	out	of	all	precedence;	I	cure,	and	nobody	gets	
well!	My	prescription	will	not	answer	the	object."	The	old	woman	practice	is	at	
its	wit's	end!	Have	then	the	stormy	times	turned	the	medical	science	also	upside	
down?	The	physicians	vaccinate	furiously	on	and	on;	and	see,	the	false	and	
treacherous	vaccine	goes	laughingly	to	bed	with	the	smallpox	poison,	and	feeds	
and	caresses	it!	Medicine	stands	confused	before	the	people!	The	promised	
banishment	does	not	really	exist;	on	the	contrary,	the	people	complain	louder—
for	like	marauders	moves	the	poison,	destroying,	laming	in	their	interior	about,	
for	months	and	years.	High	and	low	immolate,	in	despair,	to	superstition,	to	
sympathy,	to	Spiritualism,	in	vain!
	
You,	then,	benign	Nature!	Help	us;	I	throw	myself	on	your	breast!	And	see!	She	
sends	her	fever	troops,	and	throws	the	enemy,	in	small	skirmishes,	or	in	one	
pitched	battle,	partly	out	of	the	openings	of	the	body,	partly	out	in	blisters	and	
boils.	Liberty!	Real,	sound	liberty,	of	life	and	happiness,	is	now	felt	by	the	
grateful	sufferer,	but	the	drug	guild	and	popular	infatuation	exclaims	against	it—
and	vaccinates	again	and	again,	instead	of	forbidding	it	at	once.	
	
The	Smallpox	Poison	exists!	It	shows	itself	far	more	frequently	on	the	internal	
mucous	membrane	of	the	throat,	nose,	eyes,	tongue	and	mouth,	in	the	intestines,	
etc.,	than	on	the	external	surface.	If	it	does	not	make	its	appearance,	we	can	with	
mathematical	certainty	calculate,	that	it	will	break	out	in	a	wilder	form,	as	
decomposing,	putrid,	contagious	disorder	and	cholera.	The	government	ought,	
therefore,	rather	to	offer	prices	for	the	wholesome	discovery	of	means,	by	which	
the	poison	could	again	be	brought	from	the	interior	of	the	human	body	to	its	
surface.	But,	instead	of	urging	science	to	learn	to	act	specifically	against	the	



poison	itself—instead	of	forming	medical	battle	lines	against	the	enemy—the	
old	beaten	track	is	followed	on	and	on,	a	systematic	prescription	is	written,	and	
the	people	are	vaccinated	for	their	own	destruction!	
	
Deus	sit	testis	inter	me	and	inter	te!	Quid	vidisti	hypocrita?	Scientiam	
profanasti!	terram	tuam	perdidisti!	populum	tuum	occidisti.	
§	26.	"According	to	your	lamentations,	there	ought	to	be	an	uncommonly	large	
number	of	patients	and	deaths!"	Certainly!	And	I	will	even	acknowledge	that	
there	are	seasons	sometimes	remarkably	free	from	fatal	diseases.	But,	we	must	
discern	between	disease	condition,	and	the	breaking	out	of	diseases.	
	
Sickly	is	the	by	far	greatest	number	of	the	people,	carrying,	as	they	do,	in	
themselves,	the	latent	poison;	but,	while	some	are	perfectly	conscious	of	their	
miserable	condition,	there	are	many	others	too	careless	of	their	own	self	to	
perceive	it.	
	
"I	have	always	had	an	excellent	stomach	and	perfect	digestion:	now	I	have	to	be	
extremely	careful—a	little	too	much,	or	not	enough,	upsets	me;	the	smallest	fault	
in	my	diet	presses	and	puff	a	me	up,	and	punishes	me	with	excruciating	
sufferings!"	
	
The	digestion	is	changeable,	slow,	difficult	and	painful;	the	appetite	small,	and	
asks	for	piquant	and	cool	things,	namely:	ham,	salt	fish,	salad,	fruit,	acids.	
Breakfast	is	the	worst	meal,	and	a	sensation	of	faintness	compels	them	to	eat	
something:	for	otherwise	the	condition	of	the	body,	without	food,	would	be	
unbearable.	If	this	weakness	is	helped	by	eating,	another	unpleasantness	appears:	
fullness,	distension	of	the	stomach,	indolence,	and	drowsiness.	The	sufferer	feels	
in	an	uncomfortable	manner,	which	is	often	painful	in	the	pit	of	the	stomach,	
where	and	how	the	stomach	is	situated,	and	that	the	digestion	is	not	readily,	but	
lazily,	imperfectly,	and	unwillingly	performed.	
	
"My	stomach	is	a	perfect	vinegar	factory,	or	produces	nothing	but	phlegm:	I	spit	
up	nothing	but	salt	masses."	
	
Sometimes,	there	appears	some	nausea,	or	some	slight	vomiting;	and	a	slight	
diarrhoea	relieves	much.	Things	are	wrong	in	the	abdomen:	it	rumbles,	pinches	
and	swells;	stitches	are	often	felt	in	the	left	side;	the	abdomen	hangs	down	like	a	
drummed	and	inactive	sac;	the	back	complains,	knees	and	feet	feel	tired;	there	is	
less	urine	than	usual;	but,	what	there	is,	is	bad,	and	somewhat	acrid;	wind	and	



stool	smell	carrion-like.	The	latter	contains	much	slime,	and	often	worms.	The	
emptiness	and	fullness	of	the	stomach	reflect	upon	the	head;	the	FORMER,	as	
headache,	dizziness.		"I	feel,"	says	my	neighbor,	"as	if	I	had	the	very	mischief	in	
my	stomach."	
	
Another	complains:	“I	have	a	sensation	as	if	my	victuals	were	in	my	head.”'	
	
The	LATTER,	as	merely	thick,	stupid	feeling:	the	emptiness,	at	night,	as	
sleepiness,	terrible	dreams,	etc.	The	fullness,	as	sorrowful,	heavy	sleep.The	hair	
of	the	head	decays.	The	condition	of	the	head	indicates	clearly	the	condition	of	
the	stomach.	This	emptiness	and	fullness	of	the	stomach,	is	with	others	reflected	
in	the	respiratory	sphere.	The	interior	of	the	throat	of	some	swells	up	with	cherry	
red	color,	and	grey-white	pustules	appear;	the	voice	suffers.	There	is	generally	
something	the	matter	in	the	throat	and	back.	
	
With	others,	again,	we	find	a	snaffling,	catarrhal	irritation	of	the	nose,	throat,	
windpipe,	chest,	when	a	dry,	hot,	sirocco	breath	is	exhaled	up	from	the	throat.	He	
longs	instinctively	for	water,	swallows	greedily	quite	unusual	quantities,	and	yet	
excretes	comparatively	very	little	by	sweat	and	urine,	as	if	fire	was	scorching	his	
interior.	He	now	perceives	that	there	is	much	heat	in	his	body,	particularly	as	he	
finds	that	his	excrements	are	also	very	hot;	and	yet	he	feels,	on	the	other	side,	
how	little	animal	heat	his	body	really	possesses,	how	sensitive	his	external	
surface	is,	particularly	his	spinal	column.	He	does	not	avoid	the	burning	rays	of	
the	sun;	he	stands	before	a	red	hot	stove,	and	presents	his	back	to	the	heat,	and	
expresses	his	grateful	feelings,	by	exclamations	of	"Oh!	Ah!	O	how	lovely!"	
	
And	other	expressions	of	comfortableness.	He	then	takes,	with	the	greatest	
exertion,	a	walk—and	sighs,	with	a	quid	of	tobacco	or	a	cigar	in	his	mouth:	"I	
certainly	shall	one	of	these	days	die	from	below	upwards!''	till	finally	a	cup	of	
strong	hot	coffee,	or	a	glass	of	hot	punch,	restores	some	kind	of	an	equilibrium.	
At	another	time	is	the	exterior	condition	of	the	temperature	quite	the	opposite.	
An	unpleasant,	dry,	burning	heat,	lames	and	destroys	the	strength;	he	hastens	to	
take	a	bath.	He	feels	best	in	the	open	air.	As	soon	as	the	first	digestive	labors	are	
over,	he	enjoys	again	some	comfort,	and	feels	able	to	exert	himself	somewhat;	
he	is	content,	till	the	debility	returns	from	the	stomach.	Connected	with	these	
symptoms	is	a	tired,	melancholic,	or	an	excitable,	nervous	manner	about	him,	
which	emaciates	one,	while	another	fattens,	spongelike.
	
A	third	yawns	eternally,	and	sighs	without	an	apparent	cause.



	
A	fourth,	the	most	fortunate	of	all,	has	on	his	body	always	something	to	scratch,	
or	to	plaster.	
	
The	fire	of	the	eye,	the	color,	the	fullness	and	the	expression	of	the	face	expires	
slowly	with	the	decrease	of	the	elasticity	of	the	muscles	and	mental	activity.	
Every	other	weak	part	of	our	body	begins	now	to	make	itself	felt.	The	plethora	
complains	of	debility,	blood	congestion;	the	blood	vessels	enlarge;	the	menses	
become	too	copious;	the	parturition	difficult.	Old	colds,	sore	throats,	worms	
wake	up;	rheumatic	pains	move	about	like	marauders;	the	piles	give	unusual	
trouble;	the	gout	is	more	irritable	and	painful;	the	eruptions	and	salt	rheums	get	
livelier;	scrofula	appears	in	all	shades	as	la	maladie	du	jour	in	the	foreground;	
the	tuberculous	sufferer	coughs	early	and	late	in	crampy	attacks;	the	
consumptive	goes	out	like	a	light,	or	swells	up;	dropsy	returns;	jaundice	conceals	
itself	behind	a	green,	yellowish,	clay	color;	history	is	playing	much	mischief;	
syphilis	and	itch	will	not	heal	radically;	and	a	kind	of	intermittent	fever	appears	
readily	after	a	meal.	
	
Thus,	with	these	changes	in	the	digestion,	in	the	feelings	of	weakness	in	the	
muscles,	nerves,	senses,	soul	and	heart;	in	the	decrease	of	even	body	
temperature;	of	sleep,	and	his	usual	imbecilities—lives	the	poor	already	infected	
sufferer,	without	consulting	a	physician,	generally	following	his	inherited	
superstition,	and	his	perverse	instinct	in	an	unsatisfactory	condition	about	
himself,	whether	he	be	well	or	sick;	he	even	considers	it	hardly	worth	while	to	
molest	a	physician	with	his	complaints,	or	to	limit	his	labor.	
	
Although	many	a	father	might	perceive	(if	he	would	only	take	the	trouble	to	
look)	that	something	is	wrong	about	the	health	of	his	family;	that	there	passes	
not	a	day	without	complaint;	that	his	wife	fades	unusually	early	away;	and	that	
his	children	remain	green,	and	will	not	bloom;	that	they	very	often	get	fever	
attacks,	and	waste	away,	or	eject	matter	by	suppuration	from	their	bodies—
although	he	could	see,	that	everywhere	in	other	families	the	same	sad	condition	
exists:	he	really	sees	nothing,	thinks	nothing,	and	does	nothing.	Time	of	nullity!	
Vive	le	zero!	
	
This	imperfect	description	of	a	state,	where	people	do	not	yet	consider	
themselves	sick,	indicates	the	general	health	condition	of	our	population,	
undermined	as	it	is	by	the	smallpox	and	vaccine	poison.	The	people	are,	in	
reality,	far	more	diseased	than	they	think	themselves.	It	indicates	the	dark	cloud	



that	hangs	over	our	life	horizon,	the	seed	field	of	the	world	contagium,	and	
confirms	the	old,	but	highly	important	position:	that	in	no	disease	the	sympathy	
with	heart,	brain	and	external	skin,	is	so	great,	as	in	affections	of	the	mucous	
membranes;	and	that	they	are	the	deeper	and	the	more	tenacious,	the	less	or	the	
more	remote	from	them	the	pain	is.	
	
The	legitimate,	most	radical,	and,	therefore,	most	fortunate	excretion	of	this	
poisonous	matter,	is,	according	to	experience	mediated	by	the	breaking	out	of	the	
smallpox;	a	fact	that,	in	later	times,	has	happily	often	occurred	in	the	most	
satisfactory	manner.	Yet	people	lament	about	it;	and	miserable,	injurious	
vaccination	is	continuously	sent	in	the	field	against	it.	What	will	our	experience	
be,	when	man	himself	complains,	and	the	centrifugal	power	of	Nature	forms	
diseases	out	of	those	yet	quietly	resting	disease	matters;	and	what	is	worse	yet,	
when,	by	and	by,	the	centripetal	power	of	the	poison	pervades	all	the	various	
interior	provinces	of	our	organization?	Then	only,	when	misery	and	
wretchedness	grim	us	with	our	vaccination	marks	scoffingly	in	the	face—then	
only	will	we	hasten	to	fill	the	lamp	of	salvation	with	the	oil	of	true	science.	The	
smallpox	matter	creeps	at	present	through	the	inside	of	the	people	only,	as	it	
were,	in	great	and	dark	passages.	Woe	to	him	who	feeds	this	snake	by	vaccine!	
	
§	28.	The	smallpox	matter	is	a	poison	produced	in	our	own	body,	in	our	stomach,	
as	soon	as	our	vitality,	be	it	in	consequence	of	the	condition	of	our	life,	or	of	the	
years	in	which	we	have	lived,	sinks	below	the	normal	standard,	and	passes	over	
from	the	vital	chemical	more	into	the	vial	chemical.	In	the	perfect	man	who	is	
healthily	nourished,	like	a	strong	tree,	all	chemistry	falls	too	short;	but	not	in	the	
opposite	case.	Here	is	the	sickening	smallpox	matter	easily	demonstrable.	That	
this	matter	cannot	be	Vaccinated	out	of	the	body,	but	only	impeded	by	a	radical	
change	in	the	order	of	life,	and	removed	by	a	sensible	interference	of	a	natural	
cure	method	in	its	effect	and	continuous	development,	is	beyond	contradiction	
clear.	Our	life	and	medical	treatment	must	be	changed:	these	are	the	only	real	
protective	means	against	the	malicious	and	destructive	enemy	of	the	welfare	and	
increase	of	the	human	family.	Let	us	then	submit!	
	
Vaccine	has	changed	the	civilized	world	into	a	deceptive	pool	of	evils,	the	names	
of	which	blind	yet	the	people;	it	has	in	reality	produced	no	other	benefit,	if	
benefit	it	be,	but	a	numerically	immense	increase	of	physicians.	Him,	who	is	ripe	
for	the	smallpox,	will	and	can	save	nothing	but	the	ejection	of	the	matter.	To	
vaccinate	him	who	has	got	no	smallpox	matter	in	him,	or	who	is	not	yet	prepared	
for	their	ejection,	and	then	congratulate	him	as	being	safe	from	the	disease,	is	a	



PERNICIOUS	SIMPLICITY,	but	not	a	SANTA	SIMPLICITAS;	it	is	
SUBLIMELY	RIDICULOUS.	Whoever	is	unable	or	unwilling	to	free	himself	at	
once	and	entirely	from	this	sweet	Baal's	faith,	may	have	the	pleasure	to	look	at	
the	children	whom	my	intervening	protest	has	already	saved	from	vaccination.	
	
The	difference	between	vaccinated	and	unvaccinated	children	is	striking,	and	so	
palpable,	that	words	are	unnecessary.	In	families,	those	that	are	vaccinated,	
always	give	me	the	most	trouble.	If	you	wish	to	be	better	satisfied	yet,	raise	
beside	a	vaccinated	child,	an	unvaccinated	one!	Cease	to	play	frivolously	with	
the	life	happiness	of	your	child!	Let	us	by	all	means	restore	the	beneficial	love	
relation	with	good	old	mother	Nature,	by	the	well	regulated	use	of	her	natural	
gifts,	and	by	the	purer	application	of	her	pure	remedies;	and	let	us	drive	the	
poisoning	imp,	the	good-for-nothing	vaccine,	out	of	the	country.
	
Let	us	accuse	none!	Government	and	physicians	have	acted	in	good	faith.	
Although	we	must	stand	confused	and	overwhelmed	in	painful	silence	before	the	
past	follies,	let	us	learn	from	it	for	the	future!	Pudore	victi	in	nos	ipsos	
descendamus,	resipiscarmus.	Hominis	errare,	insipientis	vero	in	errore	
perseverare!
	
We	decidedly	require	this:	
	
1.	That	every	regulation	imposing	vaccination,	be	at	once	abolished.	
	
2.	That	every	physician	and	government	warn	the	people	against	vaccination.	
	
3.	That	every	physician	who	ventures	to	vaccinate,	be	made	responsible	for	the	
injury	done	by	his	act.	
	
4.	That	the	legislative	bodies	will	enact	laws	for	the	prohibition	of	vaccination,	
for	the	reason	that	the	operator	exposes	himself	to	the	danger	of	injuring,	or	even	
killing	an	innocent	human	being.	
	
5.	That	the	government	make	it	an	object	of	particular	care,	to	try	to	retrieve	the	
immense	injury	done	already	by	vaccination,	by	establishing	bathing	
establishments,	etc.	
	
§	29.	How	much	more	prosperous	would	this	so	eminently	blessed	country	be,	if	
vaccination	had	never	been	introduced,	or	would	have	been	forbidden	as	a	



sanitary	measure!	And	how	much	happier	would	the	people	be	in	soul	and	body,	
and	general	welfare,	had	they	never	been	vaccinated!	
	
The	latter	question	has,	as	far	as	the	body	is	concerned,	been	already	answered;	
the	former	is	a	matter	for	the	consideration	of	the	government.	The	continued	
encroachment	of	poison	in	the	physical	state	body,	is	clearly	an	important	
external	event—an	historical	"fait	accompli,''	the	cause	of	which	can	change	in	
the	same	manner	as	it	has	shown	itself	injurious	in	the	single	organism,	the	
metamorphosis	of	the	organization	of	the	state,	and,	if	persisted	in,	may	impede	
and	destroy	society	in	its	free	development	and	progress.	The	political	life	of	a	
nation	is	mostly	the	expression	of	their	physical	condition.	Not	the	spirit	
nourishes	the	body,	as	Virgil	says,	but	the	body	the	spirit.	
	
When	organizations	that	are	not	poisoned,	but	harmoniously	conditioned,	live	
socially	together,	we	can	comprehend	how	easily	a	unite-tie	of	order,	morality,	
and	welfare	may	embrace	them.	Let	us	further	examine,	with	Foster,	their	
connection	with	regard	to	the	sound	stomach.	The	quality,	quantity,	the	
combination	of	food	have	the	greatest	influence,	not	alone	on	the	momentary	
impressions	which	our	soul	receives,	but	also	on	its	social	disposition	or	humor.	
A	man	is,	no	matter	how	sober	he	may	be	before	a	meal,	not	what	he	is	after	it.	A	
glass	of	liquor,	a	cup	of	coffee,	give	different	degrees	of	vivacity,	of	activity,	of	
irritability,	despondency,	or	hilarity.	One	kind	of	food,	because	it	lies	heavily	in	
the	stomach,	makes	us	morose	and	fretful;	another,	because	it	is	easily	digested,	
disposes	us	to	amiability	and	kindness.	
	
The	use	of	vegetables	alone	makes,	because	they	are	not	nutritious	enough,	the	
body	weak,	and	predisposes	us	to	quiet,	laziness,	and	mildness;	the	use	of	
nutritious	meats	and	fluids,	which	stimulate	the	nerves,	produces	restlessness,	
excitement,	and	courage.	In	these	habits	of	nutrition,	originate	habits	in	the	
bodily	constitution	and	organs,	out	of	which	the	various	temperaments	form	
themselves.	Long	experiences	had	taught	the	ancients,	that	the	knowledge	of	
Dietetics	form	an	important	part	of	moral	philosophy.	The	ancient	Persians	and	
Greeks	acted	in	the	areopagus	upon	important	matters	only	before	meals.	Those	
people,	who	in	the	heat	of	meals,	or	under	the	vapor	of	digestion,	consult	about	
important	affairs,	show,	in	their	assemblages,	violence	and	stormy	excitement;	
and	their	resolutions	are	often	unreasonable	and	rebellious.	If	this	is	the	case	
with	the	healthy	stomach,	what	shall	we	expect	of	one	that	is	poisoned?	
	
Many	a	disorder	and	row	would	not	take	place,	if	the	smallpox	poison	did	not	



irritate,	torture,	and	often	paralyze	the	digestive	apparatus;	and	it	would	not	be	
difficult	to	derive	many	a	disorderly	tumult	of	our	eminent	men,	and	their	
unbecoming	violence	in	the	legislative	chambers	of	our	governments,	from	that	
same	source.	More	yet!	The	vaccine	and	smallpox	poison	penetrates	into	the	
very	mass	of	fluids	of	the	people;	the	whole	life	disposition,	therefore,	that	is,	
the	whole	revelation	of	their	mind	and	heart,	gets	disturbed;	their	intelligence,	
their	conviction,	their	principles,	their	religion,	their	ideas	of	freedom,	right	and	
duty,	their	character	and	fate,	become	injuriously	affected	and	changed.	The	
disharmony	of	the	organs	must	necessarily	drag	the	mind	into	the	bodily	quarrel,	
and	the	intellectual	and	physical	development	of	the	individual	cross	each	other	
most	disturbingly.	The	body	and	the	soul	of	man	can	never	be	thought	as	
separated	in	this	life.	Such	serious	physical	changes,	as	a	many	years	continued	
poisoning,	must	of	necessity	have	the	most	decisive	influence	upon	the	political	
horizon	of	the	country.	A.	von	Humboldt	says:
	
"The	influence	is	eternal,	which	the	physical	nature	exercises	over	the	moral	
disposition	of	man.''
	
And	Schnurrer	adds:
	
"Physical	events	have	really,	in	every	period	of	history,	if	not	incited,	at	least	laid	
hold	of	the	fates	and	epochs	of	the	human	family."
	

CONCLUSION
	
THE	FALL	OF	MAN
Now	the	country	wench	was	more	subtle,	than	all	persons	else,	and	she	said	unto	
Science:	''Should	God	have	said,	ye	shall	not	eat	of	every	thing	of	the	cow?"	
	
And	Science	said	unto	the	wench:	"We	may	eat	of	the	cow	whatever	is	
wholesome—the	flesh	and	the	milk.	But	we	must	not	eat	the	flesh	of	a	diseased	
cow,	or	drink	the	milk	of	a	sick	udder;	least	of	all	must	we	take	into	ourselves	
the	diseased	eruption	of	the	kinepox.	Most	painfully	do	I	recall	the	years	of	
murrain,	when	God	said:	'Ye	shall	not	eat	of	the	cow,	nor	shall	ye	even	touch	it,	
lest	ye	die!'	"	
	
And	the	wench	said	unto	Science:	"Ye	shall	surely	not	die;	for	God	knoweth	that,	



in	the	day	ye	vaccinate	with	the	kinepox—ye	need	not	swallow	it—ye	will	wrest	
yourself	from	fate	and	necessity,	into	freedom,	be	exempt	from	smallpox,	
handsomer,	stronger	and	more	spiritual	than	ever!"	
	
And	when	Science	saw	that	such	easy	work	was	more	pleasant	than	racking	the	
brain,	she	summoned	her	man,	the	physician,	to	visit	the	cow	in	the	stable;	and	
he,	too,	comprehended	that	this	practice	would	be	more	comfortable.	And	the	
eyes	of	both	"were	opened,"	and	they	knew	that	the	Lord	had	dissolved	the	
murrain	and	the	smallpox,	though	Jenner	had	not,	and	covered	their	nakedness	
with	vaccine	reports	and	optimist	reasonings.	
	
And	they	heard	again,	in	our	day,	the	voice	of	the	Lord	walking	in	the	garden	of	
the	peoples,	with	influenza,	smallpox,	typhus,	cholera,	yellow	fever;	with	many	
other	malignant	and	putrid	evils.	And	the	physician	"hid'	himself"	behind	the	
medical	college	and	government	from	this	clear	truth.	
	
And	the	Lord	called	from	among	the	complaining	peoples,	saying:	"Physician,	
where	art	thou?"	
	
And	the	physician	answered:	"I	heard	the	wail	of	the	peoples,	and	I	was	afraid;	
for	I	know	not	how	to	heal	the	wounds	I	have	inflicted,	and	therefore	I	hid	
myself."	
	
And	the	Lord	said:	"Who	told	thee	that	thou	hadst	acted	without	sense	and	
reason?	Hast	thou	not—in	mockery	of	all	sound	sense,	and	merely	following	the	
tattle	of	a	country	wench—thoroughly	poisoned	my	peoples?"	
	
And	the	physician	replied:	"The	college	where	I	studied,	and	all	my	medical	
brethren	advised	me	to	vaccinate,	and	so	I	vaccinated!"	
	
And	the	Lord	said	unto	Science:	
	
"What	is	this	that	thou	hast	done?"	
	
And	Science	answered:	
	
"A	country	wench	asserted,	that	she	would	not	get	the	smallpox,	because	she	had	
had	the	kinepox."	
	



And	the	Lord	said	unto	the	girl:	"Because	thou	hast	done	this,	thou	shalt	suffer	
most	from	vaccination;	thy	youth	shall	not	bloom	as	the	flower	of	the	field;	thy	
spine	shall	curve	under	the	inner	poison;	thy	sick	body	shall	hinder	thy	
development,	and	thou	shalt	eat	steel	and	earth.	There	shall	be	enmity	between	
thee	and	medicine.	If	thou	seekest	help	from	the	cow,	milk	and	whey	shall	harm	
thee;	and	there	shall	be	little	joy	for	thee	in	the	drug	shop,	or	on	the	orthopaedic	
bed,	or	in	the	tendon	cut,	piercing	thy	heel.	And	when	thou	becomest	a	wife,	
thou	shalt	look	greenish-yellow,	and	have	many	sorrows,	when	thou	art	blessed;	
thou	shalt	bring	forth	thy	children	in	pain	and	anguish,	with	the	help	of	a	
physician;	and	the	poison	shall	be	divided	between	thee	and	thy	child."	
	
And	unto	the	man	the	Lord	said:	
	
"Because	thou	hast	hearkened	to	the	prattling	voice	of	a	foolish	country	girl,	and	
permitted	thy	house	to	be	filled	with	poisonous	matter,	which	divine	Nature	
found	to	be	unfit	even	for	a	beast,	and	therefore	ejected	it,	thy	wife	and	thy	
children,	instead	of	being	the	happiness	of	thy	existence,	shall	cause	thee	much	
trouble,	and	anxiety	and	expense;	thy	marriage	shall	bring	forth	for	thee	thorns	
and	thistles,	instead	of	joy	and	blessedness."	
	
But	the	Lord	drove	the	physician	out	of	Paradise,	and	placed	before	the	garden	
of	families	and	people,	the	flaming	cherub:	
	
"of	a	severe	Law,	which	is	the	result	of	rational	research,	and	which	will	lead	
humanity	to	a	more	prosperous	future	by	a	return	to	Nature."	
	
The	judgment	of	the	New	Testament	is:	
	
"If	any	man	shall	defile	the	temple	of	God,	him	shall	God	destroy;	for	the	temple	
of	God	is	holy,	which	temple	ye	are.''—1	Cor.	iii.	17.	
	
THE	END
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