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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  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 thirty-six cases of tetanus, or lockjaw, which were admitted to have resulted from vaccination, and nearly all were fatal. After a study of these and fifty-nine 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 favorible 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 out 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 this, 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 the greater number of deaths from vaccination that were ascribed to other causes. In regard to this, Professor Alfred stated that in 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 stastics, 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 strenously 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.


6 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 Montagn, wife of the British Ambassador at Constantinople. Writing from that city Lady Montaga said that the smallpox was rendered entirely harmless there by the invention of what the Turks called "ingrafting"' and that there was a set of 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 no longer 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 srnallpox, -- every inoculated person becoming a new center 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 condemed 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 1898, 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 horse-grease, 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 horse-grease, but a combination of both.
16 The cow, infected with horse-grease, was in its turn to give this horse-grease 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 insane.
21Arm-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, 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 Even though out of the sixteen members of the Commission only three were anti-vaccinationists, 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 highly acclaimed; the true method of protection had at last been found. And again we have the "best established of medical facts," so "highy 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 victims and is supposed to be modified by inoculation through a series of calves.
26 Without notice to the public, the word "vaccination" has been used in medical literatuire to mean totally different things at different times. 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?


27 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.
29 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 percent!
34 And yet, referring to these very cases, Chief Surgeon Lippincott reported that "vaccinations and re-vaccinations 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 is the "scientific" protection against smallpox? Science is pre-eminently 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."


36 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 proven that which is established. Yet long usage proves nothing; such as the practice of blood-letting, followed for centuries. Moreover, not one of the many varieties of vaccination has ever been well established as it has been displaced by its "in- fallible" 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 twenty-five 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 victims, 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 Creighton, 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.87 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 favored vaccination, went into an original and exhaustive examination of the subject, and the result was two volumes against vaccination.


38 The Immunity Theory, A Pure Hypothesis

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 anong 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 vaccinaion 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 sucessful!

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 case 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 per cent., while that of the unvaccinated runs to over 60 per cent.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 per cent.
42 And now the mortality among the Vaccinated is said to be as high as 60 percent. 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-vaccinationists 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 per cent. 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 per cent. Eighteen thousand cases, and "smallpox almost unknown"!
47 [Data from Pitcairn's references, graph by HARPUB] 
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 running 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 cultured from, 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 adding a mixture 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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Annual average population 43,027,661.
Total vaccinations, 91,351,407.
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by S. Kubota, Director of the Sanitary Bureau of the Department of Home
Affairs, Tokyo:

[See above graph for extracted data]
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