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LETT E R S  TO T H E E D ITO R  

I .  Dr. H .  C .  De Souza-Araujo o f  R io  de Janei ro has kindly 
pointed out two pri n t i ng  errors in the Edi torial of Leprosy Review 
of January, 1 959. The F i rst I nternational Conference of Leprosy was 
held in Berl in  in 1 897 ( not in 1 877) and ���na. ference of 
Bergen ,  Norway, was held in 1 909 (not in . 

2. Dr. H .  W. Wade, President of the I nternat ional Leprosy 
Associa t ion ,  writes with approval of the Leprosy Review of Jan uary, 
1 959, wh ich gave the gist of the proceed ings of the V [ I  I n ternat ional  
Leprosy Congress, and wishes to clarify certain aspects of the record 
of h i s  own paper on the nomencla ture and classificat ion of skin-test 
antigens (p. 45 of Jan uary issue). H is thesis was that only such 
antigens as are of the nature of the H ayashi- M i tsuda preparation 
should be cal led lepromin ,  and th is  name cannot be applied to all 
that have been made. He suggested t hat the analogous preparat ion 
made from the l es ions of murine leprosy could quite suitably be 
cal led "Stefansky lepromin" .  With regard to the terms " integral 
lepromin" and "bacil lary lepromin" ,  Dr. Wade suggested that 
"purified baci l l us suspens ion" or PBS should be used in  place of 
"baci l lary lepromin" ,  in order to  avoid confus ion .  In those specia l  
preparat ions contai n i ng no  bac i l lary bodies but  only soluble 
e lements ,  for which the name " Ieprolin" was s uggested, i t  i s  impor­
tant  to note that they evoke only the early or Fernandez reaction, 
whereas lepromins proper, or even the purified bacillus suspensions, 
evoke both the early and late reactions in whol ly reactive individuals. 

3 .  Dr.  A .  S. Garrett ,  Area Superintendent, Onitsha Area, Oji 
R iver, N igeria, writes referring to the article by J .  Dreisbach and 
R. G .  Cochrane in Leprosy Review of July, 1 958,  on the subject of 
St reptohydrazid in lepromatous leprosy as foll ows : 

" By add i t ions and subtract ions I find that at the end of 2 t  years 
62 % of pat ients were not improved wi th  St reptohydrazid alone. 
When Su lphetrone was added , 48 .2  % of cases were not improved. 
With Dapsone ( DDS) alone th i s  figure would be in the region of 2 %, 
and w i th  DPT to cover the gaps, much less than 1 %.  Streptohydrazid 
is  very expensive. I presume that th is  article is to show that it is of 
no value in  the t reatment of leprosy. Perhaps i t  would be better t o  
state i t  clearly ."  

(As Dr.  Cochrane was available i n  London he was  asked to  
comment  on the  letter of Dr .  Garre t t . )  

Dr .  R .  G .  Cochrane comments as  follows : 
"The only fai r  concl us ion from our study of streptohydrazid was 

not that it was en t i re ly useless in ant i- leprosy chemotherapy but, in 
combi nat ion with su lphone t herapy in  the shape of a 50 % sol ut ion 
of su lphetrone by i nject ion ,  was of defin ite value in clearing nasal 
and mucosal lesions and of val ue in cases which had shown intolerance 
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