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To the Editors of tht Medical and Phyjical Journal, 

Gentlemen, 

Although the purport of the following , Anfwers to 
the Queries inferted in your laft Medical and Phyfical Journal, 
has already been given in the Treatifes I have publifiied on 
VARioLiE Vaccina, yet, in deference to the requeft of the 
gentleman who has propofed them, I do not hefitate in begging 
the favour of you to lay the following before the public; and 
Remain, ...... 

Gentlemen, 
With great refpe&, your obedient fervant, 

EDWARD JENNET Ne<w Bond Street, 
May 15, 1 goo. 

ANSWER to the firft Query: 
The inoculated cow-pox, taking the refult of a great nunfl-* 

ber of cafes, appears to me, to be a difeafe as much milder 
than the inoculated fmall-pox, as that difeafe is milder than the 

cafual fmall-pox. 
To the 2d. I have ufed a variety of means to difcover whe- 

ther the cow-pox could be communicated by effluvia, but in- 
effectually. 
To the 3d. A perfon on whom the vaccine puftule has been 

excited by perfect matter, and which has completely gone through 
the progreffive ftages of inflammation, maturation, and fcab- 
bing, is ever after iecure from the,fmail-pox. 
To the 4th. I have feen pimples excited by the cow-pox, 

with fometimes a little fluid at their apex; and, in two ip- 
ftances, a vaccine puftule, refembling that on the arm produced 
by inoculation; but in no inftance, a fmall-pox-like puftule. 
To the 5th. The vaccine difeafe does not appear to make 

the leaft impreffion on the conftitution unfavourable to health: 
on the contrary, in a great number of inftances, efpecially 
among children, in whom the fcrophulous diathefis has evidently 

beer? 



been emitting, its beneficial confequences have very foon been 
manifefted. 
To the 6th. No peculiar difeafes have been noticed among 

thofe who have undergone the cow-pox at diftant periods of 
their lives. 
The 7th and 8th. Anfwered already. 


