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By JAsoN WATERMAN, LL. B., Assistant Editor. |

~ Judicial opinions pertaining to the public health have been pub-
lished in the Public Health Reports since May, 1913. The opinions
so published before January 1, 1916, were compiled and, with a digest,
issued as Reprint from the Public Health Reports No. 342, i

The following is a digest of the opinious published in the Public
Health Reports during the calendar year 1916, and is a continuation
of the digest in Reprint No. 342: )

Health Authorities.

Powels of Congress.—The United States Supreme Court decided
that Congress has power “to keep the channels of interstate commerce
free from the carriage of injurious or fraudulontlv branded articles
and to choose appropriate means {o that cad,” and to forbid tho
shipment in interstate commerce of drugs whnh are accompanied by
false and fraudulent statements regarding their curative effects,
(Seven Cases Eckman’s Alterative v. United States, P. H. R. Jan. 21,
1916, p. 137.)

Powers of State legislature.—The United States Supreme Court held
that a State has power to protect the health of its people and to
impose restrictions having recasonable relation to that eand. The
nature and extent of restrictions of this character are matters for the
legislative judgment in defining the policy of the State and the safe-
guards required. (Price v. State of Illinois, P. . R. Jan. 14, 1916,
p- 79.)

The power of the legislature to protect society from disease or
epidemics is.very broad, but the legislature can not arbitrarily and
unnecessarily destroy property, or any substantial interest therein,
under the guise of a health regulation. (Pcople v. Weiner [IlL], P
H.R. Apr. 21, 1916, p. 1019.)

Powers of State legzslature—Vamnatwn.—A State leglslature has
the power to authorize State or local boards of health to require vac-
cmatlon of teachers and pupils as a condition to their being admitted
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to the public schools, even when $mallpox is not present. (Hill v.
Bickers [Ky.], P. H. R. Dce. 29, 1916, p. 3551.)

Powers of State and local boards of health.—In Kentucky the State
board of health and the local boards of health are both charged, inde-
pendently, with the preservation of the public health, and they have
power to take such action as, in the exercise of a reasonable discre-
tion, may be deemed necessary to suppress and preveat the spread
of any infectious or contagious diseases. (Highland Park School
District v. McMurtry, P. H. R. Aug. 11, 1916, p. 2173.)

Powers of Stat: and local boards of health— Vaccination.—The Court
of Appeals of Kentucky decided that when a smallpox epidemic
threatens it is within the power of a State or local board of health
to require all children attending school to be vaccinated. (Highland
Park School District v. McMurtry, P. H. R. Aug. 11, 1916, p. 2173;
Hill ». Bickers, P. H. R. Dec. 29, 1916, p. 3551.)

Powers of Stat: Board of Health——-Imumtwn —Under the laws of
Oregon, the State board of health has authority to bring suit for an
injunction to restrain the continuation of conditions which may
endanger the health of the public. (State Board of Health ». City of
Silverton, P. H. R. Feb. 25, 1916, p. 465.)

Powers of State board of healtkf—Takzng of shellfish from contami-
nated waters.—A Massachusetts law prohibited the taking of shellfish
from waters which had been declared by the State board of health to
be contaminated by sewage or otherwise. The Supreme Judicial
Court of Massachusetts decided that the law was constitutional and
valid. (Commonwealth v. Feeney, P. H. R. Sept. 1, 1916, p. 2377.)

Powers of cities and of local boards of healt:.—The Supreme Court of
Oregon decided that the right of a State to enjoin a nuisance may be
delegated to and exercised by a city or other power especially named
for.that purpose. (State Board of Health . City of Silverton, P. H.
R. Feb. 25, 1916, p. 463.)

Extent of jurisdiction of city board of health.—Under the laws of the
State of Nebraska, the power of a city board of health does not extend
beyond the limits of the city. (State v. Temple, P. H. R. July 21,
1916, p. 1949.)

Employment of attorney by State board of health.—The Supreme Court
of Illinois decided that the Illinois State Board of Health was without
authority to employ an attorney and that an appropriation for this
purpose made by the legislature was void. (Fergus v. Russel, P. H.
R. Sept. 8, 1916, p. 2466.)

Orders of boards of health—Penalties must be fired when order is
made.—Under the law of the State of New York, local boards of
health are authorized to make general and special orders for the pro-
tection of the public health and to prescribe and impose penalties for
the violation of such orders. The board of health of the village of



455 : i March 30, 1017

Carthage issued an order prohibiting a resident of the city from pump-
ing the contents of his cesspool over the ground, but the board did not
prescribe the penalty to be incurred if the order was violated. After
the order had been disobeyed, the board fixed the penalty at $50.
The New York Court of Appeals decided that tho board had no right
after the commission of the offense to determine what the penalty
should be. (Village of Carthage ». Colligan, P. H. R. Apr. 7, 1916,
p. 911.)

Liability of city for negligence.—The Supreme Court of Kansas
decided that the duty of a municipal corporation to conserve the pub-
lic health was governmental in its nature, and that a municipality
was not liable for injuries inflicted while performing such duty. (But-
ler v. Kansas City, P. H. R. July 14, 1916, p. 1875.)

City not liable for negligence in maintaining hospital.—A patient in a
municipal isolation hospital contracted blood poisoning in a wound
caused by getting a splinter from the floor in his foot. He sued the
municipality, but the Kansas Supreme Court decided that the munici-
pality was not liable. (Butler v. Kansas City, P. H. R. July 14,
1916, p. 1875.) .

Funds must be provided.—A health officér can not be compelled to
perform any duty requiring the expenditure of money if no funds are
available for the purpose. (Gould ». Keller [S. Dak.], P. H. R. Mar.
10, 1916, p. 649.) o

- Compensation of county health officer.—The North Carolina law
authorized the county board of health to fix the salary of the county
superintendent of health, subject to the approval of the board of
county commissioners. The board of health of Harnett County
elected a superintendent of health and fixed his salary at $600 per
annum. The board of county commissioners refused to approve the
salary for more than $300 per annum. He brought suit for the
salary of $600. The court held that he could not recover more than
$300. (Halford v. Senter, P. H. R. May 5, 1916, p. 1147.)

Appomtment of health officer after cemﬁcatwn by municipal civil
service commission.—An appomtment made in good faith upon certi-
fication by the civil service commission is valid even though the
commission, because of a mistake, certified the name of the wrong
person. (McLaughlin v. Green [Kans.], P. H. R. Apr. 14, 1916, P
967.)

Removal qf mty health officer—Under the laws of Kansas a city
health commissioner can not be removed from office before the
expiration of his term of office except upon charges preferred in
writing for misconduct or failure to perform his duty. (McLaughlin
v. Green, P. H. R. Apr. 14, 1916, p. 967.)

- ‘Discharge of employee of health department.—The Supreme Court of
the State of Washington decided that an employee of a city health
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‘department who had been discharged without compliance with the
civil service rules could recover from the city his wages for the period
during which he was unlawfully refused employment. (Roe v. Seattle,
P. H. R. May 26, 1916, p. 1337.) :

Laws, Ordinances, and Regulations—Validity and Eﬂ'ect.

To be valid as a health measure a statute or ordinance must provide
real protection to the public health.—A provision in an Illinois law
which prohibited absolutely the use of second hand material in mak-
-ing mattresses, bed comforters, or quilts for sale was declared uncon-
stitutional on the ground that such prohibition was not necessary to
protect health, which, the evidence indicated, could be safeguarded
by sterilization. (People v. Weiner, P. H. R. Apr. 21, 1916, p. 1019.)

An ordinance of Nashville, N. C., prohibited the erection of a
privy or stable nearer to a neighbor’s residence than it was to the
owner’s. The North Carolina Supreme Court decided that the ordi-
nance was void, as it failed to protect the health of the inhabitants
of the town, “as under it stables may be kept with impunity obnox-
iously near any number of dwellings if they are equally as near the
dwelling of the owner of the stables. Thus, it is put within the
power of the owner to annoy his neighbor at will if he is willing to
ondure the same annoyance himself.” (State ». Bass, P. H. R.
Aug. 4, 1916, p. 2115.)

Effect of a valid ordinance.—An ordinance duly passed in the
exercise of a power delegated to a municipality amounts to a local
law and is just as binding and obligatory as if it had been adopted
by the legislature itself. (Mayor and Council of Baltimore v. Hamp-
ton Court Co., P. H. R. Jan. 14, 1916, p. 83.)

Subordinate city board can not nullify an ordinance of the city.—The
municipality itself may, by ordinance, amend, alter, or repeal an-
ordinance; but a board, department, or commission of the municipal
government can not, directly or indirectly, change the effect of an
ordinance. (Mayor and Council of Baltimore ». Hampton Court Co.,
P. H. R. Jan. 14, 1916, p. 83.)

Ordinances must be reasonable and not unnecessarily burdensome.—
An ordinance which prohibits the placing of tin cans, manure, ashes,
or rubbish in a street or alley, or permitting such articles or sub-
stances to remain on a lot, is unreasonable and void, because the
ordinance is unnecessarily burdensome and it makes no distinction
between conditions which are harmful and those which would not
affect health or comfort. (City of Goodland v. Popejoy [Kans.],
P. H. R. Sept. 8, 1916, p. 2465.)

City ordinance made more strict than, State regulation.—The power
of a city to regulate health matters is derived from the State, and a
eity can not enact an ordinance which conflicts with or will operate
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to nullify a State law. But a city ordinance 'is not necessarily
inconsistent with the State law on the same subject because the city
provides for greater restrictions or makes higher standards than are
provided or made by statute. (Kansas City v. Henre [Kans.],
P. H. R. June 9, 1916, p. 1499.)

Classifications must be reasonable—Municipal rules must be rea-
sonable; and a classification of apartment houses which excludes the
inhabitants of certain apartments from the benefits of the removal of
ashes because of the number of stories in the buildings and the fact
that they have elevators is arbitrary and unreasonable. (Mayor and
Council of Baltimore ». Hampton Court Co., P. H. R. Jan. 14
1916, p. 83.) :

Ordinance not enforceable if necessary funds are not available.—A
health officer can not be compelled to enforce an ordinance if the
necessary funds are not provided. (Gould ». Keller [S. Dak.l],
P. H. R. Mar. 10, 1916, p. 649.)

Regulations of municipal board of health not valid outside of the
municipality.—The board of health of the city of St. Paul, Nebr.,
adopted a regulation making it unlawful to maintain a slaughter-
house outside of the city but within a certain distance of the city
limits. The court held that under the laws of Nebraska the regula-
tion was not valid, as the power of the board of health did not extend
beyond the city limits. (State v. Temple, P. H. R. July 21, 1916,
p. 1949.)

Penalties— Must be fized when order is made.—A law of the State of
New York authorizes local boards of health to issue orders when
necessary to protect the public health, and to fix the penalties for
violations of such orders. The Court of Appeals of New York
decided that the penalties must be fixed by the board of health at
the time the order is made. (Village of Carthage . Colligan, P. I1. R.
Apr. 7, 1916, p. 911.)

License—Discrimination.—An ordinance which imposes a license
tax upon milk dealers is not void because it exempts from its pro-
visions grocery stores selling milk where the grocery stores pay a
license tax covering their entire business. (City of Newport .
French Bros. Bauer Co. [Ky.], P. H. R. Sept. 29, 1916, p. 2727.)

Sterilization may be required.—A law of Illinois requiring that
mattresses, comforters, or quilts remade or renovated for the use of
the owners must be sterilized does not violate any constitutional
provision and is a proper exercise of the police power. (People v.
Weiner, P. H. R. Apr. 21, 1916, p. 1019.)

Ashes—Removal. —Cxty ordinances required the commissioner of
street cleaning to collect garbage, ashes, and refuse from dwellings
and other places in the city of Baltimore. The city board of esti-
.mates directed the commissioner of street cleaning to discontinue the
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collection of ashes from hotels, certain apartment houses, office build-
ings, and other large structures. - The court held that this action
was beyond the power of the board, and issued an injunction requir-
ing the commissioner of street cleaning to carry out the provisions
of the ordinance and prohibiting the board of estimates from inter-
fering with him in the performance of his duties. (Mayor and Council
of Baltimore ». Hampton Court Co., P. H. R. Jan. 14, 1916, p. 83.)

Decisions Relating to Certain Communicable Diseases.

Diphtheria—Diagnosis.—A physician is not liable for damages for
failure to correctly diagnose a case of diphtheria unless he has been
negligent or has displayed a lack of skill in his profession. (Hrubes ».
Faber [Wis.], P. H. R. Sept. 8, 1916, p. 2466.)

Plague—Prevention.—Rat-proofing ordinance held valid. (New
Orleans ». Beck [La.], P. H. R. June 2, 1916, p. 1437.)

Rabies—Prevention—Ordinance authorizing destruction of dogs not
valid.—The Supreme Court of Oregon decided that an ordinance
which provided for destroying impounded dogs without a judicial
hearing, and in some cases without notice to the owners, was void as
authorizing the taking of property without due process of law.
(Rose v. Salem, P. H. R. Feb. 4, 1916, p. 272.)

Smallpox vaccination.—Boards of health in Kentucky have power
‘to require the vaccination of school children. (Highland Park School
District v. McMurtry, P. H. R. Aug. 11, 1916, p. 2173; Hill ». Bickers,
P. H. R. Decc. 29, 1916, p. 3551.)

Trichinosis.—Damages awarded against meat packer. (Catani .
Swift & Co. [Pa.], P. H. R. June 23, 1916, p. 1646.)

Damages awarded against dealer. (Rinaldi ». Mohican Co.
[N. Y], P. H. R. July 7, 1916, p. 1793.)

Typhoid fever— Lvidence required to prove source of infection.—A
city dump, where human excrement and bodies of dead animals were
deposited, was located about 1,940 feet from plaintiff’s dwelling.
Members of the plaintiff’s family contracted typhoid fever, but
there was no evidence showing the source of the infection or that the
bacillus typhosus existed at the dump. The Oklahoma Supreme
Court held that the proof was insufficient to show that the dump was
the cause of the disease. (City of Duncan ». Tidwell, P, H. R. Feb.
18, 1916, p. 396.)

Typhoid fever—The contracting of typhoid fever by employees
from drinking impure water furnished by the employer was held to
be an accident arising out of the conduct of the business. (Atna
Life Insurance Co. v. Portland Gas & Coke Co., P. H. R. Aug.. 18
1916, p. 2235.)

Venereal diseases—Advertisements regardzng cure.—An Oregon law
prohibited the publication of advertisements regarding medicines for
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the cure of venereal diseases or intended to iniply that the advertiser

could cure such diseases. The Supreme Court of Oregon decided that

the law was constitutional. (State ». Hollinshead, P. H. R. Aug. 25,

1916, p. 2300.) .
Vaccination.

School children—Power of legislature.—The legislature, in the exer-
cise of its police power, may require or empower a local or adminis-
trative authority to require vaccination of teachers and pupils as a
condition of their being admitted to the public schools, although
smallpox be not prevalent or its outbreak be mnot apprehended.
(Hill v. Bickers [Ky.], P. H. R. Dec. 29, 1916, p. 3551.)

School children—Power of boards of health.—In Kentucky, even
without a specific delegation of power, local or administrative author-
ities having control of the schools or general care of the public health
are justified, when there is a reasonable apprehension of an outbreak
of smallpox, in making vaccination a condition for admission to the
public schools. (Hill ». Bickers [Ky.], P. H. R. Dec. 29, 1916, p.
3551; Highland Park School District v. McMurtry, P. H. R. Aug.
11, 1916, p. 2173.)

Tuberculosis Hospitals—Location.

Properly operated tuberculosis hospital not @ menace to health.—The
officials of Atlantic County, N. J., decided to establish a tuberculosis
hospital in the city of Northficld. The State board of health ap-
proved the site selected.  The city and residents in the vicinity asked
an injunction prohibiting the erection of the hospital. The court
decided that the evidence did not show that such an institution,
properly operated, . was a danger to health, and refused to issue the
injunction. (Northfield ». Atlantic County, P. II. R. Mar. 24, 1916,
p. 791.)

Reduction of market value of adjacent property.—The court of chan-
cery of New Jersey decided that a court is not justified in granting an
injunction prohibiting the location of a tuberculosis hospital in a
suitable place merely because it may reduce the market value of
property in the vicinity. (Northfield v. Atlantic County, P. H. R.
Mar. 24, 1916, p. 791.)

Reguirements of New York law.—In New York it is nccessary to
comply with the requirements of law relative to notice and hearing
before a proposed location for a county tuberculosis hospital is ap-
proved. (Buckbee.v. Biggs, P. H. R. June 23, 1916, p. 1643.)

Membership of board to approve site under New York law.—The
New York law made the State commissioner of health and the local
health officer a board to consider objections to a proposed location
for a county tuberculosis hospital and to approve or disapprove the
location. The court held that service on such a board was a duty
which could not be delegated by the Statc commissioner of health,
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and that the deputy commissioner of health could not lawfully act
as a member of such a board except when he was performing the duties
of the commissioner during his absence or inability to act. (Buckbee
v. Biggs, P. H. R. June 23, 1916, p. 1643.)

Plague Prevention—Rat Proofing of Buildings.

Rat-proofing ordinance.—An ordinance of the city of New Orleans
required that.‘‘every building, outhouse, and other superstructure,
stable, lot, open area, and other premise, sidewalk, street, and alley
now constructed or hereafter to be constructed in the city of New
Orleans’ should be rat proofed in the manner specified in the ordi-
nance. The Supreme Court of Louisiana decided that the ordinance
was a ‘‘valid and constitutional exercisc of the police power of the
State in the interest of the safety of the people.”” (New Orleans v.
Beck, P. H. R. June 2, 1916, p. 1437; New Orleans v. Mangiarisina,
P. H. R. Junc 2, 1916, p. 1440.)

Quarantine.

Removal of patients.—A city ordinance made it the duty of the
health officer to remove persons suffering from ‘‘any infectious or
pestilential discasc’ to the city hospital; but no hospital had been
crected and no funds were provided for the removal or care of pa-
tients. Plaintiff asked a writ of mandamus to compel the health
officer to remove a smallpox patient from his home, which had been
quarantined. The court held that the health officer could not be
compelled to remove the patient. (Gould . Keller [S. Dak.], P. ‘H.R.
Mar. 10, 1916, p. 649.)

Marriage of Diseased Persons.

Annulment of marriage for fraud in concealing diseasc—Power of court
limited.—The New Jersey Court of Chancery decided that a court of
cquity can not annul a marriage because of fraudulent concealment by
one party of his or her physical condition unless the discase is of such
a nature as to render contact seriously dangerous to the other party.
(Allen v. Allen, P. H. R. Mar. 17, 1916, p. 733.)

EKnowledge of disease must be proved.—A wife asked the New Jersey
Court of Chancery to annul her marriage to the defendant on the
ground that he had fraudulently concealed from her the fact that at
the time of the marriage he was suffering from syphilis. The court
refused to annul the marriage, holding that the evidence was not
sufficient to prove that the defendant knew when the marriage oc-
curred that he was suffering from syphilis. (Kaufman v. Kaufman,
P. H. R. Oct. 13, 1916, p. 2901.) '

Proof must be clear.—In order to cnable & court of equity to annul
a marriage on the ground of fraud in concealing disease, the proof of
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the diseased condition of the defendant must be clear and convincing.
(Allen v. Allen [N. J.], P. H. R. Mar. 17, 1916, p. 733.)

Syphilis.—The fact that one party to a marriage was afflicted with
syphilis at the time of the marriage is not sufficient to enabls the
court to annul the marriage in the absence of a statute autkorizing
such action. (Kaufman ». Kaufman [N. J.], P. H. R. Oct. 13, 1916,
p. 2901.) "

Concealment of insanity in family.—Plaintiff (the wife) asked
the court to annul the marriage on the ground that the husband
concealed from her the fact that he was afflicted with a taint of
hereditary insanity. Some years after the marriage the husband
had become insane. The court refused to annul the marriage
because: (1) It was not clearly proved that the insanity was
hereditary; and (2) the concealment of insanity in the family was
not such a fraud as would justify the court in annulling the marriage.
‘(Allen ». Allen [N. J.], P. H. R. Mar. 17, 1916, p. 733.)

Occupational Diseases and Workmen’s Compensation Laws.

Connecticut—Occupational diseases not included in the Connecticut
law.—The Supreme Court of Errors of Connecticut decided that it
was not the intention of the Connecticut Legislature in passing the
workmen’s compensation law to make provision for paying compen-
sation to workmen suffering from occupational discases. (Miller 2.
American Steel & Wire Co., P. H. R. Oct. 6, 1916, p. 2797.)

Lead poisoning.—An cmployee of the American Steel =~ Wire Co.
was incapacitated for a short time by lead poisoning which was
contracted in the course of his employment. The Supreme Court of
Errors of Connecticut decided that he was not entitled to compen-
sation under the law of that State. (Miller ». American Steel & Wire
Co., P. H. R. Oct. 6, 1916, p. 2797.)

Erysipelas following frostbite.—The death of an insurance solicitor
was caused by crysipelas which developed after frostbite. The
compensation commissioner of Connecticut found that the injury
arose “in the course of and out of his employment,” and the court
affirmed an award of compensation to his widow. . (Larke v. Insur-
ance Co., P. H. R. Aug. 25, 1916, p. 2299.)

Massachusetts—Occupational diseases not included in the Massa-
chusetts law.—The Massachusetts workmen’s compensation law as
construed by the Massachusetts Supreme Judicial Court does not
provide for compensation for occupational diseases as such. “Per-
sonal injury’’ is the only ground for compensation. But whatever
is rightly described as a “personal injury,”” if received in the course
of and arising out of the employment, becomes the basis for a claim.
(In re Madden, P. H. R. July 14, 1916, p. 1877.) -
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An employee who suffers from disease is not barred from compensa-
tion.—Under the Massachusetts law, the fact that an employee is
suffering from a disease does not bar the right to compensation even
though the injury would not have occurred had the employee been
in good health; but the injury must be one which arises out of and
in the course of the employment. (In re Madden, P. H. R. July 14,
1916, p. 1877.)

Heart disease.—Under the Massachusetts workmen's compensation
law, an employee who has a weak heart and whose work requires
exertion which so aggravates and accelerates the disease as to inca-
pacitate the employee is entitled to compensation. (In re Madden,
P. H. R. July 14, 1916, p. 1877.)

Pneumonia.—The inhalation of damp smoke and drenching with
water, resulting in lobar pneumonm is a “personal injury” within the
meaning of that term as used in the Massachusetts workmen’s com-
pensation law. (In re McPhee, P. H. R. Feb. 18, 1916, p. 395.)

Michigan—Occupational diseases not included in the Michigan law.—
The Michigan workmen's compensation law does not provide for com-
pensation for all personal injuries suffered by an employee, but-for
accidental injuries only. (Robbins ». Original Gas Engine Co.,
P. H. R. Sept. 1, 1916, p. 2375.)

Syphilis retardzng recovery.—Claimant was injured, and payments
were made for some time under the Michigan workmen’s compensa-
tion law. Recovery vsas retarded because the claimant was suffering
from syphilis. The Michigan Supreme Court decided that it was
impossible to dctermine what part of the period of disability was
attributable to the injury and what part was caused by the discase.
The order of the industrial accident board directing that payinents
be continued was affirmed. (Hills 2. Oval Wood Dish Co., P. H. R. .
Sept. 29, 1916, p. 2725.) :

Gonorrheal infection following an accident.—A piece of stecl flew
into a workman’s cye. Later gonorrheal infection developed and
caused serious injury to the eye. The workman was free from the
discase when the accident occurred. It was shown that a fellow
workman attempted to remove the piece of steel, and the court held
that the evidence was sufficient to warrant the finding that the infec-
tion was the result of the accident within the meaning of the work-
men’s compensation law. (Cline v. Studebaker Corporation [Mich.],
P. H. R. May 12, 1916, p. 1206.)

Hernia.—Hernia which develops after a strain from lifting is the
result of an “accident” within the meaning of that term as used in
the Michigan workmen'’s compensation law. A workman who suffers
from such an injury in the course of his employment is therefore
entitled to compensation. (Bell v, Hayes-Ionia Co., P. H. R. Dec.
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15, 1916, p. 3434; Robbins v. Original Gas Engine Co., P. H. R. Sept.
1, 1916, p. 2375.)

New York— Tuberculosis.—The New York workmen’s compen-
sation law provides for compensation for “accidental injuries arising
out of and in the course of employment and such disease or infection
as may naturally and unavoidably result therefrom.” The commis-
sion decided that a workman who was disabled by getting wet, and
“contracted a heavy cold and pleurisy, which developed into pul-
monary tuberculosis,” was entitled to compensation, and the New
York Supreme Court affirmed the decision. (Rist ». Larkin & Sang-
ster, P. H. R. June 30, 1916, p. 1719.)

Ivy poisoning.—A workman, while mowing grass, came in contact
with poison ivy. He became ill, “blood poisoning” developed, he
contracted ‘‘congestion of the lungs,” and death followed. The
New York workmen’s compensation commission awarded compen-
sation to his widow, and the New York Supreme Court affirmed the
award. (Plass v. Central New England Ry. Co., P. H. R. Apr. 14,
1916, p. 969.)

Ohio—Occupational diseases not included in the Ohio law.—The
Ohio wotkmen's compensation law, as construed by the supreme
court of the State, does not provide for injuries caused by occupa-
tional diseases. (Industrial Commission ». Brown, P. H. R. May 19,
1916, p. 1269.) :

Lead poisoning.—The Ohio workmen’s compensation law of 1911,
which provided for compensation to cmployees ““injured in the course
of their employment”’ did not cover cases of lead poisoning contracted
in the course of employment. (Industrial Commission v. Brown, P.
H. R. May 19, 1916, p. 1269.)

Rhode Island—Dizziness resulting from disease.—The Supreme
Court of Rhode Island decided that an employce who became ““ dizzy
or unconscious” and was injured by a fall was entitled to compen-
sation under the workmen’s compensation law of Rhode Island.
(Carroll v. What Cheer Stables Co., P. H. R. May 5, 1916, p. 1147.)

Wisconsin— Typhoid fever caused by infected drinking water.—The
Wisconsin Supreme Court held that the death of an employee from
typhoid fever caused by drinking impure water furnished by his
employer was ““proximately caused by accident while he was ‘per-
forming services growing out of and incidental to his employment’”
within the meaning of the Wisconsin workmen’s compensation law.
(Vennen v. New Dells Lumber Co., P. H. R. Feb. 11, 1916, p. 329.)

Milk.

City ordinance requiring higher standards than State regulations.—A
city ordinance which provided a higher standard for milk sold in the
city than that required by the State regulations and which imposed
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more severe penalties for its violation than those imposed for violating
the State regulations was held by the Kansas Supreme Court to be rea-
sonable and valid. (Kansas City v. Henre, P. H. R. June 9, 1916, p.
1499.)

License—Discrimination.—The Court of Appeals of Kentucky de-
cided that an ordinance which imposes a license tax upon milk dealers
is not void because it exempts from its provisions grocery stores
selling milk where the grocery stores pay a license tax covering their
entire business. (City of Newport ». French Bros.-Bauer Co., P. H. R.
Sept. 29, 1916, p. 2727.)

Failure to register dairy—Penalty.—A California law required the
registration of dairies. The defendant purchased milk from an
unregistered dairy and refused to pay for it on the ground that the
sale of milk from such a dairy was unlawful. The court held that
the only penalty provided by the law for failure to register was fine
or imprisonment; that the law did not make the sale of milk from an
unregistered dairy unlawful; and that the milk must be paid for.
(Luchini ». Roux, P. H. R. Sept. 15, 1916, p. 2523.)

Foodstuffs.

Poisons in foodstuffs— Federal pure-food law.—The shipment in
interstate commerce of foodstuffs which contain added poisonous or
other deleterious ingredients which may render the foodstuffs
injurious to health is prohibited by the Federal pure food and drugs
law. (Weeks v. United States, P. H. R. Mar. 3, 1916, p. 550.)

Arsenic in candy— Federal pure-food law.—Defendant sold and ship-
ped in interstate commerce shellac varnish for use in glazing cheap
candies. The shellac contained minute quantities of arsenic. The
court held that the question whether or not the small amount of
arsenic used would “reasonably have a tendency to injure health”
was properly submitted to the jury. (Weeks v. United States, P.
H. R. Mar. 3, 1916, p. 550.) :

Federal laws not always applicable—Original packages.—Unless
foodstuffs shipped from one State to another are sold in the original
packages, the Federal laws governing interstate commerce do not
apply to them in such a way as to exempt them from local laws
governing domestic transactions. (Price ». Illinois, P. H. R. Jan.
14, 1916, p. 79.) ‘

Boric acid in a food preservative.—The Illinois pure-food law pro-
hibits the sale of food containing added poisonous or other deleterious
substances and declares boric acid to be unwholesome and injurious.
Another section of the law prohibits the sale of any unwholesome or
injurious preservative intended for use in foods. The defendant sold -
in Illinois a compound containing boric acid, which was intended for
use as a preservative of canned fruit and vegetables. The State court
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‘construed the law to prohibit the use of boric acid in a preservative
although such preservative was not a food in itself and was not shown
‘to be injurious or unwholesome, and the Supreme Court of the United
States adopted this construction. (Price v. Illinois, P. H. R. Jan. 14,
1916, p. 79.)

Shellfish from contaminated waters.—The Supreme Judicial Court
of Massachusetts upheld a law which prohibited the taking of shellfish
from waters which had been declared by the State board of health
to be contaminated. (Commonwealth ». Feeney, P. H. R. Sept. 1,
1916, p. 2377.) '

Implied warranty—New York.—When a dealer sclls foodstuffs for
immediate consumption there is an implied warranty that the goods
are fit for food and are wholesome. (Rinaldi v. Mohican Co., P. H. R.
July 7, 1916, p. 1793.)

Implied warranty—Massachusetts—Under the Massachusetts law
the implied warranty of a dealer who sells food for immediate con-
sumption does not extend to any person other than the immediate
purchaser. (Gearing v. Berkson, P. H. R. Dec. 22, 1916, p. 3477.)

Manufacturer liable whether or not he knows that food is unwhole-
some.—The Supreme Court of Pennsylvania decided that a packer
who prepares and sells articles of food which are unwholesome, and
which cause disease in the consumer, is liable for injury caused by
eating the food whether or not the packer knows that it is unwhole-
some. (Catani v. Swift & Co., P. H. R. June 23, 1916, p. 1646.)

Reason for holding dealer liable for sale of unwholesome foodstuffs.—
The rule that a dealer who sells foodstuffs for immediate consumption
impliedly warrants them to be wholesome is said to be ‘a harsh one.
The reason for the rule is that “in the sale of provisions the vendor
has so many more facilities for ascertaining the soundness or unsound-
ness of the article offered for sale than are possessed by the purchaser
that it is much safer to hold the vendor liable than it would be to
compel the purchaser to assume the risk.” (Rinaldi ». Mohican Co.
[N. Y], P. H. R. July 7, 1916, p. 1793.)

Federal pure-food law does not relieve manufacturer from liability.—
In Pennsylvania the fact that meat has been inspected and approved
by United States inspectors in accordance with the Federal pure-food
law does not relieve the manufacturer from liability for injury to
the consumer if the meat is infected and unwholesome. (Catani v.
Swift & Co., P. H. R. June 23, 1916, p. 1646.)

Pork infected with trichine.—A Pennsylvania meat packer who
sold pork containing trichins, the eating of which caused disease, was
held liable to the consumer for injury, although the pork was pur-
chased from an intermediate dealer. - (Catani v. Swift & Co., P. H. R.
June 23, 1916, p. 1646.) '
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A New York woman purchased from a dealer pork which bore the
United States Government stamp, but was infected with trichins.
She and her family were made ill by eating the pork. The court held
that the dealer was liable for damages. (Rinaldi v. Mohican Co.,
P. H.R. July 7, 1916, p. 1793.)

Pork—Dealer held liable— Massachusetts.—Mrs. Gearmg, actmg as
the agent of her husband, purchased from the defendants some pork
chops. The chops were select.ed by one of the defendants, who sold
them. They were eaten by Mrs. Gearing and her husband, and both
were made ill. The findings of fact showed that the defendants had
not been guilty of negligence. The court decided that under the
laws of Massachusetts Mr. Gearing could recover damages for the
breach of an implied warranty that the chops were sound and whole-
some, but that the warranty did not extend to any person other than
the purchaser. Consequently Mrs. Gearing could not recover.
(Gearing v. Berkson, P. H. R. Dec. 22, 1916, p. 3477.)

Fish—Packer liable for injury.—The Supreme Court of North Caro-
lina decided that a packer who neghgently puts upon the market
unwholesome fish is liable for damages for injury caused by eating
such fish, even though the fish are purchased by the consumer from
an intermediate dealer. (Ward v. Morehead City Sea Food Co.,
P. H. R. Aug. 25, 1916, p. 2302.)

Duty to warn customers when danger is discovered.—When a packer
has notice of the fact that fish which have been sold by him are dan-
gerous to health, it is his duty to send warnings in the most expedi-
tious manner in order to prevent, if possible, injury. to consumers.
(Ward ». Morchead City Sea Food Co. [N. C],P H. R. Aug. 25, 1916,
p- 2302.)

" Warning must be given promptly.—The defendant was a packer of
fish. After a lot of fish had been shipped and before they were sold
by the retail dealer the defendant learned that the eating of other
fish from this lot had produced illness. He sent a warning by mail
to the dealer who purchased the fish, but did not telegraph. Several
persons were made ill and one died as a result of eating the fish.
The North Carolina Supreme Court held that the defendant was
liable for damages. (Ward v. Morehead City Sea Food Co., P. H. R.
Aug. 25, 1916, p. 2302.)

Manufacturer not liable unless negligent— Tennessee.—A. person who
manufactures or puts on the market foodstuffs in packages which are
sold by dealers is not liable for injury caused by foreign substances
in the foodstuffs unless he has been guilty of some negligent act or
omission in the performance of his duty to protect the public. (Crig-
ger v. Coca-Cola Bottling Co., P. H. R. Apr. 21, 1916, p. 1022.)

The plaintiff was injured, with symptoms of poisoning, by biting a
foreign substance in a plug of tobacco which he purchased from a
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dealer. The evidence did not show that the manufacturer had been
negligent or that he had knowledge of any fact which would indicate
that the tobacco contained any injurious substance. The court held
that the manufacturer was not liable. (Liggett & Myers Tobacco
Co. v. Cannon, P. H. R. Feb. 4, 1916, p. 269.)

Foreign substances in tobacco— Tennessee.—The rule that a manu-
facturer: of foodstuffs is liable to a consumer for injury caused by
impurities negligently introduced into the foodstuffs during the
process of manufacture does not apply to chewing tobacco. (Liggett
& Myers Tobacco Co. v. Cannon, P. H. R. Feb. 4, 1916, p. 269.)

Cold storage law not @ health measure.—Section 337 of the public
health law of the State of New York prohibits the cold storage of
foodstuffs for more than 10 months. This law was upheld by the
appellate division, first department, of the New York Supreme Court.
(P. H. R. Oct. 8, 1915, p. 3042; Reprint No. 342, p. 119.) The city
court of Buffalo, N. Y., however, decided that the section was un-
constitutional, holding that its purpose and cffect were not to pro-
tect the public health, but to prevent the owners of foodstuffs from
holding them for long periods to force up prices. (People v. McFall,
P. H. R. Aug. 18, 1916, p. 2235.)

Habit-Forming Drugs.

Harrison antinarcotic law—Section 8.—Section 8 of the Federal act
of December 17, 1914, provides: ‘“That it shall be unlawful for any
person not registered under the provisions of this act, and who has
not paid the special tax provided for by this act, to have in his pos-
session or under his control any of the aforesaid drugs [opium or coca
leaves, their salts, derivatives, or preparations]; and such possession
or control shall be presumptive evidence of a violation of this section
and also of a violation of the provisions of section 1 of this act.” (38
Stat. L., 789.) ,

This provision was variously construed by different United States
courts, some judges holding that it was the intention of Congress to
prohibit any person in the United States from having possession of the
habit-forming drugs specified in the law unless such drugs were pro-
cured in accordance with the provisions of the law. Other judges
considered that it was beyond the power of Congress to regulate the
possession of drugs by individuals in the several States, and con-
strued the law as primarily a revenuc measure.

The United States District Court for the Western District of Penn-
sylvania decided that the statute was a revenue measure and that
section 8 was applicable only to persons who manufactured, imported,
gave away or dealt in the drugs. The judgment.in this case was
affirmed by the United States Supreme Court. (United States v.
Jin Fuey Moy, P. H. R. Jan. 21, 1916, p. 143.) AR
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The United States District Courts for the Western District of Ten-
nessee and the Northern ‘District of Iowa came to practically the
same conclusion. (United States v. Wilson, P. H, R. Jan. 21, 1916,
'p- 141; United States v. Carney,P H. R Apr. 28, 1916,.p. 1091)

‘The Umted States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit,
however, sustained the conviction of a drug addict who had in lns
possession a quantity of opium, taking the position that section 8
of the law prohibited the possession of opium by any person in the
United States who did not come within one of the classes of persons
specified in the law as being permitted to have possession of the drugs.
(Wilson v. United States, P. H. R. May 26, 1916, p. 1335.)

On June 5, 1916, the Supreme Court of the United States decided
that the words ““any person not registered’’ as used in the law could
not be taken to mean any person in the United States, but must be
‘taken to refer to the class with which the statute undertook to deal;
that is, the persons who were required to régister by section 1, and
‘that the law did not make it unlawful for persons who did not deal in
or handle habit-forming drugs to have such drugs in their possession.
(United States v. Jin Fuey Moy, P. H. R. June 16, 1916, p. 1561.)

Harrison antinarcotic law—Quantity of drugs prescribed.—The
United States District Court for the Northern District of New York
decided that a physician who issues a prescription for an unusually
large amount of any of the drugs enumerated in the Harrison anti-
narcotic law and which prescription shows on its face that the quan-
tity prescribed is unreasonable and unusual, is guilty of an offense
‘under the law, unless such prescription 1nd1cates the necessity there-
for; and the dealer who fills such a prescription or order issued by a
‘physician is guilty of an offense under the law. (United States v.
Curtis, P. H. R. May 12, 1916, p. 1203.)

Ilarrison antinarcotic law—Physicians must be engaged in legiti-
mate practice to entitle them to register.—The United States District
Court for the Southern District of Ohio decided that a physician who
does not personally attend his patients, but in most instances pre-
scribes for them upon their written statements, and who prescrlbes
and distributes to all the same preparatlon is not engaged in the
legitimate practice of medicine, and is not entitled to register under
the Harrison antinarcotic law. (Tucker ». Williamson, P. H. R.
June 30, 1916, p. 1720.)

Ilarrison antinarcotic law—Denatured cocaine.—The United States
District Court for the Southern District of Ohio decided that the
Iarrison antinarcotic law does not make an exception of prepara-
tions in which the cocaine is in the form of the decomposition prod-
ucts of cocaine and not as cocaine per se, or in which the cocaine is
denatured as to its habit-forming and habit-satisfying qualities, The
statute prohibits the dispensing of the drug by a person not duly



‘ 469 March 30, 1917
authorized to do so, and there is no exemption on account of the form
in which the drug exists or is prescribed.  (Tucker «. Williamson,
P. H. R. June 30, 1916, p. 1720.)

Harrison antinarcotic law—=Section 4.—The United States District
Court for the Western District of Tennessce decided that the fourth
section of the Harrison antinarcotic law makes it unlawful to ship
any of the drugs included in the terms of the law in interstate com-
merce except under certain circumstances. The court held that a
person who induced another person to ship opium from one State to
another, neither of the persons having registered under the law, was
guilty as a principal of violating the law. (United States v. Johnson,
P. H. R. Apr. 28, 1916, p. 1089.) ‘

The United States DlStl‘lCt Court for the Northern District of Ohio
held that under section 2 of the Harrison antinarcotic act a physician
who gives an order for a drug which is included in the provisions of
the act is required either to preserve a duplicate of the order or to
keep a record of the amount of the drug dispensed by him. (United
States v. Charter, P. H. R., Jan. 28, 1916, p. 193.)

Federal opium laws—Possession of smoking opium.—The United
States District Court for the Western District of Tennessee decided
that under the Federal law of January 17, 1914, the mere possession
of opium prepared for smoking constitutes an offense unless it can
be shown that the opium was not imported after April 1, 1909.
(United States v. Johnson, P. H. R. Apr. 28, 1916, p. 1089.)

North Carolina law—Possession evidence of violation of law.--The
Supreme Court of North Carolina upheld a State statute which made
the possession of cocaine unlawful except under certain specified cir-
cumstances, and made its possession prima facie evidence of a viola-
tion of the statute. (State v. Ross, P. H. R. Mar. 3, 1916, p. 549.)

Oklahoma law— Unlawful selling.—The Criminal Court of Appeals of
Oklahoma sustained a conviction under a State statute which pro-
hibited the sale of habit-forming drugs except upon a’ physician’s
prescription. (Harrison . State, P. H. R. Dec. 15, 1916, p. 3437.)

New York law—* Dispensing.”--A physician who issues a pre-
scription for narcotic drugs does not “dispense” the drugs within
the meaning of the New York public-health law. (People v. Cohen,
P. H. R., Oct. 20, 1916, p. 2951.)

New York law—Physicians’ records.—The New York public-health
law requires persons who “sell, administer, prescribe, dispense, or
dispose of’ habit-forming drugs to keep a record of ‘‘the name
and address of each person to whom such drug is dispensed.”. -A
physician issued prescriptions for habit-forming drugs and failed to
keep records. The court held that he did not “dispense” them and
that he was not required to kcep records of such preseriptions, '
(People v. Cohen, P. H. R. Oct. 20, 1916, p. 2951.)

34 .
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Tezas law construed.—The Court of Criminal Appeals of Texas
decided that it was not a violation of the Texas law for a physician
to prescribe habit-forming drugs for the purpose of alleviating pain
or curing a drug habit. - (Fyke ». State, P. H. R. Sept. 15, 1916,
p. 2525.)

Sale to minor—Damages awarded.—Defendants sold heroin in con-
siderable quantities to a boy about 18 years of age, who became a
drug addict. The mother of the boy (a widow) brought suit for
damages against the defendants. The jury awarded $2,000 com-
pensatory damages and $1,000 punitive damages. The New York
Supreme Court held that this verdict was supported by the evidence,
and the judgment was affirmed. (Tidd ». Skinner, P. H. R. June 16,

1916, p. 1563.)
Drugs and Poisons.

“Patent medicines”’—Power of Congress.—Congress has power to
condemn the interstate transportation of swindling preparations
designed to cheat credulous sufferers, and to make such preparations,
accompanied by false and fraudulent statements, illicit with respect
to interstate commerce. (Seven Cases Eckman s Alterative .
United States, P. H. R. Jan. 21, 1916, p. 137.)

“ Patent medwmes”—Statements regarding curative properties.~—
Persons who make or deal in substances or compositions alleged to be
curative are in a position to have superior knowledge regarding the
curative properties of the substances, and such persons may be held
to good faith in their statements. (Seven Cases Eckman’s Alter-
ative v. United States [U. S. Sup. Ct.], P. H. R. Jan. 21, 1916,-p. 137.)

Sherley amendment—Purpose.—The purpose of the Sherley amend-
ment to the Federal pure food and drugs law was to punish false and
fraudulent statements regarding the curative or therapeutic effects
of drugs or any of their ingredients. (Eleven Gross Packages of
Dr. Williams’s Pink Pills v. United States, P. H. R. Dec. 8, 1916,
p- 3383.)

Sherley amendment—Scope.—The United States Supreme Court
decided that the amendment of 1912 to the Federal pure food and
drugs act (the Sherley amendment) is broad enough to include false
and fraudulent statements in circulars contained in the package in
which drugs are inclosed. (Seven Cases Eckman’s, Alterative v.
United States, P. H. R. Jan. 21, 1916, p. 137.)

Sherley amendment— Meaning of ‘‘false and fraudulent.”—The
phrase ‘‘falso and fraudulent’’ as used in the Sherley amendment to
the Federal pure food and drugs act must be taken with its accepted
legal meaning, and thus it must be found that the statement regard-
ing the curative or therapeutic effect of the article was made with
actual intent to deceive—an intent which may be derived from
facts and circumstances, but which must be established. (Seven
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Cases Eckman’s Alterative v. United States [U. S. Sup. Ct.], P. H. R.
Jan. 21, 1916, p. 137.)

Sherley Amendmnt—-“Package” dejimd —The word ‘‘package’’ or
its equivalent expression, as used in sections 7 and 8 of the Federal
pure food and drugs act, refers to the immediate container of the
article which is intended for consumption by the public. (Seven
Cases Eckman’s Alterative v. United States [U. S. Sup. Ct.], P. H. R.
Jan. 21, 1916, p. 137.)

Sherley amendment— Forfeiture of “patvnt medicines.””—Several
cases of a proprietary remedy were shipped in interstate commerce.
In every package containing one of the bottles was a circular with
this statement: ‘‘Effective as a preventative for pneumonia.”” ‘“We
know it has cured and that it has and will cure tuberculosis.” The
goods were seized and condemned on the ground that the statement
was false and fraudulent. The defensc challenged the constitu-
tionality of the Sherley amendment, under which the goods were
seized, but the United States Supreme Court held that it was valid.
(Seven Cases Eckman’s Alterative ». United States, P. H. R. Jan. 21,
1916, p. 137.)

The jury found that statements on the label of a medicine which
was shipped in interstate commerce were false and were intended to
convey false impressions relative to the curative properties of the
medicine. . The court decided that the medicine was misbranded, and
was liable to forfeiture, under the Sherley amendment to the Federal
pure food and drugs law. (Eleven Gross Packages of Dr. Williams’s
Pink Pills v. United States, P. H. R. Dec. 8. 1916, p. 3383.)

Sherley amendment—Jury must decide whether stitzments are false
and fraudulent.—It is the province of the jury to determine whether
or not statements appearing on the label of a medicine are false and
whether such statements are made for the purpose of deceiving the
purchaser. (Eleven Gross Packages of Dr. Williams’s Pink Pills v.
United States, P. H. R. Dec. 8, 1916, p. 3383.) ’

Sherley amendment—Good faith required in stitzments regarding
curative effects of drugs.—If the persons shipping medicines in inter-
state commerce honestly believe that the statements on the labels
are true, the medicines are not misbranded within the meaning of
the term ‘‘misbranded’” as defined in the Sherley amendment.
(Eleven Gross Packages of Dr. Williams’s Pink Pills . United States,
P. H. R. Dec. 8, 1916, p. 3383.)

Drug peddlers—Tazx law held valid.—The Supreme Court of Cali-
fornia decided that a law requiring each itinerant vendor of drugs to
secure a license and pay a semiannual tax of $100 was a valid exer-
cise of the police power of the State and not in conflict with the
Federal Constitution. (Ex parte Gilstrap, P. H. R. Feb. 18, 1916,

p. 391.)
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Drinking Water..

.. The contracting of typhoid fever from drinking water an ‘‘acci-
dent.”—Employees of the Portland Gas & Coke Co. contracted
typhmd fever from drinking water furnished by the company. The
Circuit Court of Appeals for the Ninth Judicial Circuit of the United
States decided that this was an ‘‘accident’’ and that such an acci-
dent was covered by a ‘‘contractor’s cmployers’ liability policy”’
which insured agamst expenso resulting from claims for damages
on account of bodily i m]unes accidentally suffered by employces by
reason_of the business in which the employer was engaged. (ZEtna
Life Insurance Co. v. Portland Gas & Coke Co., P. H. R. Aug. 18,
1916, p. 2235.)

Pollution of reservoir.—Under the laws of Connecticut an injunc-
tion may be granted prohibiting the maintenance of a pleasure resort
where it is liable to cause pollution of a reservoir used for supplying
water, but the proprietor of such resort is ontitled to damages even
when he had notice before the resort was established. (Rockville
Water & Aqueduct Co. v. Koelsch, P. H. R. July 28, 1916, p. 2031.)

Company furnishing ¢mpure water can not collect water rates.—The
New Castle Water Co. was required by its contract with the city of
New Castle, Pa., to furnish pure and wholesome water to the inhabi-
tants of the city. During a period of about a month and a half the
water was unfit for domestic use. The Supreme Court of Pennsyl-
vania affirmed a decrce restraining the water company from collect-
ing from domestic consumers for more than half of the quarter year
during part of which the water was impure. (City of New Castle v.
New Castle Water Co., P. H. R. Mar. 31, 1916, p. 859.)

Sewage Disposal—Pollution of Streams.

Damages against city.—The New York Supreme Court held that
the inhabitants of a city or village collectively have no more right to
pollute the waters of a stream than has an individual, and if a city
empties its scwage into a stream and injury results to owners of
land along the stream, the city is liable for damages. (Luther v.
Village of Batavia, P. H. R. Jan. 7, 1916, p- 29.)

Damages can be recovered against a city for discharging its sewago
into a stream so as to pollute the water of the stream and injure
lower property owners. (City of Princeton v. Pool [Ky.], P. H. R
Dec. 15, 1916, p. 3431.)

Rzghts of owners of land on stream.—The right of the npanan owner
to the natural flow of water substantially unimpaired in volume and
purity is declared by the Supreme Court of Wisconsin to be a right
of great valuec and one which the law recognizes and protects.
(Johns v. City of Platteville, P. H. R. Dec. 8, 1916, p. 3385.)
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Injunction against city.—The New York Supreme Court held that a
city or village might be restrained by injunction from discharging
its sewage into a stream in such a way as to injure owners of land
along the stream, and if the injunction was violated the municipal
officers who were responsible for such violation might be punished
for contempt. (Luther v. Village of Batavia, P. H. R. Jan. 7, 1916,
p. 29.)

A city discharged its sewage into a stream, polluting the water,
causing annoyance to residents, and lessening the value of the prop-
erty of the complainant. The stream was the natural outlet for the
sewage of the city, and the evidence showed that it was possible
to discharge the sewage into the stream in such a manner as not
materially to injure the value of the land of the complainant. The
Kentucky Court of Appeals reversed a decree which prohibited the
city from using the stream to carry off its sewage, but intimated that
an injunction restraining the city from creating a nuisance would
have been proper under the circumstances. (City of Princeton v.
Pool, P. H. R. Dec. 15, 1916, p. 3431.)

Injunction—Proof necessary.—Suit was brought by the State
Board of Health of Oregon to prevent the city of Silverton from dis-
charging its sewage into a creek. The court held that the evidence
did not show that the pollution of the stream was sufficient to create
a menace to health, and for this reason the suit was dismissed.
(State Board of Health ». City of Silverton, P. H. R. Feb. 25, 1916, p.
465.) '

Quantity of sewage.—The mere discharge of sewage into a stream
will not give a right of action. It is only when the quantity becomes
great enough to injure persons that a liability is created. (McKin-
ney v. Trustees of Emory and Henry College [Va.], P. H. R. Apr. 14,
1916, p. 970.) ‘

What constitutes pollution.—Any pollution of a stream which is
sufficient to foul the water or to impair its value for the ordinary
purposes of life, or anything which renders the water less wholesome -
than when in-its ordinary state, or which renders it offensive to taste
or smell, or which is naturally calculated to cxcite disgust in those
using the water will constitute a nuisance which a court of equity
will enjoin or for which a lower riparian owner injured thereby is
entitled to redress. (McKinney v. Trustees of Emory and Henry
College [Va.], P. H. R. Apr. 14, 1916, p. 970.)

Menace to health.—The State Board of Health of Oregon brought
suit to prevent the city of Silverton from discharging its sewage into
a creek, alleging that the action of the city was a menace to the
public health of the State. The Supreme Court of Oregon held that
the evidence which had been introduced was not sufficient to show that
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the public health was endangered. (State Board of Health v. City
of Silverton, P. H. R. Feb. 25, 1916, p. 465.) .

No recovery for pollution from natural drainage.—When the natural

surface drainage rendered the water of the stream unfit for use before
the city discharged its sewage into the stream, damages could not be
recovered against the city on the ground that the water could not be
used after sewers were constructed. (City of Princeton ». Pool
[Ky.], P. H. R. Dec. 15, 1916, p. 3431.)
- Law authorizing sewer system does mot authorize the creation of a
nuisance.—According to the Supreme Court of Wisconsin, legisla-
tive authority to install a sewer system carries no implication of
authority to create or maintain a nuisance, and if a nuisance be
created by a city, the same remedies may .be invoked as if the pro-
prietor were an individual. (Johns ». City of Platteville, P. H. R.
Dec. 8, 1916, p. 3385.)

Legislative authority to discharge sewage into a stream doecs not
justify a city in creating a nuisance or in inflicting injuries which
amount to the taking of property in a constitutional sense unless the-
“city has acquired the right by condemnation and the payment of
compensation. (State Board of Health v. City of Silverton [Oreg.],
P. H. R. Feb. 25, 1916, p. 465.)

Distinction between navigable and small streams.—With legislative
authority a city may discharge sewage into navigable or tidal streams
if done in a proper manner, but it is doubtful if the legislature can
authorize such use of a stream the bed and banks of which are in
private ownership. (State Board of Health ». City of Silverton
[Oreg.], P. H. R. Feb. 25, 1916, p. 465.)

Time when suit must be begqun.—Under the Kentucky statute limit-
ing the time within which suits must be brought, damages can be
recovered for pollution of streams if the injury was done within five
years before the institution of the suit. (City of Princeton v. Pool,
P. H. R. Dec. 15, 1916, p. 3431.)

The statute of Virginia required that such actions be brought
within five years after the right of action accrued. Suit was begun
within five years after sewage was discharged into the stream in suffi-
cient quantity to work injury, but more than five years after the time
when the first sewer was constructed. The Supreme Court of Vir-
ginia decided that the suit was begun in time. (McKinney v. Trus-
tees of Emory and Henry College, P. H. R. Apr. 14, 1916, p. 970.)

Power of State board of health.—The Supreme Court of Oregon
decided that the right .of the State to enjoin a city from polluting
a stream may be delegated to and exercised by the State board of
bealth. (State Board of Health v. City of Silverton, P. H. R. Feb.
25; 1916, p. 465.) '
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Damage to oyster beds.—The Supreme Court of Appeals of Virginia
decided that a municipality has the right to discharge sewage into
tidal waters, subject to the control of the State legislature, and a
person who leases oyster beds from the State with knowledge of the
polluted condition of the beds can not recover damages from the
municipality because of such pollution. (City of Hampton v. Wat-
son, P. H. R. Aug. 4, 1916, p. 2113.)

Damages and injunction against college.—A college constructed a
sewer system which discharged into a small stream and polluted the
water. Suit was brought by an owner of land on the stream. The
court decided that the complainant was entitled to an injunction
and to damages for the injury inflicted. (McKinney v. Trustees of
Emory and Henry College [Va.}, P. H. R. Apr. 14, 1916, p. 970.)



PREVALENCE OF DISEASE.

No health department, State or local, can effectively prevent or control discase without
knowledge of when, where, and under what conditions cases are occurring.

UNITED STATES.

RECIPROCAL NOTIFICATION.

Minnesota.

Cases of communicable discases referred during February, 1917, to other Stale health
departments by department of health of the Statc of Minnesota.

Disease and locality of noti-
fication. X

Referred to health authority of— |

‘Why referred.

Small

Mm.neapolxs Health De-
partment Hennepin
County.

Eveleth, St. Louis
County

Minneapolis Health De-
partment, Icnnepin
County.

Tuberculosis:

Ericsburg, Koochiching

County.
Typho:d fever:

St. Paul Burcau of
Health, Ramsey
County.

Hendrum, Norman
County.

Minneapolis Health De-
partment, Hennepin
County.

New Hampton, Chickasaw
County, Iowa.

Glasgow, Valley County, Mont.....

Bayard, Morrill County, Nebr. . ...

La Crosse, La Crosse County, Wis. .

United States Public Health Serv-
ice.

Jenner, Alberta, Canada. .........

Fort Francis, Ontario,Canada....

Harlem, Blaine County, Mont. ....

Grandin, Cass County, N. Dak.....

Grace City, Foster County, N. Dak.

Mother and son left Minnesota for home
in Towa after having been exposed to
smallpox in Minneapolis.

Broken out with pox in Minnc-

apolis 5 days after leavmg Montana

for sota.
Returned homo Nebraska) after ex-
Ipox while visiti

posure to

n Minnea; (Never vaccmated
Sent directly to Minnea o uaran-

tmc hospltal on arrival iscon-

Smallpox brought into ancsota. by 3
immigrants from Finlan
Case, never vaccinated, left Minneapohs
after exposure to smallpox for his
homestead near Jenner, Alberta.

Open case rcturned to his home in
Canada.

Was pro netor of a restaurant in Har-
ont., 3 weeks previous to first
sym ptoms.

Minnesota doctor reported typhoid
caseat Grandin, N. Dak., which came
from da.

Worked with section crew on Great
Northern Ry., 3 weeks previous to
first symptoms, near Grace City.

CEREBROSPINAL MENINGITIS.

Virginia—Middlesex County.

The State Commissioner of Health of Virginia reported March 26,
1917, the occurrence of 5 cases of cerebrospinal meningitis near
Saluda, Middlesex County, Va.

(476)
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CEREBROSPINAL MENINGITIS—Continued.
State Reports for February, 1917.

New cases New cases
Place. reported. Place. reported.

ouisiana: South Carolina:
Orleans Parish.............
Rapides Parish. ... llliiceeennaece

Total.....coeeeeeeecnnccaceencenes
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Wyoming:
Natrona County.....ceccceeeeceannn

-

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917.

Place. Cases. | Deaths. v Place. Cases. | Deaths,
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H
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.
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New York, .

Norristown, Pa....

maha, Nebr...
hia
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.......... Wilmington. Del.............
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DIPHTHERIA.
See Diphtheria, measles, scarlet fever, and tuberculosis, page 486.
ERYSIPELAS.
City Reporis for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917,

Place. Cases. Deaths. Place. Coses. | Deaths.

Milwaukee, Wis.
Newark, N.J...
New Bedford, Mass..
New Castle, Ba..........

Newport I{y ......
Ne:vvaor'k, N.Y..

Kalamazoo
Lancaster, Pao. iU el Wilkinsburg,

Los Angeles, Cal 1 || williamasport, Pa
Lowell Mass 1| York, Pa.....
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MALARIA.
State Reports for February, 1917..

Neweases! INeweases
Place. reported. Tlace. . reported.
Louisiana Louisiana—Continued.

Amdin Parish.......coeeeeeiiiit. 9 Terrebonne Parish.................. 2
Allen Parish. . . e 2 Vermilion Parish.................... 2
Avoyelles Parish... 1
Beaur Parish 4 Total....covimiiiiiniiiiiianannans 53
Bienville Parish.... 3
Caddo Parish. . .... 1 || New Jersey:
Caldwell Parish. . 1 Essex (‘ounty ....................... 2
De Soto Parish... 4 Union County..............coooooao.
East Carroll Paris 1
1berville Parish. . 6 Total....oierinniiiiiiiiiiiiaaaas 3
Jackson Parish 1
Ouachita Parish 2 1| South Carolina:
Rapides Parish 1 Beaufort County .. 3
8t. James Parish. 2 Darlington Lounty.. )
St. John Parish..... 3 Edgetield County. .. .- 2
St. Parish....... 6 Marion County...........cc.cuue.... 7
St. Tammany Parish. 1
Tangipahoa Parish 1 Total....oeiiemiiiiiniiiianaann. 13

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917.
During the week ended March 10, 1917, one case of malaria was
reported in Boston, Mass., and one case in Newark, N. J. '
MEASLES.
California—Los Angeles.
Senior Surg. Brooks reported that during the week ended March 17,

1917, 248 cases of measles were notified in Los Angeles, Cal. During
the preceding week 253 cases were reported.
Washington—Seattle.

Surg. Lloyd reported that during the week ended March 17, 1917,
149 cases of measles were notified in Seattle, Wash., making a total
of 7,236 cases reported since February 15, 1916, When the present
epidemic began.

See also Diphtheria, measles, scarlet fever, and tuberculosis, page 486.

PELLAGRA.
State Reports for February, 1917.

.

New cases New cases
Place. ' reported. Place. reported.
Louisiana: South Carolina:

Jackson Parish...................... 1 Marion Counte' ..................... 1
Orleans Parish...................... 3 Spartanburg County................ 2

St. Mary Parish..................... 1
St. Tammany Parish.. 1 B 117 3

Total...ooiiiiinieniieannnnnnnn. 6

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917,

During the week ended March 10, 1917, one case of pellagra was
reported in Birmingham, Ala., one death in Fort Worth, Tex., and
one case with one death in Los Angeles, Cal.
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PLAGUE.
Washington—Seattle—Plague-Infected Rat Found.

Surg. Lloyd reported that a rat found March 16, 1917, at Pike Place
Market, between Pike and Pine Streets, was proved positive for
plague infection March 28, 1917.

- PNEUMONIA.
City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917,

Place. ) Cases. | Deaths. Place. Cases. | Deaths.

Allentown, P8.....cccccevennn.
Ann Arbor, Mich..
Baltimore, Md..
Binghamton, N.
Braddock, Pa.
ganton, Ohio.

80’!!\3

[

...
—
i 00 DO 0O 1 & 00 63 83 B3 00 00 1t v B 1 s

bt ot bt
~N

1
21
4
4
1
431
46
1
34
3
8
1
6
2
1
1
16
3
9

POLIOMYELITIS (INFANTEE PARALYSIS).
Vermont—Waterbury. '
Collaborating Epidcmiologist Dalton reported that during the
period from March 1 to 19, 1917, 5 cases of poliomyelitis were notified

in Waterbury, Vt. .
State Reports fm’~ February, 1917.

New New
Place. cases re- Place. cases re-
ported. ported.
Louisiana: Minnesota—Continued.
Acadia Parish Washington County-—
Orleans Parish... 2 Baytown Township............. 1
L 0] 7Y S 3 Total..cooooii i 2
Miehigan: New Jersey: o
Hillsdale County— Essex County.......ccooevvmnnnnnn.- 2
Hillsdale...........cooceeeaan... 1 Somerset County eeen 1
St. Joseph County— ’ e
Three Rivers. 1 /001 71 Y 3
1 || South Carolina: T
Anderson County........cooevunnnn. 1
3 Lexington County.......cooaeeannn. 1
Minnesota: Total.coeiin i 2
Ramsey County—
St.Paul................lll 1
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POLIOMYELITIS (INFANTILE PARALYSIS)—Continued.
City Reports for Week Ended”Mar. 10, 1917,

Place. - Cases. | Deaths. “ Place. Cases. | Deaths,
'Chicag o NJ .............. : ......... i N b ggy ............. g ......... s
............. ow Yor. cesessssssees
N Britatn, GOt eeerer: ) SO ?

RABIES IN MAN.
City Report for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917,

During the week ‘ended March 10, 1917, one case of rabies in man
was reported in Pittsfield, Mass. ,

RABIES IN ANIMALS.
City Report for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917,

During the week ended March 10, 1917, one case of rabies in animals
was reported in Buffalo, N. Y.

SCARLET FEVER.
Seo Diphtheria, measles, scarlet fever, and tuberculosis, page 486.
SMALLPOX.
Massachusetts—Worcester.

Collaborating Epidemiologist Kelley reported that 1 case of small-
pox was notified at Worcester, Mass., March 23, 1917.

Minnesota.

Collaborating Epidemiologist Bracken reported that during the
week ended March 24, 1917, 3 new foci of smallpox infection were
reported in Minnesota, cases of the disease having been notified as
follows: Aitkin County, Aitkin, 1; Ottertail County, Perham, 2; Swift
County, Dublin Township, 6

Texas—Galveston.

Surg. Bahrenburg reported that 1 case of smallpox was notified in
Galveston, Tex., March 27, 1917,
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SMALLPOX—Continued.
State Reports for February, 1917.

Vaccination history of cases.

New cases Number | Number
Place. reported Deaths. { vaccinated | last vacci- | Number [Vaccination
* within 7 |nated more| never suc- | history not
years pre- [than 7 years cessfully |obtained or
- ceding | preceding | vaccinated.| uncertain.
attack. attack.

Miclufa.u
na County—
Green Township........ ) N P P,
ng.:gg'l‘ownshlp ....... 23 eeen
. Antrim Coun’tly
Kearney Township. . L O L I U
Eaton County——
Clmrl ............... ) 3 FORURUUIEE KON AP 1.
Genesee Coun ’ly
Montrose Township..... ) U PO SN A ) O PO
lnt....ccoveeiinennnnn. D 2 R R ) L O,
Grand Traverse Co
Green Lake To' p.. S b O PO,

Springfield "'Fow vaship. ..

Kent County—

Grand Raplds ..........
Macomb County—

Mount Clemens. . .......
Manistee County—

Cleon Township........
Marquette County—

Ma te

Ogemaw County—
Logan Township........
- Ottawa County—
Coopersville.............
-St. Clair County—
Port Huron.............
Shiawassee County—
New Haven Towns.hxp ..
Rush Township...
Venice Township
Owosso. .
Washtenaw Cc
e Ann Arbor..............
Wayne Countgr
Greenfiel Towmhlp ..
nghland ark..........
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SMALLPOX—Continued.
State Reports for February, 1917—Continued.

‘Vaccination history of cases.

New cases Number_ | Number
Place. reported Deaths. | vaccinated | last vacci- | Number [Vaceination

. within 7 |nated more| never sue- | history not
years pre- than 7 years| cessfully |obtained or
" codin, preee({ing vaccinated.| uncertain.

Minnesota:
Anoka County—
Bethel Township.......
Brown County—
Ch&lx:;m(‘} T
0 County—
Shafer Township........
Crow Wing County—
. Brainerd.

e : .
St. Lou?s Park..........
Hubbard County—
Akeley............. PO,
‘White Oak Township...
Kan%lyohi County—

alls
Belle Prairie Township
Morrill Township..
Parker Township..
Olmsted County—

Crookston......... cesnes b2 PO SR s 2 e can
Fairfax Township....... ) 3 ST PP IS ) S P cesn |
Rm%sey ounty—

St. Louis County—
Duluth....eeeeanan.n... L 2 PN 1 [ P cocen
Eveleth.............. ) 3 OO [ IO ) N PN A, cove

Scott County—
Sand Creek Township... ) N PO P S, 1h...... wesen

Sherburne County—

Elk River...............

Siblc]s'y County—

axon Township........

Stearns County—

Kimball Prairie.........
St. Cloud...............

Steele County—
Ellendale................ ) 38 SR SR S PP 1l..... ccosas

Wadena County— .
Verndale................ b2 PR DO R 2. cosee

‘Wascea County—
Otisco Township........ ) 3 PO R . . ) N PP

Wilkin County— :

Breckenridge............ . ) S A 1 7 ]iecccccoacee

Winona County— .

Winona.......... k) S ST [ 2 PP

Total....... 249 feeeeeeeeenecennn. 24 223 2
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SMALLPOX—Continued.
Miscellancous Siate Reports.

March 80,1017

Place.

Cases. | Deaths.

Place.

Cases. | Deaths.

vwwwnBaBSww~aRane

Louisiana (Feb. 1-28)—Contd.
St. Tammany Parish
Terrebonne Parish........
Vermilion Parish

South Carolina (Feb. 1-28):
Edgefield C

County

ounty.........
Georgetown County......
I(‘?ireenv

Ended Mar. 10, 1917.

Place.

Place.

Cases.

Ki
Kol

komo, Ind
Little Rock, Ark.............
Los Angeles, Cal.............
Marinette, Wis

b

O DD S bt bt ot D bk T bt Q3 0 GV D 1t €O et bk D ek O

St. Paul,
Salt Lake

Steuben

Toledo,

McKeesport, Pa..
Minneaglolis Minn
Muscatine, Towa..

Mjm.....
Sioux Ci‘tg Iowa...

Superior, Wi

Ohfo... 1100
Topeka, Kans........
Wichita, Kans.....
‘Worcester, Mass....cooeuunn..

La.

City, Utah
e, Ohi

P TEY CTUA PUTPY < TOTOTOTRTS YN - 191 - 1)

TETANUS.

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917.

Place. Cases. | Deaths. Place. Cases. | Deaths.
Birmingham Ala 2 || Philadelphia, Pa.....ccooooofoeaaaaaees 1
Charleston, 8. C.. 1 || Trenton, N. o 1
Lexington, Ky...............l 1.

TUBERCULOSIS.

See Diphtheria, measles, scarlet fever, and tuberculosis, page 486.
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TYPHOID. FEVER. .
State Reports for February, 1917.
' New - New
Place. cases Place. cases
reported. reported.
Mic —Continued.
1 Schoolcraft County—
1 Manistique.............cooee.n 1
3 Van Buren County—
2 obleville. _........... 1
2 South Haven............... 4
1 Wayne Countf
2 Fpringwel s 'l‘ownshlp .......... 4
1 1
1 2
7 4
1 6
6 .
1 Total.....ccveiieeenecenennnnn 112
2
g Minnesota:
1 Bccli‘er County—
.......................... 1
Beltrami County—
Total........ [P cecanes 42 Bemidj i...f .................... 2
Crow Wing County—
ronton.......ccciinvanannnnnnn. 3
Dodge Cmmt
4 Mantorville.........cccuo..... . 1
Douilas County—
1 lexandria............... cerens 3
- Goodhue County— . :
1 Red Wing. - ... 1
Zumbrota. ... iieeiiieaeeaaa. 1
1 Icnnepin County
st 1 J h.mrgapolls_....-....-...; ........ 5
Gengsso County— - B I\~ i o 1
Gladsginé.o.u..{l?.y.:-...-coobo.c-.-..- ' !\andlyohlc.‘.)t.l-ll.t.’.’:r ............... l
erman Townshi SRaRRLLLELLEE Koochiching County— .
Grand Traverse County— - - International Falls.............. 1
Tm%em City..oooeveeennnnns 1 Lake County—
Gratiot ounty-—T hi Two Harbors.......c.oocoenn... 2
Vahmgt?in Ownship.......... 1 Morrison County
lekem BO. oo % x Littlcé Fallts ................ 1
""""""""""""""" orman Count
Huron County— 1 Hendrum.._................... 1
Ingham Couniy e T 1
Lﬁ‘g]‘&) 0?’15‘1‘9 """"""""" 1 Tolk Connty—
Isabel un ﬁ, hi Knute Township................ 1
OWDSBIP............ 1 Ramscy County— |
Jacl%soiis:uﬂty — 3 St. Paul...o...o i 2
ackson. ..... . _ o
Kalamazoo County— B LSS 1
K Kalam:tszoo ..................... 3 Rice Count.
ené °'ﬁnRY i Wells 'l’owmhxp ................. 2
rand Raplds.................. 8 Rosecau County—
Lake County— Warroad........................ 2
Pleasant Plains Township...... 1 Grimstad Township...... ... .. 1
Lapeer County— St. Lonis Conniy—
Burlington Townshlp ........... 1 DU he oo 4
Lapeer Township............... 1 Soudan. . .IlIILIIIIIIIIII 1
Mac]sumlw County— Stearns County—-
Masmtx ng;‘ft‘; RRRERREEEELTELEEREETE 2 __Grove Township................ 1
Midlpem garqélette Township...... 1 w rlght (‘ounty—-— 1
and County— . ool Cokato..l.....eeeeill
. Hon(n}er Tf “Yns hip. 1 Delano .......................... 1
onroe County—
Monr 4 Total.eeveeenieennnnnaaaa... 42
Montcalm Coun .
Stant 1 || New Jersey:
Muskegon Coun Atlantic County. 1
Musk 2 Burlington Count 5
Ogemaw County. Cumberland Count, 1
West Branch Township......... 1 Essex County. 6
Ontonagon County— Hudson County. 3
Carp Lake Townsh:p ......... . 1 Hunterdon Coun 1
Sagl w Coun 'f Mercer County. 12
lumﬁeld "ownship..... ceeees 1 Middlesex Count; 1
Saginaw 4 Monmouth Coun! 3
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TYPHOID FEVER —(ontinued.

State Reports for February, 1917 —('ontinue 1.

March 30, 1917

New
cases
reported.

[~

)
]

New | |
Place. cases ! Plhwe. ’
raported. ; i
: i
New Jerso)"—Contiuucd. i South Carolina—Continted. !
Salem County.....ooooiiniinaaa... 1 Richland County........ ... ... ..
Somerscet Couaty.....ooooooiiill 41 Sumter County - ... ...
b 0T 9N Toltaleeee oo e,
_— |
South Carolina: i Wyoming:
Aiken County.. 1 Washakic County .
Charleston Coun 3 Fremont County
Chester County . 1 Uinta County.
Chesterficld Cou 2 Sheridan Count
Dorchester County 1 Laramic County .
Greenwood Count: 2
Orangeburg Count: 2 Total........... e eeeeeneeeanan
City Reports for Week Ended Mar, 10, 1917,
Place. Caves, Deaths. ! Ylace. Cas
Alameda, Cal....... S S 1| Malden, Mass.......ccoeen.... 1 I
Albany, N. Y .77 . p) R | Milwaukee, Wis- - 4
Allentown, Pa...... 1l { Nashville, Tenn. 1
Baltimore, Md. . ... 9l Newark, N.J.... 1
Beaver Falls, Pa. .. | I P New Bedford, Mass. . 11
Boston, Mass....... 2 1+ New Londou, Conn. ..., 1
Brockton, Mass. | I PO © New York, N YL 3
Buffalo, N. Y.. 3 1, Orange, N.J.... 1
Chicago, Ill....... [ PO Philadelphia, Pa. 8
Cleveland, Ohio.. 1 I |} Pittsburgh, Pa.. 2
Cumberland, Md. 2 P Portland, Me. . .. 1
Detroit, Mich..... 9 1 | Providence, R. T. 1
East Chicago, Ind 5 2 " Saginaw, Mich. .. 1
East Orange, N.J | 181 Louis, Mo..... .6
Everett, e | T I Schenectady, N. Y . 2
Everett, Wash. 2 . Somerville, Mass. . . 1
Fort Worth, Tex ) 1 P South Bend, Ind. 1
Galveston, ’i‘ex‘.. b2 R Syracuse, N. Y 1
(irand Rapids, Mich 2 1IN Toledo, Ohio. . 4
Harrisburg, Pa... 1 1 || Washington, D. C 1
Haverhill, Mass. . ) N P, Watertown, N. Y 1
Indianapolis, Ind. ) B P | Wheeling, W. Va_.......... ...
Jersey City, N. J. 1 1 || Wilkes-Barre, Pa.............0.........
Little Rock, Ark. 1 || Wilmington, Del. 1
L.os Angeles, Cal 3 2 | Worcester, Mass. 1.
Lima, Ohio..... % 1| Zanesville, Ohio.............. 3

Lowell, Mass. ..

TYPHUS FEVER.

Texas.

Senior Surg. Pierce reported that during the week ended March 17,
1917, 5 new cases of typhus f{cver were reported at El Paso, Tex.
During the same week, at points along the Mexican horder, 40,362

persons were inspected.

Of this number 4,665 were disinfected for

destruction of vermin, and 1,806 were vaccinated. "Five persons
were refused admission for refusing disinfection, and 26 were refused
admission because of illness.

35
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Massachusetts Report for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917.

. 86
PREVENTABLE DISEASES.

Newcases New cases
reported. reported.
2 || Poliomyelitis (infantile paralysis) 1
1 || Scarletfever................... 132
164 || Septic sore throat..... 17
183 || Smallpox............. 2
1 || Trachoma............... 1
95 {| Tuberculosis (pulmonary 161
2 || Tuberculosis (other forms 9
361 Tv?hoidtever..... . 151
2:5,3 Whooping cough.. 43
DIPHTHERIA, MEASLES, SCARLET FEVER, AND TUBERCULOSIS.
State Reports for February, 1917.
Cases reported. Cases reported.
State. Scarlet State. _Vq lt )
e Scarlef
Measles. | “fover. fever.
1,866 14 || New Jersey........ 573
721 1,500 || South Carolina..... 4
667 339 || Wyoming.......... 13
City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917.
Popula- i i Tuber-
Itu'l &l:”i &[6 &l‘otal Diphtheria.} Measles. culosts.
City. (esfgmab U'réed from p 3 4
B&nsus) causes.| 3 1 g 8 P § ¥
urean). 8|Aald 8 |a A
Over 500,000 inhabitants:
Baltimore, Md 589,621 | 21| 12]......
Boston, Mass. 756,476 81 3
Chicago, 11l , 497, 722 882| 245| 22
Cleveland, O! 674,073 29 1
Detroit, Mich. . . 571,784 5] 10
Los Angeles, Cal. . .. 503,812 153 25]......
New York, N. Y.. ;| 5602841 1,703 202 |24
Philadelphia, Pa. ] 1709,518] ‘ess| 9| 8
Pittsburgh, Pa.... .| 'sm000]| 28| 31| 6
St. Louis, Mo. .......0.o000 57309 257 91| 1
From 300,000 to 500,000 inhabit-
Buffalo, N. Y.......co...... 58| m0| 14| 2
Cincinnati, Obio i 410,;32 143 13 ......

Jersey City, N. J
Milwaukey,

e, Wis.. .
Minneapolis ',rlﬁnn

Newark, N.
New Orleans, La

Seattle, Wash. ..
W. D. (

ants:
Columbus, Ohio.......
Denver, Colo......

Indianapolis, Ind. .
Portland, Oreg. ...

Providence, R. I
Rochester, N.Y.

St. Paul, Minn........

542
271,708 I........ Tleeeees 258 |......
295, 463 38 3...... nz
- 254 960 90 15 1 4
. 256,417 9 6 1 181......
...... 247,232 55 8'h......b e8l......

5
14

do 18
14 5

14 8
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DIPHTHERIA, MEASLES, SCARLET FEVER, AND TUBERCULOSIS—

Chontinued.

March 30, 1917

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917—Continued.

July 1,1916
City. . (estimated

Popula-
tion as of

by U.S.
Census
Bureau).

Total
daaths’
from
all
causes.

Diphtheria.

Deaths.

l-‘routl 100,000 to 200,000 inhabit-
al

nts:
Albany, N. Y...............
Birmingham, Ala. .
Bridgeport, Conn. .
Cambridge, Mass.
Camden, N.J..

Fall River, Mass.
Fort Worth, Tex...
Grand Rapids, Mich.

Oakland, Cal.........
Omaha, Nebr......
Reading, Pa.........

Richmond, Va......... !
Salt Lake City, Utah._....... |
Springfield, Mass.......... ot
Syracuse, N. Y
Tacoma, Wash.............. !
Toledo, Ohio.....cooceonenn. |
Trenton, N. J............... !
Worcester, Mass............. |

From 50,000 to 100,000 inhabit- |
ants:

Akron, Ohio....ccooooiina e !
Allentown, Pa. .. :
Atlantic City, N. J.
Bayonne, N.J.
Berkeley, Cal
Binghamton,
Brockton, Mas
Canton, Ohio.
Charleston, S. .
Covington, Ky..............
Duluth, Minn...............
Elizabeth, N. J..............
Erie, Pa........
FEvansville, Ind...
Fort Wayne, Ind............
}Ian'isbm%z Pa...

Hoboken, N. J.
Johnstown, Pa..
Kansas City, Kans.
Lancaster, Pa....
Little Rock, Ark.
Malden, Mass. .
Manchester, N. H
Mobile, Ala........
New Britain, Conn.
Norfolk, Va..........
Oklahoma City, Okla.
Passaic, N.J......
Pawtucket, R. I..
Tortland, Me....

Schenectady, N. Y..
Sioux City, Iowa..
Somerville, Mass. .
South Bend, Ind..
Springfield, I11..

Wilkes-Barre, 1
‘Wilmington, Del. ..
York, Pa.eeciiiininnnnnnnn.

Searlet | Tube
Measles. reane uber

fever. culosis.
sl &£ 218 )| &
218|218 ]2|¢8
K & 3 a o
9] a < (=]

S

SIS SIS A D Y

[

[ -1

o

RN A RS

DM VN R

B
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DIPHTHERIA, MEASLES, SCARLET FEVER, AND TUBERCULOSIS—
‘Continued.

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917—Continued.

Popula- Diphtheria.]| Measles. ng“‘,'e]re.t g;f&‘:‘;‘

tion as of | Total

July 1,1916 | deaths

City. (estimated | from
byU.8. | al

eausles § g g § g -§ 2 é;
* 3
Bureau). (4] g 4] g [$] -g g A

From 25,000 to 50,000 inhabit-

Newburgh, N. Y.

gwomu%n.........
Newport, R. I.......0. 10000
Newton,'nms ........
Niagara Falls, N. Y..
Norristown, Pa.......
Ogden, Utah.........

3&" Cal........ .

own, N.Y....
West Hoboken, N. 7. .
, W, Va. ..o

Willi: tt, Pa. ...

Wi .
Winston-Salem, N. €. .00
Zanesville, Ohjo.. ..........|
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DIPHTHERIA, MEASLES, SCARLET FEVER, AND TUBERCULOSIS—

Continued. -

City Reports for Week Ended Mar. 10, 1917—Continued.

City.

Popula- i i asles Scarlet
tionpas ot | Total Diphtberia.] Measles. fever.

Tuber-
culosis.

July 1,1916 | deaths
(estimated | from . -
by U.S. all

Bureau).

Cases.
Deaths.
Cases.
Deaths
Cases.
Deaths.

Cases.
Deaths.

From 10,000 t0 25,000 inhabitants:|

Ann’ Arbor, Mich .
Beaver Faﬁs, Pa
Braddock, Pa
Cairo, Ill...
Clinton, Mas
Cofleyville,
Concord, N. .
Galesburg, 1. .
Harrison, N. J.
Kearny, NI
Kokomo, Ind. ...
Long Branch, N. J.
Marinette, Wis. ..
Morristown, N.
Muscatine, fowa. .
Nanticoke, Pa. . .
Newburypoert, Mass
New London, Conn.
North Adams, Mass.
Norlhamc{)ton, Mass.
Plainfield, N.J.

Saratoga éprinﬂs N.Y..
Steelton, Pa.........

Wilkinshurg, Pa.
Woburn, Mass......

15,010

13,532
685

1 Population April 15, 1910; no estimate made.



FOREIGN.

CUBA.
Communicable Diseases—Habana.

Communicable diseases have been notified at Habana as follows:

Mar. 1-10, 1917, Remain-

ing under
Discase. N tﬁsﬁnﬁgxf
ew ar.
cases. | Deaths. | Tygpy

e aBRSa

ECUADOR.
Plague—Yellow Fever.

During the month of December, 1916, 195 cases of plague with
61 deaths were notified at Guayaquil, 1 case at Duran, and 1 fatal
case at Milagro. During the month of January, 1917, 104 cases
with 43 deaths were notified at Guayaquil, 1 case at Naranjal, and
1 case at Taura. v
* Yellow fover has been reported as follows: At Guayaquil, during
the month of December, 1916, 8 cases with 4 deaths and frem
January 1 to 31, 1917, 17 cases with 7 deaths. At Milagro 1 case
occurred in January, 1917.

CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW FEVER,
Reports Received During the Week Ended Mar. 30, 1917.!

CHOLERA.
Place. l Date. l Cases. | Deaths. Remarks,
India:
Bombay.....cccovvuunen... Jan.21-Feb.3..... 2 2
e .| Jan.21-27......... 1 1
Rangoon................... Jan.14-27......... 1 2

} From medical officers of the Public Ifealth Service, American consuls, and other sources,

(490)
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SM%‘LLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW

EVER—Continued.

Reports Received During the Week Ended Mar. 30, 1917 —Continue.

CHOLERA—Continued.

Place. Date. Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.
Provinees....coviieiaan... el 1 R, 1916: Cases, 103; deaths,
Anam.................. o,
Cambodia
Kwang-Tcheou-Wan
Y
Tonkin................ i R
Saigon......coeeiiiiiiaaa.. 5 4 3
B 0 7 T Jan.29- h'b 4. 3 3
Japan:
N ) PO, Feb.19 25......... 1 1
TOKYO. «.cueeeiieiaiait Jan. 23 Feb.odo ... 4l
Philippine Islands:
Pr0\ F11 T\ DRI AP PR R Feh, 110, 1917: Cases, 164
T 6 Geaths, L4,
L9 19
L0 19
[ 6
2 2
o 50
sami 12 10
Negros ()ccldc'll.xl 2 2
Sorsogon o7 <
Straits Settlements:
Singapore.................. Jan.7 1.l 1 1
PLAGUE.
1 : ;
Brazil: . | l i 1
Pernambuco, State......... Febo16. oo Present iainterior cities.
Ceylon: ! |
Colombo. ..covvnennnnnnnnnn
Ecuador:

Mndras Presidency
Prome
Rangoon
Toungoo
Indo-China:

Provinces

Anam.

Cambodi:

Cochin-China.......... '

Bangkok. ..
D

0....
Straits Settlements:
Singapore

10 i

Dec. 21-30......... 1 1
Jan. 14 20.. ... ... 1 1

S Jan

Oct. 1-31, 19ia:
4.

21 27, 1817 Cases, 15,872

deatbs, l.' TN,

Cases, 27; deaths,
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'CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SM%LLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW

EVER—Continued.
‘Reports Received During the Week Ended Mar. 30, 1917—Continued.
SMALLPOX—Continued.
Place. Date. Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.
.| Jan. 21-Feb. 3.
. Oclti 131, 1916: Cases, 71; deaths,
Do.. ...l .| Jan. 1°Feb. 4.2 "
Ttaly:
Turin.. ..ol Feb. 19-25......... 5 1 | Roumanian refugees.
Mexico:
Mexico City........... .....] Feb. 25-Mar. 3.... b B I
VeraCruz.................. Feb. 18-24 1
Norway:
Trondhjem Jan. 1-31......... 2.l
Phlllfpine slands:
....... ...| Feb. 4-10... .
Russia: .
Arclmngel. .- ...} Jan. 1-14 P . 3
...... ..} Nov. 20-Dec. 10... 52 11
}’etrograd ............ ceeens Nov. 26-Dec. 30 85 34
..................... Jan. 1-31... ... el 9
Stmits Settlements Dec. 31-Jan. 6 e L
@NANG . o e eeieieieenaens ec. 31-Jan. 6.....
Singapore........ceeeennen. Jan. 7-13.......... 1 1
Switzerland:
Basel....ccoooveniiiaenild Feb. 4-10......... [ 31 PO
Tunisia:
TuniS..........oooooill. Feb.10-23........ 10 3
Turkey in Asia:
Trebizond................. Dec. 31-Jan. 6..... . 5 2
TYPHUS FEVER.
Belgium:
Liege.....cooveieeaiaiana.. Jan. 28-Feb. 3.....1.... ... 1
Egth: .
lexandria................ Feb. 5-11......... 56 8
reece:
Saloniki........cooeanial. Dec. 26-Jan. 1.....0....._.. 9
exico:
Mexico City. Feb. 25-Mar. 3.. .. b3 [ PO,
sig:
11
9
2
2
Switzerland:
Zurich. . ... [ (s 2 .
Turkey in Asia:
Trebizond.......c.coeeee... Dec. 31-Jan. 6.....}........ 4
YELLOW FEVER.
Ecuador:
8 4
0... 17 7
Milagro.. do...oooaann ) U
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW

March 30, 1917

EVER-Continued
Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar 23, 1917.
CHOLERA.
Place. Date. Cases. | Deaths Remarks.
Chosen (Korea)
India:

Nov. lo—Dee 2500

Dec. 26—Jan. 25....

Nov. 13-Dec. 23...
do

..] Oct. 29-Dec. 30....
.| Dec. 31-Feb. 3. ...

Dec. 31-Feb. 3....
Dec. 24-.

)| Jan.

Oct. 20-Dec. 9.....
Deec. 17-30.........
.| Dee. 31-Jan. 27
Nov. 2-25.......
Oct '29-Dec. 9.....
Dec. 17-30.....
Dec. 31-Feb. 3
Dec. 17-23..
an. 14-Feb. 3.

ec. 31-Feb. 3....

- TRTCTY- SO

&

—

5 o
Jau83y

00 b 80 D

Oct. 8-14, 1916: Cases, 3.

June 1-July 31, 1916: Cases, 3,578;
deaths, 2, 578.

~

Aug. 13—Dec 25, 1916: Cases, 971;
deaths,

Jan. 6—16 1911 Cases,9. Aug.14,
1916-Jan. 25, 19170 Cases, 990,
deaths, 641.

Nov. 17-Dec. 14, 1916: Cases, 135;
deaths, 65.

Not prenous?ly reported: Cases

51; dea

Oct. 29-Dec, 9. 1916: Cases, 4,101;
deaths, 2,030, Dec. 1 , 1916,
Cases, 282; deaths, ’ Dec.
31, 1916-Feb, 3, 1917 " Cases

774: deaths, 573,
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MNarch 30, 1917
CHOLERA PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW
EVER—Continued
Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.
CHOLERA—Continued.
Tlace. Date. Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.
Philippine Islands—Continued.
Provinces--Continued.
SAMES. .. ..ooiion.L. Oct. 29-Dec. 9..... 126 7
Do... Dec. 17-30.... . 17 12
Do 19 13
910 553
11 5
49 44
4 3
6 5
1 1
27 14
4
2.,
9 2
! 13 10
....... ‘ Dee. 31 Feb. 3.. 165 123
Sorsogon............... Oct. 29-Dec. 2..... 131 7
Dol f Dee. 17-23......... 1 2
Doeeienaiii... t Jan. 21-Feb. 3..... 40 18
Tayabas.....cc.c....... i Nov.5-18......... 1 1
Zambales..............  Oct. 29-Dec. 2..... 7 1
Straits Settlement. |
Singapore. .- Oct. 22-28 2
Turkey in Asia Sept. 22-Dec. 12, 1916: Cases, 258;
tep eaths, 117. July 14-Dec. 25,
Bag 1916: Cases,9 542; deaths, 4,897.

Tarsus

Turkey in Europe:
Constantinople.
PLAGUE.
Brazil:
Bahia.......ooooiiiiiiiian Nov. 5-Dee. 16.... 15 9 | Jan. 1-Nov. 11, 1916: Cases, 14
Do..oiiiiiiiiiai. Jan, 7-27..... ..., 3 2 gcaths 7. Nov. 5-11: Cases, 4,
cath:
R E A0 1o DL AU RO S, June l-Nox 6, 1916: Cases, 67;
deaths, 51.
Ceylon: .
Colombo......cevvueene... Oct. 28-Dec. 30.... 50 30 | July 23-29, 1916: Cases, 9;
Do Dec. 31-Jan. 6..... 2 2} deaths,8.
Tocopilla.....ccceennannnn. Sept. 12........... 1
China:
Amoy, ucm:ty,............ Nov. lo—Dcc 2. e "..| Preseat.
Hongkong.. ..! Dec. 24-3 1 1
Do Jan. 21- l‘cb 3.0 24 12 { Present in vicinity.
Kansu Province—
Taochow............... Oct. 124 ... )eeoeel. 20 | Pncumonic. Reported present
in other localities in Province.
Sept. 1-Nov. 30, 1916: Cases, 156;

Alexandria.................

Port Said..
Do

Provinces—
Beni-Souef
Fayoum

Hawagis TR
Paauilo

Nov. 12-Dec. 25.. 4 3.
I)cc 11 ) B O,

4 1
Feb. 1. ... ) O P
Jan. 20, ... ) O P
Jan.25.. ..., 1 1
Mar. 7...... eesocesl 11, 1

deaths, 57.

Jan. 1-Dee. 30, 1916: Cases, 1702
deaths, 825 Jan. 1-Feb.
1917: Case , 7; deaths, 2,

1 case on S. s Proton arrived
Nov. 16, 1916, from Sidi Barani
and Sollum,

1,
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW
FEVER—Continued.
Reports Rece.ived from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.
PLAGUE—Continucd.

Place. Date. Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.

.................................... 1] Oct. 15-Dec. 23, 1916: Cases,

Oct. 22-Dec. 30....]........ 7] 89,512; deaths,67,068. Dec. 31,
Dec.31-Jan. 6.....J........ 1 1916-Jan. 13, 1917 Cases, 30, 484,
deaths, 23 5.3
Nov. 5-Dec. 30.... 73 59 | Oct, 8-14, 1916 Lases, 13; deaths,
Dec. 31-Jan. 20.... 33 27 . “Received out of date.
-| Oct.29-Dec.23.... 3 2 Original report lost on s. s.
.| Dec. 24-30......... 1 1 Arabia.
.| Dec. 31-Jan. 6..... 1 1
.| Nov. 19-Dec. 16... 6 3 | Oct. 8-14,1916: Cases, 1;deaths, 1.
.| Dec. 30-Jan. 6..... 3 2

.| Nov. 5-Dec. 16....1 4,003 2,677 | Oct. 8-14,1916: Cascs, 534; deaths,
.. 353. Scpt 17- 23, 1916; Cases,
429; dcaths, 280.

Oct. 1 7,1916: Cases, 9; deaths, 9.

Dec. 31-Jan. 6... .

.................... June 1-30, 1916: Cases, 75; deaths,
July l—Scpt 30, 1916; Cases,
June 1-30.......... 27 10 164 deaths, 9

.| July l—Sept 30.. 51 32
| Jume1-30......0000 17 16
. July l-Sept 30 ol a3 31

Aug. 26-Dee. 1, 1916: Cases, 101;
deaths, 101.

G200 O

30 3
24 2
..... [ 0 T, 1 1
-] Oct.22-Dee. 23.... 1 9
Oct. 22-Dec. 30.. .. 7 7
..................... Dee. 31-Jan. 6..... 3 2
Union of South Africa:
Cape of Good Hope State— :
Uitenhage district......| Oct. 31-Nov.12... 2 2 | Tolal, Oct. 23-Nov. 12, 1916:
— Cases, 24; deaths, 13.
Potchefstroomdistrict..| Dec. 21-Jan. 14.... 12 11 | On two adjoining farms.
SMALLPOX.
Australia:
New South Wales—-
Coonam| Dec. 8eueennnnnnnnn ) N S,
Nov. 12-Dee. 9.... 8 1
.| Nov. 5-Dec. 23.... 73 2
.| Dec. 31-Jan. 20.... 18 3
Nov. 12-Dec. 23... I3 I
eeeense . Jan. 7-Feb. 10..... 4.
Nov. 12-Dec. 30.. 50 12
DO.eeeerrernnrnsnenenni) Dec. 31-Feb. 10. .. 83 24
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER AND YELLOW

EVER—( 'ontinued.

Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.

SMALLPOX—Continued.

Place. Date. Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.
Canada:
Alberta— '
Lethbridge.....c....... Feb. 1-28.......... 2 aeaaas
British Colurabia—
Vancouver. .. Feb. 18-24......... ) S PO
Victoria......coceueene-- Feb. 11-17......... ) N PO,
Manitoba--
Winnipeg............. .. do....o..o.. 2 R
Ontario—
S Jan. 28-Feb. 10.. 3 PO,
..... do...oii...t 2.
Dee. 31-Jan. 6..... ) B .
Oct. 81-Dec. 9..... Present.  Dec. 10:16,1016: Cases,
Jan. 8-11_ . L. 3.
Nov. 1-Dec. 20...
Oct. 25-Dec. 30....|.. Present.
Dec. 31-Jan. 27.... Do.
Nov. 3-Dec. 30.... 63 8
Dee. 31-Jan. 20.... 22 81 In vicinity, Jan. 1420, 117, .
1 casc.
Oct. 2%-Dec. 16....0. ... .1 . ..., Present.
Harbin......o..o.oooL. Nov. 6-Dee. 17.... [ 31 PO,
Hongkong...ooooeeeeean.s Oct. 28-Dee. 30.... 349 243
Do, Dec. 31-Feb. 3 324 274 | Present in vicinity.
Kwangtung Province— . .
Chaoyang district...... Jm 227 e, Present.  Vietnity of Swatow.
Mukden.............. .| Dec. ! Do.
Do...oooieeaan... . Do.
Nanking........... Do.
Shanghai
Tientsin.........
Do...........
Tsingtao.........
3 1 R
Colombia:
bEspina;l .................... Present. Suburbof Cartagena.
uba:
Casa Blanea................ Jan. 12............ 1., Vicinity of Habana. Case landed
Jan. 1, 1917, from s. s. Alfonso
. XTI, from Santander, Spain.
Encrucijada.......cceeeaees Jan. 10............ ) B PR In Santa Clara Province. - ('ase
landed from s. s. Montevide>
from Barcelona, via Las I’al-
mas,Canary Iolamh and Porto
. (I}{mo arrived al Habana Jau.
Guanabacoa... ) N P hcmn) ‘of Habana. Casolandod
from s. s. Montevidoo.
2 i At Mariel guarantine station.
From s. s. Montevideo.
10 1
Dec.25-31.........0........ 3
Jan. 8-14.. 1 1
June ll-Jnlv 5 20
July 2-Oct. 21 . 60 20
June 11-17. . 1 1
Aug. 20—Sept. 9... 2 1
Oct 1-Doc. 31..
c.17-23.........
Dec. ,l—Jan ..
IIamburg, district..........l..o..do. ... ...
Great Britain:
Groas Ll\'erpool .................. Feb. 4-24.......... 2 1
Athens ..................... Jan. 1-15...... . 0L 5
Hawaii: :
Honolulit. . .cevvennennn ... Jan. 9. ... ... .... ) N PO From 5. s. Tenyo Maru from
, oriental ports.
DO.vivarnennnenennnnn. Jan. 24............ ) NN OO From s. &. Ecuador from Hong-

kong.
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€HOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW
FEVER—C

ontinued.

Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.

SMALLPOX—Continued.

Place.

Date.

Cases. | Deaths.

Remarks.

5 1
19 5
....... 2
. P2 PO
Nov. 5-Dec. 16. 22 8
.| Dec. 31-Jan. 20.... 3 12
Oct. 28-Nov. 14...[........ 4
Oct. 28-Dec. 30.... 17 1
Dec. 31-Jan. 6.....|........ 1
Ind$Chim ...................................... PR DN PP
une 1-30. 4 1
J uly l—Sept 30.. 22 12

.. 11
. July l-Sept '30.. 14 6
June 1-30......... 19 5
July l—Sept 30... 81 35
-| Aug. 1-Sept. 30.... 19 16
June 1-30. . 19 1
July l-&ug ‘31 1n 5
.| Nov. 6-Dec. 24.. 27 7

..................... Jan. 21-Feb. 3..... B PO,
Portugal:
Porct e Kiriean T Nov.19-Dec. 2..... [+ 31 P
ortuguese East Africa:
Lourenco Marques......... Sept. 1-30.........1........ 1
ussia:
Nov. 25-Dec. 29 6 1
...| Oct. 16-Dec. 18... 43 12
.1 Oct. 8-Nov. 25.. 95 31
Jan. 22-28......... ) 3N DU
Nov. 26-Dec. 2.... 15 [eeeenne.
.| Nov. 1-Dec. 31.. 3
do.. 144
35
15
22
. 1
Jan. 14—Feb 0.0 3.l
Penang Oct. 28-Dec. 30.... 16 3
Singapore........... cevenne Nov. 19-Dez. 30 3 2
Switzg:'ﬁnd:
Basel.......ccoeieennnnnnn. Nov.5-11......... ) O SO
. Do........ eracrenanas Dec. 31-Feb. 3.... 13|
Tunisia:
...................... Nov. 25-Dec. 15... 51 27
DO..vevannnennannnns Dec. 30-Feb. 9.... 51 13
Parkey in Asia:
Oniy _Trebizond.......c.......... Nov. 11-Dec. 30... 1 1
Sept. 10-Dec. 30... 45
Dec. 31-Jan. 13.... 1
Jan. 22... 21
Jan. 24-Fe 9

-{.Nov. 28—Doc 10..

-] Dec. 10-30. .
.| Feb. 4-10...

..| Landed atYokohama

Oct. 8-14, 1916: Cases, 3; deaths,
3. Received out of date. Orig-
inal report lost on s. s. Arabia.

June 1-30, 1916: Cases, 53; deaths,
11. July 1- Se‘[:t 1916:
Cases, 157; deat’

30!

82;

Sept. 16-Dec. 1, 1916: Cases,

| " deaths, 2.
..| Sept. 16-Dec. 1, 1916: Cases, 161;
| " deaths, 18.

Sept. 28-Dez. 14, 1916: Cases, 366;

eaths, 56.
Present; "also present in vicinity.

July 30-Dec. 30, »1916: (ases, 10.

Nov. 13-25, 1916: Cases, 35;

deaths, 8

Jan. 1-De2. 31, 1916: Deaths, 405.

1uara|3tine.
En route to Honolulu. Vessel

from oriental por
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMA%LPOX TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW

VER—Continued.

Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.

TYPHUS FEVER.

Java:
IKas

Samarang. .t Nov. 1-Dec. 1
West Java. i
Batavia............... ¢ Sept. 29-Dee. 7....
Mexico: |
Aguasecalientes. ... ..., tDee.22.,. .. ... S N
Ciudad Juarez.............. le e eeeieceeseaaaanas ' ..................
DUrANEO - oo eeeeeeeeannn. ' Dec.12............ | IO N
Do..... I Jan.-Feb.......... . i
Mexico City.... | Dec. 3-30.......... !
Do.... ...... ! Dec. 31-Feb. 17. |
Nuevo Laredo...o.ooaiao oo ! Dec. 10-16......... ;
Netherlands: ’ | !
Rotterdam............. ... ' Nov. 26-Dec. 30. .. - J :
Russiu: l
Archangel............ we....| Nov.25-Dec. 29... 29 9
MOSCOW.....oooieenniioolll! Oct. 16-Nov. 25. .. 53 4
Petrograd. . I Oct.8-Dec.2......1 139 12
Viadivostok................ | Jan.22-28.. .00 ) U P
Spain: } |
Madrid..........o.. .o Nov.1-Dec.31....0........ ! 3
Sweden: !

..‘ Nov. 28-Dec. 1
..I Dec. 31-Jan.

Stovkholm. ... ...
D

o...
Switzerland:
Zurich.

Tunisia:

Tunis. .
Turkey in Asin: i
b Oct. 16-22......... 1 ...,
Trebizond.................. i Dec. 17-30......... 3 , 3

Place. Date. - Cases. | Deaths. Remarks.
Argentina:
Rosario........... ceeeenas Nov.1-30......... ... 1
Austria-Hungary:
Austria—
A} ienna ................. Nov. 5-Dec. 30.... .2 2
................. Dec. 31-Jan. 20.. .. 6 2
Htmgm‘y-— .
Belgi Budapest-............. Nov. 5-Dec. 30.... 3 1
elgium:
l%;hent ...................... Oct. 20-Nov.4....[........ 1
j T T P R o N P, 1
China:
Antung........ooieiiiann.. Nov. 27-Dec. 10..
D JdJanl 1520, ... 2
Nov. 12-18 U 1].
.29-Nov.4.... 1.
. 2%-Jan. 27, 3
eSS & R 1 1
Alexandria.. .| Nov.12-Dec. 31... 28 12 ¢ Nov. 19-25, 1916: 1 case: Dee.
Do. Jan. 1-Feb. 4., .. 3 17 17-23, 1915: Cascs, 4.
Cairo.. June 11-July 205 142
Do July 2-Oct 255 119
Port Sa June 11-17. i 20 9
Do July 2-Oct. | 10 | 8
Germany: ' ’
Berlin......o...... .0 Oct.15-Dec. 23, . Lol 7
Bremen. . . Oct. 22-Dec. 30. .. ! 1 ‘ 3
Do, 4 . 1 2
Frankfort-on-Main......... | | 1
]\omg«lx-rg ................ ! g : g
Nur cmlml Beeee e aaaans t
Stettin. ...l ! 1
Great Britain: ; |
' Cork. oo Jan. 7-Feb. 3...... 1 I 1
GRSEOW . eiee e .+ Dee. 3-30... R RPN
Do. i Sdan. 713000 ! 1
Greeee: |. ) | i
Salonihie. ..o Nov.7-Dee. 25, ..l ! 36
| I

! Scpr 16-Nov. 3, 1916: Cases, 9.
I Sepl. 16-Dec. 1, 1916: Cases, bo,

deaths, 7.
Sept. 29-Dee. 14, 1016: Cases, 159;
deaths, 12.

Epidemie.

July, 1916-Feb. 5,1917: Cases, 100
(osumfnted )

Present.

Present,  Estimated deaths
daily, about 23 Present

throughout vear 1916,
July 1-Dec. 16, 1916: Cases, 28,

Jan. 1-Dec. 31, 1916: Deaths, 35.
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CHOLERA, PLAGUE, SMALLPOX, TYPHUS FEVER, AND YELLOW
FEVER—Continued.

Reports Received from Dec. 30, 1916, to Mar. 23, 1917—Continued.
YELLOW FEVER.

Place. Date.
Brazil:
Espirito Santo, State.......[ Jan. 27-Feb.3.. ...
Ecuador:
Babahoyo.................. Nov.1-30........
Chobo......civiniienninna]on o do..

Duran.

{

Milcgro. .
Gold coast

Sept. 1-30. .
Oct. 1-31

i
- Cases,

P

Deaths.

March 30, 1917

Roemarks.

In1915: Cases,?2; deaths,2. Euro-
pean and native.




