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to one sex or the other-to undergo examination and/or treatment by
a specialist. If that was the feeling, would the meeting consider
instructing the Secretary to write to the Chief Medical Officer of the
Ministry of Health saying that at a discussion on this subject that kind
of feeling was expressed ?

Colonel OSMOND and Dr. NABARRO supported such action.
Dr. SHANSON said that this subj ect was suitable for a special

meeting.
Lt.-Col. FAIRFIELD raised the question of malicious accusation.

The subject was surrounded by difficulties of that kind. She hoped
discussion on the subject would be ventilated.
THE PRESIDENT said that he was not thinking of detailed proposals.

Of course " malicious accusation " came into one's mind. But there
was a fair amount of feeling expressed that if the position could be
safeguarded in some way it might be very useful to ask for some
measure of compulsion.

Squadron-Leader MACGREGOR said that he had been working in a
large garrison town in Lancashire where there had been a large number
of cases, and it had been impossible to control the infection on the
women's side. There must be several hundreds of women in that town
who were apparently healthy but in fact contagious. He had
approached the medical officer of health with a view to getting some
kind of co-operation, but the only kind of co-operation appeared to be
to call in the police and put the people in prison. That was not really
the kind of co-operation those present would want.
THE PRESIDENT said that he thought there was not enough unanimity

as yet to justify an instruction to the Secretary to write in the way he
had suggested, but he thought he could himself say that there was a
strong feeling-even a very strong feeling-in favour of the proposal.

IX

CORRESPONDENCE
DEAR SIR,-I have recently read with great interest the paper on
Blood-Dyscrasia" in the BRITISH JOURNAL OF VENEREAL DISEASES,

January-April, I94I, and in particular the section dealing with the
sulpharsphenamines and their several suggested formulae. As I have
conducted a large amount of research work on these products may I
be permitted to offer one or two observations.

In the first place work in these laboratories and in France seems to
show that certain sulpharsphenamines (e.g., sulfarsenol) are mixtures
of the compound represented by formula E with sodium formaldehyde-
bisulphite. This latter substance is stated to be comparatively non-
toxic.

In view of the remarks regarding the brands in which both amino-
groups were closed might I record that I have repeatedly attempted
to prepare the mono-substituted compound (formula D), but in
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CORRESPONDENCE

every case the resulting product was only partially soluble in water,
giving a cloudy solution which cleared on adding a trace of NaOH. In
my experience it is not possible to prepare a compound represented by
formula D suitable for clinical use. I am of the opinion that the
incomplete solubility of these substances is due to the incomplete
combination of 6o6 with the formaldehyde/bisulphite with resultant
precipitation of some 6o6. I enclose representative specimens of the
results of my experiments in this direction. These were prepared by
treating each molecule of 6o6 with I-5 mols. of formald./bisulph., the
extra i mol. being necessary in my experience for the preparation of
even normal sulpharsphenamines.
The percentage of arsenic which would be present in the compounds

represented by formulae D, E and F is also of some importance and
research here and elsewhere indicates that normal sulpharsphenamine
is either the -NNN1-substituted product (F) or a mixture of E with
about one molecule of sodium formaldehyde bisulphite. The B.P
gives the percentage of As as I8-2i and hence on this alone normal
sulpharsphenamine cannot be represented by formulaw D and E as the
following table shows. These calculations are made on the pure
substance with 5% H20, this being an average amount of humidity
present in normal sulpharsphenamines.

Col. Burke's Substituting Chaitns % As in Pure Substance with
Formula 5% H20

I) . One-N 30%
E . Two-NN1 23 8%
F . . Three-NNN1 20%

As the paper indicates the formula for sulpharsphenamine seems to
be in some doubt, but in computing this I think it essential to take
into account the percentage of As. allowed by the authorities and
desirable from a practical manufacturing viewpoint.

I should be extremely grateful for comments on my observations
and thank you in anticipation.

Yours, etc.,
E. A. Lum, Ph.C., M.P.S

SULFARSENOL LABORATORIES LTD.,
ALPERTON, MIDDLESEX.

ERRATUM

On page II4 of the January-April, I94I, number, at the end of
line 26 for essay read assay.
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