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In 1914 he h 2d 2 ver y unhappy experience wi th the public a.tien by a Dr. Ri ddle of the 11Fanùly Encyclopaedia of 1.:edic ine" edi ted"vli th assistance from thirty eminent medical and surgi cal specia1ists11 • This work, the first number of its~¼2ipc'.ted forty sections, appeared on February 26th and was ~ advertised in the daily press, and the names of n any eminent British phyoiciEns including the two Regius Professors were given as contributors. The corres-pondence relating to this is in a volume entitled "The Farnily Encyclopaedia and Royal College of Physicians" .. _ I\_·would appear that this Dr. Ri dd le sometime in January had ~e-à Sir William w44-h a paper on typhoid fever osking hLY1 to review it J1l°'-•He returned it stating that it seemed to be a sufficiently clear s:tatement, and M nade some suggestion as t o the importance of ~ in6g:°WPo that on recovery a patient did not become a carrier of the di sease. On Februery 26, 19l4~__as a victim of this publication wrote as follows: - Dr. Thursfi~ 
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