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MerHODS

Field procedures.  In general the meth-
odls of sclection of test and control groups
and of follow-up were the same ns de-
seribed for previous series (1a, 3). The
age group under study was defined to
inelude children 6 months or more but
under B years old, Actually, more than

90 per cent of the children in both the
vaceine and the eontrol groups were less
than 3 years of age and approximately 80
per cent were less than 2 yearsold.  The
children were presumably susceptible;
that is, there bad been no known attack
of whooping cough and no vaccination
agninst the disease.

The vaccinated group was made up
of children brought to the City Health
Department clinic for pertussis immu-
nization. The childran who needed both
pertussis and diphtheria immunization
were given the combined antigen and
they constitute the main test group;
those who already had had diphtheria
toxoid were given only plain pertussis
vaccine. Each vaccine-injected child
was entered on the date of the last
injection,

The control group was desipnated
gpecifieally for comparison with the com-
bined vaccine group and was made up of
children of similar age and location in
the city with respect to nursing districts.
Whenever a group -of completed im-
munization records was received by the
laboratory from the elinie, approximately
twice as many names were designoted
from the preschool immunization files as
possible comtrols, with the object of
having an aceeptable control group ap-
proximately equal in number to the
combined vaceine group. The children
were visited for vevifioation of their
histories and, il found to meet the
requirements as to age and susceptibility,
they were entered ps controls as of the
date designated. Actually, of 3,125
children designated as possible controls
throughout the couse of the stady on
the basis of the information in the pre-
school immunization files, only 1,511
proved to be acceptable. Of the 1,614
who were not aceeptable, 1,404 were not
entored (699 had moved before the first
visit for cheeking information, and 706
did not meet the requirements, par-
ticularly as to susceptibility); and 21p
were entered and later rejected either
beenuse they had moved before the first
follow-up visit, or subsequent informa-
tion proved them ineligible.
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