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Abstract

EYOBERBEHREZBEL 2/VAY —)L (Louis Pasteur, 1822-1895)
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BEEICEK) ARENE, TOBMEIZ DWW TIEBroca (1860)IC &k W HEE N, AHETIE., =
DREFOHSINED (HBDVREThESHL ) TSICHABREZRATSEH., ROAMI-)
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LEDEHY), TNOSRAROBEBEXPHAREOBRREZLELLISRTLTVDEERA SN D, BESE
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DVWTOBREX AN)ZEDHTWVS,

The controversy between Félix-Archiméde Pouchet (1800-1872) and Louis Michel Frangois
Doyere (1811-1863) on the revivification of small animals has not been so often reminded as the
debate between Pouchet and Louis Pasteur (1822-1895) on the spontaneous generation in
1859-1864. However, the Pouchet-Doyére debate in 1859-1860 is important because it
apparently arose from the same root, the issue on the spontaneous generation, and it also
involved Academy researchers in the exciting experiments summarized by Broca (1860). The
present study aimed to clarify further detailed process of the controversy, collecting the primary
sources of their works and related materials as many as possible. The materials have been
searched not only in academic papers but also in popular journals for general readers, because a
number of such presses in Paris have reported the process of the debate, including several letters
to the editors from both Doyére and Pouchet themselves. A Chronological list of comprehensive
bibliographical information and several translations of important materials are now in progress.
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The role of F.A. Pouchet on the French controversy in 19—-Century over resuscitation.

1. BIERREEOBUE

EYOERREHREBTELI=/SAY—/IL (Louis Pasteur, 1822-1895) &, Z DRI TH>T=F— 1 (Félix—Archiméde Pouchet, 1800-
1872) Mm% (1859-1864) &, B FH LD REHLARNUELTREBESINTOEN, RBEHICT—L o NBERILEZE5—DODHEMN
o= EIKIFEAEMOENTNEWN, LOLELS, IR LS DHAETHMSENSDET LI —)L (Louis Michel Frangois Doyére, 1811—
1863) ET—L DTN /NI DI ERE 1564 (1859-1860)1%. TEARLE ICEHATIRELEXIFEERLLTEY. ZCOBRD
REEDEZAAZHNALTIIRAZFICEERLEZEZONS, CORFOBIEICENVTH, KIAMI—IILET - IMIRICK D E 7 DEER
M NYDTHTI—HFEZAATITON, TORBIEIR—SEFIFREARICEY DI RENF-, TOBEIZDULVTIE Broca (1860)[ZkY
WESNE=A, KRB TIEL, COHBEFOHMONET D (HINEITNESNT) SOICHMLRBEHEET 0. FO(I—LET—x
DEESLV. BEERBICEAEL-—REHDINEFTO TS, BHEOFREL T, BIZHREHXIZE ST, G/ O)L—F 2T
HREN TO =M E2FHEFICIRHFELITTTESRYDEHEED . TNODTIFRIDEFEEEH TS, CNEDERDH(Z
[F.FIAI— BTV BEEHNSHBEBTRD (VW TIE—RFEIREDNZD) FHRABNEINA=2DLHY ., TNLIEHED
BROMEEORBEELLIRLTVWASEEZONDS  BAFTICWESIN-EHICDONT, EFEREMEBMICH IR EE
L. $FICEBREVNERIC DN TOFIRCEES - FIXN)EEH TINVS,

2. MRERRAEEOBE FEFR)

The controversy between Félix—Archiméde Pouchet (1800-1872) and Louis Michel Francois Doyére (1811-1863) on the revivification
of small animals has not been so often reminded as the debate between Pouchet and Louis Pasteur (1822-1895) on the spontaneous
generation in 1859-1864. However, the Pouchet—Doyére debate in 1859-1860 is important because it apparently arose from the same
root, the issue on the spontaneous generation, and it also involved Academy researchers in the exciting experiments summarized by
Broca (1860). The present study aimed to clarify further detailed process of the controversy, collecting the primary sources of their
works and related materials as many as possible. The materials have been searched not only in academic papers but also in popular
journals for general readers, because a number of such presses in Paris have reported the process of the debate, including several
letters to the editors from both Doyére and Pouchet themselves. A Chronological list of comprehensive bibliographical information
and several translations of important materials are now in progress.

3. ABIREBREICET D HE

RRERA FRREL REFM LS FIRGERITEH
(FE - BEE) FEE4 - ®E (FEZRITP - BEED) (EEFRITHEA - BEEA)




