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INTRODUCTION.

Two principles make up the structure of
universal order. We meet them in every de-
partment of knowledge, in every form of art,
either in a state of antagonism or harmony.
They are variously named in the various spheres
of thought and observation; duty and right,
passion and reason, progress and conservatism,
represent respectively the same principles in
different orders of ideas. Whenever these prin-
ciples are fully and freely united, a state of
truth, or, at any rate, the highest approximation
to truth that it is possible for finite minds to
attain, is realized in that particular instance.
Men’s minds are constantly, although often
unconsciously, gravitating toward such a union.
Even those who oppose it, do so in most cases
for the sake, and in the name of, what they
believe to be truth. Some oppose it from
motives of sordid interest, others from selfish
ambition, and malicious envy or jealousy; but
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generally the opposition arises from ignorance
of the truth, and from a blind regard for that
which had been accepted as such upon the
authority of others.

It is a law of human development that ap-
pearances of truth should at first be mistaken
for the actual facts. Sensual perceptions con-
stitute the first truths to the dawning intellect.
In reality, all such perceptions may be as false
as they seem true to the senses. They might
be termed true illusions. Even the positive
sciences were originally based upon sensual
illusions. In astronomy it was supposed that
the sun revolves round the earth, simply be-
cause he seems to rise in the east, and set in the
west. In geography the earth was supposed to
be what it actually seems, and what some
Indian tribes believe it be even now, an expanse
of land floating upon the waters, or fastened to
the heavens by invisible chains, and touched by
the clouds at the outer borders, beyond which a
frightened fancy conjured up an abyss of chaotic
darkness, inhabited by devouring monsters,
or illumined here and there by the lurid flames
of the infernal abode. Intellectual truths did
not dawn upon the minds, until long after the
habitual belief in sensual illusions had confirmed
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man in_the love and defence of error. To estab-
lish the science of astronomy upon a basis of
truth, its leaders had to bid defiance to the
boundless powers of the Church. To substitute
any actual truth in the place of a sensual illu-
sion in any science or art, was a task that could
only be accomplished by means of unwearying
efforts, and a self-sacrificing devotion. In medi-
cine likewise, all the first generalizations of the
incipient science were enunciations of sensual per-
ceptions. Because the arteries were found empty
after death, it was supposed that they never
contained any thing but air; hence the name
artery, which has been preserved up to this day,
although it embodies an essential falsehood;
for its meaning is ¢air-containing vessel,”
from the Greek words (aér) air and fterein (to
hold or contain); and yet we know, since the
magnificent discoveries of Harvey, that these
vessels, so far from contain.ing air, are, on the
contrary, canals through which the blood circu-
lates with undeviating regularity. Even in the
names which have been assigned to diseases,
the sensual perception of the pathological phe-
nomena has been taken as the guiding or deter-
mining principle of nomenclature. On beholding
a state of inflammatory fever, with a full and
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bounding pulse, we look upon this condition of
the organism as one of vital exaltation, whereas,
it is in reality a state of depression of the vital
principle. The high arterial action exists only
in appearance; the truth is that, in fever, the
capillary circulation is embarrassed, obstructed
in consequence of the depressed action of the
capillary nerves, and that the apparent tumult
or excitement in the larger arterial trunks, is
simply a result of the capillary embarrassment.
In the last part of this work this subject will be
dwelt upon with more minuteness. So the heat
and dryness of the skin in a feverish state of
the system, or the pathological condition which,
from time immemorial, has been termed a state
of inflammation, do not, by any means, as has
been generally supposed, indicate a vital tur-
gescence ; this apparent turgescence is simply
an illusion of the senses, whereas, in reality, the
heat and dryness of the skin arise from the
fact, that the skin ceases to absorb moisture
from the atmospheric air, by means of which, in
a normal state of the organism, the evolution of
heat in consequence of the oxydation of the
tissues is counterbalanced and kept at a normal
elevation; and an inflammation, together with
“its characteristic signs of heat, swelling, pain,
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and so forth, is likewise a sign of capillary de-
pression or torpor, whereas, according to the
common doctrine of pathologists, it is a result of
vital expansion or sur-excitation. On examining
in this manner, with the eye of reason, the
actual edifice of medicine, we shall find that
the existing nomenclature of pathology has a
sensual origin, and that the prevailing ideas
concerning the nature of disease, have likewise
a sensual basis. One person is said to have too
much blood, whereas this pathological condition
is not, properly speaking, a condition of ple-
thora, but of deficiency of capillary nervous
action, which again may either be the mediate
or immediate cause of plethora; its primary
cause may be an abnormal condition of the
brain, the immediate result of which might be a
depression of the capillary action, and the
secondary result an abnormal expansion in the
sanguineous system. In another case it is said
that a man has too much bile, and he is anxious
to swallow an emetic for the purpose of getting
rid of the bile on his stomach. He is not aware
that, if the biliary system properly performed its
functions of secretion, there would not be any
bile on the stomach, and that, if this bile is to
be removed, the removal cannot be accomplished
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by the mechanical operation of an emetic, but
that it should be effected by restoring the secre-
tory action of the liver to its normal condition, a
mode of treatment which has as little to do
with the mechanical irritation of the stomach,
by means of an emetic, as the mechanical irri-
tation of the tongue by pepper or mustard
would have to do with the cure of ophthalmia.

This tendency to start in the development
of science from a sensual basis, prevails in all
the varied forms of intellectual life, not only in
science, but likewise in art, in government,
education, social institutions, in the organiza-
tion of the church. It is not till the human
mind has struggled long and hard, that it
succeeds in divesting itself from the bondage of
sensual illusions, and from the equally crushing
and paralysing bondage of traditional authority;
that it ceases to identify truth, be it in science,
religion, or art, with the form under which . it
was announced by its first discoverer; and that
it dares to, and finally considers it its duty and
legitimate right to, penetrate and explore the
realm of truth, independently of established
formulas, theories or methods.

The followers of Hahnemann have exhibited
the same child-like faith in the words of thejr
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master that characterises the blind and unrea-
soning obedience of the disciples of a religious
leader to his dictates and opinions. Homoeopa-
thy was the work and property of Hahnemann,
and it would have seemed as unjustifiable an
outrage to alter an iota of its tenets without
his consent, as it now seems to invade another
man’s house and alter its arrangements without
the permission of the owner. Homeeopathy was
not a divine science that belongs exclusively to
God, and which he created for our common
benefit. It would seem, from the fanatical vehe-
mence with which the most dignified, candid,
and logically expressed doubts of Hahnemann’s
infallibility were repelled by his original fol-
lowers, that homceeopathy was looked upon as
a thing of human ingenuity, and that its
universal proportions were to be narrowed down
to the limited and illusory horizon of the finite
human understanding. It is probable that
Hahnemann himself entertained the belief, that
his discovery was all but perfeet, and it is,
therefore, pardonable that his disciples should
have accepted his statements without discus-
gsion. This takes place whenever a new doctrine
is started by a reformer, who, by his personal
character, by the force and cogency of his
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reasoning, or Ly the unimpeachable evidence
of facts, succeeds in making converts to his
system. His followers accept his statements
as infallible testimony; the words of the master
are looked upon as a sacred record, and all his
technicalities of style, and his peculiar modes
of reasoning,—instead of being looked upon as
changeable manifestations of the finite under-
standing,—are set down as principles which
admit of no improvement, and, Minerva-like,
started out of the brain of their discoverer in
all the fulness of their truth and glory. This
species of fanaticism is decidedly out of place
in the present age; it is particularly condemn-
able in matters of science, and, upon a closer
examination of the scientific attainments of
those who indulge in it, it will be found that
they constitute a set of money-making, loud-
mouthed, impertinent drones, or ambitious
starvelings in the world of ideas. By means
of worldly tact and rhetorical cunning, they may
succeed in obtaining for a season a flashy popu-
larity in uninformed circles, but what is their
unavoidable fate? Crushed by the oblivion of
history and the contempt of reason, they are
doomed to disappear before the memory of
those bold and honest friends of science, who
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had dared to free the divine offspring from the
fetters of human authority, and to put humanity
in possession of the universal, unsullied truth.
For years past it has been my opinion, that
the existing practice of homceopathy did not,
by any means, realise its claims to the character 5
of a clear, positive, and certain science; that the
homeeopathic Materia Medica is filled with a
number of wunreliable, and, therefore, useless
symptoms ; that a number of substances have
been introduced into the Materia Medica which
are not, properly speaking, drugs, and cannot,
therefore, be treated as remedial agents in the
common acceptation of the term; and that the
high purposes of our art, and the interests of
our patients require a simplification of the
materials with which the homceopathic physi-
cian has been obliged to work heretofore.
Homceopathic physicians who treat diseases
strictly by the book, and, as they suppose, in
accordance with the symptoms, use half a dozen
or even a dozen medicines, where other homaeo-
pathic physicians, who have fully mastered the
spirit as well as the letter of their doctrine, will
achieve the same results with one or two medi-
cines only, in much less time, and in a much more
thorough, safe, and agreeable manner. And this
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simplification may extend over the treatment
of almost every disease which is spoken of in
the books; so that from thirty-five to forty
remedies seem amply sufficient to satisfy all the
demands of a truly rational, homeeopathic treat-
ment. It is not my intention to discourage the
student of homceopathy from acquiring a perfect
knowledge of the Materia Medica of our School;
far from it. It is a great shame that the primary
sources of our art, the great and immortal works
of the founder of homeeopathy, and more parti-
cularly his Materia Medica Pura and his Chronic
Diseases, together with the provings belonging
thereto, should not be studied more zealously
than they are. It is a laborious and fatiguing
study, and a good deal of ingenuity and patho-
logical science are required, to appropriate
the immense number of symptoms which are
detailed in those works, to one’s reason and
experience in such a manner that they shall
become trustworthy, useful, and necessary
guides in the treatment of disease. We ought
not to forget that these noble works are by far
the best part of our art; that our most brilliant
cures are achieved with the drugs which were
originally proved by Hahnemann and his first
disciples; that his own provings are perfectly
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reliable, and that it is a most useful exercise
for the mind of the student to compare the
drug-symptoms as arranged by Hahnemann,
with the phenomena of disease as described in
the works of such men as Hufeland, Schoen-
lein, Watson, Canstatt, and many others, and
to establish a perfect union between these two
parallel orders of facts upon the permanent and
incontrovertible basis of our physiological and
pathological sciences. But while the student
of homeeopathy is engaged in this interesting
business, which is, indeed, the business of a
life-time, it is desirable that the benefits of
homoeopathy should be rendered accessible to
him, and, indeed, to all who wish to avail
themselves of the great blessings of our art;
and it is to accomplish this end that I have
embodied the results of my own investigations
and experience in the present work, which may
seem novel and startling to those who are in
the habit of blindly and thoughtlessly follow-
ing the beaten track, but which cannot fail to
commend itself ‘to all the enlightened friends
of medical science, and more particularly to the
honest adherents of our School, by its intrinsic
truthfulness of purpose, and earnestness of rea-
soning. My great aim is to benefit the sick;
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to popularise the homceopathic treatment by
reducing it to simpler, more accurate, more
positive principles; to free the homceeopathic
Materia Medica of a large quantity of useless
and cumbersome rubbish, and to aid, as far as
lies in my power, toward the superior usefulness
of medicine, both as a science and an art. I
doubt not that all such efforts will be ultimately
crowned with success.

It must not be supposed that I am alone in
my condemnation of that senseless agglomera-
tion of pretended symptoms which a few
superficial, conceited, and self-styled leaders
of the Homoceopathic school are constantly
engaged, with a sort of frenzy, in conjuring up
in their deluded and intoxicated imaginations,
and crowding into the homoeopathic Materia
Medica, to the detriment of our art, and to the
great annoyance of all conscientious and devoted
practitioners. Hahnemann himself was just as
much opposed to this unprincipled symptom-
hunting mania, as any modern reformer of
homeeopathy. In a note to the provings of
Alumina, page 35, in the second volume of the
Chronic Diseases, he expresses himself as fol-
lows: “It is only with two letters, N—g. that
Doctors Hartlaub and Trinks designate a man
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who furnished the greater number of symptoms
for their Annals. His symptoms are frequently
described with a careless and ambiguous pro-
lixity. I have endeavored to extract such of
them as seemed to me to be possessed of practi-
cal value, taking it of course, for granted, that
he had acted as a conscientious and discreet
observer.” It makes very little difference, how-
ever, whether the prover’s name was written in
full, or whether only his initials were given.
Hartlaub and Trinks were responsible for the
prover’s name and honesty, and Hahnemann’s
criticism applies not only to Alumina and most
of the other antipsorics, but to most of those
provings which were not instituted either by
himself or under his personal supervision and
direction. No more emphatic condemnation of
the practices of unprincipled provers of drugs—
God save the mark !—than is contained in this
short rebuke from the master, could be uttered.
And coming as it does, from Hahnemann, who
is justly regarded as our highest authority in all
such matters, it ought to serve as a warning to
those deluded and vain-glorious jokers who pride
themselves in parading before the world thou-
sands of illusory symptoms, that have not the
least practical value, and leave the physician, if
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he means to avail himself of the drug at all, no
other alternative than to use it empirically n
the few cases to which it seems adapted. Of
what earthly use would be the provings of La-
chesis, if this poison could not be used empiri-
cally ? or Fluoric acid? or Glonoine ? or Mille-
folium ? or some of our boasted antipsorics, the
pathogenesis of which Hahnemann himself sus-
pected or condemned? Who cares to use
Alumina, Agaricus, Dulcamara, Magnesia sul-
phurica, Kali nitricum, Natrum, and a host of
other antipsoric remedies, in accordance with
their published symptoms? If such remedies
are used at all, they are either used empirically
or in accordance with the indications which old-
school pathologists have furnished us.

I give this work to the public as an exposi-
tion, upon the basis of inductive reasoning, of
the principles of the specific homceopathic
healing art. Homceopathy is, indeed, not any
thing, except in so far as the remedies which it
recommends for particular diseases, are speci-
' fically related to them, and, therefore, endowed

with specific curative influences over the disease.
' This term *SPECIFIC HOM@®OPATHY,” may seem
startling to those who, glancing only at the
letter of our great text-book, the Organon of
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Hahnemann, have failed to perceive the animus
of its teachings. 1In the 147th paragraph, Hah-
neman states with unmistakeable clearness, that
the remedy which is truly homceeopathic to the
disease, is the specific remedy in this particular
case. His words are, “Of all these medicines,
the one whose symptoms bear the greatest re-
semblance to the totality of those which charac-
terize any particular natural disease, is the most
appropriate and certain homceeopathic remedy
that can be employed ; 1T IS THE SPECIFIC REMEDY
IN TaIs cASE.”” In other words, no other remedy
could, properly speaking, fulfil all the conditions
of a truly curative agent in this case, and a
cure could not, strictly speaking, be effected in
accordance with the highest demands of the
true healing art, which are to cure the patient
in the most expeditious, safe, and agreeable
manner.

Specific homeeopathic remedies do not neces-
sarily achieve a cure in every case. Kven spe-
cifics will fail of curing when the reactive ener-
gies of the organism are entirely destroyed ; but
specific remedies accomplish a cure in every case
where a cure is possible, and much more speedily,
safely and thoroughly, than any other medicine
could do. A very common remedy for cough,

2
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with titillation in the larynx, is Ipecacuanha,
and T have known homeeopathic physicians
who used it for weeks for such a trouble, without
any great benefit; but it is recommended in the
books, and therefore has to be used. But Ipe-
cacuanha is not, by any means, the specific
remedy for this kind of cough; the specific
medicine cures it perfectly in a few days. Or
take a case of chronic diarrhoea, with mucous
discharges. A very common prescription for
such a condition of the bowels, and which is
used by a great many physicians, is Pulsatilla;
and they will give it again and again in the
same case, in stronger or weaker doses, without
doing the patient any good. Pulsatilla cures
some kinds of diarrhcea which come on sud-
denly, in consequence of some particular cause,
perhaps an indigestion or a cold; but even in
such cases, it is seldom the specific remedy. In
chronic diarrheea it scarcely ever does any good,
and physicians who merely select it in accord-
ance with the color, smell or consistence of the
alvine discharges, do not do their patients jus-
tice, and invariably fail of effecting a cure; if a
cure take place, it is certainly not the medicine
to which the patient is indebted for it.

The specific method of treatment leads to
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legitimate doubts concerning the therapeutic
virtues of many drugs which have an immense
number of symptoms in our Materia Medica, and
yet do not seem to be adequately useful in prac-
tice. Some of these remedies, when testing
their therapeutic value by the specific method,
are found to be of very little, or at any rate, of
only a limited use in practice ; among them we
may mention such remedies as Alumina, Na-
trum muriaticum, Agaricus, Carbo vegetabilis,
Lycopodium, Sulphuric and Nitric acid, the
north and south pole of the magnet, and a num-
ber of other drugs, more particularly among the
recent additions to our Materia Medica. I am
fully aware that cures are pretended to have been
effected with all these drugs; but I doubt the
correctness of many of these observations. Even
such boasted remedies as Sulphur, Antimonium,
Sepia, Calcarea and many others find their sphere
of action considerably narrowed down by the spe-
cific method. And this must be a great relief
to all thinking homoeeopathic practitioners; for
what homceopathic physician would have dared
to conduct the cure of a chronic case without
Sulphur, or of a scrofulous disease without
Calcarea ? As the lancet and the leech had
become emphatically the antiphlogistica of the
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0ld School, so had Sulphur become the antipso-
ricum ¢ par excellence,” and Calcarea the anti-
scrofulous panacea of homeeopathy ; and I am
very much afraid that both Sulphur and Cal-
carea, although they will not fare quite as
badly as the lancet and the leech, will be
found to have been in possession of truly royal
privileges, which the progress in rational medi-
cine will compel them to forego. Sulphur, Cal-
carea, Sepia, Acidum nitricum, Acidum sul-
phuricum, Lycopodium, Kali carbonicum, Kali
nitricum, and a large number of other drugs,
especially among the so-called antipsorics, have
now been in use for many years, some of them
twenty-five and thirty years, and yet, few of
their symptoms, comparatively speaking, have
ever been met with in practice, although these
medicines have been used by thousands of
homoeeopathic physicians in every country, and
in millions of cases. What is the unavoidable
inference to be drawn from such facts? Do not
these facts go to show that a great many reme-
. dies contained in these immense lists of symp-
toms, are either imaginary or that their
importance has, at any rate, been over-rated;
* that the true, essential, positive, or, in one word,
. specific sphere of action of a drug, is limited to
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a very small number of symptoms, and that the
trifling ailments which are recorded in company
with its leading and essential effects, with the
most rigid dogmatism and pedantic importance,
have no further value than to give pre-eminence
to the really positive and essential symptoms,
and to enable an observing practitioner to deter-
mine the starting-point of the drug’s action in
the organism, with scientific accuracy? It is °
impossible to impress with too much emphasis
upon our provers the necessity of discriminating
between the symptoms which make their
appearance during the course of an experimen-
tation. A great many of them do not belong
to the drug at all. And many others, although
belonging to the drug, yet do not point to any
distinct disease, and should simply be looked
upon as general indications of the non-homoge-
neity of the drug-action, and the essential prin-
ciples of the normal organism. These symptoms
simply indicate, that the drug is a substance
which disagrees with the organism in the same
sense as certain otherwise perfectly healthy
articles of food do not agree with many persons,
and cause all sorts of ailments, sick-headaches,
cardialgia, colic, diarrheea, nausea or vomiting,
etc. It would be wrong to suppose that these
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same articles must, on this account, prove effi-
cacious as remedial agents when such affections
occur to the same individuals from other causes.
My own experience, at least, does not warrant
any such general conclusions, although I am
willing to admit exceptions. Almost every
drug causes such general derangements as
headache, vomiting, diarrhcea, colic, and so
forth; but it would be wrong to suppose that
every drug will, on this account, prove curative
in the above mentioned affections. It is doubt-
ful whether the carbonate of Magnesia has ever
cured a case of headache, except upon revulsive
principles; the same may be said of the nitrate
of Potash, of Sulphuric acid, and a number of
other drugs, all of which are said to produce
headache, but are never employed in such an
affection. Why? Because a secret instinet
seems to tell practitioners that these drugs will
prove ineffectual, if used as remedies for head-
ache. And this observation applies to every
other series of symptoms, to the gastric symp-
toms, the various secretions, the cutaneous
alterations, the symptoms of the intellectual
and emotive sphere, etc. What physician ever
dreams of using Alumina in a case of mental
derangement, or Crocus in a case of rheuma-
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tism? And yet, a number of symptoms is
recorded of either drug, and indeed of almost
any other drug, which might be construed into
indications for the cure of mania or rheumatism.
The common sense of physicians has assigned
to each drug a certain sphere of action, beyond
which it is scarcely ever employed; and,
although such demarcations should be strictly
conformable to the demands of rigorous physiolo-
gical experimentation, yet the principle which
this species of routine-practice embodies, is cor-
rect, namely: that drugs have specific spheres of
action, and that this specific action is revealed
by positive, essentially true and unchanging
symptoms. All these symptoms are more or
less reproduced in every case of proving, no
matter where the prover may reside, or what
his age or sex may be, except of course such
drugs ‘as affect the sexual sphere; and symp-
toms which are not more or less experienced by
every prover, should be looked upon with great
suspicion ; they may be the result of a peculiar
idiosyncratic relation between the prover and
the drug, but they should not be admitted as
genuine effects of the drug, without the greatest
circumspection. What has been said of the
symptoms of the same drug, applies with equal
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force to the different drugs themselves. It
seems to me a self-evident truth, that drugs
occupy a different rank amongst each other as
curative agents. What philosophical physician
would rank Lycopodium on a par with Arsenic
or Belladonna? The action of such drugs as
Aconite, Belladonna, Nux vomica, Phosphorus,
and many others, is of a more intense quality
than the action of Sepia, Lycopodium, Silex,
Magnesia, and I infer from this incontestable
fact, that the effects of the former series of
drugs are more marked, more characteristic,
and therefore more reliable as curative indica-
tions. Suppose Arsenic and Natrum muriati-
cum should seem equally strongly indicated in
a certain case, I should undoubtedly give the
preference to Arsenic, and I should base my
preference upon the inherent superiority of
Arsenic over Natrum as a remedial agent.
The substances which are used as drugs, have
various degrees of inherent remedial power,
proportionate to their more or less absolute
character as remedial agents. Aconite pos-
sesses a higher degree of inherent medicinal
power than Natram muriaticum, for this reason,
that the former is a drug in an absolute sense,
whereas, the latter fulfils mixed uses, amdng
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which its properties as a culinary agent are
much more remarkable than its remedial
virtues. Indeed, it is highly questionable
whether the sphere of its remedial action is at
all as extensive as it is supposed to be, and
whether the boasted richness of its symptoms
is not on a par with the pathogenesis of fluoric
acid, bromine, lachesis and the like, all grandi-
loquent sounds and moonshine. It is to be
hoped that the time is fast approaching when
the minds of homoeeopathic practitioners will be
emancipated from the degrading thraldom of
childish symptom-hunters; when homoeopathy
will cease to beja science of inglorious illusions,
and when the living, unerring truths of expe- |
rience and reason will be substituted in their |
stead.

' | !
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THE

TWELVE GOLDEN RULES,

WHICH SHOULD BE OBSERVED BY EVERY BODY,

But more particularly by persons who are under Homoeopathic Treatment, or who
habitually resort to it in sickness, or generally favor the Homaopathic
doctrines and mode of practice.

In all acute diseases, the diet and general
treatment of the patient is, of course, strictly
regulated by the attending physician or nurse,
agreeably to the exigencies of the case; the
following rules are designed only for persons in
health, or for chronic patients whose general
health seems satisfactory, or for all those who
are not obliged, by particular circumstances, to
deviate from them.

Rule 1.

Rise early, and make it a point to retire at
ten o'clock; seven hours’ sleep should suffice;
although less may do in some cases, and, in
others, more may be required.
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Rule 2.

Wash your whole body from head to foot,
with cold water, every morning, winter and
summer, immediately after leaving the bed;
and rub yourself well with a flesh-brush or
coarse towel, immediately after washing.

Rule 3.

Never sleep in a warm room, or in a room
that has not been properly ventilated in the
day-time.

Rule 4.

Never sit or sleep in a draught of air; this
rule is almost universally violated, but a
draught of air is generally hurtful, more in
one case than in another, and more especially
when persons are over-heated, or covered with
perspiration.

Rule 5.

Dress according to the season; but be careful
not to leave off your winter clothes before the
warm weather has fairly set in. This rule
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should be particularly observed by persons who
are subject to sore throat, bronchitis, chronic
cough, and such like weaknesses.

Rule 6.

Avoid all kinds of heavy and indigestible
food, such as rich pastry, fat, heavy farinaceous
diet, warm bread, spices, mustard, pepper, etc.

Rule 7.

Avoid all stimulating drinks, brandy, beer,
wine, and content yourself with cold water,
milk, light and unspiced chocolate, weak black
tea, and syrups made of currants, raspberries,
strawberries, or other kinds of wholesome and
unmedicinal fruit. Never use tobacco in any
shape, except for medicinal purposes.

Rule 8.

Never keep on wet or damp clothes, stockings,
etc., and never sleep on damp sheets.

Rule 9.

Do not expose yourself to keen, sharp winds,
and avoid the raw and damp evening air. .
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Rule 10.

Live as nearly as possible in the same tem-
perature; keep your room moderately warm,
and make it a point never to sit near the fire.

Rule 11.

Eat your meals at regular hours; eat slowly;
chew every mouthful well, and do not swallow
it until it is properly mixed up with saliva. If
possible, take about an hour for each meal, and
never eat so much as to leave the table with a
sense of repletion and oppression; do not forget
to clean your teeth with a soft tooth-brush after
eating, and never indulge in the abominable
habit of picking them.

Rule 12.

Avoid every kind of food or drink which
naturally disagrees with you; take a little
exercise in the open air every day, but not in
any kind of weather; select particularly fine,
bracing or balmy weather for a walk or ride;

exposure to rainy, windy, raw or damp weather
never does any body any good.
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These twelve rules are golden rules, the
observance of which can never be impressed
with too much care upon the attention of those
who are anxious to preserve their health, and
to remain free from the many unpleasant feel-
ings which are apt to trouble those who neglect
the proper dietetic and hygienic precautions.

The followers of Hahnemann should all be
distinguished by habits of cleanliness, neatness
and regularity, and by moderation in the use of
food and drink; every genuine homaeopathist
will consider it his duty to cultivate a refined
taste in manners, language, feelings and habits
of life, and he will use all his influence to
discourage the sad and devastating practices
of chewing, smoking and drinking, to which so
many millions are addicted to the detriment of
their health and the ruin of their fortunes and
inward peace. '
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DANT I,

HOMEOPATHY PROPER,

OR

THE HOMEOPATHY OF SYMPTOMS.






TRy

HAuNEMANN’S Organon is undoubtedly the great
text-book of the Homoeopathic School. It would be
just as futile to undertake to practise homeeopathy
without having previously acquired a thorough and
logical knowledge of the doctrines embodied in the
Organon, as it would be to attempt to become a perfect
mathematician without a knowledge of the theorem
of Pythagoras, or an astronomer without being
acquainted with the laws of Keppler. Those who
wish to acquire an accurate and comprehensive know-
ledge of the doctrines of the Homoeopathic School as
taught by Hahnemann, have to seek this knowledge
in the richly freighted pages of the Organon. To
be sure, what has so often happened in religion and
law, may likewise happen, and unfortunately has
happened in homceopathy : the apparent meaning of
the literal text has been mistaken for the real, living
doctrine, and dead formulas, emanating from human
conceit and the deceitful illusions of the sensual under-
standing may triumph for a time over the eternal and
boundlessly expansive reason. But then it is not the
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Organon that should be held responsible for such
adulterations of its deep and momentous truths. It
is upon the unreasoning pride and cunning of those
who profess to tread in the footsteps of Hahnemann,
that all such perversions should be charged; let us
hasten to emancipate the free spirit from the dogmatic
pedantry which now holds it captive; and to elevate
our doctrine from a mere human system, to which its
magnificent proportions had been reduced by the blind
and stubborn obscurantism of a few self-constituted
leaders, to the rank which it undoubtedly occupied
in Hahnemann’s own mind, and which it possesses
in the living mechanism of nature, to the rank of an
absolute, unerring, eternally-progressive science.

In order to do full justice to the task which I have
proposed to fulfil, I will give a succinct statement of
the rules and doctrines which make up the sum and
substance of the Organon. I shall not deem it neces-
sary, however, to transfer to these pages Hahnemann’s
searching criticism of the old fashioned modes of
treatment, nor the mass of testimony which he has
extracted from alleeopathic writers in confirmation
of the truth of his own doctrine. Those who are
anxious to become acquainted with these highly
interesting and valuable facts, will find them recorded
in the first part of the Organon. My duty here
consists in explaining the synthetical portion of the
work in a logical form, and in strict obedience to the
meaning which Hahnemann seems to have embodied
in his text.

»
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HAHNEMANN’S DEFINITION OF DISEASE.

Hahnemann is professedly a vitalist. In the 9th
paragraph of the Organon, he expresses himself as
follows : “In the healthy condition of man, the imma-
terial vital principle which animates the material
body, exercises an absolute sway and maintains all
its parts in the most admirable order and harmony,
both of sensation and action, so that our indwelling
rational spirit may freely employ these living, healthy
organs for the superior purposes of our existence.

“ The material organism deprived of its vital prin-
ciple, is incapable of sensation, action, or self-pre-
servation ; it is the immaterial vital principle only,
animating the former in its healthy and morbid
condition, that imparts to it all sensation, and enables
it to perform its functions.”

Disease arises from, or rather consists in, a disturb-
ance of the harmonious action of the vital principle
caused “by the dynamic influence of a morbific agent
which is inimical to life.” Hahnemann expresses this
idea more fully in Sect. II. of the Organon in the
following language : “In disease, the spontaneous and
immaterial vital principle pervading the physical
organism, is primarily deranged by the dynamic
influence of a morbific agent which is inimical to
life, only the vital principle thus disturbed, can
impart to the organism its abnormal sensations, and
incline it to the irregular actions which we call
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disease; for as an invisible principle which is only
cognizable through its operations in the organism, its
morbid disturbances can be perceived solely by means
of the morbid sensations and actions of the organism
which are perceptible to the senses of the physician
and bystanders; in other words, by the morlid symp-
toms, and can be indicated in no other manner.”

These perceptible symptoms, and the actual disturb-
ance of the vital action are so much alike, that they
may be looked upon as an unitary, inseparable, mor-
bid condition. This is manifestly meant by the follow-
ing statement in Sect. XV. of the Organon: ¢the
sufferings of the immaterial vital principle which
animates the interior of our bodies, and the mass of
symptoms produced by it in the organism, which are
externally manifested, and represent the actual malady,
constitute a whole, they are one and the same. The
organism is, indeed, the material instrument of life;
but without that animation which is derived from the
instinctive sensibility and control of the vital principle,
its existence is as inconceivable as that of a vital
principle, without an organism; consequently, both
constitute an unit, although, in order to facilitate our
comprehension, our minds may separate this unit into
two distinct ideas.”

Nevertheless, although Hahnemann does not object
to this separation of the perceptible symptoms and the
morbid state which they represent; and, although he
looks upon disease as a disturbance of the vital har-
mony of the organism by the influence of some foreign
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heterogeneous agent: yet it must not be supposed, on
that account, that disease is a peculiar and distinct
something in the human organism. ¢ Disease,” says .
Hahnemann in Sect. XIII. of the Organon, ¢considered
as it is by the Alleeopathic School as something
distinet and separate from the living organism and
from the vital principle which animates it, as some-
thing hidden internally and as something material,
how subtle soever its nature may be supposed, is a
nonentity, which for ages has given to medicine all
those pernicious deviations that constitute it a mis-
chievous art.”

These various statements seem to imply a contra-
diction; but upon a closer examination it will he
found that Hahnemann reasons consistently. As ¢
there is no life without a vital principle and without
an organism which is its necessary material embodi-
ment or form, so there is no disease without a mor-
bific principle and the phenomena which constitute
its form in the living organism. The morbific prin-
ciple is of the same order or quality as the vital
principle itself, and is similarly related to the organism.
Alleeopathic physicians have been in the habit of
looking upon disease as a mass of impurities scattered
through the living organism; as a vast dung-hill, if you
please, that had to be swept out of the organism by
physical force as it were, driven out by the skin by
means of sudorifics, expelled from the bowels by
purgatives, ejected from the stomach by emetics. All
such gross notions are very properly rebuked by
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Hahnemann, and yet, a truth is embodied in the
doctrine that disease is the result of an invasion of
the living organism by some hostile morbific agent.
In the third part of this work, this view of disease
will be elucidated more fully, and substantiated by

more comprehensive reasonings.

THE TOTALITY OF THE SYMPTOMS CONSTITUTES THE WdOLE OF THE
DISEASE.

In a-curative point of view the totality of the
symptoms constitutes the disease. In Sections VI. and
XVIIL of the Organon, this doctrine is laid down in
the following emphatic and unmistakeable language :
“The unprejudiced observer, however great may be
his powers of penetration, aware of the futility of all
elaborate speculations that are not confirmed by
experience, perceives in each individual affection
nothing but changes of the state of the body or mind
(traces of disease, phenomena, symptoms,) that are dis-
coverable by the senses alone, that is to say, devia-
tions from the former sound state of health, which
are felt by the patient himself, remarked by the
individuals around him, and observed by the physi-
cian. The totality of these available signs represents,
in its full extent, the disease itself; that is, they con-
stitute the true and only form of it which the mind
is capable of conceiving.”

“From this incontrovertible truth, that, beyond the
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totality of the symptoms, there is nothing discoverable
in diseases by which they could make known the
nature of the medicines they stand in need of, we
ought maturally to conclude that there can be no
other indication whatever than the totality of the
symptoms in each individual case to guide us in the
choice of a remedy.”

Having determined in this manner in what disease
consists, and how it manifests itself to the senses in
a curative point of view, we have then to decide
upon the best course to remove the disease; and
here the question first presents itself: by what signs
are we made sure beyond a doubt, that the disease
is extinguished or, as Hahnemann terms it, annihi-
lated? The answer to this question is given by
Hahnemann himself in various parts of his Organon.
In Sect. VII. he expresses himself as follows: “The ¢
totality of the symptoms, this tmage of the immediate
essence of the malady reflected externally, is the sole
or principal sign by which the disease indicates the
medicines it stands in need of The totality of the
symptoms is the principal and sole object that a
physician ought to have ‘in view in every case of
disease ; the power of his art is to be directed against
that alone in order to cure and transform it into
health.”

In the following paragraph, Sect. VIIIL., he uses
this langnage : “1It is not possible to conceive or prove
by any experience, after all the symptoms of a disease,
together with all its perceptible changes are removed,
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that there remains, or possibly can remain, any other
state than a state of health, or that the morbid altera-
tions which had taken place in the interior of the
organism, have not been annihilated.”

In Sect. XII. we read the following statement: “It
is solely the morbidly affected vital principle which
brings forth diseases, so that the expression of disease,
perceptible to the senses, announces at the same time
all the internal changes, that is, all the morbid disturb-
ances of the vital principle; in short, it displays the
entire disease. Consequently, after a cure is effected,
the cessation of all morbid manifestations, and of all
the sensible changes which are inconsistent with the
healthy performance of the functions, necessarily pre-
supposes, with an equal degree of certainty, a restora-
tion of the vital principle to its state of integrity, and
the recovered health of the whole organism.”

Another clear and emphatic statement of the object
of treatment is contained in Sect. XVIIL. of the Orga-
non. It is expressed in the following words: ¢ As
the cure which is effected by the annihilation of all
the symptoms of a disease removes at the same time
the internal change upon which the disease is founded,
that is to say, destroys it in its totality; it is accord-
ingly clear, that the physician has nothing more to
do than to destroy the totality of the symptoms in
order to effect a simultaneous removal of the internal
change, that is, to annihilate the disease utself.”

Nevertheless, although Hahnemann seems to ex-
press himself as though this removal of the symptoms
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were a mere mechanical or outside business, it is
evident, from the fifth paragraph of his Organon,
that this removal implies something more than a
mere sensual knowledge of the morbid phenomena,
and that it cannot be effected, unless we previously
possess a knowledge of the fundamental cause of the
disease. “When a cure,” says Hahnemann, “is to
be performed, the physician must avail himself of all
the particulars he can learn, both respecting the
probable origin of the acute malady, and the most
significant points in the history of the chronic disease,
to aid him in the discovery of their fundamental
cause, which is commonly due to some chronic miasm.
In all researches of this nature, he has to take into
consideration the apparent state of the physical
constitution of the patient, (particularly when the
affection is chronie,) the disposition, occupation, mode
of life, habits, social relations, age, sexual functions,
etc. etc.” The broad and unmistakeable declaration
contained in these few lines, saves homoeopathy from
the stigma of being a mere science of symptoms,
and the homceopathic healing art from the reproach
of consisting in the mechanical drudgery of taking
a record of these symptoms agreeably to a certain
order, and applying to them a similarly acting
remedy. It is evident that Hahnemann looks upon
the perceptible phenomena of the disease as means
of arriving at a knowledge of their generating cause
which is, so to speak, an intellectual, unsensual
fact, exclusively determinable by the pure reason,
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anterior to all sensual observation, and elevated into-
the more or less speculative region of the causative

principles of nature.

METHOD OF CURE.

Having defined disease from a therapeutic point
of view, and stated the object of all treatment, it
behooves us to inquire into the most appropriate
mode of effecting it. In the first place we see it
stated in Sect. XVI. of the Organon, that the resto-
ration of the diseased organism/ to health can only
be effected by means of the dynamic or spiritual
influence of medicines that act upon the vital ener-
gies, and whose action is communicated to every
part of the organism by the universally distributed
sentient nerves. And having settled the point, that
cures are effected by means of drugs, we are then
prepared to inquire into the most appropriate mode
of using them.

According to Hahnemann, there are only three
possible methods of employing medicines in diseases,
the allocopathic or heteropathic; the antipathic or exan-
thiopathic ; and lastly the homaopathic. The alloeo-
pathic method has been in general use until the
discovery of homoeopathy; it consists in attacking
sound parts for the purpose of drawing off the malady
from another quarter. Physicking the howels to cure
a sick headache, or applying an issue or a seton to
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remove an irritation of the thoracic viscera, are
instances of alloeopathic treatment.

Nature herself is incapable of curing an existing
disease by one that is dissimilar; so are the most
energetic medicines, when administered in accordance
with the allocopathic mode of treatment, unable to
remove the disease. Three different circumstances
may occur when two dissimilar diseases meet in the
organism.

Ist. A disease, existing in the human body, will
prevent the accession of a new and dissimilar one, if
the former be of an equal or superior intensity to the
latter. Thus, if a patient has the small-pox, and,
while this disease is running its course, he should
be attacked with scarlatina, this eruption will not
show itself upon the skin until the other disease
has reached its termination. According to Larry,
the oriental plague never breaks out in places where
scurvy prevails, nor does it ever infect those who
labor under herpetic diseases. According to Jenner,
the rickets prevent vaccination from taking effect,
and Hildebrand informs us that persons afflicted with
phthisis, are never attacked with epidemic fevers,
except when the latter are extremely violent.

2d. Or a new and more intense disease suspends
a prior and dissimilar one, already existing in the
body, only so long as the former continues, but it never
cures .

If a child should be vaccinated, and should become
affected with the measles three or four days after the
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vaccination had taken place, the vaccine pustule will
not develop itself upon the skin until the eruption
has reached its termination, after which the pustule
will gradually make its appearance upon the arm
and run its regular course of successive stages.
Rainey, in the third volume of his Medical Com-
mentaries, p. 480, relates that, in epidemic small-
pox, the measles broke out among several patients
four or five days after inoculation, and retarded,
until their entire disappearance, the eruption of the
small-pox which subsequently proceeded in a regular
manner. We are informed by Tulpius, in the first
book of his observations, that two children, having
contracted tinea, ceased to experience any further
attacks of epilepsy to which they had till then
been subject; but as soon as the tinea was removed,
they were again attacked as before. Other examples
of this kind of suppression of a weaker by a more
powerful dissimilar disease, may be found in Sect.
XXXVIIL of the Organon.

3d. Or the new disease, after having acted for a
considerable time on the system, joins itself finally to
the old one, which is dissimilar, whence results a com-
plication of two different maladies, either of which is
incapable of annililating or curing the other.

In an epidemic, where the small-pox and the
measles prevailed simultaneously, one of these mala-
dies was suspended by the other in about three
hundred cases; only in one instance P. Russell met
with these two dissimilar maladies in the same
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patient. Rainey saw the small-pox and the measles
together in two little girls; and Zencke saw the
COW-pox pursue its course in a regular manner con-
Jointly with measles and purpura. For further illus-
trations I refer the reader to Hahnemann’s Organon,
Sect. XL.
_ Dissimilar drug-diseases in the same organism, are
much more troublesome and dangerous than natural
diseases. A very frequent instance of such a com-
bination of a drug-disease with a natural malady,
presents itself after the continued use of large doses
of mercury in syphilis. This combination of mer-
curial and syphilitic symptoms constitutes a most
frightful and unmanageable disease which, if not
absolutely incurable, yields only to the most careful
and persevering treatment.

The antipathic or enantiopathic method is merely
palliative. This method does very well in trifling
cases where, by hushing the disease for a time, we
give the organism a chance to recover its reactive
energies. But it is utterly inadmissible in chronic
or intensely acute cases of disease. Chronic diarrheea
cannot be successfully treated with opium, nor can
inveterate constipation be removed by the continued
use of purgatives. Habitual weakness can no more
be cured by stimulants than plethora can be mode-
rated by repeated venesections. All such instances
of palliative treatment generally aggravate the ori-
ginal complaint, and frequently shatter the patient’s
constitution. 4
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The injurious effects of the antipathic method are
accounted for upon the principle that every medicine
first produces a primary effect upon the organism,
which is soon followed by an opposite secondary
effect, or reaction. This doctrine is embodied in
Sect. LXIIL. of the Organon: “Every agent,” says
Hahnemann, “that acts upon the human economy,
every medicine produces some more or less notable
change in the existing state of the vital powers, or
creates a certain modification in the health of man
for a shorter or longer period. This change is called
the primitive effect. But our vital powers tend to
oppose their energy to this influence or impression.
The perceptible effect of this opposition bears the
name of secondary effect or reaction,”

The organon is replete with illustrations of this
double action. A hand that had been bathed in hot
water, is at first much hotter than the other that
had not been immersed (primitive effect) ; but shortly
after the hand is withdrawn, it becomes cold, and, in
the end, much colder than on the opposite side (secon-
dary effect). Or an arm that had been immersed in
freezing water, is at first paler and colder than the
other (primitive effect); but after it is withdrawn
from the water and dried, it becomes warmer than
the other and sometimes even burning hot (secondary
effect). Strong coffee first stimulates the faculties
(primitive effect), but leaves behind it a sense of
drowsiness (secondary effect). Constipation caused
by opium, (primitive effect), is followed by diarrhoea
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(secondary effect) ; and evacuations produced by pur-
gatives (primitive effect) are succeeded by costiveness
which frequently lasts for several days (secondary
effect). These and similar facts confirm the injurious
tendency of the antipathic method. The primitive
effect of the antipathic drug soon becomes extinct,
and the opposite or secondary effect, or in other
words the original morbid condition returns with more
inveteracy than ever.

It may here be remarked incidentally that, besides
the primary and secondary effects, Hahnemann dis-
tinguishes moreover alternate effects of medicines.
These effects are contrary, or, in certain respects,
accessory, to other symptoms which afterwards appear
in succession. In this case they may be regarded as
consecutive effects, or as marking the transition from
one to the other of the different paroxysms of the
primitive action.

The only remaining method is the homaopathic
method of healing, “which employs against the
totality of the symptoms of a natural disease, a
medicine that is capable of exciting in healthy per-
sons symptoms that closely resemble those of the
disease itself; it is the only one that is really salutary,
and which always annihilates disease, or the purely
dynamic aberrations of the vital powers, in an easy,
prompt and perfect manner. In this respect, nature
herself furnishes the example when, by adding to
an existing disease a new one that resembles it,
she cures it promptly and effectualiy
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In Sect. XLVL of the Organon, Hahnemann fur-
nishes a large number of illustrations of the cure of
chronic diseases by the accession of another similar
but more intense disease.

Small-pox has cured a multitude of diseases that
were characterized by symptoms similar to its own.

Violent ophthalmia has been cured in a perfect and
permanent manner by inoculation, as stated by Leroy
in his Medical Treatise for the use of mothers, p. 384.

A case of blindness of two years’ standing brought
on by the metastasis of tinea, was, according to Klein,
perfectly cured by the small-pox. See his Interpres
Clinicus, p. 293.

Dysentery is one of the bad symptoms which
frequently occurs in small-pox; for this reason it
cures the former disease homceopathically, as in a
case recorded by F. Wendt (see his Hospital report,
Erlangen, 1783.)

Vaccination, whose special symptom is a swelling
of the arm, cured, after its eruption, the tumefaction
of an arm that was half paralyzed. (See Stevenson,
in Duncan, Annals of Medicine.)

During a case of measles, a chronic, measle-shaped
tetter disappeared in a prompt, durable and perfect
" manner, as observed by Kortum in Hufeland’s Jour-
nal, Vol. XX., No. 2, page 50. A miliary eruption
that covered the neck, face and arms, during a
period of six years, attended with unsupportable
heat, and which returned at every change of weather,

was reduced to a simple swelling of the skin on the
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appearance of the measles; after the cessation of the
tetter, the miliary eruption was cured and never reap-
peared. (See Rau in Hufeland’s Journal XX., p. 50.)

After such evidence and examples, argues the
discoverer of homoeopathy, it is impossible for any
reasonable physician to persevere in the ordinary
alloeopathic treatment, or to continue to apply reme-
dies which attack the body in the parts that are
least diseased, by exciting evacuations, counter-irri-
tations, derivations, etc. ¢ The facts which have
been quoted,” exclaims Hahnemann in Sect. LI. of
his Organon, “will more than suffice to reveal to
the understanding of men the great law that cures
can only be effected with medicines that are capable
of exciting symptoms analogous to those of the disease
ttself. And behold the advantage which man has
here over rude nature whose arts are not guided
by reflection! How are the homoeopathic morbid
powers multiplied in the various medicines which
are spread over creation, all of which are at his
disposal, and may be used for the relief of his
suffering fellow-mortals! With these he can create
morbid symptoms as varied as the countless natural
diseases which they are to cure. With such precious
resources at his command, there can be no necessity
for those violent attacks upon the organism for the
purpose of extirpating an old and obstinate disease;
and the transition from the state of suffering to that
of durable health is effected in a gentle, imperceptible,

and often speedy manner.”
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The great law of cure, upon which the whole
structure of homoeopathy rests, is, therefore, expressed
by Hahnemann in the formula: «Similia similibus
curantur, or like cures like” The whole Organon is
more or less devoted to an explanation of this law,
and of the most appropriate method of applying it
to the treatment of disease.

In Sect. XXV. of the Organon, the above generali-
zation is defined in these terms: “Plain experience
proves to us that the particular medicine whose action
upon persons in health produces the greatest number
of symptoms resembling those of the disease which it
is intended to cure, possesses also, in reality, the power
of suppressing, in a radical, prompt and permanent
manner, the totality of these morbid symptoms, that is
to say, the whole of the existing disease.” No two
medicines can be exactly similar to the same disease.
Every disease can have but one medicine that is
perfectly similar to it. This, at any rate, is to be
inferred from Sect. CXVIIL, where we are told that
‘“each medicine produces particular effects in the
human body, and no other medicinal substance can
create any that are precisely similar.” In the follow-
ing paragraph it is likewise stated “in the same man-
ner that each species of plant differs from all others
in its external form and peculiar mode of vegetative
life, its smell and taste; in the same manner that
each mineral and each salt differ from others in
regard to external character as well as internal
chemical properties, in the same manner do all these
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substances likewise differ from each other in regard
to their morbific effects, and, consequently, their
curative powers. Kach substance exercises upon the
health of man a certain and particular influence
which does not allow itself to be confounded with
any other.”

These doctrines show most clearly and emphati-
cally that a mere vague similarity is not sufficient
to render a certain remedy homceopathic to a par-
ticular disease; it must be specifically similar to the
disease, in such a way that no other medicine could
be similar to it in a like manner; it is only a
medicine holding such perfectly specific curative
relations to the disease, that properly constitutes a
homoeopathic remedial agent in a given case.

EXPLANATION OF THE HOM@OPATHIC LAW.

Hahnemann is not very anxious to furnish a rational
explanation of his fundamental law. To him it is
an established fact, suggested and corroborated by
experience. Nevertheless, he seems to feel the neces-
sity of offering some sort of an explanation, and in
Sect. XXIX. of the Organon he indulges in the
following mode of reasoning to prove the validity
of his therapeutic formula.

« Brery disease (which does mot belong exclusively
to surgery) being a purely dynamic and peculiar change
of the vital powers in regard to the manner in which
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they accomplish sensation and action, a change that
expresses itself by symptoms which are perceptible lo
the senses, it therefore follows, that the homeeopathic medi-
cinal agent, selected by a skilful physician, will convert
it into another medicinal disease wlhich s analogous,
but rather more intense. DBy this means the natural
morbific power which had existed previously, and which
was nothing more than a dynamic power without sub-
stance, terminates, while the medicinal disease which
usurps its place, being of such a nature as to be easily
subdued by the wital powers, is likewise extinguished
in its turn, leaving in its primitive state of integrity
and health the essence or substance which animates and
preserves the body.”

This hypothesis rests upon the simple fact that
the morbific power which is inherent in drugs, is
greater than the disturbing power possessed by the
common causes of disease. The drug possesses an
absolute, positive, unchanging power of disturbing
the animal economy in a determinate and unerring
manner. Every genuine drug, ipecacuanha, aconite,
belladonna, arsenic, ete. produces its inherent morbid
effects in the animal economy, at any period of the
day, and in any individual; whereas the natural
morbific causes act with uncertainty and indefinite-
ness. In thousands of cases they have no effect at
all on the organism that is exposed to them; in
thousands of other cases they indeed cause a dis-
turbance of the vital functions, but, except in the
case of definite miasmatic diseases, the effects are
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various, even though the exposure should be the
same. In one case it is typhus, in another pneu-
monia, and in a third dysentery; the effects vary
agreeably to the state in which the constitution of
the patient happens to be; but, in any event, Hahne-
mann considers it fully proved ‘that the state of
health is far more susceptible of derangement from
the effects of drugs than from the influence of mor-
bific principles and contagious miasms; or what
amounts to the same thing, the ordinary morbific
principles have only a conditional and often very sub-
ordinate influence, while the drugs exercise one that is
absolute, direct, and greatly superior to that of the
Jormer.”  Their curative influence depends upon this
fact; the drug-disease, being specifically similar and
therefore specifically superior to the natural disease,
absorbs, as it were, the natural disease, and reduces
it from a purely spiritual to a semi-material form
which the disembarrassed vital principle finds it
easy to overcome and expel from the organism.
This absorption, it seems to me, takes place by means
of an attractive influence which the drug-disease exer-
cises over the natural malady. Others may explain
this neutralising process differently; to my mind the
doctrine of attraction suggests itself as the most
plausible and most correct hypothesis regarding the
rodus operandi of our curative agents.
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NECESSITY OF PROVING DRUGS UPON THE HUMAN BODY.

It is evident that, in order to know what medicine
is homeeopathic to a particular disease, we have, in
the first place, to ascertain what are its pure effects
upon the healthy organism. In the present state of
the physical sciences we have but one way of attain-
ing this knowledge. “ By a mere effort of the mind,”
says Hahnemann, in Sect. XX. of his Organon, “we
could never discover this innate and hidden faculty
of medicines, this spiritual virtue by which they
are enabled to modify the state of the human body
and even cure disease. It is by experience only,
by deliberate and systematic provings of the drugs
upon healthy persons that we can ultimately succeed
in obtaining a knowledge of their inherent effects
upon the human organism, and, consequently, that
we can learn with positive certainty, what diseases
such drugs are capable of curing.” After having
thus tried a number of simple medicines upon the
healthy body, faithfully and carefully noting all the
symptoms they are capable of producing as artificial
morbific agents, then only shall we possess a true
Materia medica, that is to say a catalogue of the
pure and certain effects of drugs. Among these are
the morbid elements resembling those of the natural
diseases which are to be cured by them; in a word,
they comprehend artificial morbid states which supply,
for the similar morbid states induced by the natural
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causes of disease, the only true, homoeopathic, id est:
SPECIFIC instruments of certain and permanent cure.
This is Hahnemann’s own language as embodied
in Sect. CXLIIIL. of his Organon, and this extract
s an unanswerable refutation of the foolish doctrine
of a few wiseacres in the homceopathic ranks, who
constantly sneer at the idea of specific homoeopathy,
as though Hahnemann himself had ever dreamed of
its being at all possible that a remedy should be
homaeeopathic to a disease without being at the same
time the specific remedy in this particular case.
If, as Hahnemann asserts in Sect. CXVIIIL. of his
Organon, “each medicine produces particular effects
in the human body, and if no other medicinal sub-
stance can create any that are precisely similar,”
does it not necessarily follow from this fact that, in
its relations to disease, only one drug from among
all the rest, can be the true remedial agent? A
man is sick, and he requires to be treated. This
morbid condition can only be successfully met by
one remedy ; or, if the disease be composed of a series
of successive states, each qualitatively distinct from
the other, as in the higher forms of typhus, by a
series of remedies specifically corresponding to these
respective states. But the doctrine of specific homoeo-
pathy is here, as in many other parts of the Organon,
vindicated by Hahnemann himself, as constituting
the very soul and axiom of all his teachings, and
in direct opposition to those who would fain substi-
tute in the place of this saving and sublime truth,
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the ridiculous sophism that typhus may be cured by
pepper as well as by the deadly nightshade, or that
inflammatory rheumatism will yield to kitchen salt
as well as to wolf’s-bane, or to the wind flower. Out
upon such disgraceful and illogical balderdash !

The manner in which the proving of medicines
should be conducted, is indicated with more or less
completeness in the Organon, from Sect. CXXL. to Sect.
CXLIL In the latter period of his life, Hahnemann
recommended that these provings should be instituted
with the 30th attenuations of the medicines; but the
drugs which compose his grand and magnificent work,
the Materia Medica Pura, were proved with massive
doses of the original drug.  And see the difference
between the character of the symptoms recorded in
this imperishable monument of the great founder of
homoeopathy, and those recorded in the volumes enti-
tled Chronic Diseases. Whereas every symptom con-
tained in the Materia Medica Pura, bears the impress
of its genuine therapeutic character, the symptoms of
the so-called anti-psorics can only be accepted with
great doubts and reservations, and were even suspected
and partially rejected by Hahnemann himself; not to
mention the symptoms of latter provers, who, while
drinking all the while their toddies and. their coffee,
exclusively employ the higher attenuations in their
pretended experimentations, and whose endless symp-
tom-lists are not only useless in a therapeutic point of
view, but ridiculous and fantastic encumbrances of our
Materia Medica.
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HAHNEMANN'S MODE OF SELECTING A REMEDY.

The drug-symptoms with which the homoceopathic
physician is to cure the ailments of his patients, being
known, the question then occurs, how is he to proceed
in order to arrive at a knowledge of the remedy with
which a cure in a particular case is to be effected ?

To attain this end, the first duty of the physician is,
to take a record of all the perceptible symptoms of the
patient’s case. In his Organon, Sect. LXXXIIL to
Sect. CIV., Hahnemann gives full instructions concern-
ing the best mode of proceeding in this first step
towards a cure. They are so minute that they almost
seem pedantical. The list of the questions which the
physician is directed to put to the patient, extends
over several pages. It would seem, from this endless
interrogatory, that Hahnemann looks upon the patient
as a criminal who is anxious to conceal the crime of
which he is accused, and who is cross-questioned by
the examining magistrate in every possible manner
that cunning and ingenuity can devise for the purpose
of laying bare the guilt of the accused. Ishould think
that any patient who is able to go through such a
searching interrogatory as Hahnemann wishes to inflict
upon him, must have more nerve and composure than
are generally possessed by a sick man. To give the
reader an idea of the strictness and minuteness with
which the examination of the patient is to be con-
ducted, I will transcribe a single paragraph from
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among the whole number that Hahnemann has
devoted to this subject; it is Sect. LXXXIX. of the
Organon. “ How often have the bowels been evacua-
ted, and what was the nature of the discharges? Did
the whitish discharges consist of mucus or faeces?
Were they painful or otherwise? What was the pre-
cise nature of these pains, and in what part were they
felt? What did the patient throw up? Is the bad
taste in the mouth putrid, bitter, or acid, or what kind
of taste is it? Does he experience this taste before,
during, or after eating or drinking? At what part
of the day does he feel it in particular? What kind
of taste was connected with the eructation? Is the
urine turbid at first, or does it only become so after
standing a while? Of what color was it at the time
of emission? What was the color of the sediment?
Is there any peculiarity in the state of the patient
when he sleeps? Does he sigh, moan, speak or cry
out? Does he start in his sleep ? Does he move during
an inspiration or expiration ? Does he lie on his back
only, or on which side does he lay himself? Does he
cover himself up close, or does he throw off the bed-
covering? Does he wake easily, or does he sleep too
soundly? How does he feel on waking? How often
does this or that symptom occur, and on what occa-
sion? Is it when the patient is sitting up, lying down,
standing up, or when he is moving about? Does it
come on merely when he has been fasting, or at least
early in the morning, or simply in the evening, or
only after meals, or if at other times, when? When
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did the shivering come on? Was it merely a sensa-
tion of cold, or was he actually cold at the time ? In
what part of the body did the patient feel cold? Was -
his skin warm when he-complained of being cold?
Did he experience a sensation of cold without shiver-
ing? Did he feel heat without the face being flushed ?
What parts of his body were warm to the touch?
Did the patient complain of heat without his skin
being warm ? How long did the sensation of cold, or
that of heat, continue? When did the thirst come
on? During the cold or heat, or was it before or
after ? How intense was the thirst? What did the
patient ask for to drink?  When did the perspiration
come on? Was it at the commencement or at the
expiration of the heat? What space of time elapsed
between the heat and the perspiration? Was it when
sleeping or waking that it manifested itself? Was it
strong or otherwise? Was the perspiration hot or
cold 2 On what parts of the body did it break out?
How did it smell 2 What did the patient complain of
before or during the cold, during or after the heat,
during or after the perspiration, etc.” Does it not
seem as though many of these questions might be
dispensed with without injury to the patient? And,
if we consider that this long list of questions is scarcely
the fourth part of the whole interrogatory, does it not
seem as though this prolix mode of questioning were
tantamount to putting the patient on the rack? I
confess that, with all due deference to Hahnemann’s
experience, I cannot bend myself to his judgment in
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this mode of tracing out, as he terms it, an image of
the discase, and I consider every physician who deems
it necessary to institute such a diffuse examination of
his patient’s case, deficient cither in a sufficient amount
of natural talent or acquired information to be a com-
petent homoeopathic practitioner.

Knowing the symptoms of the disease, the physician
then applies himself to selecting a remedy from among
the whole number of the drugs whose effects upon the
healthy organism have been ascertained more or less
completely by a variety of provers. On this subject
the Organon likewise contains ample instructions which
the reader will find recorded in a series of paragraphs
from Sect. CL. to Sect. CCIL. A vast amount of
intensely logical, interesting and highly important
reasoning is embodied in these paragraphs; the treat-
ment of diseases characterised by striking symptoms,
or of such as are poorly provided with symptoms, or
exhibit only one or two local symptoms, is described
with a most praise-worthy foresicht and minuteness ;
and yet I feel compelled to demur to the philosophy
of Hahnemann’s reasoning in this business of curing,
but shall defer my objections to the second part of this
work which is intended as a systematic criticism on
what appears to me the objectionable features in the
mode which Hahnemann and some of his followers
have adopted, of explaining the homceopathic doc-
trines.

Enough has been said of these doctrines to make it
appear, that the homoeopathic method of treatment
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avoids all revulsions' or counter-irritations ; that the
homoeopathic remedial agent acts upon the disease in
a most direct manner, and overcomes it, not by the
influence of brute force, but by the superior attractive. '
ness of its inherent power, to which the disease yields
implicit and voluntary obedience. This being the
case, it is evidently of the utmost importance that the
inherent power of the drug should be presented to the
disease in a form that will enable the remedial agent
to exercise its curative influence in the safest, most
direct and most expeditious manner. The adaptation
of the crude drug to remedial purposes is one of the
“characteristic features of the homoeopathic healing art,
and deserves a passing notice in this place.

GENERAL METHOD OF PREPARING HOM@OPATHIC ATTENUATIONS.

Homoeopathic physicians use nearly the same medi-
cines that have been or are used in alloeopathic
practice. They avoid all artificial compounds, except
such as are of a purely chemical nature. In other
respects they prepare their tinctures and essences
pretty much in the same manner as alleeopathic
pharmaceutists are in the habit of doing. The original
tinctures are generally termed mother-tinctures in
homoeopathic practice. From these mother-tinctures
so-termed attenuations or potencies are derived in
accordance with the rules which Hahnemann lays
down with the most rigorcgus exactitude and minute-

!
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ness at the close of the first volume of his chronie
diseases. These attenuations are made with alcohol.
A drop of every succeeding attenuation contains the
one-hundredth part of a drop of the next preceding
one. Successive attenuations are obtained by mixing
one drop of any given attenuation with ninety-nine
drops of alcohol and agitating this mixture by means
of a series of powerful strokes of the hand that holds
the vial, upon some elastic cushion. Metals or mine-
rals, and various kinds of vegetable substances which,
in their original form, cannot be dissolved in alcohol
or water, are first triturated in a porcelain mortar,
with sugar of milk, in the proportion of one grain of
the original drug to ninety-nine grains of sugar of
milk, and it is only on making the fourth attenunation
that alcohol can be substituted for the sugar of milk.
The effect of these successive succussions and tritura-
tions, is supposed to be a progressive development and :
consequent increase of the inherent medicinal power
of the drug. In accordance with this fact, religiously
accepted as such by a majority of homceopathic physi-
cians, the peculiar mode which Hahnemann first
proposed of converting crude drugs into remedial
agents and adopting them to therapeutic purposes, has
been not inaptly termed “the potentization or dynami-

sation of drugs,” and the attenuations so obtained are

frequently termed ¢ potencies or dynamisations.”

This being a cardinal doctrine in homoeeopathy, it may
not be inappropriate to present some more extensive
developments concerning this interesting subject, and
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to throw out a few logical hints regarding the philoso-
phy and scientific character of a doctrine that has led
to many bitter discussions among homoeopathic physi-
cians themselves, and has cast on their practice an
immense , amount of ridicule, and in very many
instances, honest contempt.

ON DYNAMISATIONS, OR POTENCIES.

In a work of this kind it cannot be expected that
the arguments brought forward in support or con-
demnation of Hahnemann’s doctrine of potentisation
should be reproduced in their totality; all I have to
do, in order to fulfil my duty to the reader, is to state
what were Hahnemann’s opinions regarding this sub-
ject; for, as yet, the science of homeeopathy seems to
be confined to the limits and definitions which charac-
terised it during the earlier period of its existence.

According to Hahnemann, the curative virtue of ("
cohesion of its constituent particles in the manner(
prescribed by him, and very fully described in the first /

a drug is rendered more active by destroying the

volume of his Chronic Diseases. The inherent spirit

or principle of the medicinal agent is set free, as§
it were, by the process of succussion and trituration, (
and is made available for purposes of treatment by '
temporarily connecting it with some neutral body,
such as sugar of milk, alcohol or water. It wou1d7}
seem as though the curative influence or force

{
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detached itself more readily from such a neutral body
and acted more promptly upon the disease. This is
not to be understood as though the original molecules
of the drug were entirely deprived of their essential
medicinal properties; as I understand this doctrine
of Hahnemann, he simply means to affirm that this
power is in a great measure transmitted, as it were,
to the neutral vehicle, and, not being essentially or
inherently united with it as it originally was with the
crude drugs, it will act so much more readily upon the
disease to which it is inherently, that is, qualitatively
similar. With the best will I cannot see any thing
so very ridiculous in this doctrine, IF PROPERLY UNDER-
stoop, and the time may yet come when it will be
proven by experimental science, that Hahnemann
was right in priding himself upon this part of his
great work, with- the modesty which it behooves a
great reformer and man of genius to display in all
things and under any circumstances.

It is in this sense only, it seems to me, that
Hahnemann and most of his disciples believe that
the medicinal power which resides in a drug, is not
only developed, but actually rendered more intense,
intrinsically heightened by their peculiar mode of
preparing homoeopathic attenuations. Hahnemann
has termed this intrinsic increase or heightening of
the inherent power of a drug, by means of the
processes of trituration and succussion, ¢ potentisa-
tion or dynamization,” and the peculiar mode in
which he has recorded his opinions in regard to
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the development of the curative powers of a drug,
induced by those processes, has led to the belief, that
the longer those processes are continued through a
successive series of attenuations, the more powerful
becomes the preparation. I have frequently been
asked by patients who had heard or read something of
potentisation, potencies, and so forth, whether the use
of highly potentised drugs was not attended with
danger in particular cases. There is another erroneous
impression, which has been caused by the doctrine of
dynamization, and which might prove a serious obsta-
cle to the progress of homceopathy, if this science were
not founded in the providence of God, and must, there-
fore, eventually triumph over all opposition. It is
insinuated by the opponents of the homoeopathic prac-
tice, that homaeeopathic physicians use the most con-
centrated poisons, and that their medicines gradually
corrupt the body and establish a principle of decay
and putrefaction in the very marrow of the bones.
Alleopathic physicians of high repute and character
could be named, who make themselves guilty of such
gross misrepresentations. At one time it was asserted,
that homoeopathic physicians administered nothing
but sugar of milk, or water; this argument having
failed in crushing the homceopathic system, its unfair
opponents have shifted to the opposite tack, and repre-
sent homeeopathic preparations as the most dangerous
and concentrated poisons. The fault of these absurd
accusations and exaggerated statements regarding the
power of homceopathic medicines, rests, in a great
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measure with Hahnemann and some of his disciples,
for they have asserted, time and again, that homoeopa-
thic preparations could be made sufficiently powerful
to destroy the lives of the patients; and Hahnemann
mentions a case of whooping-cough, where the child
came near losing its life by the sixtieth attenuation or
potency of Drosera. But Hahnemann, with all his
transcendent genius, probably labored under the same
illusion with which so many physicians and laymen
are afflicted, namely, that the phenomena which make
their appearance after the exhibition of a medicine,
must necessarily result from its action upon the
patient’s organism. After the administration of Dro-
sera, in the above case, a violent paroxysm did most
certainly occur; but is it not more than probable that
this paroxysm was a natural development of the dis-
ease, and that it had no more to do with the action of
Drosera than with the sixtieth potency of any other
medicine?

A truly scientific conception of the therapeutic
character of a drug is perfectly consistent with the
idea that the medicinal power inherent in the crude
drug, is essentially increased by the mode of prepara-
tion employed by Hahnemann; in other words, that
the different potencies which are developed out of the
original substances, are in the same relation to each
other as the terms of a geometrical progression; but
if this be true, it does not, by any means justify the
conclusion, that if the power of the first term be
equivalent to two, that of the second term must be
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equivalent to four, that of the third to sixteen, apd
thus ad infinitum. The powers of the different poten-
cies which constitute a series, cannot be expressed
numerically, but, being of a purely dynamic character,
are in dynamic relations to each other, to which no
mathematical exponents can be affixed, and the respec-
tive value of which has to be determined by observa-
tion, and depends altogether upon the idiosyncratic
peculiarities, the disposition and receptivity of the
patient. In one case it may be proper to use the tinc-
ture of a medicine, whereas in another case, although
of a similar nature, a preparation of a far different
dynamic power may be required. The term “potency,”
as applied to the homoeopathic preparation, has there-
fore a relative meaning; it simply means that the
physician should use the medicine which seems to be
indicated in the case, in such quantity and form as cor-
responds as nearly as possible to the receptivity of the
patient’s organism, or more particularly his nerves.
For, it is, after all, through the nervous system that
all therapeutic action upon the disease has to be
effected. Taking this view of potency, and this is
the only true and scientific definition of the term, it
will be easily understood why a whole vialful of glo-
bules, moistened with the 30th attenuation of Aconite,
might have no effect on a patient, whereas one or two
drops of the tincture would perhaps produce a sensible
change in his condition.

Our patients frequently express thelr astonishment
at the absence of all evil consequences which they



72 DYNAMISATIONS, OR POTENCIES.

think should result from swallowing a quantity of
globules moistened with the higher preparations of
some particular medicine. Their faith in the efficacy
of homeeopathic medicines is seriously shaken in con-
sequence of this non-occurrence of some frightful
‘commotion. They are accustomed to see some effect
produced by medicine; they expect to be affected by
the medicine in some shape or other. A great many
will ask on receiving medicine from the doctor:
Doctor, what will this medicine do to me? How do
you intend it is to affect me? It is not always easy
to quiet such patients by evasive answers, or by
" merely telling them that the office of a remedial agent
is not to produce medicinal effects, but simply to cure
disease without inflicting any additional suffering. An
' intelligent person may perhaps be made to understand
¢ that disease being a dynamic state and the medicine
- being a dynamic power, the action of the latter is abso-
lutely and directly curative, an action of relief, and by
' no means intended to induce an artificial drug-disease,
» characterised by phenomena of disturbance of the
general functions of the organism. It is sometimes
very difficult to get along with inquisitive patients, and
it is impossible to indicate a general course of conduct
in regard to them. A physician who has acquired a
philosophical perception of his doctrine, and has devel-
oped it to his own understanding out of the inmost
depths of reason, will never be at a loss to answer the
most pointed and embarrassing questions put to him.
In the present state of the physical sciences, the
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safest position which homeeopathic physicians can
take in regard to their peculiar mode of preparing,
their medicines, is, to assert what no one can deny,
that the inherent medicinal power of the drug is
developed and rendered more active by breaking up
the cohesion of its molecules, and that the freedom
and directness with which the inherent power is
enabled to influence the disease, increase in propor-
tion to the completeness and accuracy with which the
breaking up of the material molecules is accomplished.
Latterly, this breaking up has been carried to a very !
high degree, and has given origin to what is termed the |
high potencieé. Theoretically, it would seem as though
“the breaking up of the constituent particles of the drug,
might be continued to an unlimited extent; but is this
possible practically? This possibility is beyond the
reach of physical demonstration. We do not know
at all, whether any thing of the substance or spirit of
Arsenic is present in the 8000th potency; we can only
know this by the nicest observations at the sick-bed,
and it must, therefore, be admitted, that the cures
which are recorded as having been effected with the
high potencies, should be received with great caution.
We can prove, by the most indubitable evidence,
that the power of a drug is developed by breaking up ?
its constituent particles. We know that a whole§
4
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onion, for instance, has scarcely any effect upon the
senses, whereas the emanations which arise from a
comminuted onion, have a most irritating effect upon
the eyes and the Schneiderian membrane. It is the
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{ same with pepper, mustard, and a variety of other
2substances whose internal properties and powers
remain hidden as long as the cohesion of the con-
éstituent particles is not destroyed. In breaking up
" these particles for the purpose of developing the inhe-
{ rent powers of the drug, it is of the utmost importance
" to observe certain precautions. Nothing should get
lost during the process of trituration. An onion, for
instance, could not be triturated without the escape
of alarge quantity of active power which might be of
great therapeutic value. Substances containing much
volatile or aromal matter, such as onion, coffee, pepper,
&c., should be immersed in dilute alcohol whilg the
breaking up of their particles is being accomplished.
The propriety of potentising such substances beyond
{ certain limits, may justly be doubted. Are not the
garomal emanations arising from their comminuted
particles, the necessary vehicles of the medicinal
épowers with which those substances are endowed?
Is this aromal principle developed by the process of
? potentisation, or is it not rather diminished by it, and
is it not finally altogether destroyed ? In respect to
i these points the minds of many practitioners are in a
y state of doubt, and until these doubts, which appear
to me perfectly legitimate, can be cleared by the
ievidence of experimental demonstration, it might be
" well to use the recent tinctures and lower triturations
of all such substances as are endowed with a consider-
able quantity of volatile aromal matter.

The thing is different with regard to those drugs
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that contain little or no volatile or aromal matter,
whose particles cohere very firmly. These may have
to go through a successive series of triturations before
their particles are thoroughly broken up and the medi-
cinal power which they contain, is fully developed.
Arsenic, for instance, in its crude state, is a powerful
poison, but of very little use in the treatment of
disease. By breaking up the original particles, the
chemical or poisonous powers of the drug are dimin-
ished, and adapted to therapeutic purposes. In

A\AMMM

proportion as a medicinal substance. s, in its_ crude
state, endowed with powerful poisonous properties, it
admlts of a hwher degree of potentisation for the de-
termination of its curative powers. The same remark
agp_h-es to medicinal agents which, in their crude state,

are more or less inert. Such agents_are, for instance,
lyg(;podmm, silex x, carbg, etc.

“Dr. Stremtz of Germany, has instituted microscopi-
cal observations with several triturations of lycopo-
dium, and found that, in one case, where the
trituration had been prepared by an allceopathic
pharmaceutist, all the seeds were left entire; in
another case the largest number of the seeds was. left
unbroken ; and in a few cases only were all the seeds
properly crushed. He says furthermore that, if a
portion of the first trituration be mixed with water,
the crystals of the sugar of milk will dissolve, and the
fragments of the crushed lycopodium remain behind
in a state of integrity, consisting of small portions of
the perisperm, of irregular portions of seed, and a
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large quantity of very small drops of oil. The same
ingredients are discovered in the second and third
triturations, except that these particles are smaller
and less numerous.

The theory of potentisation, as laid down by
Hahnemann, has been a thing of gradual growth.
One of the first causes which led to the potentising
process, is the peculiar view which Hahnemann took
of the modus operandi of remedial agents administered
agreeably to the law ¢similia similibus curantur.”
According to Hahnemann the homoeopathic agent sets
up a dynamic action in the organism, similar to, but
more powerful than, the natural disease, which is
easily overcome by its antagonist. The natural dis-
ease being overcome, the action of the homceopathic
agent ceases without occasioning any further artificial
disturbance of the organism.

Hahnemann supposed, from theory much more than
from actual observation, that there was danger of
increasing the violence of the natural disease, if a
similar pathological state should be superadded to it
by the homoeopathic agent. And being furthermore
" impressed with the conviction, that disease was a
dynamic or spiritual state, and has therefore to be
acted upon dynamically by a substance, which, by
means of adequate manipulations, had been trans-
formed as nearly as possible into a spiritual power, he
could not fail in proposing the mode of preparation he
adopted, as the most adequate to accomplish the
spiritualising process” which he considered absolutely
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necessary in order to raise the crude drug to the rank
of a true therapeutic agent. Hahnemann reasoned,
as a matter of course, that, if the homoeopathic agent
were given in too large a dose, the natural disease
would be increased by it; and the only way in which
the dose could be reduced to a proper size, was the
mode which the great reformer adopted, of aftenuating
as he then termed it, the original medicine. This
method of attenuating drugs, was altogether a novel
proceeding, unknown before Halmemann, and must
have seized upon his mind with all the force of a
magic spell. The law of cure had been known before
him in isolated cases, but it had been thrown away as
a child would ignorantly throw away a precious jewel ;
he presented the law as an universal principle, and
applied it as such to the treatment of disease; but the
process of attenuation was his own invention, his
property as it were, and must, therefore, have filled
his mind with more than ordinary interest, perhaps
beyond the bounds of impartial reason. Not that
Hahnemann was vain; I take it upon myself to
absolve him from all accusations of vanity; but
Hahnemann was a man, a fallible man, and driven
onward by the bugbear of medicinal aggravations,
may have seen fit to continue the attenuating process
in many instances further than there was any

necessity for. He may likewise have been desirous
of ascertaining the degree up to which the sick
organism remained susceptible to the action of a
homeeopathic agent, and finding that, in some
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instances at least, this susceptibility had scarcely any
limits, he may have concluded with a generous
rashness, that it was best, under all circumstances,
to attenuate or potentise medicines to a very high
degree hefore using them in practice. It behoowes
us to identify our minds as much as possible with
the circumstances under which Hahnemann developed
his doctrines; this will enable us to construct them
for ourselves independently of the bend of the
master’s mind, to separate the wheat from the chaff,
and, having proved all things, to keep that which is
good. After these few critical remarks concerning
the dynamization of drugs, we may safely admit,

1. That the inherent power of a drug is developed
by breaking up its component particles ;

2. That this breaking up can, in the case of a
number of drugs, be carried to a very high degree;

3. That, in many cases, it requires a considerable
number of successive developments of power as
pointed out by Hahnemann, to obtain a preparation
which shall adequately correspond to the suscepti-
bilities of the patient’s organism and to the quality
of the disease, and effect a safe and speedy cure ;

4. That the term ¢ potency” should only be used
qualitatively, as expressive of the curative adaptation

of a certain remedial agent to a given cure of disease
in a given organism.
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GENERAL PRINCIPLES INVOLVED IN THE USE OF HOMEOPATHIC
PREPARATIONS.

Having explained the doctrine of potentisation,
various questions of interest now present themselves
to the mind. What potencies or attenuations should
be principally used in the treatment of disease? In
what form should the medicine be administered to
the patient ? What should be the size of the dose?
How often should the dose be repeated ? Is it
proper to administer mote than one medicine at a
time ? Let us review these various subjects in the
order in which they are here presented.

I Wihut potencies or attenuations should be principally nsed ?

Elsewhere I have alluded to this subject in the
following language :—

“ For convenience sake, let us divide the whole
series of potencies now in use, into four classes:
lower, middle, higher and highest potencies. The
lower potencies range from the mother-tinctures to
the sixth attenuation ; the middle potencies from
the sixth to the thirtieth; the higher potencies from
the thirtieth to the two-hundredth ; and the highest
potencies to any attenuation above that grade.
All these different potencies are used by their
respective adherents, and proclaimed by them as
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the best and most useful, or rather only useful
preparations. The student of medicine should not
allow himself to be beguiled into a passive adherence
to any one of these exclusive preferences. His duty
and the interests of the sick require that he should
acquaint himself with the different views now
existing in the homceopathic ranks, relative to the
doses which should be used in particular cases;
that he should subject these views to a close and
impartial investigation, adopt such of them as agree
with his judgment, and reduce them to practice
with caution and discrimination. The student of
homoeopathy should scorn to swear by the words of
his master. If this blind allegiance should be
required of him the master would render himself
liable to the suspicion of charlatanism or unen-
lightened intolerance; and, on the other hand, the
student who submits to this species of despotism,
is entirely unfit to practice the sacred act of healing,
The series of potencies is like the gamut in music.
A skilful artist may indeed construct a harmony
with the various vibrations of the same chord ; but
what a much more beautiful and perfect harmony
he might construct by a proper combination of all
the sounds that can be elicited from all the chords
of his instm{ment! This is likewise true in regard
to the various attenuations of a homoeopathic
remedial agent. Either of the four classes into
which T have divided the whole series of potencies,
may be sufficient, in the hands of an able practi-
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tioner, to heal the sick; but the cure will most
assuredly be effected more promptly, and will be
more thorough and permanent, by selecting from
the whole series whatever attenuations may seem,
in his independent judgment, to be suitable to the
case, than by confining himself, from prejudice or
habit, to one or two attenuations in preference to
any other. Hahnemann, in his latter years, confined
himself exclusively to the thirtieth or some higher
potency. If this be true, it by no means follows
that his example should be imitated. Hahnemann
treated almost exclusively chronic diseases, and it
is possible and even probable that in all such
diseases the higher attenuations may have been
sufficient.

IL ¥n fhat form or mode should the medicine be administered
to the patient ?

Homoeopathic medicines may be administered in
various forms to suit the requirements of the case
and the taste of the patient. They may be
administered in the shape of saccharine globules
impregnated with the medicine, in water, powder-
form, by olfaction and likewise endermatically. The
globules, may either be given dry on the tongue or
dissolved in water. A very common mode of
administering the medicine, is to dissolve a few

globules, or one or more drops of the tincture or
6
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alcoholic attenuation in a tumblerful of water, and
to give this preparation in tablespoon or teaspoonful
doses. If administered by olfaction, the medicinal
emanations should be sufficiently powerful to make
an impression upon the Schneiderian membrane.
Hahnemann, as a general rule, condemmned the
endermatic use of medicines. We should distinguish,
however, betwecen revulsive or counter-irritating
medicines and homceopathic specifics.  Counter-
irritating medicines may have ‘a tendency to suppress
the cutaneous disease if applied externally; but
there is every reason to believe that homoeopathic
specifics, may and ought, under certain circumstances,
to be used endermatically for the purpose of pro-
moting the cure. In syphilis, sycosis, and in a
variety of psoric eruptions and nervous affections, the
specific medicine may be safely employed externally
to the great advantage of the patient. From the first,
Hahnemann allowed the external use of Arnica in
contusions and Thuya in sycosis. In the second
edition of his anti-psoric remedies he has extended
the privilege of using the remedy externally to every
other medicinal substance, provided the medicine,
instead of being applied directly to the diseased spot,
is only applied to such portions of the skin as are
free from the eruption. But why should not remedies,
if applied directly to the diseased spot, act more
speedily than in this round-about way? If it be at
all true that, under certain circumstances, the remedies
should be applied externally, then it must be true,
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a fortiori, that their curative influence is perceived
the more speedily and thoroughly, the more directly
they are applied to the diseased spot. The whole
question, therefore, turns on this single point. Is
it at all proper that remedies should be applied
externally ? This question might be answered by
another question: Why should not remedies, under
certain circumstances, act from without inwards just
as well as from within outwards, or even more
expeditiously and thoroughly ? The inmost vital
process is undoubtedly carried on from within out-
wards ; but the vital forces are likewise affected by
external influences, either pleasantly or unpleasantly.
These external influences stimulate the vital forces
into action ; without them life would become extinct,
and why should not a medicinal substance be, in
certain conditions of the organism, the most appro-
priate stimulus for its harmonious activity, or rather
for the restoration of that harmony? The precise
mode of applying remedies externally in given cases,
is both the business of theory and observation, and
it is the office of therapeutic manuals to enlighten
the student of homoeopathy on this head.

IIT. @he sise of the dose.

The size of the dose has been a bone of contention
among homoeopathic physicians ever since the science
of homaeopathy was first announced by its illustrious
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discoverer. And it cannot be said that the discussion
has been conducted with Christian forbearance. The
persecutions to which homoeopathic physicians had
been subject on the part of their opponents, so far
from teaching them charity towards each other in
mere matters of opinion or unsettled experience, seem,
on the contrary, to have fired them on to bitter
denunciations, and to have kindled a spirit of
intolerant exclusivism and unjust derision. It seems
to me that the size of the dose depends principally
upon the following points :

1. The intensity of the disease;

2. The degree of willingness manifested by the sick
organism to receive the medicinal impression ; and

3. The degree of medicinal power inherent in the
remedial agent.

Starting from 'these conditions I generally prefer
the lower attenuations

1. In all acute fevers with local inflammation or
congestion ;

2. In all acute intermittent fevers and all acute
intermittent diseases, such as fever and ague, inflam-
matory neuralgia, etc. ;

3. In all chronic diseases that have a tendency to
terminate in disorganization of the tissues, such as
syphilis, tuberculous and scrofulous swellings, etec. ;

4. In nervous diseases which readily terminate in
the destruction of parts, or in a permanent functional
derangement of the part affected, such as the various
forms of acute mnervous irritation, spinal irritation,
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seated or shifting congestions, spasms, convulsions,
apoplexy, etc. ;

5. In actual disorganizations, suppurations, ulcera-
tions, such as blennorrhcea of the lungs, uterus,
vagina; phagedenic ulcers, schirrus, hypertrophy of
organs, etc.

As a general rule it is safe to employ the lower
attenuations in these diseases. I say, as a general
rule ; for, in a number of cases of these very diseases,
the middle or higher attenuations may be more
conducive to a speedy and permanent cure. Physi-
cians who practice in the same families from year to
year, enjoy great advantages over the beginning
practitioner as respects the dose which should be
prescribed under certain circumstances. They are
afforded frequent opportunities of studying the con-
stitution of their patients, and the character of the
diseases to which the members of the family are most
liable, and hence they are better able to judge both
the size of the dose and the medicine which is best
calculated to make a curative impression upon the
disease. The beginning practitioner, being deprived
of these advantages of steady observation, has to steer
his course in respect to doses with great caution. It
being the legitimate right of every practitioner to
deduce rules of practice from the clinical observations
he is enabled to make, the student of homceopathy
must expect to find a good deal of speculative
reasoning mixed up with sound practical teaching,
and to see one class of practitioners attack the state-
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ments of another class, in many cases with a good
deal of bitterness of feeling. What is the student
of homceopathy to do in the presence of these
apparently perplexing circumstances, these contra-
dictory statements and inferences? To the honest
and intelligent student there is but one way left,
and this is, to hear every side, to listen to every
opinion, and then to judge for himself and pursue a
perfectly independent course.

The use of the middle and higher attenuations is
principally confined to ]

1. Acute fevers without local inflammation or con-
gestion ;

2. Purely nervous affections of a non-inflammatory
character ;

3. Various forms of hysteria and hypochondria
without any apparent tendency to disorganization ;

4. Acute affections which had been treated alloeo-
pathically by repeated depletions or violent revulsive
means ;

5. Chronic diseases generally, without tendency to
disorganization.

These rules, though perhaps generally true, likewise
admit of many exceptions. Tumors, gangrenous
disorganizations, caries of bones, have disappeared
under the use of the higher potencies. Syphilis has
been cured with the higher as well as with the lower
attenuations. Many cases of hysteria, where the
higher preparations proved ineffectual, have yielded
to the lower attenuations of the.same drug. On
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the other hand, many cases of congestion or local
inflammation have been much more successfully
treated with the higher than with the lower poten-
cies. And again, in many cases of acute as well as
chronic disorders, the higher or lower attenuations
are used indiscriminately with a like success.

The /ighest potencies are used by some practitioners
in preference to any other. It cannot be denied that
they have effected cures, but, on the other hand, it
is admitted by all candid and philosophical practi-
tioners that an exclusive adherence to the highest §
potencies is infinitely more destructive of the benefits ;
of homoeeopathic treatment than an exclusive prefer-
ence of the Jower attenuations. My own experience
leads me to doubt the efficacy of the highest potencies
in chronic miasmatic diseases, in disorganizations,
acute epidemic diseases, such as small-pox, scarlatina,
cholera, and in acute fevers with local congestions
or inflammations. Nevertheless, even in such affec-
tions, the highest potencies of some drugs may act
with an astonishing promptitude and permanent
success. As regards the general fact that cures have
been effected with the highest potencies, it seems
to me undeniable. I assert most positively that I
have succeeded in effecting some brilliant cures by
means of them. I have cured a case of chronic
gastritis characterised by a sense of fulness at the
pit of the stomach, bloating of the abdomen, loss of
appetite, foul taste in the mouth, and a thickly
coated tongue which the patient himself could not
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behold without disgust, with the two-hundredth
potency of Aconite. A case of angor mnocturnus,
which attacked the patient every night, and was
accompanied with excessive vomiting of a whitish
mucus, yielded at once to two globules of the two-
hundredth potency of Ipecacuanha. A case of
nervous nausea which made its appearance after the
cessation of an habitual buzzing in the left ear
brought on by suddenly whispering some distressing
news into the patient’s ear, was removed on the spot
by a single globule of the three-hundredth potency
of Aconite. A case of habitual inveterate constipa-
tion, depending upon an irritation of the lower
portion of the spinal chord, and which had been
treated with cathartic medicines for more than a
year past, yielded most promptly to a globule of the
two-thousandth potency of Sulphur, dissolved in half
a tumblerful of water. After having taken a table-
spoonful of this solution, a diarrheea accompanied
with a general sensation of ease, sound nightly rest,
and an increase of appetite, set in, and lasted uninter-
ruptedly for about a week, at the rate of four or
five discharges a day; after this period it stopped,
and, since then, the bowels have been regular to the
best of my knowledge. In a case of a most malig-
nant impetigo serpiginosa of the face, and gradually
spreading over the neck and arms with a rapidity
that seemed truly frightful, two globules of the three-
hundredth potency of Arsenic effected a perfect cure
in three days. A number of careful and unprejudiced
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observers have reported cures with the highest
potencies ; it is doubtful, however, whether lower
attenuations would not have been just as effectual
as the former; at any rate, the endeavor to make
them the normal doses in homoeeopathic practice,
seems to me a rash and reprehensible undertaking.

There are practitioners who would fain make their
patients believe, that the highest potencies constitute
a species of homocopathy of a higher order. This
is all fudge and flummery. The truth is that, in |
many respects, the highest potencies constitute one
of the delusions of modern practice.

This is an appropriate opportunity of alluding to
an erroneous impression that prevails among a certain
portion of the public, namely : that the smallness of
a dose constitutes its homoeopathicity to a given
case of disease. It has been shown in the foregoing ¢
pages that a medicine is only homceopathic to a
disease when it is capable of reproducing, in the
healthy organism, a disturbance that shall correspond
in all its essential features and phenomena to the
natural disease. The size of the dose does not affect
the principle, but the principle determines more or
less the size of the dose. It stands to reason that 7
a homoeeopathic agent which is not given for the
purpose of causing a revulsion in the system, but
which acts directly upon the disease, in no other
way than by gradually removing it and substituting
in its stead a state of health, should be administered
in a much smaller quantity than an alloeopathic dose
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of medicine which is professedly given for revulsive
ends. In regard to the size of the dose, homoeopathic
physicians sometimes resort to a disingenuous mode
of reasoning. To their allecopathic opponents they
say that the size of the dose has nothing to do with
the homceopathic law, and that an infinitesimal
dose of an alleeopathically-administered mercurial
preparation would not be any more a homoeopathic
dose than a hundred grains of the crude drug. And
yet, the very men who employ this sort of argumenta-
tion, will turn round against such of their brethren
as habitually use the lower attenuations or give
larger quantities of medicine than themselves, and
will endeavor to discredit them with the homceopathic
public on the plea that they are no homceopathic
physicians. They would fain make the world believe
that they are Hahnemann’s on a small scale; but
they are not far above the followers of another great
man, Wallenstein, of whom the corporal in Schiller’s
magnificent drama of that name, thus speaks to a
recent recruit: ¢ They walk, and spit, and clear
their throats as he does, but the spirit, the mind
are wanting.”

It seems scarcely necessary to remark that, what-
ever dose may be employed in the treatment of
disease, it should always be given within strictly
conservative limits. The tincture of Nux Vomica
affects the organism more powerfully than that of
Euphrasia, and, all things being equal, should be
given in smaller quantities than the latter; so
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should Arsenic be given in smaller quantities than
Calcarea. This, however, only applies to the lowest
preparations; in the higher attenuations the poisonous
powers of the drugs disappear so completely, that all
differences in the material size of the doses, depend
exclusively upon the curative relation of the medi-
cine to the disease. We will here remark in passing
that one or two drops of the liquid attenuations, or
even one half, fourth or sixteenth part of a drop;
a few globules, or a grain or half a grain of the
trituration, constitute the size of a dose.

IV. Lepetition of the Dose.

Little need be said on this subject. In the earlier
period of his practice, Hahnemann was in the habit of
administering one dose only, and watching its effects
for days, weeks, and even months, until the action of
the drug seemed completely exhausted. More recently
this course has been abandoned by most homoeopathic
physicians, and the medicines are given more fre-
quently; a dose of the lower preparations may be
repeated from every five or ten minutes, according to
the requirements of the case, or the receptivity of the
patient’s organism, to every hour, or every two, three,
four, six or twelve hours; the higher preparations
should be repeated less frequently, every day, every
two or three days, or should even be given once a week
only. In the previous chapter, the cases where the
lower and higher attenuations are to be used respec-
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tively, have been indicated. It is needless to repeat
here what has been fully stated elsewhere.

This is. a suitable opportunity of warning the
student and the beginning practitioner of homeeo-
pathy against an error which is but too frequently
committed by homoeopathic physicians. I allude, not
to the too frequent repetition of the same medicine,
but to the unnecessary change of medicines in treat-
ing a case. There are practitioners who use ten,
fifteen different medicines in a case where an intel-
ligent physician, one who is thoroughly acquainted
with his Materia Medica, would effect a cure in a
much easier and more expeditious way by means of
one or two remedies. This kind of treatment is either
the result of ignorance or of a want of confidence in
the efficacy of our remedies. There are diseases where
it is necessary to employ different remedies, but there
is scarcely a disease, even the higher forms of typhus,
which cannot be effectually controlled by at most three
or four remedies. In many diseases, where the books
advise the use of several remedies, a single remedy is
frequently sufficient to a cure. Thus, in regard to
inflammatory diseases, with or without local inflam-
mations, we are advised to commence the treatment
with Aconite, and to change this medicine for Bryonia,
Belladonna, or some other remedy, as soon as the
synocha has been transformed into a simple erethic
fever. This is all wrong. If a medicine has produced
a decided improvement in the symptoms; that is, if the
symptoms remain the same, but are less intense, or if
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only some of them have disappeared, and the others
remain with the same degree of intensity: the original
medicine which caused this modification of the primi-
tive group, should be continued for this reason, that
such a modification of the original disease is not an
evolution of a new group of symptoms, but simply a
quantitative reduction of the former symptoms. Let
us suppose a case of inflammatory rheumatism with a
full and bounding pulse, high fever, pains in the joints
and bones, swelling and inflammation of the joints or
muscles. Of course, we should prescribe Aconite; and,
after using three or four doses of this medicine, we will
suppose that the fever has not only abated, but has
been entirely subdued, the pains in the bones are less,
and the inflammation is considerably reduced. This
change in the symptoms does not constitute a new
group requiring a different remedy; on the contrary,
the same remedy is still indicated, and, if continued,
perhaps in reduced quantity and at longer intervals,
the remaining symptoms will speedily disappear. As
a general rule, the books do not distinguish between a
reduction of the original disease to a lesser degree of
intensity, and the evolution of a new or different
group of symptoms, constituting a different phasis
or stage of the original disease, and requiring a dif-
ferent treatment. In the higher forms of typhus, for
instance, groups of symptoms will sometimes develope
themselves in a series which are qualitatively, not
quantitatively, distinct from each other, and which,
therefore, require to be treated with different remedies.
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As there is a reduction of the original symptoms to a
lesser degree of intensity, so there may be an increase
of these symptoms to a higher degree of intensity
requiring a change in the dose, not the medicine.
Supposing a patient had undergone allceopathic
treatment for phlegmonous inflammation, or for such
a species of inflammation as we would prescribe
Aconite for in our practice, Aconite would still be
indicated as corresponding with the original disease.
The apparent change which this treatment might
have effected in the symptoms, would not constitute
a new group pathologically distinct from the original
group ; it would simply be the original disease elevated
to a higher, or depressed to a lower degree of intensity,

, but absolutely identical in a pathological point of view

with the former condition, and only quantitatively dif-
ferent from it.

It is of the utmost importance that the student of
homoeopathy should have these facts impressed upon
his mind. An incredible amount of injury is inflicted
upon the sick by the random sort of prescribing that
a great many practitioners resort to, and which, if
universally practised, would be a death-blow to our
art, and a disgrace to our profession.
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V. On the alternate use of Fledicines.

Homoeopathic physicians do not combine any of
their medicines into one, although they sometimes
give two medicines in alternation, at suitable intervals.

Physicians who treat disease in accordance with
proper principles, and with a full knowledge of the
nature of the symptoms, will scarcely ever deem it
necessary to prescribe two different remedies at one
and the same time. The custom of alternating two
different remedies, has had its origin in a one-sided
view of the nature of disease. If the symptoms of a
disease were viewed as they ought to be, and as
Hahnemann viewed them, (see Sect. 11, 14 and 15 of
the Organon,) namely, as the phenomenal manifesta-
tions“of an internal state, and if their pathological
connection and dependance upon each other were
properly known, it would most probably never be
necessary to prescribe two remedies at the same time.
It is only when symptoms are viewed superficially,
without reference to their internal unity, that it seems
as though they were disconnected, and required more
than one remedy at a time. The common method
of selecting a remedy consists in taking a record of
the symptoms according to a certain plan, and then
selecting from among the remedies that constitute
our Materia Medica, one that has as nearly as pos-
sible the same symptoms, and, if one remedy do not
suffice, physicians will select another one besides, in
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order to be sure that the symptoms of the disease are,
as they term it, “ covered” by the remedies. This mode
of selecting a remedy, refers exclusively to the subjec-
tive symptoms, or the individual sensations of pain
which are experienced by the patient; it does not
take cognisance of the pathological state, of which
these subjective sensations of pain are the mere
external characteristics.

Cases may, perhaps, arise where the alternate use
of two different medicines may be desirable ; but these
cases are few, just as few as the cases of two different
diseases co-existing in the organism with all their
characteristic symptoms distinctly and unmistakeably
developed to the observing understanding. If we con-
sider that every drug corresponds to a distinct patholo-
gical state, essentially differing from any other, we can
only logically resort to the alternate use of two dif-
ferent medicines on condition that we should have to
act upon two distinct pathological states, existing at
one and the same time in the same organism. It has
been abundantly shown in previous paragraphs, that
such a combination is of very rare occurrence, and
that the necessity for the alternate use of two dif-
ferent medicines can, therefore, only present itself as
an exceptional mode of practice. The books present
a great display of remedies that may be used in
alternation, or in a certain order of succession. Such
doctrines are generally a tissue of flimsy sophisms.
The selection of a remedy under any circumstances
depends upon the actually existing morbid state. In
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so far as it is positively known that certain morbid
states succeed each other as invariably as night and
day, the remedies which correspond to these states,
likewise succeed each other with the same order and
regularity. This point can only be settled by positive
experience, not by speculative theory.

APPLICATION OF THESE GENERAL DOCTRINES TO THE TREATMENT
OF DISEASE, AS TAUGHT BY HAHNEMANN.

The doctrines which have been developed so far,
constitute the leading features of homoeeopathy. The
application of these general principles to the treatment
of disease is minutely taught in the Organon and in
the first volume of the Chronic Diseases. The prac-
tical doctrines which the student of homoeeopathy will
find expounded in these writings, refer to the following
subjects :—

1. Treatment of acute and chronic diseases, including
acute, epidemic and sporadic miasms.

2. Treatment of intermittent and alternating diseases.

3. Treatment of, typical intermittent diseases.

4. Treatment of intermittent fevers.

5. Treatment of mental diseases.

6. Application of animal magnetism to the treatment
of disease. :

7. Regimen to be pursued by those who are under
homeeopathic treatment.

Those who are anxious to become acquainted with
7
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Hahnemann’s particular doctrines concerning these
various subjects, are referred to the Organon, sections
72, 73, 74, 77,78, 82, 84,100, 204, 210, 231, 233, 235,
259, 262, and 293. In comparing the rules which
Hahnemann here lays down for the treatment of the
above mentioned classes of diseases, with the method
of treatment which now prevails among homoeopathic
practitioners, it will be found that Hahnemann’s sug-
gestions and positive teachings are deviated from in
almost every particular. And yet, to the attentive
reader these teachings will appear full of wisdom, and
characterized by a deep love and reverence for the
Creator’s masterpiece, the human organism. How
anxiously Hahnemann avoids any interference, by the
violent action of drugs, with the marvellous opera-
tions of its divine mechanism! With what deep and
religious devotion he betakes himself to the task of
dicovering the precise wants of the sick, and applying
such remedies as by their prompt and pleasant action,
will win the willing confidence of the patient! Under
Hahnemann’s guidance, the remedial agent indeed
becomes a gentle friend, a loving restorer of health,
and, for the first time since the creation of man, the
healing art has been true to its high and noble mis-
sion, and, instead of wiflicting pain, has kindly and
permanently relieved it.

An elaborate statement of Hahnemann’s original
rules of practice could not be furnished without tran-
scribing them in their totality. The principal features
of these rules are—
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1. The smallness of the dose, generally one or two
globules of the thirtieth potency.

2. Careful avoidance of unnecessary repetitions of
the dose; after having given the first dose, the
physician is not to give a second one, until he has
convinced himself by the most careful observation
that one dose is not sufficient to make an impression
upon the disease, and that the same medicine is still
indicated by the symptoms.

3. No change of medicine unless required by a
change in the perceptible symptoms of the disease.

4. Administration of the remedy by olfaction in a
large number of cases.

9. Strict adherence to the diet recommended by
Hahnemann.

6. Administration of only one simple medicine at a
time. Hahnemann was decidedly hostile to all com-
pounding of drugs, and to the alternate use of two
or more drugs, which is almost constantly indulged in
even by the strictest purists, and which can only be
entirely avoided by those who believe in the specific
relation of medicines to diseases. In section 272 of
the Organon, Hahnemann uses this emphatic language
in reference to this matter: “In no instance is it
requisite to employ more than one simple medicine at
a time.” And in a note to this paragraph he records
his opposition to the horrible abuse which threatened
to break in upon the Homceopathic School, even
during his lifetime, in the following words, the mean-
ing of which must seem perfectly clear and unmis-
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takeable to every unprejudiced follower of the great
teacher. ¢ Experiments have been made by some
homoeopathists in cases where, imagining that one
part of the symptoms of a disease required one
remedy, and that another remedy was more suitable
to another part, they have given both remedies at the
same time, or nearly so; but I earnestly caution all
my adherents against such a hazardous practice,
which never will be necessary, though, in some
instances, it may appear serviceable.”

These wise teachings are disregarded by modern
homceopaths, some of whom regularly prescribe three
and even four medicines at a time in almost every
case of sickness. Such practices would gradually lead
us back to the worst abuses of polypharmacy, if the
seed that Hahnemann has sown, were not endowed
with the imperishable vitality of eternal truth, and
were not destined to grow up to a tree of life,
freighted with the blessings of a regenerated race.

N

HAHNEMANN’S VIEW OF ACUTE AND CHRONIC DISEASES.

One of the peculiar features of Hahnemann’s doc-
trines is his view of acute and chronic diseases, of
which it seems appropriate to furnish a brief synopsis
in this place.

Section 72, of the Organon, Hahnemann teaches
that, “the diseases of mankind resolve themselves
into two classes. The first are rapid operations of the
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vital power departed from its natural condition, which
terminate in a shorter or longer period of time, but
are always of moderate duration. These are called
acute diseases. The others, which are less distinct,
and often almost imperceptible on their first appear-
ance, seize upon the organism, each according to its
own peculiar manner, and, by degrees, remove it so
far from a state of health, that the vital power is only
able to offer a fruitless resistance, and is compelled to
allow these diseases to grow until, in the end, they
destroy the organism. This second class of diseases
is known by the appellation of chronic diseases; they
are produced by infection from a chronic miasm.”
Hahnemann classes acute diseases under two dis-
tinct heads. The first constitutes isolated cases of
sickness, and arises from some pernicious cause to
which patients have been exposed, such as excess in
eating or drinking, starvation, violent physical influ-
ences, cold, heat, fatigue, etc., or violent emotions.
The second kind arises from meteoric or telluric
influences; it develops itself in a number of indi-
viduals at one and the same time, in different locali-
ties, and is, on that account, termed sporadic.
Sporadic diseases are termed epidemic, when they
become contagious by acting upon close and compact
masses of human beings. War, inundations, and
famine, frequently give rise to these diseases, but
they may likewise result from acute miasms, which
always reappear under the 'same form; some of them
attacking man only once in his life-time, such as small-
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pox, measles, whooping-cough, the scarlet fever of
Sydenham, mumps, etc.; whereas others may attack
repeatedly, such as the plague, yellow-fever, Asiatic
cholera, etc.

All chronic diseases, which properly claim this
appellation, arise from three miasms, psora, syphilis,
and sycosis. The characteristic sign of the syphilitic
miasm is the chancre, and that of the sycosic miasm a
cauliflower-shaped excrescence. The psoric miasm is
the most inveterate and most universal of all chronic
miasms. “ It is not,” says Hahnemann, in Sect. 80 of
the Organon, “until the whole organism is infected,
that psora declares its huge internal chronic miasm by
a cutaneous eruption (sometimes consisting only in a
few pimples) that is peculiar to it, and accompanied
by an insupportable titillation, a voluptuous itching,
and a specific odor. This psora is the sole, true and
fundamental cause that produces all the other count-
less forms of disease which, under the names of
nervous debility, hysteria, hemicrania, hypochondri-
asis, insanity, melancholia, idiocy, madness, epilepsy,
and spasms of all kinds, softening of the bones, or
rickets, scoliasis and cyphosis, caries, cancer, fungus
haemotodes, disorganizations and adventitious growths
of all kinds, gravel, gout, piles, jaundice and cyanosis
dropsy, amenorrhoea, gastrorrhagia, epistaxis, haemop-
tysis, heematuria, metrorrhagia, asthma, phthisis, impo-
tence and sterility, deafness, cataract and amaurosis,
paralysis, loss of sense, pains of every kind, etc.,
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appear in our pathology as so many peculiar, distinct
and independent diseases.”

“The progress of this ancient miasm through mil-
lions of organisms, in the course of hundreds of
generations, and the extraordinary degree of develop-
ment which it has by these means acquired, explains,
to a certain extent, why, at the present time, it
appears under so many different forms, especially if
we contemplate the multiplicity of circumstances that
usually contribute to this great diversity of chronic
affections, (secondary symptoms of psora,) besides the
infinite variety of their individual constitution. It is,
therefore, not surprising, that such different organisms,
penetrated by the psoric miasm, and exposed to so
many hurtful influences, external and internal, which
often act upon them in a permanent manner, should
also present such an incalculable number of diseases,
changes and sufferings, as those which have, till the
present time, been cited by pathologists as so many
distinet diseases, which are described by them under
a variety of particular names.”

Hahnemann spent twelve years in ferreting out the
true source of this incredible number of chronic affec-
tions, and discovering the principal remedies with
which the different forms of this psoric hydra could
be successfully combated. To these remedies he gave
the name of anti-psorics. The effects of these reme-
dies upon the healthy organism are contained in a
number of volumes, constituting, together with the
treatise on the Nature and Treatment of Chronic Dis-
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eases, the second half of Hahnemann’s Materia Medica.
Previous to the discovery of the anti-psoric remedies,
the homoeopathic treatment of chronic diseases was,
according to Hahnemann, exceedingly imperfect, and
often unsuccessful ; the use of the anti-psorics renders
this treatment much more satisfactory.

This is the doctrine. At first it was hailed with an
outhurst of delight, and with a perfectly child-like
faith. Death had lost its sting, and disease had
been effectually and triumphantly conquered. Well,
experience has most signally failed to confirm these
brilliant expectations. Patients will die under homoeo-
pathic treatment as well as under any other, and a
large number of diseases remain unconquerable. We
| have not yet succeeded in curing cancer, phthisis,
i organic diseases of the viscera; we are scarcely more

successful in removing cataract, amaurosis, deafness,
| than alleeopathic practitioners; a large number of
j eruptive and nervous diseases defy the efficacy of
" our treatment; piles, irritations of the spinal column,
{ blennorrheea of the lungs, bowels, nose, remain
3gfuncured in hundreds of cases under homoeopathic
~treatment; in short, the acclamations of joy with
éwhich the advent of the anti-psoric remedies was
| hailed by the disciples of Hahnemann, have dwindled
down to feeble echoes of the primitive hymns of praise,
! and, in many quarters, have even been superseded by
| a positive want of faith, arising from bitter and fre-
quent disappointments.

There was a time when, to differ with Hahnemann,
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was to be a renegade, a non-believer in the orthodox
church of homeeopathy. This time is no more, thanks
to the moble efforts of such men as Griesselich, Raﬁ,
Trinks, Arnold, and a host of other manly and devoted
reformers, who had the courage and the talent toy
elevate homoeopathy beyond the narrow limits of a’
mere science of sensual symptoms, to the exalted rank /
of a rational and queenly truth, to which chemistry, )
anatomy, pathology and physiology became subordi-
nate and obedient, but indispensable supporters.

In company with many other honest and enlight-
ened practitioners, I have devoted years of earnest
thought to Hahnemann’s doctrine of psora, and I
must say that, however brilliant it may appear to
some, it does not strike me as founded in reason.

Was the psoric miasm inherent in man when he
first came out of the hands of his Maker, or did this
psoric miasm first develope itself in the course of
time, long after the first generations had passed away ?
It is immaterial which of these views we adopt to
prove the unsoundness of Hahnemann’s doctrine, that
the host of morbid conditions which he enumerates in
the first volume of his Chronic Diseases, from page 67
to page 98, constitutes a series of secondary effects of
the internal psoric miasm, the chief primary symptom
of which is the itch-pustule. Even if this doctrine
were true, it does not, by any means account for the
first origin of the internal psoric miasm of which the
itch-pustule constitutes the external vicarious manifes-
tation. This original miasm must, according to Hah-
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nemann’s own doctrine, have existed in the human
organism anteriorly to any external manifestation in
the shape of the itch-pustule, tinea, tetter, or any form
whatsoever, and the question then arises: How did it
first develope itself? From what causes did it origi-
nally spring? Evidently not from the retrocession,
by natural or artificial means, of its vicarious cuta-
neous symptom which had not as yet any existence.
This miasm must either have formed one of the con-
stituent principles of the human organism, when it
was first moulded into form, and quickened into life
by the Divine Creator, or else the miasm must have
supervened at a later period, and in this case humanity
must either have been infected with it by some evil
genius, whom God allowed to consummate this work
of destruction, that his own high ends might be fur-
thered thereby, or else the miasm arose from man’s
universal deviation from the laws of harmonic life.
Man cannot possibly enjoy perfect health until he has
achieved a perfect adjustment or correspondence
between material nature and the laws that regu-
late human life; and this perfect adjustment cannot
possibly take place until the laws of harmonious life
are known, and all the arrangements of man’s social
and sensual life are absolutely adapted to the primor-
dial conditions of his nature. How can it be expected,
for instance, that man should enjoy health, as long as
he has it not in his power to regulate atmospheric
influences, to establish a universal system of adequate
ventilation, to introduce habits of cleanliness into
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every household, to procure for every human being a
sufficient quantity of suitable raiment, of wholesome
food, of refreshing and invigorating water, and of
harmonious exercise of the universal organism by
productive and attractive labor, and finally, to secure
to every man, woman, and child, the perfect and
constant enjoyment of all the legitimate affections of
the soul, the spontaneous realization in action of all
the true and essentially useful ideas of the mind, and
a fulness of that deep and religious peace which
unavoidably arises from the consciousness of living in
the order of one’s God-appointed destiny. Even if a
number of men, or a majority of the race were living
in these conditions of harmony, the development of a
morbific miasm could not be avoided. A single foul spot
in the best governed city, and among a perfectly
healthy population, would be sufficient to generate
disease, and decimate the population of an empire.
Here let us rest, and let us cease to speculate beyond
those self-evident agencies through whose instrumen-
tality disease first introduced itself into the world.
Man was ignorant of the true laws of life; he ate
improper food, he lived on roots and raw meat, or he
ate enormous quantities of flesh, feasted on blood and
fat, was exposed to the inclemencies of the weather,
inhabited smoky, dark rooms, or even subterraneous
dens, deprived of fresh air, without cleanliness, doomed
to hard and enervating labor, and the fairest portion
of the race changed to an abject, degrading bondage ;
men and beasts all huddled up together in the same
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gloomy hut; wallowing in the same mire; inhaling
the same death-harboring stenches; bellowing, roaring,
barking, swearing together, in the same horrible
discord ; it is to such influences that we must trace
the first immediate or proximate causes of disease, and
not to the suppression of the cutaneous symptom of a
miasm that was itself a result of man’s primitive
deviation from the divine laws of life. If chronic
diseases are decreasing in number and intensity, it is
not so much owing to the curative influence of anti-
psoric medicines as to improved habits of diet, to a
better system of general hygiene, ventilation, to a
more harmonious exercise of the body, to the enjoy-
ment of better food and raiment by the masses of the
population, and to the universal spread of cleanliness
and comfort. The strictness with which all the
hygienic and atmospheric circumstances of the patient,

| are regulated by homoeopathic practitioners, is one of

the leading conditions of their successful treatment of
chronic diseases ; and what medicines may be required
to achieve the cure, are just as often selected from

|, among our common remedies, as from the so-called
| anti-psorics.
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Ir is as much from a sense of duty as from a desire
to benefit our fellow-beings, that we should assume
the position of reformers of medicine generally, and of
the homoeopathic practice in particular. The old
system of medicine, vulgarly known under the name
of alleeopathy, has been sufficiently criticized by
Hahnemann, and even by its own adherents, to per-
mit me to leave it to its natural fate, which, I trust,
it will share in common with every other system of
medicine, viz: to pass through a series of successive
modifications and a gradual contraction of its propor-
tions, until the germs of disease shall either have been
extirpated from the world, or, at any rate, shall have
become so few and feeble, that a well regulated diet,
proper exercise, an harmonious system of education,
the internal and external use of cold water, and an
abundance of pure and fresh air, shall be amply
sufficient to remove the trifling disturbances which
then may take place in the functions of the animal
organism. My present object is to fulfil the solemn
task of pointing out to all enlightened friends of
medical progress the truths as well as the fallacies of
the old-fashioned practice of homoeopathy, and eleva-
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ting its character, in the eyes of all truth-loving and
intelligent men, both as a science and an art.

The fundamental principle upon which the homoeo-
pathic system rests, and in accordance with which
the cures which are performed by homoeeopathic phy-
sicians, are supposed to be achieved, is the well
known formula, ¢ similia similibus curantur,” the
English of which is fitly rendered by “like cures like.”
The meaning of this formula is that, in order to cure
a disease, we have to prescribe a medicine which, if
taken in sufficiently large quantities by a healthy
person, will produce, in the healthy organism, a train
of symptoms exactly similar to the symptoms of the
natural disease which we are called upon to cure.
Hence, to cure a sick headache, we have to prescribe
a medicine that will produce an exactly similar head-
ache in a healthy person. Or, to cure an inflamma-
tion of the lungs, we have to give a medicine that
will cause an exactly similar disturbance of the pul-
monary apparatus in a healthy person. O, to cure
a case of neuralgia, we have to administer a drug
capable of affecting the healthy organism in an exactly
similar manner. And so with all other diseases, of
whatever organ, tissue or part of the body. To
prescribe a medicine in accordance with the principle,
“like cures like,” it is evident that we have, in the
first place, to be acquainted with a medicine that shall
be capable of developing, in the healthy organism,
all the symptoms of the natural disease. Indeed, we
cannot employ the medicine until we have first tried
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it on a number of healthy persons; in other words,
a number of healthy persons of both sexes, and of
various ages, temperaments and constitutions, must
have swallowed a sufficient portion of the original
drug to develope all the various effects which it is
capable of producing in the human organism. As
long as these effects are not exactly known, it is
impossible that any homceopathic physician should,
under any circumstances, be able to administer one of
his drugs in strict conformity with his principle of
“ similia, similebus,” or “like cures like.” Indeed, in
order to secure a perfectly true application of this
formula to the treatment of diseases, it would, in the
first place, seem necessary that, before we can be per-
fectly sure of the curative operations of a drug in any
given case, the patient should have tried, or, accord-
ing to the technical phrase of homoeopathists,  proved”
this drug upon himself, while in a state of perfect
health ; for no two persons are ever affected alike
by the same drug; nor does the same disease ever ,
develope exactly the same symptoms in any two cases ;
the careful observer will perceive differences, were
they ever so minute, but still differences arising from
differences of temperament and constitution, or from
various idiosyncrasies which, in the great society of
men, constitute every human being an individual
perfectly distinct from all other individuals Qf the
same family. This mode of reasoning shows that
the homoeopathic law of “like cures like,”is, in reality,
a dogmatic a,bstraction, an8d that its strict or literal
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application in the treatment of disease, is simply
impossible. For, it cannot be expected that every
person who may possibly be sick once in his lifetime,
should previously poison himself with every drug that
is used in medical practice, in order to find out what
diseases it might possibly cure in his own case; nor
can it even be expected that a sufficient number of
devoted men should be found willing to swallow
sufficiently large portions of a poisonous substance,
and to persevere in this practice for a sufficient length
of time, in order to obtain even a tolerable certainty
of the varied effects of the drug upon the animal
economy, and a sufficiently correct representation of
the various diseases to which these effects are similar,
and which the drug, in accordance with the homoeeo-
pathic law of similarity is, therefore, supposed capable
of curing. There are many diseases which it would
be absolutely impossible to reproduce in the human
organism by artificial means. Of this number are the
various cutaneous eruptions, eruptive fevers, chronic
hereditary taints and organic diseases, such as enlarge-
ments of organs, arthritic deposits, effusions into the
cavities of the brain, chest, abdomen; glandular
indurations, schirrous disorganizations, consumptive
conditions, malformations. A great many of these
diseases can be, and have been, cured, and yet no
prover has ever yet succeeded in developing similar
diseases by mere drugs; indeed, howsoever far a
single man’s devotion to science may, now and then,
be carried, it is not probable that a number of men
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will deliberately consent to poison themselves syste-
matically for a long time, until their constitutions
shall have become so thoroughly impregnated with
the poisonous drug that the external or internal
disorganizations which the provers had finally suc-
ceeded in developing in their organisms, could no
longer be removed by an antidotal treatment, and
must, therefore, remain as permanent alterations of
their health, with their usefulness impaired and their
peace of mind disturbed by a course of experimenta-
tion which, after all, may neither have been the most
judicious, nor, indeed, the right way of attaining
scientific precision in the treatment of disease.

But it is not merely organic diseases that are beyond
the reach of a strict application of the homoeopathic
law; there is scarcely any known disease the form of
which is reproduced with sufficient completeness and
correctness in the provings of the homoeopathic Materia
Medica, to enable a practitioner to select a remedy for
a given disease in accordance with the known symp-
toms of the drug. Take, for instance, that vast class
of diseases which pathologists term ¢fevers.” For
the common inflammatory fever characterized by a
full and bounding pulse, heat and dryness of the skin,
preceded by, or mingled with, cold creepings or chills;
and further characterized by such accessory symptoms
as thirst, coated tongue, headache, nausea or vomiting,
diarrhoea or constipation, and a variety of other symp-
toms, homoeopathic physicians prescribe the tincture
of Aconite either in its concentrated or attenuated
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form; and this preparation is undoubtedly the true
remedy for this disease, and cures it specifically much
better than any other known or probably unknown
drug. But what symptoms, among the provings of
Aconite, point so evidently and unmistakeably to this
drug as the most appropriate remedy for fever, that
no other medicine could possibly be thought of in pre-
ference to Aconite? And what now shall we say of
the literal homoeopathicity of Aconite to the various
acute inflammations which homoeopathic physicians
cure with this drug? With Aconite they cure an
inflammation of the lungs, save those cases where
some other drug may be required. With Aconite they
cure acute pleurisy, acute ophthalmia, an acute inflam-
mation of the bowels, of the liver, or of almost any
organ and tissue in the body. But what symptoms,
among the known provings of Aconite, point to this
drug as the true remedy for orchitis, for acute hepa-
titis, or for pneumonia? I do not say that there is
any better remedy for these diseases; I simply ask,
what are the therapeutic indications, among the
known physiological effects of Aconite, which justify a
homoeopathic practitioner to preseribe it as the first
and best remedy for acute inflammations of glandular
organs, of the muscular tissue, of the eye, ear, rectum,
and so forth? I say that these indications do not
exist, and that the use of Aconite, in these affections,
is either based upon empirical routine, or else upon
grounds which the literal formula ¢ similia similibus”
cannot legitimately claim as its own. No enlightened
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practitioner will undertake to find, among the provings
of Aconite, a group of symptoms which shall be an
exact and unmistakeable representation of ophthalmia,
pneumonia, hepatitis, orchitis, gastritis, dysentery, etc.,
or of any of the acute gastric, bilious or rheumatic
fevers for which Aconite is prescribed by every
homceopathic physician.

My literary labors in the field of homoeopathy have
enabled me to become tolerably well acquainted with
both the truths and the fallacies of the huge and
inattractive fabric of our provings; and the result of
my long-continued, earnest and conscientious studies,
concerning the adaptation of the homoeopathic law of
similarity to the cure of disease, so far as this simi-
larity is based upon an actually known resémblance
between the symptoms of the drug and those of the
disease, is this discouraging conclusion, that the homoe- 5
opathic law of “like cures like,” is only an apparenti
truth, and, therefore, in many cases, without any prac- (
tical value. The cases of cure where the strikingly ,
favourable results of the treatment are evidently to be
traced to an exact resemblance between the natural
action of the drug and the phenomena of the disease,
simply tend to render the absence of this resemblance
in other cases, so much more evident and striking, and
to confirm every unprejudiced practitioner of homoeo-
pathy in the belief, that all his decidedly brilliant and
unmistakeable cures depend upon a law which, if not
superior to the mere law of external similarity, implies
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such a comprehension and application thereof as has
not yet prevailed among a majority of our physicians.

But it is not merely the non-existence of a true
similarity between the known symptoms of our drugs
and those of the disease, that renders the homoeopathic
law illusory, if understood in a purely external or
literal sense; the illusory character of this law is
demonstrable to common sense by a pure process of
reasoning based upon the general and universally-
admitted facts of nature.

According to Hahnemann’s mode of understanding
the term “similarity,” and applying his formula ¢ simi-
lia stmilibus” to the treatment of disease, a physician
has to proceed in this manner: All the symptoms that
a patient complains of, the various sensations of pain
that he experiences, the various eruptions, pimples,
blotches, tubercles, tumors, etc., which are seen upon
the skin; the color, smell, consistence and frequency'
of the urinary and alvine evacuations; the abnormal
phenomena of the nervous system generally; the
symptoms occurring during sleep, such as dreams,
startings of the limbs or body, ete.; the period of the
day when the pain is felt, the side of the body where
it is felt, the conditions and situations in which it is
excited, aggravated or diminished ; all these symptoms
have to be recorded with the most perfect minuteness
on a sheet of paper, commencing at the head and end-
ing at the feet, after which a remedy has to be found
in the Materia Medica which shall present the same

array of symptoms, and, if one cannot be found which



OF THE FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE. 119

is exactly similar, then the next similar, and, for the
remaining symptoms another remedy, so that the
group of symptoms which the natural disease presents,
1s covered, as it is termed, in its totality, by the com-
bined symptoms of the remedies employed in this case.
Those who desire to be acquainted with Hahnemann’s
own teachings in reference to this matter, may consult
his “ Organon of Homaeopathic Medicine,” 3d American
edition, from pages 143 to 154. They will there find
it stated in substance that Hahnemann repudiates all
classification of diseases, all physiological and patho-
logical relation of the symptoms; that disease, accord-
ing to him, consists merely in a certain numerical
arrangement of its perceptible symptoms, and that a
cure is effected by means of a drug which is known to
have produced these very symptoms in a healthy
person, when taken by the latter in a sufficient quan-
tity and for a sufficient length of time. These external
symptoms are, according to Hahnemann, all that we
can ever know of disease; the internal connection of
the symptoms, the internal states of the organism, of
which these symptoms are merely the outward mani-
festations or perceptible signs, must for ever remain
hidden from the searching reason. Hahnemann de-
nounces in bitter and emphatic language all attempts
to interpret the true meaning of the outward symp-
toms agreeably to the light of physiology and patho-
logy; a pain is to him a mere pain, no matter what its
pathological character may be; it may be more or less
severe, more or less permanent, more or less screwing,
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stinging, and the like; but whether it is a
purely nervous pain, or whether indicative of inflam-
mation, tuberculous disorganization, suppuration, or of
any other morbid process, does not trouble him any;
in his eagerness to do away with every vestige of the

boring,

common science of medicine, he rejects not only the
received nomenclature of diseases, but he discards even
the morbid conditions for which this nomenclature was
intended. In Hahnemann’s system of Homoeopathy
there is no longer an inflammation of the brain, lungs,
liver, kidneys or bladder; there is no longer such a
condition as typhus, jaundice, rheumatism, paralysis;
all these diseases have ceased to be definite functional
disturbances of particular organs or tissues; according
to Hahnemann’s theory they are mere general derange-
ments of the organism, of which the physician, more-
over, ought to know and investigate only the most
uninteresting and most insignificant portion, viz.: the
outward signs or pains, such as the patient feels and
describes them, or the eruptions and swellings, not
as they really appear to the eye of the scientific
observer, but to the untaught eye of the layman who
distinguishes the eruption merely by its color, shape,
or the accessory symptoms of itching, gnawing, burn-
ing and the like, but overlooks the relation it holds to
the disordered condition of the bilious secretions, the
capillary circulation or the absorbent system. Hahne-
mann enjoins the most perfect indifference regarding
the internal relation of the symptoms of the disease;
if’ a patient complains of sour stomach and fluttering
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of the heart, he does not care to enlighten either him-
self or the patient concerning the physiological unity
of these symptoms. Away, says Hahnemann, with
your doctrines of hysteria or spinal irritation. Here
is a patient whose extremities are weak, numb, cold or
burning; his chest feels oppressed, the beats of his
heart are irregular, his digestive functions are im-
paired, he spits up his food, or every thing he takes
into his stomach, turns sour; the bowels are deranged,
at times loose, at others exceedingly confined, or they
feel sore, and severe colicky pains or cramps are fre-
quently experienced in the bowels. The soreness,
weakness and lameness of the back, and the tender-
ness of the spinal column to contact or pressure, point
to the spine as the true seat of the disease and the
locality against which our remedial efforts should be
principally directed. But Hahnemann stigmatizes all
attempts to obtain a rational perception of the internal
unity of the sensual symptoms, as preposterous ; he
condemns every effort to give our treatment a precise,
positive, well-sustained direction, and to account to
ourselves, to the satisfaction of our reason, for the
favorable or unfavorable changes which are taking
place in the condition of the patient. Hahnemann
was undoubtedly right in combating the system which
seems to have prevailed almost exclusively before he
introduced his measures of reform. This system con-
sisted in prescribing a set list of remedies for names of
diseases. The Doctor, after examining his patient,
pronounced the case a case of dropsy; and thereupon
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he consulted his repertory, or, from his memory, copied
the prescriptions which were recommended for this
disease. Either the patient got well, or else he died;
but, if he did die, he died secundum artem, and this was
the doctor’s consolation and his justification before the
world. It was Hahnemann’s mission to break this
charm, and it must be confessed that he proved a
terrible disturber of the self-complacent dogmatism
which had enchained the minds of physicians for so
many centuries, and had rendered the science of medi-
cine inaccessible to all rational reforms. Hahnemann
promulgated, and insisted upon, the interesting truth
that every case of disease constitutes a distinct and
characteristic deviation from the normal condition of the
organism; that its phenomena or symptoms §hould be
carefully observed and recorded, and that the case should
be treated upon its own merits, not as a rheumatic,
nervous, or gastric disease, but as a disturbance of the
organism characterized by certain observable outward
signs or symptoms. This process of individualizing
the phenomena of disease, was undoubtedly a progress
over the old-fashioned method of prescribing, in regular
order, a set of medicines for mere names of diseases;
but, in the hands of Hahnemann, this process of indi-
vidualization became as fatiguingly and pedantically
minute, as the dogmatic generalizations of the old
School had been destructive of the individual charac-
teristics of disease. His directions to the physician
for discovering and tracing out an image of the disease,
as it is termed by Hahnemann; or, in other words, for
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taking a record of the totality of the perceptible symp-
toms, constitute such a minute, and, at the same time,
such an arbitrary interrogatory, that there is scarcely
any homceopathic physician in our time who conforms
to 1t in his intercourse with his patients. Indeed, it is
impossible, in thousands of cases, to subject patients to
a rigid cross-examination of several hours’ duration, as
every follower of Hahnemann is obliged to do, if he
means to be true to his master’s teachings.

In the treatment of mental diseases it is frequently
impossible to obtain from the patient’s own lips an
intelligible account of his sufferings. Little children
are likewise unable to relate their sensations of pain,
oppression, anxiety. And how are we to become ac-
quainted with the symptoms of patients laboring under
a fit of apoplexy, or seized with tetanic convulsions,
with the delirium of typhus, an acute hsemorrhage
from the lungs, or some other acute disorder where a
total or partial loss of consciousness incapacitates’ the
patient from giving an account of his condition ? In
many cases of disease, physical weakness, the acute-
ness of the pain, or the peculiar seat of the disease,
would render a long and detailed examination of the
patient either impossible or dangerous. It would be
cruel to subject a patient seized with acute asthma,
or with the oppressive anguish of pericarditis, to a
cross-examination after the Hahnemannean fashion.
In many other cases it would be dangerous to waste
much time on a long examination of the so-called
subjective symptoms. What physician who is sent
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forin the middle of the night to arrest an haemorrhage
| from the lungs or uterus, will stand idly by, and,
" while the life-pulse of his patient is ebbing feebler
and feebler, amuse himself with taking a record of all
the principal and accessory symptoms of the case?
And so in a case of impending paralysis. What more
positive indication does the physician require in such
a case than the state of the pulse? Does not the
labored and slow beating at the wrist point in unmis-
takeable language to the necessity of an immediate
stimulation of the heart’s action? The allceopathic
physician seeks to attain this result by venesection
and revulsive means, the homoeopathic by the exhibi-
tion of suitable internal agents; but whether alloeopa-
thic or homoeopathic, what need is there of any
protracted examination ?

If the healing art embody a principle of scientific
truth, the physician will at once perceive the charac-
ter and extent of the danger, and be able to avert it,
if this be at all possible, by a definite, certain, and
safe course of medication. And, if Hahnemann’s
method of taking a record of all the perceptible pheno-
mena of a disease, be the only true mode of diagnosing
its essential nature, and determining our choice of a
suitable remedial agent, what is to become of the brute
creation? Are our valuable domestic animals to be
abandoned to their fate when sickness overtakes them?
Is veterinary surgery, this most interesting portion of
the healing art, to be abolished? This will inevitably
result from the Hahnemannean formula, “like cures
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like,” unless the Creator should consent, for the special
benefit of homoeopathists, to endow the brutes with
rationality and such other means of communication as
may be required for a satisfactory statement of their
pains and derangements.

The objections which I have thus far offered against
the law of similarity, as propounded by Hahnemann,
it strikes me, are of a very grave character, and
appear to me unanswerable. Nor are they the only
ones. The present homceopathic Materia Medica is
composed of some three hundred drugs, all of which
have been proved, more or less fully, on healthy per-
sons. I shall hereafter have occasion to show that
these provings are exceedingly unreliable and illusory.
But, the homoeopathist who has incorporated these
provings in his Materia Medica, is of course disposed,
and indeed, bound to be guided by his drug-symptoms
in the selection of a remedy for some particular case
of disease. Now let us open the ponderous volumes
of the homoeopathic Materia Medica, and we shall
find that the symptoms of many homceopathic drugs
are so nearly alike, that it is absolutely impossible to
select a remedy with any thing like certainty, for any
disease you may name. Let a physician who is not
acquainted with the established routine-practice of
homaeopathy, undertake to cure a headache with the
means offered him in his Materia Medica. A simple
headache seems to be a very trifling affection, which
ought easily to be cured, if there be any truth in
medicine. Years qf practice and observation have
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gradually developed a certain routine-practice out of
the crude ingredients of the homoeopathic Materia
Medica, and a physician who is somewhat acquainted
with the established routine, will at once associate a
headache with a certain group of drugs, such as
Aconite, Belladonna, Mercurius, Nux vomica, Pulsa-
tilla, Arsenic, and so forth. And he will not have any
great trouble in deciding in favor of one or the
other of these drugs; if one should fail, he can easily
try another; the number is not so very extensive,
and, by the time two or three members of the group
have been tried, the headache has got well any how,
and probably would have got well without the inter-
ference of the physician. But let a physician who
has no sort of knowledge of the customary routine-
practice of the homoeopathic brotherhood, and who
has to rely exclusively on his knowledge of the Materia
Medica, undertake to treat this headache. What
remedy is he going to prescribe? By what signs is
he to discriminate between Aconite and Bella-
donna, Mercurius or Nux, Arsenic or Pulsatilla?
How is he, satisfactorily to his own conscience, to
decide in favor of any one particular drug, among the
several hundred from among which he has to select
one, and either hit the right remedy, or else fail of
affording relief to his patient? All these drugs have
a variety of headache-symptoms, and, unfortunately,
most of these symptoms are so nearly élike, that, with
a few exceptions, it would be "impossible to divine
the name of the drug from the gymptoms which are
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recorded as belonging to it in the Materia Medica.
Take any thirty or forty of the leading drugs, Platina,
Arsenic, Calcarea, Sulphur, Alumina, Natrum muria-
ticum, ete., and you will find nearly the same pains
recorded among the headache-symptoms, be they
shooting, lancing, jerking, twisting, burning, stinging,
screwing, constrictive, compressive, aching or any
other kinds of pain. And if, after comparing all these
different drugs with each otber with the most faithful
perseverance, a physician finally decides in favor of
a certain remedy, and administers it in the positive
expectation of relieving his patient; how bitter must
be his disappointment, if no favorable change follows
the exhibition of his drug? What is he to do now ?
He had made every effort to select his remedy in
accordance with the perceptible symptoms of the case;
he feels unable to discover a greater degree of simi-
larity between the symptoms of the disease, and those
of any other drug besides the one he had used ; nothing
now remains for him than blind empiricism. His
sheet-anchor having failed him, he now has to try one
drug and then another, until he finally, by some lucky
chance, either hits on the right remedy, or until,
which is much more probable, and is, indeed, much
more frequently the case, the disease has, in the mean-
while, run its course, and arrived at its natural termi-
nation. This is not an imaginary case, but it is the
fate of every new convert to homeeopathy, who under-
takes to practise his art agreeably to the demands of
the Organon. He sqon finds out that he has to for-
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sake the speculative paths of the master, and has to
betake himself to some kind of routine-practice in
order to satisfy his conscience, and afford relief to his
confiding patients. The symptoms which we find
recorded in the homoeopathic Materia Medica as
constituting the genuine effects of drugs upon the
healthy organism, are too much alike to enable the
practitioner to discriminate with scientific accuracy
between the symptoms of one drug and those of
another. This homogeneity of the symptoms not
only runs through the symptoms of the head, but
exists throughout the Materia Medica in the recorded
symptoms of almost every part of the human body.
The throat-symptoms, the symptoms of the chest,
bowels, extremities, and those of the special senses,
.are, in most respects, so nearly alike, that those of one
drug might easily be taken for the symptoms of
another. What homoeeopathic physician would under-
take to cure a case of constipation, or of the opposite
state, diarrhcea, if he had no other therapeutic indica-
tions to depend upon than the abnormal conditions of
the alvine evacuations, as recorded in the Materia
Medica? The same drug is invariably a remedy for
constipation and a remedy for diarrhcea, a remedy for
strangury and a remedy for the opposite state, enuresis,
a remedy for a loss of appetite, and for a ravenous
desire for food, for excessive menstruation, and for
retention of the menses. Opposite states, such as far-
sightedness and nearsightedness; emaciation and adi-
posis ; sleeplessness and drowsiness; desire for, and
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aversion to food; excessive thirst, or loss of thirst ;
pale or flushed face ; dryness of, or discharge of mucus
from the nose, and a variety of other states, are almost
invariably found among the symptoms of most of the
important drugs in the homoeopathic Materia Medica.

To be sure, Hahnemann gets partially over the
difficulty by claiming for some drugs the power of
producing alternate effects, one series of effects to-day,
and another series of opposite effects to-morrow. But
such metaphysical speculations do not satisfy the
impartial reason. Opposite effects never emanate -
from the same cause, and it is much more probable
that, if a drug seemed to produce opposite effects at
different periods, neither can be rightfully attributed
to it. What has been the unavoidable consequence
of this vagueness and sameness of the homoeopathic
Materia Medica? Simply this, that the Materia
Medica is emphatically discarded by most physicians;
very few consider it worth their while to study this
frightful and incoherent agglomeration of ill-defined,
vague and often unmeaning symptoms, and most
physicians rely upon some practical manual or
repertory to help them out in case of need. And,
by this means, the practice of homceopathy has been
reduced to a system of routine similar, in many
respects, to the much abused, and severely condemned
routine-practice of the Old School, with this difference,
that homceopathic physicians prescribe set remedies
for symptoms, whereas, in the Old School, medicines
were prescribed for the co{])lective appellations of dis-
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eases. Take a case of gastric fever. If the pulse be
full, hard and bounding, and the skin hot and dry,
the homoeopathic physician will prescribe Aconite as
the proper remedy for this condition ; but, if the
bowels should, at the same time, be constipated, most
physicians will consider themselves bound to alternate
the Aconite with a few doses of Nux vomica or
Bryonia, simply because they had learned from some-
body, or read in some manual, that Nux and Bryonia
are proper remedies for constipation, and that, on this
account, the aforesaid case of gastric fever with con-
stipation, would not be treated secundum artem, if
the Aconite were not duly alternated with Nux or
Bryonia. Not all physicians seem to understand that
the constipation, in this case, is not a primary symp-
tom, but a neccessary result of the embarrassed or
depressed condition of the capillary action, and that,
if the capillary system be restored to its normal vigor
and elasticity by specific remedial influences, the
constipation will cease of itself. But, if the fever
should happen to be accompanied with diarrheea, then
Pulsatilla would generally be substituted for Nux, for
no other earthly reason than because Pulsatilla is
recommended for diarrhcea as a symptom of gastric
derangement. And, if the fever should be accom-
panied with vomiting of mucus or bile, the probability
is that most physicians would alternate the Aconite
with a few doses of Ipecacuanha, simply because they
happen to know that this drug is recommended for
vomiting. But, if the vomiting should be moreover
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complicated with burning in the pit of the stomach,
Arsenic would undoubtedly take the place of Ipecacu-
anha, because it is an invariable rule with most
homoeopathic physicians to prescribe the former drug
for “burning.” Now, it will be readily admitted by
all intelligent practitioners of the homceeopathic healing
art, that this method of prescribing remedies for mere
symptoms, is not, by any means, satisfactory to the
scientific reason, and that, if it were carried to its
ultimate boundaries, homoeopathy would indeed be-
come, in the words of the illustrious Hufeland, ¢ the
grave of medicine.”

These remarks lead me to another grave and vital
objection to the mode in which homoeeopathy is prac-
tised by some physicians, an objection which is founded
on the incompleteness and unreliableness of the mate-
rials out of which the homoeopathic Materia Medica is
composed. Let us examine this subject a little more
closely, and it will at once become apparent that the
material basis of homceopathy, viz., the provings or
drug-symptoms which make up the homoeopathic Mate-
ria Medica, so far from constituting a series of incon-
trovertible facts, is, on the contrary, liable to the grave
and well-founded charge of being, in a great measure,
a tissue of fallacies, illusions, misapprehensions, absurdi-
ties, and childish observations.

Previous to Hahnemann, regular provings of drugs
upon the healthy, were not deemed necessary to secure
a perfect adaptation of the remedial agent to the dis-
ease. The pharmacodynamic properties of drugs were
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generally known only from some accidental cases of
poisoning, or from the effects produced by an excessive
dose of the drug, which constituted, after all, a pecu-
liar species of legalised poisoning. One drug was
simply known as an emetic, more or less mild or
severe in its operations, but still only as an emetic;
another drug as a febrifuge ; another as a sudorific;
another as a diuretic; another again as a rubefacient ;
another as an antiphlogistic; and these unsatisfactory
generalizations led to, and confirmed the exceedingly
speculative practice of former times. The healing art,
it strikes me, consisted simply of the few very general
and very vague operations of bleeding, sweating, purg-
ing, vomiting, salivating, stupefying, stimulating, or
blistering the patient; and the scorching satire which
the keen genius of Moliére has inflicted upon the dog-
matism and the self-sufficient pride of the profession,
in his “ MALADE IMAGINAIRE;” howsoever humiliating
this imperishable monument of wit and comedy may
appear to all superficial and truth-dreading followers
of Asculapius, must, nevertheless, be weceived as a
permanent protest of the insulted sense and the
wounded sensibilities of humanity against the bar-
barous empiricism which had been enthroned in the
schools as the goddess of medical truth, and was wor-
shipped by an infatuated and ignorant multitude as
heaven’s sublimest inspiration, and the prerogative of
unapproachable and mysterious genius. It is true, a
great many, ‘and, indeed, all the noble spirits of the
profession, had recorded their condemnation of the
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blind empiricism and sweeping generalizations of their
art. Boerhaave, Sydenham, Huxham, Hoffmann, Gir-
tanner, Haller, had expressed their dissatisfaction
with the uncertainties of medicine and and the fanci-
ful theories of her professors; but no positive and
radical reforms had ever been proposed by any of
these writers, and it must be admitted, that the first
signal revolution in the principles and practice of medi-
cine, whatever value may otherwise be attached to it
by its friends or opponents, dates from the period when
Hahnemann proclaimed the doctrine, that a cure can
only be effected by means of drugs which are capable
of producing, in the healthy organism, a train of symp-
toms exactly similar to those of the natural disease.
This doctrine opened an entirely new field to the
observing reason. Facts which had hitherto been
overlooked as unimportant and unessential, had to be
investigated with the minutest care; it was no longer
sufficient to know that the patient suffered pain, but
the sensually-perceptible character of the pain had to
be ascertained, whether it was a boring, screwing,
lancinating, burning, stinging, twitching, jerking or
any other kind of pain; it was no longer sufficient to
be told that the patient complained of a stitch, but
the direction, quality and size of the stitch had to be
known, whether it was from within outwards, or from
without inwards, from above downwards or from
below upwards, whether it was a slow or a rapid, a
tearing or a boring stitch, or whether it was striking
through the space of an inch, a foot or the whole
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body. The new doctrine being, that the totality of
the symptoms constitutes the disease, in a therapeutic
point of view at least; and that the disease is cured
internally when all the symptoms are extinguished,
(see Hahnemann’s Organon, pages 96-98 :) it followed,
as a matter of course, that an exact knowledge of the
symptoms was the first requisite towards a cure. Nor
can there be any logical difference of opinion among
the strict followers of Hahnemann regarding the ques-
tion: What constitutes a symptom ? Nothing can
possibly come under the category of symptoms which
is mnot a sensually-perceptible deviation from the
normal condition of the organism. It must be a pain,
an eruption, or some kind of a perceptible disturbance
of the functions. The physiological relation of one
pain to another; of a dyspeptic state of the stomach
to irregularities of the heart’s action ; of an abnormal
coloring of the skin or a dropsical condition of the
cellular tissue to a diseased state of the liver; of
paralysis or atrophy of the extremities to spinal disor-
ganizations; of the general emaciation of a child and
the tympanitic distention of its bowels to a scrofulous
enlargement of the mesenteric glands ; of an effusion
into the cavity of the chest to some organic affection
of the heart; all such purely intellectual perceptions
of the patient’s condition, are logically speaking,
banished from the domain of the homoeopathic healing
art, and, if Hahnemann’s formula be strictly and
literally true, must be necessarily superseded by the
new art of recording all the morbid sensations, or,
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indeed, all the sensations of the patient, with the most
rigorous exactitude. No perceptible alteration of the.
functions is allowed to escape. With pen in hand,
the Hahnemannian follower is obliged to note every
perceptible irregularity in the organism from the head
to the foot, every little spot or pimple, every twinge
of pain, the character, duration, starting-point, or
periodicity of the pain, its alternate appearance or
disappearance in one or the other side of the body ;
the exact color, shape, consistence, smell and quantity
of the alvine and urinary evacuations, and the
manner in which they are expelled, together with
all the accompanying sensations of urging, pressing,
smarting, ease or embarrassment; the cutaneous
sensations and appearances, such as itching, gnawing,
stinging, creeping, every little pimple, blotch, spot,
and the like; the various conditions observable during
sleep, such as dreams, whether pleasant or unpleaéant,
and about what ; startings of the body or limbs; the
position of the body, whether the patient is inclined
to sleep on his back or belly, on the right or left side,
with his arms extended along the sides of the body,
or lying crosswise on the chest, or stretched above
the head ; with the lower extremities drawn up or
stretched out, closely joined or spread apart; and so
through every known function of the organism ; every
possible indication of a disturbed equilibrium 1s
recorded with the greatest care as an essential feature
of what Hahnemann terms “the image of the disease;”
inferences or purely intellectual perceptions are cate-
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gorically excluded from this world of symptoms; the
patient’s sensations as described in his own language,
sensations of constriction or compression, fulness or
emptiness, distention or sinking, weakness or strength,
all the various noises of buzzing, ringing, fluttering,
roaring, cracking, hissing, humming, snapping, blow-
ing, thundering, whizzing, seething; all the various
sensations of itching, gnawing, jerking, burning,
thumping, hammering, jumping, bounding, twitching,
screwing, boring, stinging, shooting, cutting, pinching,
griping, grasping, clutching, clawing, forcing, urging,
pressing, tearing, boring, pushing, aching, crampy or
spasmodic pains ; every possible form of pain, and all
the conditions and influences which have reference to
the external character of the pain, such as locality,
period of occurrence, periodicity and so forth ; in one
word, all visible or tangible signs of disease, all altera-
tions of the functions whether perceptible externally
to the senses or internally to the patient’s own con-
sciousness, constitute, in the professional logic of every
strict homoeopathist, the chief, and, indeed, the sole
object of cure; all these external signs form the true
image and constitute the only attainable knowledge of
the disease; it is to a correct perception and a com-
plete and accurate record of these signs that the
physician should bend all his energies; all investiga-
tions of the actual condition of the nervous system
during the occurrence of certain pains; all inquiries
into the pathological state of the organs during the
development of certain alterations of the functions,
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are henceforth condemned as useless, dangerous, and,
indeed, impossible speculations of erratic minds; no
true homoeopathist will ever dare to lift the veil
which hides the mysterious processes of nature from
the gaze of mortal eye; give us symptoms, nothing
but symptoms; this is all we need to know of the
character and the actual existence of disease; let us
remove the symptoms, and the patient is radically
and permanently cured.

I believe that I have stated Hahnemann’s doctrine
fairly and explicitly ; I think I have the ability and
the desire to state it fairly; indeed, I am not con-
scious of having done it injustice. Considering the
doctrine without prejudice, it must be admitted that
its conclusions seem very plausible. "What remains of
the disease when all its perceptible phenomena have
disappeared ? If any thing does remain, it"is certainly
beyond the reach of observation, and is, therefore,
inaccessible to the resources of the healing art.
Whence, then, comes the bitter opposition which has
been raised against Hahnemann’s doctrine, not only by
the vulgar herd of practitioners or laymen, for it seems
to be their mission to oppose progress in every shape
or form, but also by thousands of enlightened, impar-
tial, truth-seeking and truth-loving members of the
medical profession? Whence all the ridicule, all the
sarcasms, all the persecutions, all the denunciations
which Hahnemann and his disciples have had to
encounter in every country, until this very day?
Can it be possible that all this antagonism should
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spring from prejudice or unthinking hatred? Or may
there not have been something essentially inconsistent,
something essentially absurd in the doctrines them-
selves that has provoked all this hostility ? Is Hahne-
mann’s criticism, in all respects, just and philosophical ?
Does it not scatter the wheat with the chaff, and does
that which is offered by him in the place of a time-
honored and cherished faith, commend itself by its
own beauty to the judgments of the enlightened
friends of progress as a truth of a higher order, as a
positive and permanent good, or simply as a negative,
unsubstantial illusion, as a merely symbolic represen-
tation of a living and undeniable law which is yet to
dawn upon our minds, and claim the homage of our
hearts as its legitimate and eternal birthright?
More than one bold and generous disciple of Hahne-
mann has dared to step out of the ranks, and to pro-
claim the fact that the deep and systematic opposition
to homeeopathy was based upon serious grounds; and
they have never ceased, in earnest and eloquent
appeals, to invite their brethren to a conscientious
examination of their opinions, and their mode of car-
rying out their own conception of the homceopathic
law. It must not be supposed that modern homceo-
pathy is at all like the old-fashioned Hahnemannism.
Most of the thinking minds of the homoeopathic bro-
therhood had become dissatisfied with the original
teachings of Hahnemann, and, under the leadership of
such men as Rau, Griesselich, Trinks, they organized
an opposition to the master, which has so completely
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changed the aspect of the Homoeopathic School in
Germany, at least,—and Germany is still a focus of
all genuine reform in science, philosophy, and reli-
gion—that, so far from its being the grave of medicine,
as it fairly threatened to become under the invasion
of a mass of spurious symptoms and baseless theories,
many of the homoeopathic reviews and journals now
published in Germany, K England, and the United
States, rank undoubtedly among the most valuable
and philosophical contributions to medical literature.
The opposition to Hahnemann’s doctrine arose,
then, not so much from his own criticism of the exist-
ing doctrines of the Schools, as from the incompleteness
and partial unsoundness of the system which he
sought to force upon the profession, first by his
unsparing criticism of the humoral pathology which
was then in vogue, and secondly, by his reiterated and
positive assurance that the homceopathic system, as
taught by him, was the only true method of cure.
Here was the chief point of difference between
Hahnemann and his alleeopathic opponents, as well as
his most distinguished disciples. Supposing we admit
the correctness of his premises, that the removal of all
the perceptible symptoms of a disease, constitutes a
cure, does it then follow that we must necessarily
accept the means which he proposes to effect this
end, as the best, most rational, and most expedi-
tious? It is not so much his original premises that
were assailed, as the means which he proposes to
remove the totality of the perceptible symptoms. His
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opponents say that these means are inadequate, and
not, by any means, conformable to sound science.
They say that his method of removing the symptoms
reduces the healing art to the mechanical process of
opposing a series of natural symptoms by its exact
counterpart of drug-symptoms, without considering
the essential or internal states of the organism of
which the external or sensually-perceptible symptoms
are mere phenomenal manifestations ; and they assert
furthermore, and certainly very justly, that this
mechanical “ COVERING,” as it is termed, of one series
of symptoms by another, will prove destructive of all
true medical science, and will, in the end, destroy
itself as one of the illusions of the infantile reason of
humanity. Leaving for the present a close examina-
tion of the dazzling sophisms which this illusion
embodies, with a view of resuming it by and by in
its order, let us now look at the character of the means
with which we are required to remove the symptoms
of disease.

The disciples of Hahnemann, as well as most other
physicians, cure diseases by means of drugs. The
same drugs are mostly used in both the homoeopathic
and alleeopathic Schools, although homceopathic phy-
siclans generally use a great many more drugs than
their alleeopathic opponents. To oppose a series of
natural morbid symptoms by a similar series of drug-
symptoms, the symptoms which a drug is capable of
producing in the healthy organism, have not only to
be known with perfect exactitude, but also in their
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totality. For, taking it for granted that the homoeo-
pathic formula “similia similibus” embodies the whole
of therapeutic truth, how could this formula be applied
to the treatment of disease unless all the symptoms of
a drug were known? Twenty different drugs may all
produce the same kind of a headache, or a headache
so nearly alike that differences can hardly be said to
exist. But a few characteristic differences may be
discovered between the abdominal or thoracic symp-
toms, and it may be the accidental co-existence of one
or more of these accidental differences in the natural
morbid group, that may lead us to the selection of the
true remedy from among this number. But, supposing
these characteristic symptoms should be wanting either
in the natural or artificial group, how then are we
going to decide which of these twenty remedies will
cure the headache? This will be found a hard matter,
and, in truth, a sheer impossibility, as every beginner
in homoeopathy will soon discover to his great sorrow
and disappointment. The natural group of symptoms
is entirely beyond our control; the laws of life, and
the influences by which they happen to be disturbed,
are the determining causes of this group, and regulate
it according to their own sovereign pleasure. But
the artificial group, or the symptoms which the drug
contains, as it were, within the recesses of its structural
organization, and which it is the business of the prover
to develope in a regular series, are more or less sub-
ject to his control, and their exact and complete evolu-
tion depends a good deal upon the arbitrament of his
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own judgment. For, he has to determine what sub-
stances in nature constitute, properly speaking, drugs,
and from which of them such symptoms can be elicited
as have a positive, unmistakeable therapeutic value ;

he has to determine whether those whom he desires to
associate with himself in the business of proving, enjoy
sufficient health and energy to bear the privations and
fatigue which the trial of drugs involves, and are not
exposed to influences that might impair the action of
the drug or produce before the observing reason a
train of adulterated or factitious symptoms; he has
furthermore to determine in what quantities and order
the drug which is to be proved, is to be taken, in
order that its true physiological action may be fully
and correctly developed ; and finally, he has to watch
the changes which are taking place in the organism
during the trial of the drug, with persevering and dis-
criminating attention, lest the drug should be credited
for symptoms which are attributable to altogether
different causes. The proving of drugs, therefore,
involves a variety of eminent qualities of which the
prover should be possessed, sound health, a discrimi-
nating judgment, a perfect absence of that species of
vanity which delights in producing a vast array of
symptoms at the expense of truth, and a noble enthu-
siasm which is not afraid of systematically inflicting
pain and distress upon the bodily frame in the service
of the holiest cause, the cause of suffering humanity.
When Hahnemann first instituted systematic provings
of drugs, he was surrounded by a band of devoted dis-

»
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ciples who, under the leadership of their master, made
it their sacred duty to sacrifice their comfort, and risk
their very lives, in the noble endeavor of building up
an authoritative, universally acknowledged Materia
Medica upon the incontrovertible basis of positive
experimentation. His Materia Medica Pura, with the
magnificent provings of Aconite, Belladonna, Cin-
chona, Mercurius, Nux vomica, Ignatia, Pulsatilla,
Ipecacuanha, and a number of other drugs, will be
looked upon by the remotest posterity as a monument
of careful and just observation of the physiological
action of drugs upon the healthy organism. And
more recently, the provings and re-provings of a body
of Austrian homoeopathic physicians deserve to be
mentioned as instances of brilliant devotion in the
cause of true medical science; or even, in our own
country, the proving of the Lobelia cardinalis may be
alluded to as an exquisitely true, although incomplete
account of the therapeutic properties of this drug.
Every symptom which these various provers have
recorded as the positive effect of some drug, bears upon
the face of it an undeniable expression of truth; and
the complex of the symptoms of a drug reveals with
unmistakeable accuracy its peculiar sphere of action
as a therapeutic agent. All these symptoms were
attained from the long-continued use of large quan-
tities of the poison. In proving the Aconite for
instance, Dr. Arneth, of Vienna, gradually increased
the quantity of the drug, until he swallowed several
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hundred drops of the strong tincture at one time.
Professor Zlatarovitch emptied a whole tumblerful of
the tincture of Thuja occidentalis, after having tried
lesser quantities for months. Dr. Miiller proved the
nitrate of silver with massive doses; others, the
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