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comprehend the fiet that 1)e recognition nl advoe
dynamization nst ceqse 5 not becange the low-patency p
lation—but beenuse §( iy the embodimens of error il
point of view, of error anly.

“This hypotlietien] method of practice has hail its ephetieral existence, us
chiefest of ‘mediend illugions,’ and lng been discarded by a large propurtion
of the membership of the homwopathic sehool, Every doy that we allow
this empirical method to Lo tanght ot our medical colleges, we are actingo lis !
Every day that we listen 1o reports of these nondeseript dynanie ensey, at the
_meetings of our sacictien, nnd publish them as homeeopathic, without protest,
Wwe are acting a lie/  In the intereats of truth, therefore, the work of climina-
tion will go forwarl,

“1tis well that the nttention of vur school js bein
subject, and it is desirable that mensiires be inaugarated for the remayai of all
professors in our collegen who represent tlese obnoxions doctrines, aud the np-
pointment in their pluces of others who will teal
Principles,

“Dr. H. W. Tuylor s : CThis siall mojety ing
do not teach homeopathic therapeutics.
that they be retired, nd Low Dilution k

" Ie will be nscless to attempt the chang,
leges until after thia singulur form of medieal error has been vpe repudi-
ated by the homwopashic school. An the sentiments that wre approved nt
meetings of our lurge mssocintions reflect, with a oo degree of weenrncy, the
views of a majority of the profession, the wisest cowrse that I citn suggest is,
the aduption, by our Siute and local societies, of a declurntion to the effect
that all practice with potencivs higher than the 12th Lo classed as dynamic,
To this o one can reasonnbly object. It dues not in the lenst fnterfere with
the rights or privileges of tie wemberst Tt merely places, for future ohser-
vation and analysis, the resulis of this evideatly non-homeopathic method of
practice in u departaient Ly itself. , ,

“This vuce accomplished, therenfter tiye Hamwopathy will not Le cumbered
by the humilinting nssociation with that which is purely fiet

aer ol the false theary of

vodlesire its (isson

fromn the homeoputhic

g ealled to this important

v ssuniter and more rational

[est our culleges.  They

Hence, there is a growing demand
oneopaths be put in their places,’™

8 {u the faculties of onr medical cnl-

Eo.ﬁﬁﬂc.::.w

*New York Medical Times, Dee., 1831, page 247,

t The naiveté of this gentleman is truly refreshing, Hee Lis rensm ing, ile
suys: Let us declare that all practice with potencies above the 17t i dy-
naic. Reporting * nondeseript dynumic cises " g ©
declaration (i. e, classing putencies above the 19th .
reasonably object! 1

So according to this m_::F_c:..ho..?coﬂm__c..‘.-:.:o.__c::ac_z.:._ no man should
“reasonably object " to being elassed as a “ liar”  Uthers are probably more
seneltive for their fair nowe than the Albany statesman-physician.

By whut scientitic reasoning does this suvant declare that the limit of poten-
tintion is reaclied ot the 12th? Doeg ke arrogate unto himself the power of
God, and say: Thus for and no farther shalt thou go ? Or does he Bay: Let my
laziness and incompetency be the limit beyond which seience cannot go?

dcting a lie” To (his
Iynwmic) “no one ean
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and hypothetical. The uestion of the amall dose (ot the minimum doye,
which has *been the trincipal disturbing clement in our school), will then
nssume el more manageahle proportions.”

We quote these pussages, not from any great impovtance the writer
possesses, for he is merely a straw, floating on the stream of mougrel
eclecticism ; but since straws show the dircetion of the current, it
behooves true homwopathists to take nate of them. When such
twaddle can be openly published aad circulated as genuine Homo-
opatly is it nat time for the Hahnemannians to he actively working
for their acience? Is it not their duty, and should it not Le their
pleasure to do 30?  Passive adlierence-—i, e., work in the office nnd
sick-room—to Hahnemannism is very good ; but something more is
needed at this time, Iach Hahunemnnuian practitioner should
Join the I. H. Association nu work for his science.

The writer of the above-quoted passnges endeavors to make be-
lieve that the issue between homewopathists nnd eclectics is siiuply ope
of dose; that high potency and low potency are synonyms for homeeo-
pathistsand eclectics. "This hie knows to be false, Many low-potency
men are a8 good honweopathists ns the advoeate of the B or CM.

. For it is the mauncr in which une prescribes, not the dose used,

which makes him an homeopathist or an eclectic.

From what we have said in our April issue and in the above, we
have endenvored to set plainly before the profession the fnet that
there are two distinct parties in the so-called Lomeopathic achool.
The one representing eclectic methods and practice; the other, the
principles and practice of Halnemaun. The time has now come
when all practitioners must choese which party they will aid and
assist.  Will you retrogade or advance; be an eclectic or an ho-
meepathist ?

MISREPRESENTATIONS,
Ap. Livey, M. D, PurApELPHIA.

There was o period when ** Futal Errors” were freely .S.gnﬁ.ﬁ..m;
by professing homeopathists, but the most prominent of them cm_._-m
exposed in some of the homwopathic journals, an apparent cessation
of their promulgation was the result. Of late, » much more danger-
ous and wuch more detestable mode of attempted perversion of

- Howeopathy into eclecticiom has been resorted to by professing

homemopaths. This new mode of proceeding consists_in  Miy-
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representations,”” To point them afl out nud expose them ns they
are ‘presented to the profession in the pretended homeeopatlic
journals, would be an herculean task, and we shall, therefore, only
uotice the most outrageous.

At the December, 1881, meeting of the Philndelphia County
Homeopathic Medical Bociety, a cleverly-written paper on the
treatment of intermittent foever cnme up for discussion; the discus-
sion was published in the April (1882) number of the Halne-
mannien Monthly and was opened by the President of the Hahue-
mann Club, a member also of the Faculty of the Hahnemann
Medical College. The misrepresentations in which this gentleman
indulged are (ns the only member of the Society who ventured to
expose them, calls them) so outrageous that it becomes our very un-
pleasant duty to say a few words about them, In fact, the whole
openiug speech of the debate is one huge misrepresentation. From
first to last the speaker misrepresents not only history, Halinemann
and his work and Hommopathy, but he misrepresents himself as a
true homwopath when he eluims guperior success in treating inter-
mittent fever with Chiniuum sulph. from the first triturition to mas-
sive doses. He says, he follows the precepts of ITalinemann, and
prescribes for a totality of symptoms. He individualizes ench case
and gets all the symptoms, those that are most prominent aud those
that are lenst so, the modalities, etc,, and having done this, he
chooses that which is the homwopathic remedy for the case, and finds
that this is in most cases, or, at least, in a very large pereentage of
them, Quinine. He believes that all his success ju treating such
cases is due to his close adherence to Homeopathy.

Comanents.~—Others, Hahnemann, Benninghausen, . €. Allen
ood a host of old practitioners have declared time and again, that
under the precepts of Habnemann, professedly adhered to Ly
the learned speaker, they have found Clinn and Quinine to be the
truly hommopathic remedy in but a very amall percentuge of cases of
intermittent fever., Tlere can be but oue logical deduction drawn
from the presentation of final results when the same lnws were
applied. for the finding of the_homapathic remedy: when one or
more persons fad that *in our days,” Quinine is the truly homwo-
pithic remedy in almost all cases of intermittent fever, while the
founder of the school and a host of his faithful disciples declare it
to be but very seldom the curative homeopathic remedy ; and that
oné logical deduction is—that one of two parties “misrepresents”
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either Lis coneeption of, and the mode of practicing, Hommopathy,
or hia final results,

The learned speaker coutinues his Inisrepresentations; he snys:
“Is not Quinine the Simillimum to intermittent fever, par ezcellence ?
By Quinine, here, I mean Sulphate of Quinia, Peruvian Bark,
China. Cinchonidia and others of that jlk. These are nearly identi-
cal, =0 far s their pathogenetic or curntive effects are concerned.”

Conmments.—The men who have followed the precepts of Flahne-
mann say that Quinine and Chiua are not identical ; that they have
comnion paroxysmal attacks of chill and fever, and both have vio-
leut, profuse perspiration, with thirst; that China has o thirst dur-
ing the ehill or during the hot stage, Lut thirst before the chill and
before the hot stage, while Quisine las that not unimportant sym-
tom, thirst, during the chill nud during the hot stnge. The learned
spenker will find his misrepresentation of the identity of the China-
ilks corrected if he will condescond to take up that most excellent
little work on “ flomeeopathic Therapeutics of Intermittent Fever,”
by Dr. 11, C. Allen, who has clearly differentiated between Chinn
and Quivine, on page 81,

The speaker goes ou augmenting his misrepresentations when he
gays: “I have heard quite a good many lectures on Homceopathy,
il one of the moat frequently repeated statcments made on such
‘occasions, was Lo the effect that IIahuemana, while engaged in trans-
lating Cullen’s Materin Mediea into German, was dissatisfied with

‘the explavation given by Mr. Cullen a3 to the action of Peruvian

Bark in the cure of ngue, and that he set himself to experiment with
that drug, and found that when taken hy a person in good health it
produced symptoms very similar to those produced in an attack of
ague. This, together with other experiments, led to Hahnemanu
finding that drugs would cure symptoms similar to those that they
were capable of producing, or similia similibus curantur, Then
Hoemaopathy may be snid to have had its foundation laid on bark.
Now, was Hahnemann mistaken in all this? And if he was, is it
not possible that he was mistaken in other things just as well, and
might uot Hommopathy be an error altogether? But my experience
praves to me that it is not, for just as Hahnemaun found that bark
would produce symptoms analogous to those of intermittent fever,
I have found that bark, or its alkaloid or alkaloids, will cure genuine
walarial intermittent fevers.”
Comments—The true history differs essentially from the above
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.clumsy misrepreseutation, and we may as well remind the ver

yuent misrepresenter that assertions and hearsay testimony
“ evidence.”

y elo-
are not
We now give documentary evidence to destroy the
nbove misrepresentation. Taking up the second volume of Cullen's
-Moleric Medica, we there find under Cinchoua the following sentence
~written by a truthful and brainy man: “And whils it ( Ciuchona)
is-allowed to be a very safe and very powerful vemedy, the anly guestion
which remaing vespecting it is, under what eirewmstunces it nhary be most
-properly employed” The question was usked in good faith aud it
-lmplies that in some cases of its employment (and it was then, us
-now, the boasted specific remedy for intermittent faver), it wus a
curative remedy, that in other cases it failed just as Quinine fuils in
a large majority of cases, and if it does fail to cure, it never fails to
frequently bring life-lastivg misery aud harm. Hahvenann, the
--great philosopher, did avswer that question promptly nfter he lad
proved Peruvian bark on himself and others; and after he found
that the peculiar symptoms, resembling those of intermittent fever
-were just such symptoms as had been cured by Cinchoua, the deduc-
tion forced itself on this *thinker’’ that these cures were brought
about under the law of the similars. Huhoemann contioued his
‘labors, and now le is cruelly misrepresented by one of his pretended
followers a3 having found out merely that bark weuld produce
symptoms analogous to those of intermittent fever. He found out
much inore; he solved a question asked by Cullen, and he pointed
-out to us, who do read his writings, just what the cireurstances are
under which Cinchons must cure intermittent fever. Every true
healer has been made familiar with the charncteristic Cinchona and
Quinine sick-making, and therefore health-restoring, effects on the
human orgauism. Cullen and his contemporaries found that Cin-
choun would cure genuice and true malarinl intermittent fever:
WEE»EM:: found in what circumstances it way be most properly
employed, and if the speaker indulges in a coarse misrepresentation
of Halnemaun and of howeopathic history, he miy a3 well indulge
in lLis modest elaim to have hiwself found that Quinine and the
other Chiua-ilks will cure genuine malarial intermittent fever.
Ignoring wilfully the great discoveries of the founder of our school,
who so honestly and diligently workeil for the benefit of suflering
humagity; ignoring all the characteristic symptoms of Cinchoua,
which Habnemanu gave the profession; iguoring the very pre-
face to Cinchona written by Hahnemann; ignoring all character-
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istic symptoms of other well-proved aud well-known remedies appli-
cable for the cureof “ Intermittent Fever.” Weare really astonished
to see how this learned man cunoingly misrepresents other remedlies.
He lnys down as one of the characteristic symptoms of Natr. mur.:
“ Chills commence at 11 o'clock, A. 1.," while aay tyro in materia
medica knows that Natr, mur. shakes at 10 A gharp, nod that
Baptisia shakes at 11 a. at. .

Wheu the geutleman, who shows himself so ignornot  of
Homwopathy, its literature and its materia medica, was asked in
what dose he gave Quinine, his charncteristic reply was: *In what-
ever dose I please or think will be best in the given ense.  ‘Let wo
peat-up Ulica contraet vur powers. The whole boundless Continent
is ours.”” Might he not as well Lhave said (Ifahnemannien Monthiy,
P- 215, val. 4): " I take no stock in mediend Pupes and Besses ; I do uot
care a contivental for Hahnemann, his vbservatious, his teachings—
not L. I Lelieve in eclecticisin, aud desire to accomplish the perver-
sion of Homwopathy iuto it. I believe in misrepresentations und in
any auxilisry and supplementary means to accomplish this end.
My opinion is supreme—let us be governed, s heretofore, by opin-
Jons, but avoid strict principles which establish *laws.” No law for
us. ‘Let no pent-up Utica contract our powers’” OQur limited
space does not permit us to dweil on the misreprescntations, bad
logic and hard nssertions developed in that *discussion:” in fuet,
we have served up enough of this upsavoery dish to make the patient
reader of these lines henrt-sick and disgusted. Patience! Just let
these men keep on uttering absurdities .and Misrepresentatious!
Homebody will, in the near future, say—enough !

0%

HERING'S ANALYTICAL THERAPEUTICS : MINI) AND
DISPOSITION.*

Charles Lumb began an essay by saying, “of books that are not
books, the first I shall mention is Josephus' History of the Jews."”
We reverse this and say, of books which are books we would first
mention that the title of which is at the head of this review,

In these days, when the utterances of the kingly maker of pro-
verbs is beiny so fearfully verified: “ That of making mauy hocks
there is no end,” it is a rare experience when we can toke in our

*American Homeopathie Publikhing Cowpany. 2l ed.
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