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DRUG ATTENUATION.
V.
(Continued from Vol. xxi, No. 14, p. 497).
The reader will remember that Dr. Danham considered al®
dilutions ubove the 3rd centesimal as “higher poterMies,” be-

cause they were ¢ pétencies above the grade of that of which
the action admits & mechanieal explanation.” His favorite

dilation in the last years of his practice was the 200th. Toour

modern high potency men the 30th dilation is bat a lom
and the 200th the lowest rung in the ladder of high potenem.

They revel in the 1000ths and the millionths, and they are fofte~-

to set bounds to their potenciess We have seen what Value to
attach to the so-celled high potencics produced by the uncertain,
unscientific methods of fluxions and infeetfons or umple eontacts.
80 long as the high potencies ave not prodnoed by striet
Hahnemannian methods we must refuse to put our faith in them
as geuuiue, and cases of oure veported as having been effected
by them we pust look apon with suspicion,

Dr. Dunham prepared his ewn dilutions in the legitimate way

sad we have absolute respeq for reports of his casea. And when
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mccepted the reports of cases of others treated by high poten-
cies, he must have done sp, we are sure, -under the conviction
that these potencies wefe genuine, for he had no sympathy with
those of Hahnemann’s followers who fouad it easy “ to ercet on a
figurative illustration used by hlm in the Organon a ‘cloud-
clapped ’ theory of the transplantatlon of the medicinal force from
the substance of the drug to the subetance of the vehicle used
for dilution, and upon the basis of this airy hypothesis to explzin
all manner of supposed action and reaction of drug spirit
upon diseased force.”

In support of the superior efficacy of,his moderate high
patency, the 30th decimal, Dr. Dunbam has cited the comparisons
instituted by Dr. Martin Eidherr of the cases of pneumonia
.tréated in the ueopoldstndt Hospital, in Vienna, during the ten

- years from 1850 to 169 inclusive, for the first three years with
the 30th, for the second period of three years with the sixth, and
for the re:uaining‘}'our yeurs with the fifteenth, decimal dilution.

It is notorious that conclusions drawn from statistics are not
always reliable especially with referen® to disense which is such
a variable entity, varying by reason of difference of constitution
in different individuals, by reason of age, sex, and previous
diseuse, and by reason of difference of seasons and other climatic
‘econditions. Dr. Eidherr endeavoured to avoid the fallacy Trom
the last .aentioned circumstance. A careful comparison of the
meteorological records of the three epochs led him to the conclusion
"¢ that during the first epoch the atmospheric conditions were
most favourable to the pwvalenee and severity of pneumonia,
~and themefore the least favorable for the treatment ; during the
a@md epoch the least favorable for the spread and severity of

- peamonia, and therefore the most favorable for the treatment.”
The fallacies attendant upon the other circumstances do not
appear to have been minded.

In the records of the cases :the following pomts ware carefully
noted: 1, The seat of infiltration; 2. its duration, reckoned
from the time at which it was first perceived, to the time when
it began to Le resolved ; 3. the time at which resolution of in-
filtration began ; 4. the time at which resolution was completed ;
5. the time at which all physical signs disappeared ; 6. duration
of convalescence. ‘ ,
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Phe results of the comparison of these points. in. ﬂw tlma
gvoups were as-follows :
The average duration of the iufiltration was ;.
For Group. 1, 3.0 days.
” 2,41 ,
" 3,30 ,
* Resolution begap :
For (rroup 1, on the 3d day.
p * 2°e 35
” 3" »” 3'2 ”
Resolution was complete :
« For Group 1, on the 4.9 duy.
” 2, »y 69
3, » 63,
The physical sigus of the isiltration vaniskied :
For Group 1, on the 7.1 day.

» . 21 ne 93 ,
3’ ” 103 ”

The physical mgm of the exudation vanistred :
For group 1, on the 12.3 day.
ne % 5 205,
” 3 4 181 , N

The following is the statement of the average number of days
during which each group of cases stayed in ‘hospital :

Group 1, treated with the thirtieth decimal dilution ; fifty-five cages
were treated ; their aggregate residence in the hospital amounted to 680
days ; or an average of 11.3 days each. %

Group 2, under the sixth decimal dilution ; thirty-one cases, 06 dayl_; .
an average of 18.5 days fer each case.

Group 3, treated with the fiffenth decimal dilution ; ﬁfty-four case‘,
and 795 duys ; an average of 14.6 days for each case.

It must be admitted, as Dr. Eidherr elaims, that tfs was 'hle
most extensive experiment that hasever been made, bex.bng,
on the quustion of the dose, a,nd the conslusion drawa by Dr.
Eidberr from the statistics of "the cases as given above may be*
allowed to be legitimate, namely % - that in every point of view
the action of the thirtieth dllutlon, in so acute -and *dangerous a
disense as pneumonia, is mdre certain and more rapid than that
of the fifteentr of the sixth dilution, and that the fifteenth 1s
preferable to the sixth dilution.” But was Dr. Dunham therefore
right in inferring “that up to the present time, experience
has established these facts : that the continued diminaution of the
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nmteml quantity of a drug throug'h the process of potentization
does positively increase the curative power of a drog when homaso-
pathically used ; that this inerease of power is progressi~e, as far
at least as the fifteenth centesimal dilutioh ?” He inay say so with
Teference to a particular disense occurring in a particular period
of time, but the facts do not justify the generalization for all
diseases, and even for all cases of any partichlar disease.

* There is a nataral desire,”’ says.Dr. Dunham, “to find the
limit of petentization. The Vienna experiment gives us no
reason to snppo,ae that this limit has been attained in the
fifteenth potency The technically termed * high potencies ””
ave not the 15th or even the 3Uth centesimals; they are the
BOth to the 200th and even higher. Dr. Dunham’s experience
was limited te ‘the 200ths. ertmg in 1863 he says : “For the
“Just five years I have used the high potencies (two hundredths of

my own manufacture and of Lehrmann’s indiscrimimately) in
all forms of disease that occur in a general practice. I am very
_sure that my practice has grown more successful every yetr.
Wblle I trust that an increasing knowledge of the Materia
' Medica may have contributed greatly to this result, I cannot be
mistaken in the belief that much is also due to my more and
more frequent use of the high potencies.” In illustration he
gives the following cases :
A gentle.nan who had suffered many years from necrosis of the femur
was subject to acute attacks of periostitis. The twelfth potency of
Asafoftida was found to relieve his suffering, and repeated doses of it
generally effected a care within three of four days. After treating several
- attacks in this way, I gave him, at the ecommencement of a fresh attack,
a aose of Aeafcetida ™, The cure was effected in the space of six hours.
A dlﬂ'erence so remarkable was very obvioss to the patient, who, learning
irdm me the difference between this and my former prescriptions, request-
ed to.be treated alwnys thereafter with the two hundredth. Here, what-
“ever cavils may be raised about the diagnosis or ofher points, the fact
remains incontestable, that, attacky which required for their cure several
days and repcated doses of Asafcetida’®, were cured in siz bours by a
single dose of the two hundredth. Could it be that repeated treatment
of these attacks had modified their severity, and that the amelioration
chanced to coincide, in point of time, with the change of potency 1 To
sitisfy myself ou this point, I once reversed the experiment, and without
ny patient’s knowledge gave the twelfth instead of the iwo hundredth
potency. The attack came -on with its ancient severity and persistence,
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much to my patient’s diegust,, who ’u abundantly satisfied with the high
potency, but much ashamed of my want of coufidence, °

Even after I had become quite sutisfied of the superiority of high poten-
cies in mobt acute diseases, I yet hesitated to employ themina malady
go fearful 'and so rapid as eroup. In this 'Tstill adhered to the low (the
third) dilutions of Aconite,or Spongis, or Flepar, as the case might require,
or tg the watery (first centesimal) dilution of Bromium or Todine, if: these
rem¢'1es were indicated. Nuoiwithstanding I had actually witnessed most
sugprising success in Dr. von Baannigghauun’u practice with tk.e two bun-
dredth potencies in severe ctoup, I®hesitated to use them. I arguned to
myself : “These low potencies have served me well. The majority use
them. I do not know that the high are better, even if they be as good.
The success with thememay be exceptional. I dare not risk the loss of time
which would acerue from an unsuccessful experiment with them.” -

Thus it turned out that I never used the high potencies untilhree
years ago, in the most severe case 8f membranous croup, I ever saw,. tife
Jow potencies in which I had always trusted failed me utferly, and I knew
not what else to do. A resort to the use of the two hundredth potencies
of Acounite, Hepar sulphuris and Spongia saved my patient from this ex- '
tremity of danger, and satistied me that a trial of the bigh potencies in the
Ritset of an attack of croup, instead of involving a risk of wasting time
does in truth obviate such a risk from the employment of the Jower poten-
cies. From this time on, in the treatment of croup, I have uniformly be~
gun with the two hundredth potency of whatever remedy wae indicated.
My suocess has been more uniform and much more rapidly attained than
ever hefore. o )

My first use of a high potency of Bromine was accidental. Called %o
prescribe for a severe case of croup, in which that remedy wes indicated,
1 found that the crude substance or a low dilution was not to be obtained.
1 had the two hundredth potency in my pocket-case. I gave it (with .a
result equally happy, and much more speedy than I had ever before wit-
nessed. This was altogether contrary to my preconceivedmotions coneern-
jng Bromine, and it summarily upset a very pretty chemical M l‘hd
formed. ¢

Dr. Dunham, with that love of truth which, in addition %n.ﬁll"
profound knowledge of the materia medica, was his°great and
noble characteristic, admitted having met with facts of a cone
trary significance. * No body’s praetice,” ‘says he,  can be free
from painful failares. In such cases, wherever 1 have been
tolerably sure thap my choice of the remedy was correct, I hmve
repeated the same remedy in a higher or lower potency as the
case might,be.” He cites the following instance as affording
an illustration of & high potency actiug but insufficiently
and a Jower giving prompt and complete relief. “Im a.case of
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chronic asthma, of great severity,.I have recently fomd Glonoine
of the' greatest service. I first preseribed the sixth potency,
having no other at hand. When the action of this dose was
exhausted I gnve the two hundredth. The result was by no
nieans satisfactory. The sixth again prodaced happy results as
before. Repeated experiments of this kind convimeed me that
in this instance the high potency did #bf act so frvor-
ably or so efficiently as the low. .Whather this peculiarity shouid
be accounted for by assuming an idiosyncrasy on the part of the
patient, or a peculiarity of Glonoine which renders it ineapable
of high potentization, or whether the action.of Glonoine in this
cave will prove to have been ouly palliative, and therefore tem-
porary, is a question which can only be solved by a wider ex-
perieuce than I possess in the use of the various potencies of this
new but valuable remedy.” ]n a note he adds: ¢ The subse-
quent history of this case confirms the suspieion that the great
relief afforded by Glonoine wae palliative. After a few months
the djsease recurred with its original severity, and no form of
.Glonoine (nor of any other remedy that I tried) availed to give
"velief.” Most probably, in our opinion, the patient must have
had some vice, some jrregularity of life, which reduired to be
corrected before any medicine could afford permanent relief.
Bbecause Glonoine failed to give relief in the relapee that took
place monts after, it does not follow that the relief it had given
before was palliative only, especlally when other remedies failed
‘also. ' It must be in the experience_ of the thoughtful practitioner
that the same remedy does not always succeed in subsequent
attpeks argelapses of the same disease in the same individual,
but thls cannot warrant us in saying that in such cases the
-yiévlous action of the remedy was palliative only.

It is therefore with true sciemtific spirit that Dr. Danham
admits that “this fact that a low potency sueceeded where a
bigher had famd, togethier with similar facts reported by other
pmtlhoners, must have a bearing upon general conclusions.”
Though in the majority of cases of both ,apute and chronic
diseases he would give the preference to the higher over the
lower potencies, yet in some cases the converse having been
observed, no explanation of this difference having been discovered,
be would not hesitate to use the lower where the higher hud
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failed. And he would leave t8e question, whether the hngher
potencies are more generally successful than the lower, and in
what proportlon, to be determined by statistics drawn from me.
thodical experiment. Whether there is or can be a law for the
& priori selection of the potency for a concrete case has yet to be
dmcovered.

. * .
WHAT ABOUT LACHESIS=4RE WE STILL DEPEND.

ING UPON HERING’S ORIGINAL SUPPLY?

This is a question in which all homceopathic physicians
throughout the worfd ought to be deeply interested. The venom
of the Tngonocephalus Lachesis is the first serpent vepom which
has been used on homeopathic, that is, on true scientifie prine
ciples in the treatment of disease. In our counfry indigenoud
quacks use serpent-venom in certain diseases, or rather in thé
last stages of certain diseases, but whether this use is purely .
empirical, or based upon a sort of rude similia similibus, *it i»
difficult to say. Itis in the stages of disease, chiefly of fever und
cholera, in which pulselessness and collapse have set in, in which
the patient has become unconscious and comatose, s is given
up by the regular pbysician, that the help of the quack who
deals in snake’venom is sought. Strange to say, he su
in many cases. The only' venom that is used is that of a parti- -
eular variety of Cobra, called the Kewte or Kdi-kut, ‘that of the
other variety, Gokhura, being deemed too virulent for megicinal.
use, though so far as we hawe been able to ascertain from our
own experiments the two venoms are equally 'virulent. The
venom is not used alone but mixed with otier poipors
mineral and vegetable, chiefly Arsenic and Aconite! So that
it is difficult to sny what part the serpent venom itself plays m
the cure if a care is effected. .

Of the serpent venoms in use in our school, there has been no
complaint’as to their supply except in the case of Lachesis. The
‘Cobra, or as it is also called Naja tripudians, may be had in
abundance from Ihdia. The Vipera torva and Redi being common
snakes in Europe, there can be no deficiency in their supply. There
is also no fear of a fall in the supply of the genuine Crotalus
horridus, as will be seen from the number for May 1894 of this

(To,be continued.)
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Journal. Of Elaps corallinus e bave not heard mueh, being
perhaps so little wsed. But of Lachesis the complaint is that
we are still dependent upon Hering’s original supply. Now
Dr. Hering issued the following circular in 1878 to celebrate
the Jubiles of Lachesis, but unfortunately for our school he dld
not live to publish his intended monograph :

““To All Friends of Liachess.
« Be it kmown that next 28th of July it will be fift
since the first trituration and first dilation in alcoho{ of the
snake poison Trigenocephulus Lachesis was made.
¢ We intend to celebrate that day by closing a collection of
Teports, consisting of provins, toxicological effects, cures,
cbaracteﬂshcs, corroborations, cte., ete. Quotations from books
or Jounals where Lackesie has been mgntioned are solicited,
since it is possible that some may have escaped the author’s
Rotice.
® @ In the life of the author tke order of the Parce or Fates has
.J been reversed. Atropos, the inevitable, who cuts the thread,
came to bim first when a little boy in the form of a caterplllar
on his father’s grapevine and gave the incentive to the study of
aatural history.
+  “Then came Lachesis, the disposer of destinies; and Clotho
comes last and holds the distaff while the author spins the fabrie
of symptoms.
he son and daughter of Zackesis, by name, Psorium and
ZLyssinum, heretofore ealled Hydrophobinum, are receiving a careful
revision anzl will be printed before long. The several brothers
aud sisters of Lachesis are waiting to be acknowledged, parti-
.onlarly the Nuja of East India, and the Lanee viper of Martini-
que. We do not even have a complete collection of the effects
of the bite ot any of these snakes.

“ Tbenlgclem Jubilee could not be better celebrated than by
eenmng contributions to such a collection; also cured cases,
pmwngs, ete., ete., all of which will be acknowledged by the
“sathor and embodied iu the monograph.

1 Constantine Hering.”

From the above eircular it will be seen that tHe account given
by Prof. W. E. Leonard, an old pupil of Dr. Hering, in the
Minneapolis Homaopathic Magazize for June 1895, which we
quoted from the Homaopathic World, in , the Cal. Journ, Med.
for Aug. 1895, was not correct as to the actunal date when the
Lachesic poison was extracted and attenuated by Hahnemann’s
methode of trituration and suecussion. That date must have
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been tire 28th:July 1828, :ahd not 1885 as Dr. Lieohard §as put:

it.  So that it i8 now exactly seventy-four years and six months
that the poison was obtained and prepared as medicine for
lmmwopatlnc purposea Dr. Hering has not told us the exagt
guantity of the venom’ thatdhe succeeded in squéezing out of the
yenpom-bag of the serpent that was brought to him by his native
sssistants. The Snake was a big vigorous one, and supposing
that at the outside’ this qdantitys was ten drops,—it could not
have been more, it might have been less,—then the first centesi-
mal trituration gave him 1000 grains or say in round humbers
 ounces. Ifhe had triturated the whole of this for the secong
trituration then he would have got 200 ounces or 123 poltftia.
Or if, as is more probabBle, he kad kept 1 ounce of the 1st tutura-
tion as a reserve for future triturations, he W‘Ollld have got
100 ounces or 6} Ibs. of the secoitl centesimal trituration. If
he had used only 1 Ib. of this for the 3rd, keeping the remaining
6} lbs. as a reserve still he would have got 100 lbs. of tho 3rd
centesimal.

Now the question is whether the triturations of Lachesis from
the lst to the 3rd have been exhuusted in the course’of three
quarters of a century 7 In all probability *the 1st trituration is
gone. . It would be highly interesting to know if there is anp
remnant of it still. If there is, has it kept well ? The venom
and the sugar of milk being both organie substances, has an
intimate mixture of them, in the proportion of | of the fermer
to 100 of the latter, not beceme decomposed in the course of
6o long a time? As regards the 2nd trituration, thee quantity,
heing 200 ounces, the stock is also likely to liave been exh.tustﬁ
it having been used to prepare the 3rd trituration. The stoek
of the last probably exists as we do still get, though with
difficulty, supply of it in ounces. Some ten years or more
ago, through the. kind instramentality of a patient of ours, we
got, with a* copy of Hering’s work Warlmnyen des Schiangen-
giftes, an ounce of the 6tlr decimal, that is, the 3rd cen-
tesimal trituration® frgn America, said to have been obtained
from . Dr. Hering’s son-in-law himeelf. This could not but
be genuine, mnd shows that there is still available thé Srd
centesiynil tritarntion.of the drug. But how long would it be
farther alnilable ? If the stdck still exists it is because both for
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provings and medicinal nse no dilation lower than the 6th
centesimal has been used. It is for respectable homreopathic
chemists to say what quantities of the 3rd trituration eaclfof them
has, and if they have made any efforts to obtain the fresh poison.

This is a vital question for our cchool. True, hitherto no
lower than the 6th centesimal dilution has been used, but that is
becanse we have had no supply of the lower. = We have no mﬁam
of ascertaining whether in some cases *lower dilutions would act
better. From our experience with Crotalus and Cobra, we are
inclined to think they would. In a case of gangrene we succeed-
ed with Crotalus 4x where we had failed wifh the same drug 6x
and fiigher. Why might it not be so with Lachesis ? This is felt
by all homrr,opathlc physicians unbinsed by the high dilution
craze. ~ Thus D, Hughes says in his Pharmaco-dynamics at the

end of his lecture on the Serpent Venoms: ¢ The observations
of the curative action of Lachesis at least, if worth anything at
all, prove the validity, not only of our therapeutic rule, but algo
‘f the infinitesimal dose. The results gained with it are all due
to the sixth or higher attenuations, for we have never had lower
ones in our hands. Dr. Hayward, whose energy has recently
provided us with a fresh supply of rattlesnake and cobra poison,
is endenvouring also to replenish our stock of thit of the lance-
hended viger. It'will be interesting to ascertain if Lachesis
will do more in the lower than it has done in the higher poten-
cies.”. This was written In 1880, for no allusion is made here
to Dr. Hayward’s splendid monograph on the Crotalus; and
‘mo_ alteration was made in the edition of 1898. We have not
beén able'to know if Dr. Hayward has actually been able to
yeplenish our stock of Luchesis. We should be glad to hear from
him direet on the subject.

If, as we think, the supply of Liachesis is still Hering’s of 1828
then we ought to lose no time, indeed, we dught not to rest,
till we have-got a fresh suppfy. Though we may depend upon
the original supply for dilutious higher than the 6th centesimal,
we ought to have lower dilutions from the ‘fresh poison. We
onght not to remain satisfied with the provings already made
with the 30th dilution. We ought to institute provings with
the lower also, and this is only possible from the fresh poison.
We ought to institute experiments on the lower animils with a
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view to discover pathological lesions preduced by it, and for this
purpose we must have a pretty abundunt supply. ¢

There pill be no diffienlty in identifying the reptile. Its native
name is known—Churukuku or Suruknku. The head of the Ser-
pent which Hering used was deposited by him in the Academy ‘of
Sciences of Philadelphia. Yt was in all probability accompanied
witl.;'a description of the sserpent. Both the head and the des-
enption if there wys any may ke found still there. We happer-
ed to get some years ago, about 1875, a drawing of the head by
Dr. Hering from the late Mr. Henry Turwer, homceopathie
chemist, of London and Manchester, enclosed in Hering’s little
work on Ike Twelve ZFissue Remedies of Schussler. W,
below a facsimile of the drawing. We are sure a seatveh for the
serpent in Brazil would be ‘successful. The natient of d’ur;,
alluded to above, who was a German merchant and had' concern
in the United Statés and® Brazil, had promised. to get a live
Lachesis for us, but unfortunately the revofution broke eut in
PBrazil at the time, and the poor man himself died before it wag
over.

THE HEAD OF TRIGONOCEPHALUS LACHESIS

From the original specimen now deposited in the

ACADEMY OF NATURAL SCIENCES, PHILADELPHIA. o?

LK)
1. Tooth Carrying the pt’ison.
2. Shows the aperture where the poison enters th> duct.
3. Shows theepening near the point from whence the puison enters the wound.
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. .HOM@EOPATHY IN THE NEW EDITION OF THE
¢ ENCYCLOPZDIA BRITANNICA.

The Compilers, Editors, or Proprietors as the casq may. be,
of Encyclopeedias have a grave tespousibility which they owe
to their generation. An Encyclopaac‘l)ia is looked upon as an em-
Jbodiment of thi fullest and the latest knowledge of all the
subjects which have come within ‘the dowain of the hyman
intellect. And therefore it is jncumbent upon the compiler,
editor, or proprietor of an Encyclopedia that he should entrust the
treatment of each subject or article to one or more authors who
have not only a theoretical or book knowledge of the subjeot,
kat where possible a practical acquaintance with its details., The
fact"musi be recognized that owirg tn the finite nature and
‘consequent imperfections of the hdinan mind, only those subjects
-have attained to the positive stage which admit of direct obser-
vation, experimentation aund verification. These may be said
to have passed thé controversial stage and thus have become
emancipated from the darkening and retarding influence of
“the i)assions which exercise such a control over human progress.

But there are many subjects still on which opinions may
legitimately differ, aud about which fierce controversy may rage,
owing to one view or another of each subject affecting the
#cuceit or interest of the parties concerned. These subjects
belong pro-eminently to religion and almost in the same degree
to medicine. How are writers to be selected on these subjects

. for an Eucyclopedia? This will depend upon the views enter-
tained by the editor or proprietor ‘himsell on these subjects. If

" hie selelits,writers of his own views his Encyclopwdia will lose
itsktruly encyclopeedic character. It will fail to present to the
“séader the fullest and latest knowledge of many subjects, It
will be of a onesided character avhich, unless avowedly so, no

‘ encyclopedia ought to be, To be fair to all parties he ought to

_have such subjects treuted bystheir representative men. Selec-

. tion of contributors on this principle would produce an ideal
Encyelopedia. e

With reference to subjects about which difference of opinion
prevails, but which have a practical side and admi{s of practical
den;nnstration, the principle of seleetion would be easy of appli-
cation. The editor would be perfectly justified in selecting unly
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those who have a-practicfl ®acquuintamce with tlie subjects. 'Hé
would be v;n"ong and guilty of unfairness if he were to act other-
wise, if be were to select men whose opposition to particulir
views proceeds from prejudice or pre-conceived ideas “and not
from actual knowledge of the subjects. e
» If what we have advanced regarding the principle of selection
of Wis contributors By an &ditor of an Encyclopzdia be correct,
tlen it will be seen how far jthe editors of the 8th and 9th
editions of the Encyclopmdia Britannica were right in having
the articles on Homeopathy written by determined opponents
of the system who 4ind never tried it at the bed side. In these
articles we had caricatures and not true representations d.ﬂr’a
system. * »

The article on Hnmreop'tthv in the 8th edition (1856) hy
Dr. Gairduer was the most extraoedinay picce of misrepresenta-
tion that could be imagined. He must haye thought that he
had given a death blow to Homwmopathy when he tonfidently
wrote: “It must be apparent to any intelligent reader, that the
system is that of a fanatic, not of a severe inquirer into nature;
that it begins and ends in assumptions, of which it i#s difficult
to say whether the first or the last be the most extravagant.”
“To the minds which regards all systems as suhject to the rigid
criticisms of facts homeopathy must ever appear one of the most
unfounded and monstrous of delusions.” Now the unbifsed reader
of Hahnemann’s works could not but be impressed by his garnest
appeul to facts and his warnipg against his own explanations and
theories. To disregard his facts and pick up his theories for
ridicule is not criticism but a gross perversion of it. « ¢ N °
" The competency of Dr. Gairdner for sound reasoning may, be
judged from the following specimen in whieh he ridicules and ex-
poses the impracticability of th® homoopathic formula. ¢ Inasayq
ing that like.ceres like’ Hahnemann uses a form ot expression
which (especially in Latin) bears®a very ®vespectable resemblance
to the enunciation of a great natural law. But examine that
expression, and, still hetter, try it by instances. What 14
€like;” and what unlike? Polonius thought that Hamlet’s eloud
wvas like a‘camel, a wearel, and a whale, in turn ; it was probably
ns'like the one as the other! Oune man sees a likeness between
certain lembers of a family ; mwtluir cunnot see it ; u third sees
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it at one time, and fails at another.* Tu one sense all men are
more of less alike ; in another infinitely varied and dissiwilar.
" In the region of idens, the poet and the wit equally see resem-
blances which duller minds fail to appreciate. The naturalist
digoovers likeness in those objects which to the ordinary sense sre
the most dissimilar ; while flowers aud minerals, birds and fighes
—=0 like that the common eye canntt distinguish them from
each other, or can distinguish them only with -effort and by dins
of instruction—are found to be placed far apart among the genera
and species of the careful and analytic observer. In short, no
feature of objects is more liable to be differently appreciated from
dtferent points of view, and by different minds, than precisely
this one of external resemblance.” .
<, This.exquisit¢ piece of reusommr is incoherent and self-con-
demning. Pursued to its legitimate , consequences it ought to
. lead to the conclusion, that there can be no science ; for science
i8 built up by a due arrangement and systematlzatmn of
vesemblances and differences between objects and phenomena,
And why ? simply because of the difficulty of appreciating or
interpreting them! Polonius did not himself think Hamlet’s
cloud was like a camgl, a weasel, and a whale, in turn, but a
consummate and born courtier that he was he gave ditto to the
puheessuggestlons simply to please him. Immortal Shakes-
peare, how*hast thou been mangled by this son of Aesculapius to
serve his miserable purpose of maligning the most bLeneficent
truth that has ever been dircovered! The whole article is of a
piece with the specimen above given, and we need take no more
nbtige of ity
Twenty-ﬁve years later, in the ninth edition (1891) of the
SEmé Encyclopsedna, Homaopathy wus again consigned to the
tender mercies of an opponent ofe the system It is true that
Dr. Glover’s article is a shade better in poing of spirit and
violence of language, But as *regards the appreciation of the
system it is no less one-sided and pnfair. He makes capital of
Halnemann’s looking upon diseases as “spiritual dynamio
derangements of our spiritual vital principle,” and of his belief
that becuuse ““ the grentest number of diseases are ,of dynamic
(spiritual) origin and of dynamic (spiritual) nature, their cauve
is therefore not perceptible to our senses,” and triwmphantly
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says that « Hahnemann’s fine but fundamental theories about
the spiritual and dynamic origin of diseases are all exploded by
the revelations of modern pathology, and their demolition only
completes that of his “therapeutical theories which rested on
them.” And yet Dr. Glovgr tells us that it would be unjust
to him (Hahnemann) not to bear in mind that he claimed to
basashis views and practicé on experience and sound experiment.”
1fs0, why dwell upon his theories, and not examine his experience
and experiments by the light of further experience and experi-
ments ?

If “it may be admitted,”” as Dr. Glover was foroed to say,
“ that homceopathy has done some service in directingugdte
cpecml attention to various poyerful drugs, such as aconite, nug
vomica, belladonna, and to the advantage of ‘giving them in
simpler forms than were cqmmon before the days of Hahnemann,”
was it not incumbent upon those who made the admission to
igquire on what principle were these powerful drugs recommended
as remedial agents in disease, and if on that principles they
really act as such, was it not their duty to adopt the principle
in their practice instead of endeavouring to stifle it by specious
reasonings ? Instead of this, all that Ds. Glover could see in
Hahnemann aad his work was ‘“that he had the great merit of
disturbing and discrediting indefensible modes of practwe » But
what sort of a disturbance was it ? Did it not creitte qui