THEORIES IN HOMEOPATHY -

Reflections on the point of view of a homaopathic doctor

. Dr. Davip CastrO, Rio de Ja'neirq

Translated from L’Homceopa,thie Frangaise—February, 1960

A few days ago a physician asked me two direct questions :

1. Do you consider homo:opathy to be the only true form of
therapeutics?

2. Have you ever, durmg the course of your clmlcal activities,
had occasion to.use an allopathic drug?

Before answering his questions I did some quick thmkmg,

promising meanwhile that I would supply him with-a detailed

explanation. This is given below, and I am further availing myself
of the opportunity to answer those who, though they may not .
actually have asked these same questions, yet have them always
on their lips.

“All roads lead to Rome,” as the old proverb says. Good
sense however adds: “But one of them may be better, quicker or
shorter.”

A sincere hommopath will reason similarly on the subjecﬁ of”

therapy. All therapeutic methods may lead to cure, but for him,

the homceopath, the best and the most efﬁc1ent is homoeopatblc
therapy. ’

- Such reasoning is logical and comprehenslve The doctors

*first duty is to heal. And if a doctor chooses homeeopathic therapy,

it is because he considers it most strongly indicated for the easy
accomplishment of this duty. The same holds good for the parti-
sans of all other therapeutic methods, unless they are non-scientific.

Taking a neutral point of view (which I must admit is for
me only theoretically possible) 1 concede to the partisans of so-
called allopathic therapeutics the right of considering that their
methods are the best, the most strongly indicated and the most -
efficient. This is as loglcal from the medical point of view as 1t is
human from the individual pomt of view,

~
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Eclectlc Point of View

There is .however another aspect of thls questlon in whlch
“homeeopathy differs from other therapies: it is from the point of
view of eclecticism. In allopathy this term has really no meaning.
It cannot be said to constitute a therapeutic theory, in the same
" ‘way as homeeopathy does.

'Allopathy is-a collection of therapeutic theories, rather than :

" a concrete general theory of therapeutics. This is not to say that
it is not scientific. Its experimental bases are indeed strictly scienti-

fic. But its concepts are broad, diffuse, and subject to the constant .
" inclusion and-exclusion. of drugs and methods. :
.. .And amidst these muitiple concepts and methods, a doctor

‘ _tls free to accept all, or just some of them; to recognise this .and
" to reject that; to admit the efficacy of such and such a drug or
" method against illness, and to admit no other.

An allopathic doctor can even advice homceopathy, and many
of them do so. Yes, they can deliberately recommend the use of
homeeopathic remedies; and this is without taking into account a
number of drugs used in allopathic mcdlcmc, whose action is
clearly homceopathic. :

" Established Theory

In homeeopathy, the position is dlfferent Homoeopathy isa

definite, established theory. Its laws are held to be proved, and
~“Similia Similibus Curentur” (sic) means that the method of cure

: based on the law of similars is considered to be true, best and

more nght _
’ ‘The theory of homoeopathxc therapeutlcs contains many other
- 'more or less ‘important ooncepts which the homeeopath owes it to
" himself to follow. Here is no pre]udlce or unhealthy orthodoxy
It is the very nature itself of the method or of the theory.

- When a homeeopath refrains from prescribing arsenic or mer-
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to seek for the remedy indicated by this picture, in a word, for the
“similimum”,

Our purpose here is not to argue as to which is the best form
of therapy, or whether or not syphilis is cured by arsenobenzols.
Certainly they must cure it, or they would not have been in use for
such a long time.

But the homeeopath, by virtue of his very name, uses his own
method, and only his own method, because for him it is the best

~and the most strongly indicated.

Thus eclecticism is not recognléed by homeeopathy. Either one

. uses homeeopathic methods according to the laws of homeeopathy,
and one is a homceopath; or one uses different methods according

to no particular laws, and one is not a homeopath. .

Varymg Reactions

Allopaths, or doctors who are not homeopaths, are in the
main anti-homceopaths. But their reactions vary. Some know
nothing about homeeopathy, have never heard of it and will not
discuss it. Others simply despise it. Others again ridicule, without
understanding it. Some tolerate it. A very few understand, w1thout
using, it. Lastly, some fight it furiously,

All of these attitudes depend upon very personal, subjective
or objective factors. Not one of them is essential or fundamental
Whether or not they are adopted has no effect on true therapeutic
methods. The explanation of this lies in the fact that non-homeeo-

_pathic therapeutics-are the official ones, that is to say, those taught

in recognised medical schools all over the world, and practlsed by
the great majority of doctors.

The position of homeopaths with-regard to allopathy is very
different. Tn the first place this position is universal, gemeral,
common . to all homeeopaths because it is a part of their doctrine.
Further, it is based upon a constant comparative analysis. Finally,

_ it relates to a doctrinal necessity of the theory.

~ For 'a homceopath, non- homoeopathlc theories and ‘methods
are serious and profoundly scientific questions. They are questions

o like: ‘What is . the therapeutlc position of surgery? Are mental
* symptoms influential in the choice of a remedy? Is diagnosis ‘the:
' fundamental element in the chowe of a remedy" Is the action (of -

W
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a remedy, Tr.) on the human orgamsm more, or ]ess important

 than its action on the mcrobaa.l agent? Is the question of the
elimination of the remedy 'given proper consideration in non-

. homeeopathic therapeutics? Will not a tendency to specialisation
"+ lead to a loss of the notion of the organic wholeness, of the One?

o Need of Understandmg

: " These are only some of the questlons discussed by the homee-
5 -‘opath and he can obviously only do so in the light of other
- theories. Moreover, given his soc1a1 position, the homeeopath needs
"~ . to be widely understood'in a way that would be quite useless to -
.. classical medicine. To spread " this’ understandmg, the - critical
N :meth‘od is the best, if not the only, way.

' So-have thought all the masters of homoeopathy since Hahne—
mann So have done, in Brazil,” Mure, Souza Martins Soares de S
Meireles, Murtinho, Licinio Cardoso, Nilo Cairo,” Alberto Seabra, §
Galhardo, etc. There is nothing sectarian about this, unless it is !

. respect upon a scientific and impersonal basis. It is not a matter ‘

b _ of denying other. therapies, but of showing the advantages which

: homeeopathy can’ offer in obtaining cure, a,ocordmg to the true

‘ homeeopaths. '

« .- "“All roads lead to Rome.” But homeeopaths consider that

" theirs is the best, the fastest, and the most efficacious, and feel

themselves under the obligation to demonstrate the reasons for’

. their conviction, not only in showing which is their “road”, but

“also in analysmg that of the others which they thmk is less effi-
g.cacmus or contra-indicated.

Finally, the question of whether I employ non-homonpathlc
remedles in my clinical practice. Thet answer is, No. I have never
used non-homeeopathic remedies in. my clinical practice. ]

.- But,—this must be amplified—this is not’ through systematic =~ . 3
opposmon but because nmever in my professionat life have 1-. .
encountered the need to do so, either from scepticism “or ﬁom"' -
-1nsuﬂic1ency of means in the homoeopathlc Materla Medl'
~Thus it has been until today, and thus I think it-will continue
: because I consider homoeopathy to. be asufficiefit - medical

(Contmued on’ page 131 )
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has been monopolised, so to say, by big cartel Organisations, large-

scale manufacturers,. who ‘manipulaté. and regulate all researches,
- pharmaceutical, and other activities in ple_digines to suit their own
vested interests. WHO and Health Directorates of Governments
are nothing but a mouthpiece of these gigantic userpers. To do
big business and push on their products is their only aim. They
" have no real interest in the welfare of humanity. The cruel
" apothecaries of Hahnemann’s times have appeared in this garb
today. Beware of these monstrous havocs that are being wrought
over ‘man through their nefarious activities. Practice of Medi-
cine today is only an organised demonstration of millions of
patent drugs mostly synthetic, that are responsible for the increase
‘of so many types and names of diseases. More than 50.per cent
of present-day diseases is due to the ill-effects of modern drugs
used for prevention and treatment of diseases.

Purity of Homceopathic medicines, steadfastness to Hahne-
mannian principles and unity of genuine homceopaths are the only
answers to this present-day barbarism in medicine.
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theory: and practice. I do not however guarantee that I will never
do so; since after all the cure of the patient is the essential object
of the doctor’s mission, as Hahnemann said in the first paragraph
of the Organon.

—Homaeopathy; June 1960




