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nature of curing agents correspondent to it ; that to enre vio-
lent diseases pouderous Joses of mighty drugs were alone equal
to the tnsk and only to be depended on. Tt is not an easy work,
nor the work of 1 day, gotting rid of stieh Tinpressions, fulse ns
they are. IHave they not eome from teachers and books wha
fiave had our reverence? Are they not the only renaining
fruits of that reverence? Have these not told vs, and told us
at all times, that the true auswer to the guestion as to the dose,
How much? i3 found in the other, How mueh will he bear?

And did they not know, these who have beeu since the days of

our pupiluge our wltimate authorities?  Iave we not been vir-
tually taught that the patient was to be permitted toescape with
his life, and that this was 411 he had a right to expeet at the hands
of his prescriber, who began his clinieal dutive with the in-
quiry, * How much will he beur ?” Verily, sometimes the poor
victims bore a good denl,* and then cometimes did escape! It is
not o work of ease, or the worle of a day, to eseape from preju-
dices and teachings like these. And then, it may be, the poor
man who iz struggling for thig freedom has to meet another
and powerful influenee impelling him to remuin in the philoso-
phy and practice of his teachers. He meets ridicule, perhaps
of himself personally, certainly of the results aund convictions
he hus realized from his experiments, and ridienle is often
harder to face than arguments. His experiments have griven
him facts, These cannot be gainsaid or set aside by other fucts,
but they can be met by this devil’s argument, ridicule, and as
Jiis opponents have this+ and nothing more, they resort to it as
best they may. Ridicnle, especially from good men, is hard to
bear, and even good men in all else have not scorned resort to
this in attacks on God’s law and its logical use, 80 different from
all pertaining to their own teachings and practice.

—_—————

i ———

*he following prescriftion was read on the filesof o retail apothecary, in

a village near Buston, by the writer in his enrly professional life. It was

written by oue who wtood hegh in that city with thuse who grood highest i

public estimation as healers:
. 0l. Ricini Zi

Bals. copaibe, 3i

I reosoton, zii

Mix ; dose n tengpuonful,

Who was to take this? 1 nsked of the apothecary. J. A. T} 's baby, was
the answer. The haby waslwo weeks old ; was o grandniece of our inte ex-
eellent Guvernor Dix. and did not diel 1 repeated the preseription aiul the
facts to 10y most excellent profess v of thoery aml practics, telling Nhim the
little patient anrvived the dose.  In liis own pecnline quiet wa¥ lie remaried::
s [ have always re arded Dr. 8. aso remarkabiy fortunule pritetitioner r This
time the Doctor ?Hld a very fortunale patient.
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In all this the man who will so use this Jaw and the appli-
ances it requites for the enre of the gick has more thanan equiva-
lent for all his struggles and all possible opposition, 1 his
practical successes, and the approval of a good conscienee, and
any one may share these with him who will do, as he presum=
ably has done, in coming to this right use of our materin
medica.  He has only to follow ahmemann’s direction :

« Mach's nach, aber, mach’s genau nach.”

Do it exactly as 1 have done. . P. WELLS.

CURANTUR OR CURENTUR.
Ap. Lirpg, M. D.

Dr. Dudgeon comes out in the July number of THE Hoxmao-
paTiiC PHYSICIAN, and espouses the cause of Dr. Hughes, and
with him contends that the complete homeeopathic fornntla shenld
always read curentur; that curantus would be a blunder because
it would show that our formula {with curantur aecepted) was an
acknowledgment of “a law,” while ewrentur would mean that
wehadonly to dowith a rule,good at times, but never to be aceepted
ov applivd jmperatively. The plain faet iy, {hat n question of
vital importauce has been asked and this question is: Did
Fahnemann establish an exclusive system of therapeuties, or did

he advocate cclecticism and call it Tlomwopathy ? Did Hahne-

mann call Tomeopathy o healing art, based on an immutable
law expressed under the formula similia similibus curantur?
[las not this law become obmoxious to men who, professedly
homeopaths, in reality adhere to and advocate eclecticism, and
to shicld themsclves from censnre and exposure  boldly claim
that Halnemann advocated their eclecticism. T he formula, sim-
i similibus exrantwr, has been the accepted formula of ail
medical men who proless to practice TLomaopathy #ll a dose of
Ruta graveolens was administered to Dr. Richard ITughes
through the medinm of Tirg TomuoraTiiic PHYSICIAN, and on
a sudden the dimuess of sight for which Dr. R. Tughes had
Jdiscovered Ruta to bea spectfic vanished, and it appeared before
his sharpened sight that the finding of specifics for specifie dis-
casos and the proposed incorporation iuto our materin medica
pura of pathological notions had been detected and that Jis
game was likely to e balked, and therefore he resorted to more
loroic means to extingish Homaopathy and replace it by vile
ccleetivism.  On a sudden this Jearncd man detected  that the
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may apply to the ofher wing of the homeeopathic gchool and take
a putentization of the praduct of the discase—say Dr. Hughes'
or Dr. Dudgeon’s papets raised to the CMM potency in a pat-
ent, bottle-washing machine,  If this covereign specific fail to
curcthem, then their fate is incvitable. Like the Times, they will be
obliged to drop the formula, andeven the name, and thus, like the
Tines, become houest.

In eanclusion, let us hope that the next number of the Dritish
Jowrnal of Homeaopathy will show its conversion to honest by
ehowing curentur upon ‘ts cover. Shoulid it do so, we will {Ia\'(}
something to say ou that subject. But if curantur remains, 28 of
old, upon the cover, the editors will thereby confess themselves
beaten badly—and that’s all there is about it.

perpetuity of pure Homeeopathy wis secured as long 88 the old

formula pre\'aiied, and, following it the footsteps of the Homee-

opathic Times, his aim was 0 ke it appear that Halhnemanu

gave us not an immutable 12w, hut a_good rule, which gould be
applied if the individual judgment of the lealer thought propet
10 do so, or it could be set neide at will, Iahnemann clearly
ghows in par:\gmplls 53-56 that there can lie but one s?le :\‘!d.-
bringing law ip therapeutics. He advocates an exclugive
Jaw, and that law the homeeopathic law of cure.

The most remarkable fuct 18 that the Dritish Jom;ﬂal ofl’
Homeopathy, the organ of Drs. Hughes, Dudgeon & ({{0:, ht;l
ghows upot its paper cOVer the old m}d well-known formuld,
aimilia similibus curanfwr, The question that at once oceurs
is, 1f this rendering is WIong how is 1b t\.mt'thcy still pe;‘mnt {'o
o ceenpy &0 conspicuous 2 place upon their journa ? .\\11_111’01( 0
they mean by faunting upon the outside of this_periodica 1
creed which within its pages they are engaged 10 v1'g0rously
denouncing ? 1t it is an ervon why have they not discovere!
one so obvious years ago 2 1f they have the nardihood to display 16
upon their title-page, right over the very pages that expose
thetr disbelief in it what pmbnb'thty i there that they believe
anything 7t all connected with the cause they profess t0 serve 7
Did they ever believe in it? ave they not always, as they evi
dently do now. pirate-like, aailed under false colors .

Certain it i3 that the pages of that journal liave given increas
ing evidence from year to year that its editors usexd the fn_rn}ula

“.only a8 2 blind; and that their settled purpose was o instill into
the minds of their readers & profnund distrust of 1ts gruth,  Now
.after the administration of a dose of Ruta 0DE of the 1enr.ned edi-
tors is end led to discover that the ﬁ»?mu.la upon the title-page
i(which formula he etill flourishes its oil place) s 2
: ol '
wr?—;}iztory always repeats itself. In Americn, where we A58 in
sthe hubit of moving more rapidly than the people of the old
country,” We had, o few years ago, an n})ly conducted Jjournd
known as the New York Fomeopathic Times. By and by the
,exactions of 2 Latural law of cure became an onerous .\mrden' to
the freedom-secking editor, whereupon he repudiated ity denying
its existence, and waging \}}w upon ;;3 1";)\10\\’(31‘.-&1l * o same epi

' ritish Journal o omeopathy has cagh he same €pi- ol :

-derll‘xk':g fsease and exhibi{% the same sy mptoms. Perbaps Professor tiv f\ ‘:Orlii,t ;:d tn:;. :l;:;:‘t,lllf }T,‘i: ,:iﬁoﬁ:?‘golg; o in theo

P’gsteur nay he able to find the caust of the disease, and to ruise . \l) 1p ) tlh 1 réf : til' 1 ‘{ e ns ry or
a erafl of it in his *¢ nursery » with which to inoculate the -\ rp':(iie f_ci“ _}s in their refutation an rejection.
Iiles;gmed editors smd cure them. 1f that fail, perhaps they :

R
NOSODES.*
EDWARD BAYARD, M. D., NEw YORK,

The law of ITomeeopathy that like cures like has been in-
voked to give authority to the practice of administering the pro-

duet of disease to cure the same disease, and these remedies have
Leen termed nosodes.

There is nothing singular, in fact, of this new word since all
the diseases flesh is leir to nay enter into each pseudo specific.
Prugs have o curative or healing properties in yemselves and

no direct curative action, whether administered In homeeopathie
or allopathic doscs.

The conteary of this propoesition cannot be maintained without
wstablishing that not one but all drugs have directly opposite ac-
tion in large and small doses, that Arsenie, Lachesis, RBelladonna,
Nux vomica, and other potent drugs, which, in appreciable quan-
tities are poisomns, CEnse to be such, or in effect have a reverse

pature, when used in high potencies or dilutions ; and, a8 a corol-

lary to this proposition, it follows, that between the maximum

and minimum doses, between the poisonous and beneficial action

of drugs, there must be some neutral point whe

re they cease to
lave erther effect, or at Jeast where their effect passes from the

Jdeleterious to the beneficial, that drugs have positive and nega~

by,

e ——
* Rend befure 1. HL. A., June 14th, 1884.




