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.giving ﬂvm\owm. apparently-indicated remedies, ns n_..mw had .mc:r:?-m
been all given before. I agreed with him, and said that in such a
-case it would be lawful to use the posnde. He gave DProriasinum
1500 (F. C.), and with marvellous resull. ‘The cure is not yet com-
‘plete; it may prove temporary only, or other remedies may be
.ummmmm. but thia faet remains, that the despised, “ unproved™ nosode
-did more than the old, well-proved remedies, even in the hands of &
-master of the meteria medica.*

ISOPATHY: A FATAL ERROR.

An, Lirre, M. ., PRILADELPHIA.

Tt is a fatal error to claim isopathy to be Homwmopathy. There
is no lack of departures from the teschings of our Healing-Art, no
end to the fatal errors committed by men who profess to belong to
S| the exclusive school of medicine called by its founder, Homee-
? {opathy. Hardly have we exposed one fatal error in showing that
._moﬁaowﬁww is not to be confounded with eclecticism ; hardly have we
>shown the folly of * The Historian,” who proclaimed (on page 801 of
tithe Transactions of the World’s Convention, Historical volume,)that

a defunet ecleetio school should go on record as a Lomeopathic insti-
i tution ; hardly have we shown that ruch n declaration must be con-
strued into an acknowledgment that Homeeopathy and eclecticism
- were synonymous, when arose the President of the World’s Homeo-
.. opathic {7} Convention, held in London, 1881, and boldly, _.m:z.m and

then, declared in his address “ that we (the Congress and its mem-

. *Wae are glad to publish the above paper of Dr. Berridge; tha mors s0 os
we cannot but consider his arguments for the use of unproved nosnides _:1_ his
“ tahular statement” of their inefficiency, as strong arguments againat _S_E.. Hee,
- ‘No better reason for mot using them can be found than Dr. Berridge gives,
when he admits: ¢ Up to the present time ] have never ww_.. mcn.nmo.;ma. =“
_completely suring a disease with its nosode, but rarely failed in relieving it.
We are confident that the homeeopathic profession will be slow to n_oum_..__, cer-
tain and relinble drugs for uncertain and confessedly unrelinble medicinal
" agents, L

We would add that, where Dr. Berridga fails to convince in his argumenta,
or to cure with hia agents, others will be likely to do no better.—EprToOR,
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Pledge onrselves to any exclusiveness in
practica”* Tf langunge means anything this declaration is to the
effect that 1we are eclectics to all intents and purposes. We were
much gratified to find that these bold bolters were honest enough to
make this public confession, If there is anything in the styiet
inductive method of Hahnemaan, these eclectics will by force of
logical sequences find themselves compelled to cense trading in a
name,” and, not being acceptable to the Old School, set up for
themselves ns pure eclectics.

Now there comes a new depnrture. Unproved but highly diluted
nosodes with new laws, supplementary to the sole universal thera-
peutic law of the similnrs, are .parnded before the homeopathie
school. It was hoped that a paper by Dr. P. P. Wells, published in
this journal for Avugust, on “ Unproved Remedies,” would be suffi-
cient to put at rest this new deperture, but if we so believed, we
were in error.  We are confronted by a staunch defender of this

new departure, by a strong homeeopathist, who attempts to defend
lsopathy, tryiog to make it appear as a part of our thernpeutics ;
who claima further,

that cases of cures with highly potentized un-

proved nosodes should, by all means, be published in strictly homee-
opathic journal, and seems to imply that it is right and proper for
the International Hahnemannian Associntion to accept and defend
these isopathists. That iguorant men should coufound homeeopnthy
with eclecticism is to e deplored, and the ignorant who do not feel
able to aceept Hahnematn's teachings, who never professed to
accept them fully, who never pledged themselves to any exclusive-
ness in practice, must be left to enjoy the darkness they love so
much. But when men who have pledged themselves to on exclusive
practice suddenly turn around and revive an almost forgotten depar-
ture, Lux's isopathy, and when they claim & recognition of this
revived departure, we feel it to be our duty to expose this new fatal
error in all its hideousness.

Lux was the father of isopathy, and hased his healing method
on the principle “ Jqualis @qualibus curanfir” The modern
isopnthists claim it to be a law of cure that the products of o dis-
ense taken from one individunl, when highly potentized, will cure
the same disense in other individuals. Under this newly revived

viaw, Tubereulinum will cure tuberenlosis, Cariesin will cure caried,

r

bers) do not, by s acting,

*“Our only cavert pecnlinrity is that we ally ourselves Lo institutions Known
a8 ‘ homecoprthic? "—President's Address,

7




530 IROPATHY: A FATAL EREOR. [November,

Syphilinum will cure syphilis. They also claim that highly potent-
ized cucumber will cure the ill effects from enting cucurabers and
eradicate any long-standing idiosynerasy. In proof of these claims
we are offered facts in the shape of related cures with unproved but
highly potentized isopathic remedies, and are nsked *what will you
do with these facts 7” Why, accept them of course for what they are
worth, but we do not accept the deductions these iropathists would
~draw from these facts, remembering well the accepted nxiom that
“Facts alone prove uothing.” ' All these facts prove is that these
~* isopathic remedies have an effect on the human organism. .

~ Such was the situation when Cullen, in his Materin Medica,
dwelt on Cinchona and the reported cures of intermittent fever by
this drug. But when he nccepted the facts ns he found them, i. e.,
‘that Cinchona had cured some enses of intermittent fever and failed
to cure other cases, he did not elaim it to be a gpecific, but very sen-
gibly asked the question then unsolved, under what cireumstances it
would cure cases of intermittent fover? Hahuemann solved the
question by proving, first on himself and later on others, the gick-
making properties of the drug. Our isopathists are now just in
the same position Cullen found himself at the eud of the last cen.
tury; they find that products of disesses have medicinal proper-
ties, and that is all. Among all the best known and best proved
products-of a disease stands first aud foremost Psorinum. Would it
not be preposterous to claim that Prorinwn could cure all cnses of
the itch? Has it cured any such cases? And what will become of
the law, @qualic equalibus curantur if Psorinum hns failed to cure
all, or many, or any cases of the itch? Psorinum was proved, and
“will forever remain nn important curative agent, when properly
applied under the law of the similars; so may probably all other
- products of disease become valunble curntive agents after exhaust-
... ive provings have been made. If isopathy, as it is now attempted
to be foisted on Homaeopathy, were a true method of healing the sick
itwould be necessary to show that it possessed universal applicability.
What would an isopathist do for heoping cough, or hysterin, or the
great host of nervous diseases? What then, it “ Fqualin cqualibus
curantur” iz not of universal applicability ?  What then, if “ Similia
-stmilibus curantur” lias been found to be of universal applicebility
for the cure of the sick? The one, a failure, can surely not he
foisted on the other which has fully been tried and isa success. A
now for an illustration to ehow that the deduetive method adopted
by the isopathists is a fallacy, and that the only reliable method is

'
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the strictly inductive method of Halnemaon.
vived isopathy relate n caso in which a gentler
ciicumbers, and juduced to partake of thisv
siezed with the usual violant pains he so often
eating them; a dose of highly potentized cucu
to him and his pain censed, and we are furthermore sssured that
eversince then (May, 1876) he has been able to eat cueumbers with
impunity. Now the deductive method would argue: (1st) Whaoso-
ever cannot eat cuecumbers with impunity will be cured of this idio-
syncrasy by a eingle dose of highly potentized eucumber; (2d) This
may apply to nll other ajlments arising from eating certain kinds of
food ; if one feels ailments of any kind after eating potatoes let him
take n dose of highly potentized potato, and under our newly die-
covered law, proved to be correct by the cuse above stated, he must
recover apeedily. So much for the deductive method, which surely
1l if applied ns the Isopathists propose. Now we
find n symptom under the provings of Aluwming (Chu. Disenses by
Hahnemann, symptom 424),  nfter erting polntoes, pain in the

stomach, nausen, feels inclined to vomit and then colicin theabdomen.”
The isopathists, and men who do not aceept the strictly inductive
method of Habnemann, wonld d

eclare Aluming tobe a specific for per-
sonsnot able to partakeof potatoes with impunity—make itnkey-note
to be sure—but the men who accept Hahnemnaon's inductive method
claim that Afwming will cure Justsuch pains and discomforts as are
.mmmn_.mrmm in symptom 424, and if other discomforts nrise after eat-
ing potatoea they look for nnother remedy. What will the isopnthists,
standing by their deductive method, do with symptom 4247 What
is that sympiom to them? What are all of Hahnemann’s rules and
regulations to them? Have they not discovered a new law? If
& highly potentized potato, according to their newly discovered
law, must cure all nilments from eating potatoes, of what possible
‘88 can symptom 424, or nny part of our materia medien be to

them? Till we find this new departure to obviate the tedious study

of our materin medica, ti)l the isophathista show that their newly
discovered Inws work well in aff

cages of disense, we, of the old
guard, shall hold on to the old landmerks. Here is another case

good for the isopnathists to reflect on, A gentleman about thirty-two
years old, for many yenrs resorting only to the atrictest: homemopathic
trentment when sick, presented himself, suffering from a new! y ng
quired gonorrheon. Taking in coosideration the totality of (the
patieut’s symptome, regardless of pathological notions az to nn in-

The friends of newly
man, never able to ent
egetable, was at once
had experienced nfter
mber wns administered

M
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flammatory first stage of the disense, regardless of the newly re-dis-
covered isopathic laws, the patient received one dose of Sulphur
21 M (F.C). Seven days after this dnse had heen taken the patient
. reported improvement and seven days later he wns found to he
v ““eured,” and remained so, Were weto follow the deduetive method
R adopted by the isopathists, who are in the habit of deduecing laws
based on a single fact, we would proclaim Swlphur (when highly
potentized) a specific for gonorrhen ; with just as much reckless.
. " Dess as they proclaimed Medorriin « specific for gonorrheea, hecause
that remedy has benefited (never cured) a cnse of gonmorrheen.
What does the above related fact prove? Why, that a digensed con-
dition can now as well as in Hahnemann’s days be eured mildly,
eafely and permanently if we only follow the Master's injunctions
faithfully.  Sulphur will cure only sach cases of disense as the
symptoms, as recorded under its sickmnking properties, when ndmin-
istered to healthy individuals, show 2 similnrity to, and never other-
wise. Do the isopathists claim that Medorrhin is a specific for
gonorrhea? If they are consistent believers in their newly dis-
covered labor-saving mode of cure, they have to put it that way,
for, if they themselves show any doubts about the general and uni-
-_ versal applicsbility of their newly discovered Zaws, they expose them-
.selves to well-merited ridicule.

* The attempt to foist eclecticiam on Homeeopathy has been repelled
‘and the unfortunate actors in this farce have been shown a praise-
worthy precedent, set by one of their former orgnuos, the New York
- Homeeopathie Times, which journal has acted honestly by dropping
its homeopathic title. There can be no doubt about the course these
‘men, who now find themselves so cruelly exposed ns haviug “ traded
.under a false name,” will be forced to take, and as Homeopathy has

beens haking off the eclectics, so will itshake off the isopathists, who
.now attempt to fasten themselves on the homwopathic school, Wa
‘bave gently hinted at thegrent difference which exists between Homee-
opathy and isopathy. Ttis to be hoped that, in future, the advocates
‘of this revived heresy will not ask for n recognition outside of their
‘own organization; as they belong to no known system of mediciue,
a8 they claim to have discovered new laws of cure, it would be well

for them to hoist their own flag and proclaim themselves opposed
to Homeopathy, allopathy and eclecticism, and unite under their
- own banner on which is written their motto—Lqualic wqualibus
_eurantur,
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TREATMENT or PRESIDENT GARFIELD.
T. Dwigny Srow, M, D, Fawr, River, Mags,

P _H_MH_H:.. Omus.w_ New York Homeeopathic Medical Bociety held it
. n . meeting in m.u.z_.ocma. Beptember 15, The Bociety directed the
ecretary to publish jta proceedings in Ty HomMceoraraic Pay.

The Becretary Lad requested T. Dwight Stow,

thae Society, » M. D., 2 member of

) and now resident in Fall River .
Bociety ,.12_. & paper ou President Grrfield’s m:myhﬁmuw_.womoﬁq”“ MMnMrM
Commnunjeation, It wag rend. On motion, 8 vote of thanks wag
ﬂmnﬁ_mwm.m to Dr. Stow for his interesting paper; and the Secretar
wag Ewﬂz_aomn. to select portiona of it for v:rzo:mo:.llmno.w.u 7
o U....MS: said: You, om. Course, see how diffienlt it i8 to criticige
e treatment of tlye President's case, at this distance from the
patient, aud on the basjs of “bulleting,” and aven the best correg-.
pondenca ; particularly, when we know how Zinls the attending

f irection of the wound ; t) _
tion of the bullet ; the Possible complicati - he Toca

ence, such #s pus pockets, sinuses communieating i i
cavity, ete., ete, Yet, after the lapse of fifty-eight days, not only
are the President's Surgeous ignorant of the fuyl] nature of LS wound
but o*” the catses of his greatly protracted illness; of the Presence om.
Py=mmia or of septicemin; of the bature of the parotid enlargement :
and—whant seems Yery strange—theiy tnability to __E.Eo..mcsmd. .::a_.
clearly prognosticate | Making due allowan

0 ce for human errorg
and shortsightedness, 4 seems very i

' X Y élrange that t)
80 little of his cage; h 7 o ey kiiow

1 4ve neglected so much that reason dictates
88 of mu.m.i Importance; and have done so much not ouly uncalieq
for, but in its Very nature oalevlated to diminish the chances of ye-
covery/ I would ot be Wirensonable, nor make groundless ar:.ﬁmm ;
r_:_. .._,. does seem to me, this case, made so conspicuous by the oaomi.
posttion of the petient, revenls such an amount of gwcuommzomm.,ﬁ:m.d.

gard of Physiological law, and ; norance of pathal i
amazement and disgust | g ftiology, as to excite

At the risk of- tediousness o repetition,

. let us repeat the mistakes and errors:
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