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Sharpe & Dohnte’s, and other varieties of sugar-coated granules
of Morphia, Quinia, Arsenicum, Belladonna, Elaterium, Colocynth,
ete.

“Benot startled if you also find a hypodermic syringe and a bottle
of Magendie’s solulion—damning witness of his lack of moral sense
and lack of honesty, and of his wan: of faith in what he professes,
Respect every sincere believer in a fulse system, no matter how great
his error, but let the finger of scorn point forever at each and every
double-dealing hypocrite who, ns an advertisement of himself, villi-
fies and sneers at old-school’ remedies, while slyly using Opiwm to
relieve pain, Chloral to induce sleep, Quinia to arrest fever, and all
our other prominent agents just aswe do, in full doses, and crediting
the good they do to Homeopathy.

“There is also another self-adjusting variety, much less numerous,
thank Heaven! than the last, who, chameleon-like, are all things to
all men, who actually offer to practice any exclusive system people
wish. These are not as bad as the last, for they are at least honest
in their announcement.

“But what would you think of a clergyman whose love of gold
and lack of scruple would allow him to vary his principles at will,
and preach anything you wished, whether strictly Catholic lecture
or an ultra-Protestant discourse, an orthodox Hebrew sermon, 1
fiery Mohammedan philippic, or an out-and-out infidel harangue?
He might believe in one or more, but Le could not believe in all.
Show a decent respect for the conscientious homeeopath, but shun,
as you would the plagues of Egypt, the bogus and the anything you
please fellows, who use the name simply as a cloak because it pays
to use it.” .

As our liberal friends attach so much weight and importance to
all “regular” utterances, we hope they will ponder over this philip-
pic; it is severe, but true, in its denunciation of quacks.

Judging from the above quotation, and many similar opinions, it
would seem that the famous resolution of the Institute seeking allo-
pathic recognition will be as fruitless as it is degrading.

PATHOLOGICAL MATERIA MEDICA.

The arrangement of materia medica on the basis of a pathologico-
anatomical schema, as is desired by some, would be, first, impossible ;

second, useless; third, sure to mislead.—CaRROLL Duxmanm,
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ADDRESS

ERED BY THE DPRESIDENT OF THE AMERICAN INsTITUTE,
Inpranaronts, Jusn 13tH, 1882,

Dreory

This address, by order of the Tustitute, was printed in pamphlet
form, and five thousand copies were distributed; it is now public
property and open to criticism. ‘

+At the thirty-fifth session of this Institute, the President delivered
an address in utter disharmony with the sentiments held and pro-
claimed by the founders of the Institute; also by the founder of the
homeopathic healing-art. It is fortunately the first, and we hope
the last, document of the kind, which must fill the hearts of the sur-
viving founders and early members of the Institute with deep grief
and mortification; were we to pass by this public document without
criticism and comment the whole medical profession might reason-
ably infer, from such a negative indorsement, that the homeeopathic
healing-art, as promulgated by its founder and accepted by the
founders of the Institute, had been found inadequate, found to he
an illusion and a snare, and was wholly abandoned by the present
members of the Institute and of the profession. That these errone-
ous impressions may be eliminated from the history of our healing-
art we now undertake to show what g miserable address this is;
that misrepresentations and false statements abound ; that logic has
been abandoned ; and, finally, to show that the Institute is invited
to resort to detestable means to finally wipe out the hemeeopathie
healing-art and deliver the school over into the keeping of the most
irrational, the most degraded of all schools of medicine that ever dis-
graced the medical profession, the eclectic school of quackery.

On page 3, we fiud the first logical blunder: « The people cared
less for the philosophy of Hahnemunn’s particular method than for
practical results, and, believing success to be the test of merit, they have
continued to encourage it,” ete. Success could and can only bhe ob-
taived if “the philosophy of Hahnemann’s particular method” is
fully accepted, and on that foundation only can we rest; a setting
aside, caring nothing for Hahnemann’s inductive methods (his phi-
losophy), and falling into such errors as the speaker further advo-
cates and recommends will leave us without that success the people
expect to see. Furthermore, the orator’s statement is incorrect. In
the early days of Homeeopathy in this country, practicalgresults
could not possibly be obtained before the correctness.of Flahiemann’s
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declarations of the successful cures made by his healing-art, based
on his inductive methods, were fully established. The pioneers had
to show that success, which became the test of merit, and so they
addressed themselves to the intelligent portion of the community.
Such pamphlets as Dr. Hering’s Rise and Progress of Homawopa-
thy awakened the people to hope for better results than they de-
rived from the common school of medicine. Intelligent people then,
as at present, sought to learn the philosophy of Hahnemann’s
methods of healing the sick. After becoming convinced that Hah-
nemann’s methods, as explained in his Organon of the Healing-Art,;

- were theoretically correct, they tried it by experiment, and, finding
it true, ever after generously encouraged that system.

For the innovations made at later days when there could be an
appeal made to the “success” of the pioneers, we can now well ac-
count. The philosophy of Hahnemann was no longer laid before

. the people, because many of the modern pretenders either did not
know it, or, if they did, were too lazy to apply it consistently, and
moreover, were not prepared to defend their increasing departures in
the face of a well-read and well-instructed people.

Pages 4 and 5 read well, and inspire the unsophisticated reader
with the false hope that the orator would defend Hahnemann’s
methods. Especially good and very happy are the quotations from
the London Lancet ; very applicable to the present condition of the

. Institute is the last sentence quoted from the Lancet. On page 6 the
true inwardness of the orator is fully developéd. He inadvertently

- utters one truth : “ Puplic opinion will not tolerate a base and trans-
parent imitation.”

Now the orator strikes his first blow to demolish our healing-
art. - To please “the regulars” we are admonished to be * liberal,”
and while the regulars accuse us of practicing under an exclusive
dogma, and for that reason decline to join us, we are told to teach
them that while we believe the law of similars to be a general law,

C  like the law of gravitation, we do not believe it to be an exclusive

law in therapeutics! Here we are treated to logic with a vengeance.
'The law of gravitation is not.only a general law but a universal law,
or else it would be no law at all; 50 is the law of the similars either

" no law at all (a good method, Richard Hughes has it) or a universal

- law. The final illustration is worse than the illogical assertion. We
~ are now boldly told that in absolutely incurable affections we claim
+ that to the true  physician the whole line of palliative treatment is
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open. A true healer, the true homeopathic physician, never resorts
to the whole line of palliative* treatment, The true healer finds
that, even in absolutely incurable diseases, the remedies applied under
the universal law of the similars will, with positive and absolute
certainty, better palliate and relieve the sufferings of the absolutely
incurables, than will the « regular” and senseless administration of

those already existing,

On page 8 a change comes over our learned orator when he says:
“ Believing as ive do in the stability of the law of similars, and its suffi-
ctency in our guidance inmedicinal therapeutics, we do not fear the re-
sult.” “The stability of the law of the similars” must stand for
universality, and what then becomes of the whole line of palliative
treatment ?

On page 9 the orator iy guilty of plngiarism; there is no escape.
from the grave charge brought against him by Dr. Matthews,

On pages 10 and 11, the Public Health Association is credited with
grappling with the “ ingide tources of diseases.” The learned orator
might have given Hahnemann the credit due him, but he, the learned
orator, probably never read the 5t} paragraph, and the foot-note to
paragraph 93 of Hahnemann’s Organon. ‘

On page 12 we are treated to a rehearsal of the great progress
made toward disgracing our healing-art in the city of London, in
1881, at the International Homeopathic Medical Convention ; that

_ Convention we are now again told adopted for its standard : « The

broadest liberality of thought and freedom, of medical opinion.”
The most interesting part of the address is found in the considera-
tions of the Institute’s affairs, ‘Page 16, the Committee on Publica-

to be published in the historical part (II) of the Transactions of the
“World’s Homeopathic Convention,” held in Philadelphia in 1876.
It must be a source of mortification to honorable men, that the
Institute took not the slightest notice of the frequently published facts
about the falsifications to be found in that volume, Whether the
Committee of Publication will see to it that in future no more stich

* Hahnemann’s Organon, paragraph 67, and foot-notes,

ot
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transgressions are allowed, or whether they will only use thejr discre-
tion to exclyde bapers written 1y members of {])a Tnstitute who (|
Dot believe in the broadest liberality of thought ang freedom of
action, if nof in harmony with the strict tenets of our hea]ing—art,
time alone wij show,

- The Bureay of Materia Medjcq I8 to be instructe( to revise and
condense our pathogenesy in hot haste, this boiled down product to
be published by the Institute, aftey op while hastily boiling down ouy
Pathogenesy ; the same burenuy g g]gq €xpected to furnis 4 plan for
the more thorough proving of drugs!

A Bureau of Phnrmacy is Proposed; a president of that bureny
-Bitting in «ga, chamber” ig ¢, try and judge a1 homeeopathie

* 8cientific progress and scientifo recognition thay by establishing o
“star chamber,” tq ot with closed doors and publish theip findings
in the Transactiom, make a record of the pharmacists who (as the
orator says) canpot escape much longer to be deprived of liberty of

On page 7 the learned President ventilates Ji7 peculiar joy oyey
A0 even attempted « recognitiog by the regulars, and he snaps at
the American Medical Associﬂtion, and expresses hig ardent hope
that “the Medical Society of the State of New York wil] assert jtg
independence » and carry out theiy cunning design to wipe out Hom)ep.

Medical Association acted consistently, an( could not haye acte
diﬂ‘erently under the circumstanceg,

On page 20 the President becomes gravdiloquent whep he says:
" “dsq chief hindrance t, the general and candid considerationg of the
. truths of Homazopat/ty 1 the absurd doctrine, neyer taught by Halne.
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mann, of infinite dilution, Ve shouid endeavor ty adopt some standard
of Limit for drug allenuation,” This sentence is 80 absurq that it
hardly merits criticism.  Wheye is your boasted « broadest liberality
of thought ang freedom of medical opinjon” Where s it To
be confined ¢, “star chamber » decisions? Tpe chief hindrance to
the generq] consideration of the truths of Homoeoputhy, arenot the
infinite dilutions; it i the distrust the profession at large has heen
taught to foster as to whethey any truth can he found iy Hommopa-
thy when jtg Practitioners vioate all and every tenet of the school
as promulgate( by its founder, whey, they find the President of
the Instityte advocateg palliative treatment, whep they find hijm
asking for recognition, apq when they find him offering, as the

system of therapeutics, founded on gy eternal, positive ang exclu-
sive law of {]q similars, Juq any scientific map of our days ever
uttered such gy, absurdity gg recommend tlye adoption of o stand-
ard or limit for drug attenuation 9 All scientists of modern days,
and Among them medjeg] teachers iy allopathic universitieg (St.
Petersburg, Stuttgart, ete.), have demonstmted “sc[ent[ﬁcally ” the
divisibility of matter ang the most Dowerful ap( by divisioy aug-
mented effoct of syel, divided matge, on the humay organism. Qej.
ence assists ug, the’ President of the Ameriean Institute fables
about the Institute’s duty “¢, adopt some standard or Iy Jor drug
alteniatioy 1 A limit, to e sure. And that ig « science,” ig it That
is freedom of Opinion, js jt9 And hig silly proposition which mugt
bring on the school the seory and ridicule of all scientifie men, ig
bolstered y p by an absolutely erroncous statement, « ¢4 ninety-nine
out of every hundred homeopathie DPractitionerg rely upon triturations
and dilutions within the range ending af 1)e tenth centesimay» We say
this statement jg « erroneous,” and o orator knows jt) And if it
Were correct g0 mygl, more disgraced do these “ninety-nine oyt of
every hundred ” stanq before the world ] Disgraced, T say; and Jet
the orator he informed thay the schog] which he now tries to djs.
grace wag first established in t}jg country by men whe gained for it
recognition under t},q law of the land, anq reputation among the
intelligent People when Dinety-nine oy of every hundred g¢ least
cured all thejy cases with the 3oy, Potency—not ¢} 10th, which
nobody then ysed, That is the trye history, anq the surviving olq
battle-scored Pioneers knoy it. If the presenbninety-nine, whoe-see
1o curative powey beyond the 10th, vote early and oftey for the
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quicker and easjer with a potency not yseq by the ninety and nine,
is of much more value than al] the efforts of the ninety and nine to
deny facts of which they are not capable of judging, because of their
inability to produce them, Again, as to thig limitation suggestion ;
This question has been settled before, and the learned President i«

Bymptoms, and, in itg therapeutic application, has eyred more sick,
than the lower attenuations, 77 investigators were honest men,
This was in 1848, and now, in 1882, the President of the largest
~ body of « homeopathg » fables about g limitation .to the 10th po-
‘teney! Why? T, please the commop school of medicine for the sake

of “recognition If that is brogress in science let ug agk for a halt
Just here and noyy,

bodies and organic bodies; that diseases have a material origin, and
are, therefore, curable by materia] means, all of which the homeeo-
pathic healing-art completely reverses, Allopathic physicians
who have adopted Homoeopathy from “ conviction » accepted these

1882.] THE HOM®OPATHIC INFIN ITESIMALS, 453

This nddress wag delivered at the opening of the thirty-fifth ges.
sion of the Institute, Theye were utterly ignored the teachings of the
founders of the school, the labors and the fruits of the labors of the
Pioneers now po longer among us.  Where i the memory of Grosg,
Stapf, annixlghmtSen, \Vesselhoeft, Hering, and last, but pot least,

recognition and thej, readiness for g complete surrender of princi-
Ples for the sake of recognition, o

Disgraceful ag wag the opening of thig memorable thirty-fiftl, ses.
sion, the close of it was by far more 8o, It wag not only the privi-
lege, but it wag the solemn duty of the Presiding officer to quelch
the last resolution, offereq while the sessjon Was closing, because it
was “unconstitutionag »

We suggest that some of our notoriously eminent microscopists,
notably, J. Edwardg Smith, 8. A. Jones and C. \Vesselhoef’c, put this
vile address ang the last resolution offered and passed, by only one
dissenting vote, at the close of the last session of the Institute, under
their best instrumeuts, and report whether they find the slightest
trace of Hahnemany'’s healing-art or methods in either of them. Al
traces being Jost, they might fayor us still more if they can find fa]-

sifications, Perversions, bad logie, or treason in them, and report to
the Institute,

Philadelphiq, September 15th, 1882,

THE HOM(EOPATHIC INFINITESIMALS ARE NO LON.
GER INFINITESIMALS BUT oNLY MINUTULES,

B. Finckr, M. D, BROOKLYN, N. Y.

Infinitesimal ig that quantity which is so minute as to be unassign-
able. Tt js, Devertheless, Something which lag g reality though it
escapes our observation, There is not the least doubt thgt g 8pace
between two points indicated by a straight line can be conceive( tg
be divisible in an infinity of parts, though we are not able to produce
them individual!y for inspection. What here ig Predicated of iy o
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