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§ ON HEREDITY IN RELATION TO DISEASE

oration has been delivered by a long line of
distinguished physicians, who have vied with
one another in holding up to admiration the
life and work of the illustrious man whom
we commemorate to-day. Certainly, had it
been possible, I should have wished to bring
before you fresh facts about Harvey, or to
present some fresh aspect of his genius or
his character. But that I cannot hope to do.
For have we not already excellent lives of
Harvey, two of them, at least, recently
written, the work of skilful and sympathetic
historians like Dr. Norman Moore and Mr.
D’Arcy Power? And have not Harveian
orators within our recollection elucidated
fully the leading points and bearings of
Harvey’s work ? Dr. George Johnson vin-
dicated the originality of his great discovery ;
Sir Kdward Sieveking brought before the
College his re-discovered Lumleian lecture
notes; Sir William Church has traced, from
Harvey as its source, the rise of physiology
in England; Dr. Payne has shown us the
influence of Galen upon Harvey ; Dr. Norman
Moore and Professor Osler have drawn for
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us brilliant word pictures of the man, his
times, his friends, and his lectures at this
College. Alas, that I cannot compete with
them! that I have no fresh offering to
lay on Harvey’s shrine ! and that I can only
bow my head, as do we all, in memory of
this great and good man, of his noble char-
acter, his transcendent genius, and his im-
mortal discoveries.

But there are certain definite wishes ex-
pressed by Harvey about this oration. One
is that there be ‘“an exhortation to the
Fellows and Members to search and study
out the secrets of Nature by way of experi-
ment.” Now, as to experiment in the limited
sense of physiological experiment, may we
not say that this wish has attained its con-
summation ¥ No reasonable medical man,
certainly no Fellow or member of our College,
would deny the greatmess of the debt which
medicine owes to experimental science. How
far would the science and art of medicine have
progressed without a knowledge of the circu-
lation ?—a knowledge which was obtained, as
Harvey himself tells us, by experiment, by the
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vivisection of many animals. The inter-
dependence of modern medicine and experi-
mental science was shown by your orator of
last year, Dr. Frederick Taylor, so fully that
I need not tread that ground again. It
1s true that we cannot all be experimentalists
either in physiology or in other branches
of science. But there is no need to place
that narrow limit on Harvey’s words. Cer-
tainly he speaks to each and all of us; but
I think he means to emphasise here, as he
so often does elsewhere, the importance of
independent individual research, whether by
experiment or observation, as opposed to a
blind or lazy submission to current theory
and authority. Knowledge of other men’s
opinions he certainly did not under-rate, for
he was himself a most learned man ; but he
refused to let learning trammel investigation,
and would not look at Nature through the
distorting medium of a theory. And this
frame of mind is as valuable now as then, and
necessary, above all things, in the study of
medicine, for of many medical theories one is
tempted to say:
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“ Qur little systems have their day ;
They have their day and cease to be.”

Another wish of Harvey’s is that there
should be *a commemoration of all the bene-
factors of the College by name,” “with an
exhortation to others to imitate these bene-
factors.” As a benefactor who has not yet
been mentioned in an Harveian oration, I ask
you to honour to-day Dr. Charles Coats, a
senior Fellow of our College, who has given
a sum of £1000 towards providing some
hospitable entertainment for our Members
and Licentiates; this idea, suggested as I
believe, Sir, by yourself, took a tangible
form in the successful conversazione of last
summer. Such hospitality is entirely con-
sonant with Harvey’s spirit, and that enter-
tainment of the Members and Licentiates
was the proper complement of the ¢ General
Feast” which he instituted for the Fellows
to-day.

Now the names of those benefactors who
have founded lectures, scholarships and prizes
are recorded with all due particulars in the
Annual List of the College, and are so well
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known to you that I need not recapitulate
them. But besides these, and others than
these, who have given money, lands, books
or other good things to the College, there
are those who have devoted their time and
talents to its service, or who have shed a
lustre upon it by their learning, their
discoveries, or their distingunished career.
They, also, in the truest sense are benefactors
of the College. 1 look in that invaluable
book, Dr. Munk’s ¢Roll of the College of
Physicians,” and I see—first, a long list of
Presidents under whose care and devotion
the College has thriven, reaching back from
yourself, Sir, to our revered founder Linacre;
next, men famous in science, physicists like
Gilbert, Wollaston, Thomas Young, Arnott;
chemists, such as Prout and Alexander
Marcet; naturalists and botanists, such as
Fothergill, William Pitcairn, Sir Hans
Sloane; anatomists and physiologists, at
whose head stands Harvey himself, Richard
Lower, and such great names as those of
Glisson, Havers, William Hunter, Wharton,
Willis. There have been famous authors



ON HEREDITY IN RELATION TO DISEASE 11

and men of letters—Sir Thomas Browne, the
anniversary of whose birth and death 1s
to-day, Akenside, Arbuthnot, Garth, and
(strange contrast) Stukeley the antiquarian,
and many others well known for scholarship,
learning and literary talent. There are the
great masters and discoverers in medicine,
such as Sydenham, Matthew Baillie, Bright,
Addison. And some have been also known
for their simplicity of character, their high
1deals, and their life of transparent goodness.
Such I think must have been David Piteairn,
of whom Dr. Munk says that he was
simple, gentle, dignified, and very kind of
heart ; and such William Babington, of whom
the same authority says, * History does not
supply us with a physician more loved or
more respected,” and such a one was Peter
Mere Latham—scholar, physician, inspiring
teacher, eloquent writer, high-toned gentle-
man, devout Christian.

I know that one of our Fellows, whose
untimely death we all deplore, took Dr.
Latham, though he never saw him, for his
model and example.



























































































































