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So two curative agencies are necessary in every case—that of
the homceopath, to obliterate the natural disease by substituting

one of his own make ; and that of nature, that plays allopath,
and cures the medicinal disease directly.

To hide the palpable error of his system Hahnemann drew
a broad distinction between medical and surgical diseases.
His theory applied only to medical diseases. He did not pre-
tend to cure any other. It is a remarkable fact that quacks
rarely meddle with surgery. The results of bad practice are
too plainly seen in surgery. They prefer the dark corners of
medicine, where what they do is hidden from the view of the
publie ; and where they can claim, as the effects of their nos-
trums, the healing operations of nature. Oh, no! Homcop-
athy applies not to surgical diseases. So says itsauthor. Very
well. If this be true, then it can not apply to medicine ; for, in
a vast number of instances, medical and surgical cases differ
not in kind but only in degree. Thus, an inflammation or a
congestion, which is a medical disease, gives rise to a tumor or
an ucleration, which is a surgical disease. The medical dis-
ease of to-day is the surgical disease of to-morrow ; and the
surgeon uses in the treatment of surgical diseases the same
remedies employed by the physician, and for the same reasons
and on the same principles. Indeed, that which is a medical
disease in the interior is a surgical disease on the surface. In-
flammation of the knee-joint is a surgical disease—an inflam-
mation of the lungs is a medical disease. But homceopathy
does not cure an outside inflammation. It cures only an inside
one. The reason why homeeopaths do not pretend to cure sur-
gical disease is, that these diseases will not, as a general rule,
get well of themselves. They can do better with those which
nature can cure. _

Most writers who have turned their attention to this medical
delusion have dwelt at length on the absurdity of its small
doses. 1 shall be brief with them. How much water do you
suppose would be required to make a grain of medicine, mixed
directly with it, as weak as it is in the 30th dilution? Do you
suppose that a hogshead would dilute it sufficiently? Not at
all. All the water in the new reservoir ? that would not be a
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than all the homeeopaths in the world would give in a lifetime,
aven at the tenth dilution. What! do you pretend to believe
that you are being cured by lime, administered homeeopathi-
cally, when you are swallowing a thousand times as much of
the same article in every drink of water you take? You may
try to believe this, but you will not succeed—common sense
will prevent you.

Every egg you eat has a thousand times as much sulphur in
it as the homeeopathist would give ; and can you believe that
his dose of sulphur is curing you, when you take a thousand
times as much every morning, and when you have a million
times as much in your system ? Every morsel of meat you
take contains more iron than the homeeopathic dose: is it his
iron alone that produces any effect? Suppose that some one
were to propose to quench your thirst with a drop of cold
water, but took care to give it to you mixed with a pint of the
same fluid : would you attribute the effect to the one drop, or
to the pint taken along with it? Very evidently the system is
not affected in any way by the homeeopathic dose, and the man
who can believe otherwise, after the facts I have stated, would
be capable of believing that he was nourished by the incanta-
tions of a conjurer, instead of the food which he swallowed
with the sorcery.

The fact is, that matters and things in general are mixed up
with each other in this world in stronger than homceopathic
doses. When you step into an apothecary’s shop, you inhale
more ipecac than a homceeopath would administer. You
breathe more lime from the dust of the streets than all the ho-
maoeopaths would give in a thousand years. The odor from a
drop of laudanum is more than a Hahnemannian dose, and
were you so sensitive as to

“Die of a rose, in aromatic pain,”

you would still be too obtuse to be affected by even the strong-
er dilutions. But Hahnemann attempts to explain the efficacy
of these small doses, by saying that their power is increased by
shaking them ; and Hahnemann guards his disciples against
the danger of rendering the doses too strong by shaking the







































