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Similia Similibus Curantur? 5

today than one which has regard to similia as the law of
cure, but which is ready in the treatment of any case to do
what may in that case promise more of usefulness than does
an attempt to cure; and that no other practice offers to
medical science such a prospect of future progress as does
that which has regard to similia as the law of cure.

Each of the words Aemwopathy and cure has attaching
to it various meanings, and I wish to specify in what sense
the words are used in this paper. The principle expressed
in the formula similia similibus curantur is what the word
homeeopathy etymologically implies, and that principle is the
subject of discussion in this paper. We shall use the
word hemaopathy as simply implying a recognition of that
principle as law. We shall use the word cxre as synony-
mous with the removal of disease by means which do not
affect primarily a cause attacking man from without, but
which do so modify the vital processes in a patient as to
enable him to resist morbific influences. Cure thus de-
fined does not necessarily involve the idea that a disease
whose natural course is of definite duration shall, as a
result of curative treatment, have its duration shortened.
I am aware that there are those who, after long expernence
and very careful study, have come to believe that no such
thing is possible as curative medicine. I think that such a
conclusion is premature, if the theory of homceopathy is

correct.






Stmilia Similibus Curantur ? 5

administering iron, well and good ; but, though that iron
is called medicine and not food, administering it is certainly
a very different matter from prescribing a poison which we
hope will by modifying the processes of the vital powers be
an instrument of cure.* Chemically acting upon the con-
tents of the alimentary canal, or, by means concerning
which similia says nothing, removing parasites which have
been introduced into that canal from the outside world is
no more prohibited by simi/ia than is mechanically remov-
ing from the surface of the body parasites or dust which
have adhered to it in its contact with its surroundings.
Under the same category come the cleansing of wounds
and the killing of germs which have been introduced into
them from without. Simi/ia does not prohibit stimulating

2If the view supported by Dr. Richard Hughes is correct, the
action of a medicine useful only in supplying to the system an element
which is present in health and absent in disease does not fall under
any law distinct from the laws of dieteties. [See his Manual of
Pharmacodynamics, Fourth Edition, page 339.] Drugs useful in
some such way as this may be indefinitely many,—preparations of
lime or phosphorus may be among them: quinine may be one. [See
“A contribution toward our knowledge of the pathological changes in
the fluorescence of the tissues,” by Edward Rhoads, M. D., and Wm.
Pepper, M. D, in the Pennsylvania Hospital Reports, Vol. 1, (1868) in
which paper are recorded some observations upon effects of quinine
sulphate.] If there is a curative medicine for such cases, it will so
modify the processes of the vital powers that the deficiency, which is an

effect of abnormal processes, will not persist.
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In defining the meaning which cure should have in this
paper I have not, of course, intended to repudiate accepted
definitions of that word, and under some of those definitions
treatment which removes parasites, or effects ends analogous
to such removal is curative : indeed the etymological mean-
ing of cure does not preclude palliation or even hygiene
and nursing from recognition as curative treatment, but I
find no impropriety in limiting the meaning which cure
shall have while considering the claims of simifia, as we
have limited that field outside of which simz/ia has no claims
to assert.

Both Webster and Worcester authorize applying the word
cure to persons or to diseases. One hears advocates of
similia say that treatment under that law is a treatment of
patients, and not of diseases. The idea is, I think, pre-
cisely correct. This treatment does not attempt to directly
destroy those morbific agents which affect man from with-
out,—when that can be done it is on principles other than
the one of which similia speaks: what it does attempt is
to effect a cure by so modifying the processes of the vital
powers that they shall resist morbific influences.

Whether in every case disease has its cause in the
external world of nature need not be discussed here. Where
such cause exhists it bears to the disease either the relation
which the intestinal parasite does to the illness which his
presence occasions, or that which an infectious germ does
























Similia Similibus Curantur? 17

reform a miser by forcing him toward prodigality until his
expenditures were made with proper freedom and proper care.
An effect of this attempt might be to conceal his miserliness
but I should consider it perfectly futile as a means to his
radical reform. A miser recognizing his miserly disposition
may aid in its removal by leading of his own free will an outward
life into which goodness can flow from the Prime Source of
all goodness, but if he is radically reformed prodigality will
have nothing to do with the effecting of his new life: the
new life he enters upon will be in no degree opposite to the
old in the sense that one symptom is opposite to another ;
it will be opposite in the sense that health is opposite to
disease. The question which concerns us at this point is
not whether antipathic treatment can ever be useful, but
whether it can be curative ; I think it cannot.

The objections to attempting to cure with a drug capable
when taken in health of producing symptoms precisely
opposite to those of the disease in question would obtain to
attempting to cure with a drug capable of producing symp-
toms similar to these precise opposites.

There is no such thing as a drug antipathic in the sense
that it is capable of producing health, the opposite of
disease —no drug can create health: such a drug would
be a remedy for all diseases, a universal medicine, a panacea.

The theory of isopathy leads directly to an absurdity.
The word #sepathy has in this paper no reference to what
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reasonable and acceptable as to what is essential to such
reform. My object rather is to present some of the considera-
tions by which I am led to think that simi/ia is the law of
cure, that regard to it as such offers to medical science a
prospect of future progress such as denial of it precludes,
and by which I am led to try to cure with similars. Among
those considerations is the following — that the theory of
homeeopathy offers points of analogy, as it seems to me,
with what are essentials to radical reform,— points of
analogy, too, with some of the means afforded organic
beings for their growth in strength.

It is not unlikely that some will be reminded by this
analogy of the remark made years ago that homceopathy is
a religion, not a science. To undertake to prove by analogy
from dogmas as to what are essentials to radical reform that
similars cure would, of course, be entirely unwarrantable ; but
so far as the views concerning reform are reasonable and
recognize principles they may, I think, throw light upon the
question whether it is worth while to try to cure with
similars. However proper it is to be cautious about accept-
ing the analogy as an argument, it is equally proper to bear
in mind that truths in regard to any two subjects will at
least never conflict. I have no wish to urge an acceptance
of the views presented in this paper: I wish simply to offer
them, and to let them go for what they are worth, and to
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We speak of a homceopathic drug’s appealing to what of
health and strength remains in the system : it is to what is
good in one that we appeal, if we would reform him, not to
what is bad. If as an effect of abnormal processes arterioles
are dilated, the aim in exhibiting a homceopathic drug
would not be to forcibly contract them: it would be to
appeal to the remnant of health and strength that through it
processes which are abnormal might be so modified as to
become normal. If this attempt were successful, the
dilatation of the arterioles, which is an effect of abnormal
processes, would not persist.

The fact just alluded to, that no attempt is made with a
homeeopathic drug to force a cure, corresponds with what is
to me an acceptable feature in the theory of homceopathy.
We have spoken of man as a recipient of what goodness is in
him : a mere passive recipient, however, he is not, for if he is
to be radically reformed, he must be in freedom to do right
or to do wrong ; an essential to radical reformation is that
one should in freedom choose to do right. If radical reform
could be forced upon one, the reformation of criminals would,
perhaps, be a less difficult matter than it is. It is reasona-
ble, I think, to believe that neither radical reform nor cure
can be forcibly induced.

Without trials or temptations one cannot grow stronger.
Trying experiences are good medicine., An essential to
radical reform is that one be subjected to temptation, and
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