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WITH ALLOPATHY. 17

Homeopaihic—In Vienna Homo-Hospital.

Years. No. of Cases. Deaths. Per Cent.
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Average mortality : Expectant, 17.5; Allopathie, 21.6; Homwopathie, 10.6.

Here again Allopathy loses 4 per cent. more than the
“ Do-nothing treat ," and twize as many as Homewopalhy.

In Scarlet Fever and Croup, the difference in the loss per
cent. under both systems, is as marked as that in Cholera and
Yellow Fever. Yet how frequently it is despised and con-
demned becanse some kind parent loses one or two to a neigh-
bors two to four under Allopathy. This is the sympathy it
gets for not letting as many die as Allopathy does—but a better
day is coming—those who have been so unfortunate as to lose
any of the family circle under this system, will judge its merits
from the cases collectively, and not individually.

A rrain, how often we meet those who believe in HoM@orATHY
and desire to adopt it, but are checked from doing so by fear
of giving offence to public opinion, or to those who have been
in attendance for years. Such ought to know that no one
has any right to fault another for adopting that system of
medicine that does insure to the sick the greatest chances of

recovery.

If human life were anght, then there might be reason to fear
offence ; but when a prize is at stake, the value of which the
human mind eannot conceive, personal fears sink into insignifi-
cance. It is an old maxim that every system is right until the
contrary is shown. Carrying out this principle, no one
has a right to condemn Hom@oraTHY until proven to be false.
We ask no one to adopt this system from what we have
shown or believe, but we do ask of them who have been most
bitter in their denunciations, to give it more attention and
caudid investigation, although we have shown that it is not
without some merit and claims upon the suffering of this broad
commonwealth.

It is with pleasure we refer to such characters as Dr. JosLiy,
Sen., for freedom of thought and candor of expression, when
at the time they hold the highest trust and confidence of the
profession., A series of Allopathic resolutions were drawn up
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