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LANDMARKS OF PROGRESS.
During the past two years events in the world of 

medicine have advanced apace. The beginning of 1886 
saw the birth of the Homeopathic League, an Association 
which has gone on, in its undemonstrative way, accomplish­
ing a work which is now seen to be of the very highest im­
portance. About the same time Dr. Dudgeon’s pamphlet on 
“Medical Boycotting” appeared, exposing the action and 
excuses of Dr. Lauder Brunton and his publishers in 
connection with their refusal to publish an advertisement of 
Ameke’s History of Homeopathy in The Practitioner. After 
this came Dr. Dudgeon’s letter to the President and 
Council of the Royal College of Physicians, pointing out 
the wholesale appropriation of homeopathic remedies by 
their examiner, Dr. Brunton, in his work on Phar­
macology, and the desirability of their rescinding their 
resolution aimed at the homeopathists.

These several events all betokened the rise of a new spirit 
in our midst—a spirit of aggression and advance. The 
reasons why a forward policy should be adopted, "were 
well set forth in a paper entitled “En Arant!" by Dr. 
Dudgeon, read at the International Homeopathic Congress 
at Bâle.

The success of the Bâle Congress, the third in the 
international series, was another of the notable events of 
the year 1886. In spite of very discouraging circum­
stances, the interest in homeopathy was sufficiently strong

1
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to bring together a body of men from all parts of the 
world. The honours of the Congress were divided between 
the president, Dr. Meyhoffer, the interpreter, Dr. Both, 
and the permanent secretary, Dr. Hughes, to whose pluck 
and energy its existence was mainly due when the pro­
posal to hold it at Brussels was abandoned. A large con­
tingent of American homeopathists attended, headed by Dr. 
Bunnels, who came fresh from presiding over the great 
gathering of American homeopathists at Saratoga.

To America, which is the adopted home of Hahnemann’s 
system, we look for the next landmark of progress—the 
completion of the Westborough Homeopathic Hospital for 
the Insane. On this institution the State of Massachusetts 
expended a sum of £66,000, and it can hold its own with 
any institution of the kind in the world. The two most 
important asylums in the United States are now adminis­
tered by homeopathists—the Middletown Asylum, presided 
over by Dr. Seiden H. Talcott, and Westborough, which is 
under Dr. Paine.

The affair of the Margaret Street Infirmary for Con­
sumption next claims our attention. It was towards the 
end of 1886 that a movement was started amongst the staff 
of that Institution to oust two of its members who had been 
led to embrace homeopathy. These gentlemen had been 
converted to the new system whilst holding their posts, 
and they practised according to their new lights. The other 
members of the staff, with one honourable exception, set a 
persecution on foot and endeavoured to get them to resign. 
In this they failed, Drs. Jagielski and Marsh manfully 
standing their ground. Meetings of the Governors were 
called, at which the homeopathists were sustained in their 
refusal to resign. Dr. Dudgeon, who is one of the Gover­
nors, fought most successfully to maintain liberty of opinion 
among members of hospital staffs, and the cause of fairness 
was very safe in the hands of the Chairman, Lord 
Grimthorpe. In the end the persecuting members of the 
Staff, and the Executive Committee who had backed up their 
action, were censured by the Governors, and instead of com-
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polling the homeopaths to resign, the persecuting medical 
men resigned themselves. Their places were then filled 
either by homeopathists or by gentlemen who approved of 
every medical man being free to follow the dictates of his own 
conscience. No greater triumph of the cause of liberty has 
ever occurred in the annals of medicine, and it is safe to say 
that without the assistance of the Homeopathic League 
the victory would have been much less certain. The battle 
was fought and won by the party of advance.

The place of honour in the homeopathic annals of the 
Jubilee Year just ended is filled by the name of Liverpool. 
The completion of the magnificent Hahnemann Hospital, 
presented by Mr. Henry Tate to the city of Liverpool, the 
opening of the hospital, and the congress of homeopathists 
held at the same time in Liverpool, under the presidency 
of Dr. A. C. Clifton, of Northampton, tend to stamp 
the name and the occasion on the mind of every homeo­
pathist in the three kingdoms. And it was impossible 
that events of this importance could be ignored by the 
allopaths. Their journals felt compelled to make allusion 
to the hospital and the congress, and though the editors 
contrived to talk even more astounding rubbish than they 
usually do when they mention homeopathy, their talk 
would not deceive any one who did not wish to be deceived, 
not even the writers themselves ; whilst they could not help 
acknowledging that the system which they have so long 
pronounced dead is more vigorous to-day than at any 
former time.

Last and most important of all the landmarks comes 
the judgment of Mr. Justice Manisty in the case of Milli­
can v. Admiral Sullivan and others. Mr. Millican is not 
a homeopathist. He is on the staff of the Margaret Street 
Infirmary, which is a free institution. This was sufficient 
offence in the eyes of his colleagues of another institution, 
who forthwith adopted most curious expedients to expel 
him from his post. The crushing judgment of Judge 
Manisty is the most complete condemnation of their tactics 
m particular, and allopathic tactics in general, and 
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shows how they must be regarded by every unbiassed 
mind.

In commencing another volume with this brief review 
of the progress of the past, we cannot help casting a 
glance over the future. If homeopathy is to go forward 
and to win acknowledgment of its merits from the au­
thorities in the profession, there is only one way in which 
this can be brought about ; and that way is not the 
method which some seem to favour, namely, running 
away. Very few battles are won in that manner. We 
have on the one side a solid body of the profession who 
know not Hahnemann, and who don’t want to know 
him ; and, on the other side, we have those who do 
know Hahnemann, who owe to him all the best resources 
of their practice, and who are not ashamed or afraid to 
confess it. But if the latter are to be content to sit down and 
bask in the condescending smiles of the misbelievers, who 
happen to have most of the places of power, homeopathy 
cannot make progress. The question to be answered is, 
“What think ye of Hahnemann?” We who have par­
taken of the benefits of his labours cannot retain our 
honour if we sit down tamely whilst his name is being 
traduced. The misbelievers would accept us with open 
arms if we would only deny Hahnemann’s merits, whilst 
we used his methods, as they do themselves in a bungling 
sort of way. There is a party amongst us who incline to 
adopt this policy. That is not our policy. Hahnemann’s 
method is true, and Hahnemann is great. Before we can 
admit medical men to even terms with ourselves in matters 
of treatment, they must admit this. When they do admit 
it they will eliminate sectarianism in medicine at which 
they are so much horrified, and unless they do admit it, 
the sin of sectarianism—whatever degree of heinousness 
it may amount to—will rest on themselves, and the duty 
of fighting for truth and justice will lie with us. Our 
watchword is still “Forward!” In any and every con­
venient way we intend to make our influence felt. To 
the people we look with the greatest hope. The public 
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mind once enlightened, the doctors will not be able to 
afford the luxury of ignorance in which they now so con­
tentedly indulge. The last tract of the League—“ How 
they were Converted ”—should be in the hands of every 
homeopath in the land—and of every allopath. Let the 
homeopaths see to it. The League is furnishing the 
weapons. We urge upon all who love truth and justice 
to declare for the forward policy, join the League if they 
have not already done so, and fight.

ANOTHER FIGHT FOB LIBERTY OF OPINION 
IN MEDICINE.

The signal victory gained for freedom of opinion and 
practice in medicine at the Margaret Street Infirmary for 
Consumption in the spring of last year has been followed 
by a decisive triumph of the same good cause in the Courts 
of Law on the 19th of last month. As the later contest is 
connected with, indeed arose out of the earlier one, it may 
be as well to recai briefly the events we chronicled at the 
time of their occurrence.

The medical staff of the Margaret Street Infirmary con­
sisted of ten medical officers, viz., two consulting 
physicians, two ordinary physicians, five visiting physicians, 
and one surgeon. One of the ordinary physicians, Dr. 
Jagielski, and one of the visiting physicians, Dr. Marsh, 
after practising for some years on the ordinary system, be­
came converts to homeopathy and had for several years 
treated the patients homeopathically. This gave great 
offence to some of their allopathic colleagues, who en­
deavoured to oust the homeopathic converts from theirposts. 
They first induced the Executive Committee to call upon 
these two gentlemen either to cease treating the patients 
homeopathically or to resign their places on the staff. This 
Drs. Jagielski and Marsh refused to do. The seven objec­
tors then called a special general meeting of the governors, 
having previously sent a circular to all the governors, 
urging them to attend the meeting and support a motion 
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for compelling the two homeopathically disposed medical 
officers to resign, and declaring that if the homeopathic 
practice was continued in the Infirmary they (the seven 
objectors) would resign their connexion with the institution. 
At this special general meeting the threatened motion 
calling on Drs. Jagielski and Marsh to resign their posts 
was duly proposed, whereupon an amendment was pro­
posed to the following effect : “ That any attempt to limit 
the liberty of opinion or practice of the medical officers is 
not sanctioned by the laws of the Infirmary, is prejudicial 
to the interests of the Infirmary and its patients, and is 
contrary to the spirit of the Medical Act of 1858.” After 
a prolonged discussion the amendment was carried by the 
majority of the governors, and the seven objecting members 
of the staff, together with several of their sympathizers on 
the Executive Committee, resigned. Advertisements were 
inserted in the medical journals inviting medical men to 
apply for the posts thus vacated. An election took place 
and the vacant posts were filled up. The post of surgeon, 
which was one of those vacated, was filled by Mr. Kenneth 
Millican, who, though he belongs to the old school, is a 
strong advocate for liberty of opinion in therapeutics, and 
has no objection to belong to an Institution where some of 
the staff pursue the homeopathic treatment.

Mr. Millican had previously been elected surgeon for 
throat diseases to a new hospital in South Kensington 
called the Jubilee Hospital. When he accepted the post 
of surgeon to the Margaret Street Infirmary, the bigots on 
the Jubilee staff were very much exercised in their minds. 
They could not find fault with Mr. Millican’s orthodoxy, 
but their narrow souls could not brook the idea that a 
surgeon of their staff should be connected with an institu­
tion where liberty of opinion in therapeutics was allowed 
to the medical officers. So the committee of the Jubilee 
Hospital, consisting by law of medical and lay governors in 
equal numbers (though how, as the judge observed, that 
could be the case when their number was eleven, or howr 
one-third of this eleven could retire annually by rotation as
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their laws direct, is a mystery which it would puzzle the 
late lamented Mr. Cocker to solve), first asked Mr. Millican 
to be so good as to give up his appointment at the Margaret 
Street Infirmary, or else resign his post in the Jubilee 
Hospital. When Mr. Millican politely declined the sug­
gested alternative, the Committee, of which, be it observed, 
Mr. Millican was a member by virtue of his post on the 
medical staff, adopted the ingenious plan of forming them­
selves into a sub-committee, excluding Mr. Millican, with 
omnipotent power, not possessed by the original committee 
by whom they were delegated, to dismiss their surgeon and 
appoint another in his place.

Mr. Millican of course could not submit to such palpably 
illegal and high-handed proceedings, and forthwith com­
menced an action for wrongful dismissal against all the 
committee. The case was tried at the Court of Queen’s 
Bench, before Mr. Justice Manisty, on December 14th. 
Mr. Lockwood, Q.C., and Mr. H. E. Dickens were for the 
plaintiff ; Sir H. James, Q.C., and Mr. E. Pollock were for 
the defendants. Mr. Justice Manisty gave judgment on 
December 19th. We have much pleasure in reproducing 
from The Times' report the remarks of the judge, as they 
are as severe condemnation of the action of the Jubilee 
bigots as we could wish to see :

“ His lordship, in giving judgment, said the action was brought by 
the plaintiff against ten persons said to be members of the com­
mittee of management of the Queen’s Jubilee Hospital, Gloucester 
Terrace. The action was dismissed against one ; it was therefore in 
reality against nine. The plaintiff complained that these nine did 
wrongfully and improperly suspend him from his office as one of 
the medical men who constituted the medical staff. The hospital was 
constituted in the present year. By role 6 the staff was to consist of 
a president, vice-president, patrons, patronesses, governors, trustees, 
treasurer, and a committee of management, a secretary, a ladies’ com­
mittee and a ladies’ secretary thereto, an efficient medical and surgical 
staff, a resident matron, and an efficient staff of male and female 
nurses and other servants as might be deemed necessary by the com­
mittee for the economical working of the hospital. By rule 7 the 
government of the hospital was to be conducted by a committee, 
consisting of an equal number of the medical and surgical staff and 



8 LIBERTY OF OPINION IN MEDICINE. rH°^nPTisRH°llaI Jan. z, looo.

lay members, all of whom were to be governors of the hospital ; 
one-third of the lay members were to retire annually, by rotation, 
but were eligible for re-election at the annual general meeting. It 
seemed that the committee really consisted of eleven ; how then they 
could have an equal number of medical and lay members he did 
not know, but it did not affect his judgment. By rule 8 the committee 
of management were to appoint at any time, subject to confirmation 
by show of hands or ballot if required at the annual or any special 
general meeting of the governors, as many physicians and surgeons 
as might be desirable for the efficient care of the patients, the appoint­
ment to be for one year, and to be subject to confirmation by the 
governors at the next annual general or special meeting which 
should be held subsequent to such appointment. It seemed, there­
fore, that the committee had power to appoint the physicians and 
surgeons, and the plaintiff was one so appointed. The question is 
whether the committee had power to suspend the plaintiff. It was 
raised in the paragraph of defence, which said, ‘ The defendants, in 
pursuance of the printed rules and regulations of the said hospital, 
held a meeting on the 26th of May, 1887, and passed certain resolu­
tions, as they were entitled to do, and, among others, that complained 
of by the plaintiff.’ Such being the rules and defence, what actually 
happened? On the 31st of January the secretary wrote to the 
plaintiff, saying that he had much pleasure in informing him that 
he had been elected surgeon to the hospital. All went on happily 
and pleasantly until April. On April 6th the plaintiff was also ap­
pointed to the Margaret Street Infirmary, where homeopathy was 
practised. (It was perfectly optional there whether they treated 
the patients by homeopathy or not.) The same day he heard from 
the secretary saying he would receive a notice calling ' attention to 
that appointment. On May 5th a committee meeting was held, and 
a resolution was proposed that no member of the staff of the hospital 
should profess or practise homeopathic doctrines, or be connected with 
any homeopathic establishment or any place were it (homeopathy) is 
recognized. This resolution was divided into two ; both were carried, 
the plaintiff, who was present, voting for the first half, but against the 
second. He was then asked what he intended to do with regard to 
these resolutions ; in reply he wrote a long letter, in which he declined 
to recognize the effect of the resolutions, or to give way to what he 
considered tyrannical oppression and unmerited censure on himself. 
He also commented on the assertion made by one of the members 
that ‘ Every homeopathic practitioner was a conscious fraud, a liar, 
and an impostor.’ On May 26th a most extraordinary course was 
taken ; there were seven present, and it was proposed that the entire 
business of the committee of management should be delegated to a 
committee of ten, leaving out the plaintiff. They actually took on 
themselves to delegate all their power. It was, he thought, a well- 
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settled rule of law that one person could not delegate his duties to 
another. This delegated committee then carried a resolution suspend­
ing the plaintiff from his duties. Anything more contrary to decency 
and rules of law could not well be conceived. The plaintiff was in­
formed of this on the 27th, and on the 30th his successor was appointed. 
He held a strong opinion that the whole proceeding was wrong from 
beginning to end, and contrary to the meaning of the rules. There was 
no necessity for such instant action, and for them to take the law into 
their own hands was a flagrant and palpable abuse of their office. A 
more extraordinary or more improper proceeding had never been done, 
so he would grant an injunction. As to damages, the plaintiff said he 
would be content with merely nominal damages. In his interests he 
thought he was wise not to ask for damages, but an order would be 
made restraining the defendants from interfering with the plaintiff in 
the performance of his duty as one of the surgical staff, and from 
suspending him from the duties of such office. The injunction would 
be granted with costs. Mr. Pollock applied for a stay of execution on 
the ground that the hospital would be shut up if the injunction were 
granted. His lordship refused the application.”

This report is as usual considerably abridged. A much 
fuller report will be found in The Chemist and, Druggist of 
Dec. 24th. Mr. Justice Manisty said some much more 
severe things than here recorded. Thus, he said, à propos 
of the question of damages, that Mr. Millican he was sure 
would not suffer one farthing of injury to his practice or his 
character by the illegal proceedings of the defendants, but 
he would not venture to say that the defendants had not 
injured themselves by these proceedings to considerably 
more than that amount. He particularly animadverted on 
the conduct of Dr. Thudichum, who seemed to be the prin­
cipal mover in this unjustifiable business, as no doubt he 
was. In fact, the other members of the committee seem to 
have been led by the nose by this officious doctor. He said 
truly : “ Some people act as though persons practising 
homeopathy were infected with the plague.”

The defendants have appealed against the judgment, and 
in the meantime the injunction has been stayed, but not the 
execution of costs. Their appeal will come on this month. 
We can only hope it may be dismissed with costs. But 
however that may be, the medical profession generally, and 
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we who are the representatives of medical progress, owe a 
lasting debt of gratitude to Mr. Millican for his gallant and 
single-handed defence of liberty of opinion and practice in 
medicine. Mr. Millican is not a believer in homeopathy, 
which he has never studied, but he is a believer in the right 
of every medical man to treat his patients in the way his 
conscience dictates to him. If all the profession were like 
him, the persecution of homeopathy would at once cease, and 
we might then all work harmoniously together in the noble 
endeavour to search for the true remedies for diseases, a 
search which, if honestly and impartially conducted, would, 
we are sure, lead to the general acknowledgment of the rule 
similia similibus curantur as the guide to curative treatment.

NOTES.
Homeopathic Convalescent Home.

A meeting was held on Friday, the 18th inst., at the 
residence of the Treasurer, Major W. Vaughan Morgan, No. 
5, Boltons, S.W., when it was announced that upwards of 
£2000 had been promised towards the establishment of this 
Home ; and it was resolved that a house should be purchased 
at Eastbourne, and the necessary steps be taken to make 
the movement known, and to procure additional donations 
and subscriptions for its support. A circular will at once 
be sent out describing in detail the proposed modus 
operandi.

Cueability of Cancee.
The case of the brave Crown Prince of Germany has 

brought the question of cancer and its treatment promi­
nently before the public. Just at this time comes the 
address of Sir James Paget on cancer, in which he states 
that he sees no reason why it should not be cured medi­
cinally. He seems to look for cure in some microbe-killing 
specific—where it is not likely to be found. In the same 
number of The Lancet (November 19), which contains Sir 
James Paget’s address, is a series of cases of undoubted 
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cancer cured by Chian turpentine, by Mr. John Clay, of 
Birmingham. And why, we ask, should cancer not be cur­
able by medicine ? The profession have a way of setting 
a disease down as incurable when the majority of them fail 
to cure it, and ascribing all reported cures to failure in 
diagnosis. But this is a cheap and easy way of getting out 
of the difficulty of finding remedies. Remedies have been 
found and are to be found even for cancer. We had better 
set about the task manfully, instead of proclaiming our 
helplessness before all the world and doing nothing. Homeo­
pathy has a record of many triumphs over cancer ; but 
we are by no means limited to the use of proved medicines, 
and if Mr. John Clay or Count Mattei can produce evidence 
of better success that is trustworthy, we are open to give it 
due consideration.

The Working of the Leaven.
Messrs. Boulton and Owen, the well-known homeo­

pathic pharmacists of Melbourne, have forwarded us a copy 
of The Age, containing a report of a lecture on drugs, which 
shows clearly the set of the current in medical affairs. 
The lecturer did not mention Hahnemann, but he broadly 
acknowledged the principles for which Hahnemann con­
tended. Here is the report :

“ A lecture on the Drugs which Kill or Cure us was delivered in the 
Working Men’s College last evening by Professor A. H. Jackson, B.Sc., 
M.P.S., F.C.S., director of the College of Pharmacy in Melbourne. 
The lecturer first treated of the medicines of the ancients, describing 
with poetical illustrations the custom of doctoring weapons whilst 
leaving wounds to cure 1 by first intention.’ He showed the fallacy 
of trusting to ignorant observation and experience when treating such 
a complex machine as a human being with such subtle agents as drugs. 
After instancing a number of examples from the old materia medica, 
such as roasted toads, the thigh bone of a hanged man, and the philo­
sopher’s stone, he pointed out that such remedies have disappeared 
from our modern materia medica, and that the tendency of modern 
times is to use the active principles of drugs or standardised prepa­
rations therefrom. Owing to the new science of ‘pharmacology’ 
(effect of drugs on healthy organism), and to the advances in our 
pharmaceutical chemistry, he said the pharmacist is able to supply 
and the physician to use drugs in a much more potent and definite 
manner than has hitherto been attainable, precision being the watch­
word now-a-days. Professor Jackson illustrated modern drugs by 
reference to four typical specimens—cinchona barks, coca leaves, 
Strophanthus seeds, and Gum Benzoin—of which there were a number 
of interesting specimens on view, together with the finest collection of 
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alkaloids in Australia. He gave historical accounts of the use and 
introduction of these drugs, both by the natives who procured them and 
the white men who turned them to such beneficial account. Through­
out the lecturer deprecated the use of patent medicines or the treatment 
of patients by any one except the duly qualified medical man. Pro­
ceedings closed by a hearty vote of thanks being accorded the lecturer 
by the large assemblage present.”

Dr. E. M. Hale and Experiments on Animals.
Our worthy and indefatigable colleague, Dr. E. M. Hale, 

is rapidly following the pseudo-pharmacologists of the Brun­
ton type, and going to the dogs and the frogs. In the June- 
July (1887) number of The U. S. Medical Investigator, in 
an article on Spigelia—An Essay on its Virtues in the Light of 
some Recent Experiments, he gives an account of the poison­
ing by Spigelia of a dog and frogs. In the dog protrusion 
of the eye was one of the symptoms, and this led him to 
think of it in exophthalmic goitre. But, in the name of 
mercy we ask, what was the need of experimenting on 
wretched animals to find this out when Hahnemann’s 
provings are so rich in the symptoms of the disease, 
symptoms so clear and definite that there is no mistaking 
the relations between the drug and the malady ? The 
symptoms of the provings of Spigelia, moreover, are 
definitely detailed with a fulness that no symptoms pro­
duced in animals can approach : for animals cannot 
explain their sensations. Surely it is a case of the rich 
man of many flocks taking the poor man’s one ewe lamb, 
for the homeopathist to take to poisoning animals for the 
sake of the few symptoms he can glean. With Dr. Hale 
coarse pathology bids fair to become not merely a 
“ supplemental basis ” (as the “ modest homeopath ” puts 
it) of practice, but the only foundation for prescribing.

The Cholera in Malta.
From papers sent us by our Malta correspondent we learn 

that there has been a very fine display of official bungling 
in reference to the recent visitation of cholera to the 
island. The medical officer of health appears to be a 
very pronounced germist. “ Cholera is a deadly germ,” he 
writes. “It is absorbed by almost every living thing in 
the island, though not ”■—happily not !—-“ not to such a 
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degree as to imperil life ” in all cases. He advocated 
quarantine. After a time, the cholera disappeared suddenly. 
The medical officer had enlightened the Malta public as to 
his views through the medium of The Malta Times, Novem­
ber 5th. The Malta Standard, November 17th, makes the 
following pertinent remarks

“ Now that cholera has disappeared from among us and clean bills of 
health are issued, no doubt inquiries into the whys and wherefores of 
the disease will engage the attention of medical men and men of 
science. We shall be desirous to see what those medical men say who 
contended that the germs were the cause of the disease. If, as a 
medical officer stated in The Malta Times a fortnight ago, the Island 
was full of these germs, and that ‘ almost every living being ’ on it 
inhaled them to a certain degree, how came it to pass that such an 
inconceivable number of deadly germs, almost all at once, either lost 
their virulence or took their departure in some mysterious manner ? ”

Official Doctoring for Cholera.
When the cholera first made its appearance in Malta, 

the Government made so many different proclamations in 
regard to it, that at last it came to be called by general 
consent the “ What is it ? ” The medical officer of health 
was so full of germs and quarantine that he had no prac­
tical suggestions to make for the treatment of the malady. 
However, the Governor supplied the want. We quote from 
The Malta Watchdog, November 5th

“ His Excellency, as Governor, published in the Government 
Gazette, 1 The Government desires it to be notified for the information 
of the public, that the Cholera is not a dangerous disease if treated in 
its first stages—the first symptoms are looseness of the boiuels? Then 
followed His Excellency’s advice, ‘ on the first appearance of looseness 
of the bowels, therefore, the person affected should, without any delay, 
send or go to the nearest Police Station, where medicine has been 
provided by the Government, and without loss of time, take a dose. 
The Doctor should then at once be sent for. (Italics ours.).”

Naturally, this bit of paternal government alarmed the 
population ; and as panic tends to produce looseness of 
the bowels, there was a rush for the “ Governor’s dose.” 
What the dose was is not revealed, but many declared that 
it “ burnt holes ” in their clothes when any of it happened 
to drop on them. Certain it is that the majority of those 
who took it died within a few hours of doing so, and the 
rumour soon spread that the Government was purposely 
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poisoning the people. The medical officer appears to have 
been carrying out his ideas of quarantine, and the police, 
under his advice we presume, were hurrying off everybody 
who seemed in the least out of health, to the Government 
lazarets—whence few returned alive. Ireland may con­
gratulate herself that she is not the only country that is 
sometimes “ governed too much ” !

Melbourne Homeopathic Hospital.
We have received the report of this institution for the 

year ending June, 1887, and are glad to note that the 
largest homeopathic institute in the Southern Hemisphere 
shows proof of vigorous vitality. The number of in-patients 
treated during the year was 570 as against 276 during the 
previous year. A large number of the cases treated were 
of a severe type, and the results eminently satisfactory.

Doctors and Chemists.
From information that has come to us it would seem that 

some of our country homeopathic chemists have a very 
great grievance, and are deserving of more consideration 
than they receive from the local practitioner. It is hardly 
fair to a chemist, for instance, when the medical man sends 
to London for all his ordinary drugs, and then gives the 
local chemist any amount of trouble when he wants one 
that is out of the ordinary run. The progress of homeopathy 
depends in no small measure on the cordial working together 
of all who believe in it, whether laity, chemists, or medical 
men. A little more consideration of each other would vastly 
improve our position in the world.

Editor’s Change of Address.
We again call the attention of our contributors to our 

change of residence ; and request that in future all com­
munications to the Editor may be addressed—34, Harring­
ton Road, S.W.
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THE CROWN PRINCE AND THE SPECIALISTS.
By Db. Dudgeon.

The newspaper accounts of the Crown Prince’s malady vary so 
much from day to day, and the opinions of the medical men they 
record are so inconsistent with one another and so contradictory, 
that it is difficult to arrive at anything like a clear notion of 
what the disease really is. The wrangling and strife among the 
specialists over the treatment to which the royal patient has 
been subjected or not subjected has been far from edifying, and 
has led outsiders to exclaim, “ How these specialists hate one 
another ! ” The conclusions arrived at by the majority of those 
who have examined the patient seem to be that the disease is 
cancerous, that a surgical operation is not advisable, and that 
no cure is possible by medicine. From this last conclusion we 
must except the hopeful opinion of Dr. Clay that Chian turpen­
tine might be of use, an opinion doubtless not shared by the 
specialists. But specialists are not infallible as to the curability 
or incurability of diseases in their own speciality. The case of 
Field-Marshal Count Radetsky, almost forgotten now, but which 
created an immense sensation in Europe at the time, illustrates 
this. I maybe pardoned for recalling this case to the attention 
of your readers. In 1841 Count Radetsky had a tumour in the 
right orbit which had been growing for four months and had 
pushed the eyeball outwards and forwards. The Emperor of 
Austria sent Dr. F. Jaeger, Professor of Ophthalmology in Vienna, 
and Dr. Flarer, Professor of Ophthalmology in Pavia, to Milan, 
where the Count resided, in order to report on the disease and 
to suggest from their experience the best treatment to be adopted. 
These two specialists met in consultation Staff-Surgeon Dr. 
Hartung, the ordinary medical attendant of the patient, on the 
26th of January, 1841, and after a careful examination of the 
tumour pronounced it to be cancerous. The situation of the 
tumour and the age of the patient precluded any surgical opera­
tion, and the two specialists agreed that no medical treatment 
with which they were acquainted could be of use. Dr. Hartung, 
while agreeing with the learned specialists as to the nature of 
the disease, thought that its cure by medicinal means was not 
hopeless. The illustrious patient decided to trust himself to 
Dr. Hartung’s treatment, and at the end of three months the 
tumour had entirely disappeared, and no difference was ob­
servable between the two eyes. The Field-Marshal lived and 
enjoyed good health for many years after this, and, though an 
octogenarian, was sufficiently vigorous in mind and body to win 
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the decisive battle of Novara in 1849. Dr. Hartung, who was 
a zealous disciple of Hahnemann, employed only homeopathic 
remedies for the cure of this alleged cancerous affection. The 
case made a strong impression on me, as I was a medical 
student in Vienna at the time, and a private pupil of Professor 
Jaeger, who was seriously annoyed by the comments of the 
medical journals, allopathic and homeopathic, on the part he 
played in the case, and who wrote a long and elaborate article 
in which he endeavoured, but not very successfully, to reconcile 
the opinion he had given with the course taken by the disease. 
His defence maybe read in the 1st vol. of The British Journal of 
Homeopathy.

May not the case of Field-Marshal Badetsky encourage us to 
hope that, though the Crown Prince’s disease has been pro­
nounced cancerous and incurable by the specialists, it might still 
be curable by appropriate homeopathic treatment ?

FERRUM PICRICUM.
By Robert T. Cooper, M.D.

The effect of Ferrum picricum in causing the dispersion 
of warty growths is so obvious, that I have hopes it will 
prove of use in the more obstinate forms of epithelial 
excrescences.

A lady of about thirty, who was under my care for deaf­
ness, directed my attention to the number of warts that 
were coming on her body. There was a group of con­
siderable-sized seedy warts on the back of the left shoulder 
(six months’ duration) ; two on the right side of the neck, 
close together, one on the chest, one on the knuckle of the 
left thumb (two years), and a pimply condition of the skin 
of the stomach as if others were about to form.

Ferrum picricum in third decimal dilution, a drop given 
every day, took away every one of these ; they gradually 
went away, that is, while taking this remedy.

I have been, I believe, the first to show how often warts, 
especially old pedicled warts, accompany chronic deafness. 
Reference to this is made in my work on Vascular Deafness, 
published by Messrs. Baillière, Tindall, and Co., King 
William Street.

The Ferr. pic. seems to have most power, as might be 
expected, over warts and corns of recent duration.
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IODOFORM.
By Db. E. A. Neatby.

For those who treat “likes by likes,” a record of the 
poisonous effects of a drug has an especial value. It is 
not merely a beacon set up to warn the unwary, or a store 
of knowledge to be laid by on a dusty shelf, with the 
unlikely possibility of its some day being of practical use. 
It is, on the contrary, of immediate service as an indicator 
of the therapeutic uses of a drug, the service being limited 
only by the accuracy and completeness of the record ; and 
“ the greater the poison, the greater the remedy.”

We have, then, the best of reasons for studying the effects 
of Iodoform, which the following cases will show to be 
possessed of remarkable and formidable powers. They will 
serve but as an introduction to the study, but even so can­
not fail to be of value. The names of the observers will be 
a sufficient guarantee of the accuracy and completeness of 
their statements, as far as accuracy in a proving on 
the sick, and completeness when the result is due to local 
absorption, can be expected.

The most complete and interesting general account of the 
action of Iodoform is to be found in Mr. Treves’ article on 
the subject in The Practitioner for October, 1886. We 
shall take the liberty of making lengthy quotations from 
this paper, and shall follow them by narrating separately 
some of the cases which have furnished the material 
for the pictures Mr. Treves has drawn. By this means 
the grouping of the symptoms as they occurred in the 
various patients will be preserved. The author divides 
the cases of poisoning into two classes, the acute and the 
more chronic.

Of the latter he writes : “ The evidences of poisoning 
develop very slowly and insidiously. There is malaise 
and possibly some loss of strength, loss of appetite, with 
•occasional vomiting, and above all, the patient is weighed 
down with a sense of depression. There is usually a 
moderate degree of fever, and an unusually rapid pulse. 
The sleep is at first broken, and there is some wandering 
at night. Headache is not uncommon. In time the patient 
becomes apathetic and disposed to sleep. He is melan­
cholic, his memory is distorted and impaired, he is troubled 
by the dread of death, or some impending danger, and takes 
no interest in his surroundings. He remains in a con- 
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