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The Agnostic in Medicine

The story of Medicine is the story of the ages. Its dawn taps
the viewpoint of earliest knowledge. Its development has been
concordant with the culture and development of the race.
Throughout its history one comes more and more to overlook the
merely temporary, constantly shifting border-lines of cults and
faiths, and to see medicine as a whole, to watch its uprise as a
unit, guided by a corresponding thirst for knowledge repelled by
similar stirrings of the heart, taking part in but a single story—
the marvelous tale of man’s advance. This sense of all-enfolding
unity, an ever-advancing common destiny is best disclosed by
watching the current of philosophy, as it has constantly inter-
mingled in the growth of medicine.

Philosophy, the speculative ground of the world, has for cen-
turies held a challenged place in intellectual pursuits and sought
that which is fundamental without in nature, and consciousness
within itself. It has stamped its impress sometimes permanently,
but more often irrelevantly, on the page of science, in its effort to
seek the goal of human life. At this hour let me rivet your atten-
tion on the part which the agnostic has played and is playing in
the creative, the conservative, the practical and the progressive as
essential elements in the evolution of medicine. By agnosticism,
as it may apply to medicine, I mean the theory of things which
abstains from either affirming or denying the existence of scien-
tific facts. It is a state of suspended judgment, all it undertakes
to affirm must be that upon existing evidence, upon demonstra-
tion, upon experience and occupies itself with one world at a
time. The agnostic perceives that there is a mental horizon that
we cannot pierce and beyond that is the unknown—possibly the
unknowable. He sees only natural causes and natural results,
and seeks to induce man to give up gazing into void and empty
space, that he may give his entire attention to the real world in
which he lives.

He is one of a class of thinkers who disclaims any knowledge
of the ultimate nature of things. The old-time agnostic believed
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2 The Agnostic in Medicine.

human knowledge was limited to experience, and that since the
absolute and unconditioned, if it exists at all, cannot fall within
experience, there was no right to assert anything whatever with
regard to it. He sheltered his claims behind a rampart of dis-
trust where no appeals could reach him. The modern agnostic,
on the other hand, is constructive, fertile, magnetic and honestly
maintains that his opinions are the very foundations of science.
His point of view conceives ultimate cause and essential knowing
of things, but to him infinite things are unknowable or at least
unknown. He delights in setting forth what medicine is not,
rather than what it is. _

Life is full of mystery. It isin many particulars too deep for
the human mind to fathom. To instance, there is no use laying
rude hands upon the veil that enshrouds death and trying to take
a peep into the darkness. No operation of mind, no flights of
fancy, no straining of the soul, has ever been able to add one
tittle to the knowledge which the world has always possessed con-
cerning the future existence. We listen to men of science becatuse
we anticipate the sequence in natural phenomena which they un-
cover. We love whatever affirms, connects, preserves. We dis-
like whatever scatters or dismembers. Skepticism must be the
attitude assumed by the student at all times in relation to the
particulars of nature. The ground occupied by the skeptic in
science is the vestibule of the “temple of health.” Bigotry does
not like to have any breath of question blown upon existing
order, but to the agnostic the interrogation of method at all
points is but an inevitable stage in the growth of every superior
analysis.

The agnostic plays with a miscellany of facts, and dissects those
superficial views which we call skepticism, but which will finally
appear in that order which makes skepticism impossible, If
agnosticism more thoroughly prevailed in the world of affairs
there would be no place for egotism, hypocrisy or pedantry. The
basis of the true agnostic is that of consideration, of self-contain-
ing, not all of unbelief, not at all of universal denying, not of
universal doubting—doubting even that he doubts, least of all
of scoffing and profligate jeering at all that is stable and good,
Agnosticism lights up the vast background of medicine and clearer
view is seen of the night, of its pitfalls, imperfections and un-
realized aims.

In the evolution of philosophy, as in the evolution of an organ-
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ism, it is impossible to fix with any precision the period of
origin, because every beginning is also a termination and pre-
sumes the results of a whole series of preceding evolutions. The
immediate effect of endeavoring to construct the whole world
according to the laws of human thought has been stated by
Homan herewith, “Natural philosophy, in consequence of an
excessive impulse toward systemic production, passed from a
general knowledge of the possible to a general ignorance of the
actual.” What is science now, was then mystery. Mystery over-
hung the thinkers of antiquity. The element of wonder and magic
held the ancients to the firm belief that disease was punishment
inflicted by gods or demons. The Greeks ranged with equal
energy over every field of human knowledge as a conglomerate
study, because no differentiation had been made between priests,
philosophers and doctors. This gifted race, however, with
marvelous activity threw off the trammels of religious formalism
and superstition. In them the free abandonment of preconceived
ideas is united with the precision of a geometer. The natural
force and versatility of their intellect made them impatient of
knowledge when supported only by external evidence, The ex-
cessive employment of deductive philosophy, ever finding the
general in the particular, from which sweeping deductions were
deduced, was their besetting error and inimical to the best inter-
ests of progress. Hippocrates brought order out of chaos, not
so much from any special observations, but because he separated
medicine from lonian religion. “The healing art does not exist
for its own benefit,” said Plato. It was Hippocrates, as the first
medical agnostic and vitalist, who pointed the way to real prog-
ress through observation of individual facts. His was an original
mind in the exercise of original powers. However much we in
our day appreciate this point of view, the “Sage of Cos” did not
realize the importance of his own work as a logical instrument for
scientific growth. i

It was Hippocrates who said that “the physician who is also a
philosopher is godlike.”  Platonic philosophy adhered to this
motto, but changed from one pole of thought to another, and
ended only in keeping alive powers of reason, to the absurd de-
gree of seeking to prove the futility of all reasoning to a direct
and concrefe experience. This philosophy of doubt had the effect
of limiting investigations to the narrow sphere of sense knowl-
edge, while it encouraged the powers of observation, which must
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ever prove the handmaid of research. This post-Hippocratic

period paid special attention to the totality of symptoms as 2

S unit,l but regarded the study of ultimate cause of phe-
il;lmena as futile. Here we first discern the recognition of symp-
ioms of disease as a basis for therapeutics, without, however, seek-
ing facts of prevention, ’ :
i ?E:H; e ;llla.kes Illothing vain,” said Aristotle, and borne upon
and rci Od ;Ijls philosophy the “doctrine of final cause” appeare £
creatgd ;E eh to prove tl:lat every human tissue and function
osoph onas ; 5 Cause of its existence. The influence of phil-
b mzteﬁalrr;edmme all through the Middle Ages, rather thaz
1o thacts of adxfranceljnent, gave zest to further stud_y an
wno rough succeeding centuries. They were intent
leading on riumphs rather than solid acquisition of knowledg®
of Galen t}}; f0 @ stasis in progress. In their day the Prawcli
deep root’ an; principle of “contraria contrariis curantur” t?cl)q
i ogous but antagonistic to, the philosophy for whict:
€ period, Hahnemann stood. Soon the center of gravity

in philosophic th : . : inst
the sorrows of Hle‘lght ol becoming chiefly a refuge agai#s

Some one has said that
ielsus’ life seems 3 good e
.falsehood of extremes,”
1t was authority, Born in
he wag awakened to enth

“life is a strife of opposites.” Pard”
Xample in the world of thought of the
He was opposed to authority becatis®
an age when speculation was in excessci
Solett frbedom of usiasm for the happiness of mer, _21215
form of life, Tp de 11' o8 85 & means of reaching an harmon o)
of Galen, who p aling death blows to the comparative anato™Y
for subst;tution 6’;;1' dissected 2 human body, he blazed .t}.le wa};
Wwas to he slair; b eﬂWEls the “philistine in medicine,” that in ti;:lle
18:51111 century me diiin;e youthful David—the better system—

L ; i,
vation?, d;;tlt".]l;l: lif ge.neral t(_)lel"ation” was now born with Obse;
Sl q i ﬁr with which the secrets of nature mig_ht
Slgnatures we se 001}11 52y that in the “Therapeutic dogtrii i
hommopathy : anz t;E ¢ forerunner of the modern doctrin€ £
Paracelsus.”’ In thl'at Ha}_lnemann was “the lineal successot ]?
this brilliant Bpep: ' passing reflection upon homeeopathy ?
. nglish author, there can he no element of €r¢¢

lplied. vy !
Galen ang ag:ig:fsthe l"ftleans is, that Paracelsus revolted against
. POst-
read 3 neq; I
1 7
cal Bk in ten years. Hahnemann also declar®

Galenic doctrine, and declared he had 0Of
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against the widespread therapeutic paralysis of his time. Here
the parallelism ends. Paracelsus originated the doctrine of sig-
natures and substituted that theory for all that had pre-existed.
Paracelsus declared “Man invents nothing ; the devil invents noth-
ing; it is God only who unveils all to us by the light of nature.”
I take down Hahnemann’s Lesser Writings and read what he says
when in the throes of disappointment over medieval medicine. I
quote: “Well, since there must be a certain means of cure, as sure
as there is a God, the wisest and best of beings, I will quit the
barren field of autological illustration; I will no longer listen to
arbitrary opinions with whatever art they may be reduced to
system; I will no longer bow to the authority of celebrated names.
But I will seek close around me, where must be this means of
which no one has dreamed because it is too simple and does not
appear learned enough; because it is not encircled with crowns
for the masters in the art of building hypotheses and scholastic
abstractions.” Hahnemann’s genius had just received the spark
that was to illumine his pathway and ours, and he exclaims:
“What! has not the infinite wisdom of that spirit which animates
the universe been able to furnish means to relieve the suffering
caused by disease which has been permitted to afflict mankind!”

In the uplift of his reasoning he recognized cause and defined
the necessity of relief. Paracelsus’ lament was the wail of dis-
content. Hahnemann’s outcry was that of the philosopher search-
ing in the dark. Paracelsus’ desperation was that of intellectual
obscurantism; Hahneman’s interrogation, that of the analytical
mind, believing in Nature’s secret near at hand and searching
through inductive methods the balm for the healing of the nations.
Paracelsus held in contempt all knowledge acquired by toil and
reflection, relying solely on inward illumination. Hahnemann, on
the contrary, held in fifting regard historic medicine, himself a
past master of all the sciences of his day, and by his matchless
labor he drew the veil off the face of nature to the unfolding of
the law of similia. Paracelsus was a true child of his age;
Hahnemann, a man born for centuries that were to come. The
prayer of Paracelsus was that of helplessness and benignity—
the supplication of Hahnemann that of courage and a benediction.

Medical knowledge must ever be “immersed in the particulars
of sense,” and although philosophy may broaden its conception
and accentuate its tone, no metaphysical or mystic conceptions
can ever be a substitute for that balanced judgment essential to
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scentiic growth. It was only at the renaissance that medicine
rose from the bondage of medievalism. Medieval physicians
were impressed so strongly with the idea of unity of knowledge
thaF they failed in constructing that solid groundwork upon
“};hlch .each department must rest. As they lifted up the obelisk
tkneo}:,‘,-?;saz(}t fay below the proportionate base. The validity of
i Zrioczu only be tested by logic. It was however, 1_-epulsed
of mysti: enta m}d the pure Hellenic spirit was drowned in a sea
in evidence dng‘ements_ The bal"mnness of medicine was alwa}\fs
0sophy was anll'nng th@se centuries, hecause experimental _phﬂ—
wer impossibility. No specific contributions to SC’I.EFICB
€ made and but feeble evidence of the rieht path for attaimng
truth was in sight. ik P
thgfzse;vorld Wa_ited 11_ear1y 2,000 years for Bacon to forge ane?v
s sl pon of 1nduct1ju'e reasoning and lend the weight of hl.S
gentus to the formulation of his method. The science of medi-
cu;e, md.epe‘ndent as it seems to us to-day, seems not to have de-
;Zripc?? tllvll1 IS?I'ation’ g always has heen associated with, and a
ik ﬁ;}fp nlosopluc‘ theones. of the day. It is ever true .that
G emie b f:otxllstructwe medicine are the outcome of perlocis
with aﬁtivit ,ch l,(;ught’ and development is always t:cammer:Lsul'Z:j e
df to} t(13 the Iat_ter. Ba.tcon recalled men from the st 31’
b kiat .Of things, pointed out the power to be gaine .
which such kllowlledge of nature and the methods by means o
mission wag HO}T edge could be obtained, e claimed his tru®
ST I‘laltt 1er one who sounded the “rumpet call” than one
€Xperiment znzc Fhe troops.” He insisted on the importance Of:
Aritotle ad g rescarch.  He did for inductive logic what
S ek B one.for the theory of syllogism. This does 'no_
His strength E:;Oi;illn;gnt?d the inductive method of t‘easomllj:-
and hig discretion th]e 1'lestull‘Ie ’th(‘i- lmetngm. of & fpline Pw{;llllat’
Bacon endesvored 1 q rn ot its due and pt?rfect curve. s
and to illtet‘pret Wh0 o wa‘s‘ to analyze the inductive proce ; ;
trtth might be peser oo LONS must be fulfilled in order th
dits from BacO:ﬁc hed in 11‘1118 way. The world has agreed ltiz
beginning & ;st:ﬂ.stemlc reforms of natural philo.so]_)l.ly, t;
Mature on a soung hasi;ginf a.ttempt. to place imtestlgauo: B
1dea of reality anq 1, dl caching science for all time the T
YT s Ton w iy 0?111 €88 worth of knowledge.
plied with g ¢ - 1 A Baf:oman system that medicine Was‘ap'
method appropriate to facts.” Great generalizations
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advance slowly. The deductions which Bacon abolished were
from premises arbitrarily assumed, and not tested by verification
through specific experience. Until the eighteenth century had
well-nigh closed, we find philosophy confounded with metaphysics
and science with physics. This was dispersed by the spirit of
agnosticism engendered in the human mind, fostered by the
promptings of science,

Truth, not based on sound comprehensions of its right place
and meaning, proves little better than error. It is within the
power of inductive reasoning to explain the facts, whereas form-
erly the hypothesis must harmonize with their shiftless theolo-
gians. The possibilities of human life analyzed through logic,
the instrument of philosophy, has only been appreciated in keep-
ing with the unfolding of medical science in its protection of
public health to the attainment of the ideal and of existence.
The study of inductive philosophy created a spirit of criticism
which was destined at a later period to stimulate the study of
anatomy and physiology, making clear that science comes by
observation and not by way of authority. Clearer vision now
developed by the right of private judgment and abrogation of
precedence. Much disappointment, reversals, pain and anguish
had to be suffered before real intellectual freedom could be
born. In the reaching of higher levels, there must of necessity
have been much good lost along with the dross—the true lost with
the irrational.

The ferment in the medical world had taken new impetus by
the far-reaching philosophy of Bacon. His inductive logic drew
attention to the actually small amount of positively ascertained
truth that antiquity had developed. His was the duty of pointing
the way to the stability of science. In this stability truth was to
come forth. The importance which he attached to facts and cor
rect observation made error less possible. Science has ever won
out through induction to certified facts. Certified facts have led
to concrete experience.

Bacon was the torch bearer to lay the basis of all science. In
him experimentation was scientifically founded to the larger ful-
fillment through observation to correct conclusions.  Spencer
says: ‘‘Before deductive interpretation of the general truths
there must be some deductive establishment of them.” John
Stuart Mill claims the deductive method to imply “that mode of
investigation by which the law of an effect is ascertained from
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?h&_ consideration of the laws of the different tendencies of which
it is t'he joint result. This method consists of three kinds of
op'e_ratlon——the first induction, the second ratiocination, and the
third verification. To the three the human mind is indebted for
1th most couspicuous triumph in the investigation of nature.”’
Now, as 2 matter of fact, deductive reasoning is commonly op-
posed to inductive,
: Deductive reasoning is meant to include all necessary reason-
ing togtether with those probable reasons which predict results
as true in the long run, but excluding those inferences which are
generally regarded as being open to correction in the long rus-
D:.escartes passed through the period in which he doubted every-
fg‘ung except his own existence, because of the power of thinking.
f cl::eeiltt;;na_te test of this proposlition being, that truth is ini:riﬂSiC
light nsic. The lafvs of action and reaction, of refraction of
dlg t, and .Of conservation of energy are all elements in our every-
w?; zxperlence. The. materialistic tendency of these philosophers
il powerful reaction from the ultra-theological conceptions of
¢ tme and became a powerful aid to science, even if, together
with Spinoza, they rejected the idea of “final cause” from thei®
conception of nature,
Stﬁ;&;lmnfle is intc?nsely lind'uctive. We collect our facts not DY
i g from prior pr1r}c1ples to conclusions, but in Ol'de_ﬂy
quence and gradually rise from facts to principles. Inductiol
E:rz(:.eds (ffom.the known to the unknown. A real induction i
dusmnnil;l a;: with abs'olute confidence, but the belief in the cof”
deduction twat'}{s quallﬁf{d and shaded down. Both induction and
e Sc.)d ];e agnostic rv_eveal two worlds of thought. They
due to eaéhl eMY side, seeking to explain and balance the honors
and experirr.mnt ithematlcal exactitude of method in both thought
A ;Z_Produce'd the achievements of modern labofa”
career of thre.e 18 exactitude has in its brief but marvelous
sy Eenturles, altered the face of the globe. Whet,her
" 1:1 ?:In due,to'al')stract reasoning or to the PraCtlcal
e discloe arvey's, it is equally valuable,. We may regard
G verij 2 fine example of inductive method, because
il andproob.of it Was'not found until a later date. His
R p}i'o tl';y- gave him the more solid grasp of facts a8
St gxes Hight have the strongest alar hones. Harvey
connection b periments and observations induced the fact of
etween the arteries and veins, but the actual anasto-
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mosis through the capillaries was not demonstrated till four years
after his death by Malpighi. Thus it is. plain that the scientific
method harmonized with the materialistic ideas of Bacon and
Descartes, and thus a bold advance was felt to the mechanical

" conceptions of life.

The study of the phenomena of fermentation in the 17th cen-
tury, amplified and bacteriologically explained in our time by
Pasteur, the chemist, the inevitable thirst after more complete
knowledge of botany; the clearer ideas of physiology all com-
bined to fashion a period when disease could be classified by the
great Sydenham, and still greater of practitioners, Boerhaave.
As in the center of a circle all the radii come together, so do the
eminent philosophers and physicians whom I have mentioned,
tend to focus all ascertained facts to the establishment of a medi-
cal science, rendering possible the great discoveries of the 1gth
century. That all-embracing genius, Haller, alike renowned as
the botanist and physiologist, discovering the existence of “nerv-
ous impulse,” laid the foundation to that knowledge which Hahne-
mann later called the “vital principle.” He formed deduction
from experiments to facts, as the ultimate appeal must be facts,
which true science arranges, combines, interprets. The age was
carried away by the rapidly swelling current of knowledge then
decisively setting out in the direction of science. It is Haller’s
glory to have seen vision of the coming greatness, to have ex-
pressed in terms of splendid power the thoughts which were
dimly stirring the age, and to have sanctioned a new movement
of drug proving by his authoritative genius.

The destruction of scholasticism was now complete. He came
to direct the construction of a grander temple. He represents the
power of carrying up any fact to successive platforms, and so
disclosing in every fact a germ of expansion. These expansions
consisted in continuing the scientific sight where the horizon falls
on the ordinary man’s vision and through this labor aided in
discovering the law which led to the unfolding of true drug
pathogenesy. It has ever been true, there can be no advance
without liberty of opinion; suppression of honest inquiry is re-
trogression and must end in intellectual night. Suppression is
the enemy of individuality. Through it philosophy would be
branded as infamous; science would again press its pale and
thoughtful face against the prison bars, and around the limbs of
liberty would climb the bigot’s flame. Medicine became now to
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be honored as a part of natural science, theoretically and prac-
tic?.lly, as a science devoted to the ideal aim of mankind. Natural
philosophy with its over-systemic production separated from
natural science, and, passed as Homan says, “from a general
know}edge of the possible to a general ignorance of the actual.”

It is now plain that the old materialism has been repudiated
anq an agnosticism has come in its stead. Naturalism has no
philosophical existence; it rejects the reality not only of mind but
even of matter. Once materialism is abandoned and naturalism
.found untenable, a vital force remains the one stable position. It
15,_theref9r§, Ol]ly in terms of mind that we can understand the
unity, activity and regularity that nature presents. It is here
where the agnostic starts hig study into the unknowable. If with
_ ce and the results of science before us we pass
straight on to the construction of philosoPhy idealism has no
chance .sa.ve as an incentive for action. From gz éonfusioﬁ of prob-
able opmions and fanciful surmises, there gradually emerges the
clear circle of the sciences waxing brighter as the advz?nce in
coherence and continuity, while the void of nes(jreﬂce beyond
grows too dark ff)r shadows, too empty for dreams. That a single
aton_l should Flewate from its predetermined coursé were as much
a miracle as if Halley’s comet should break away from its track
g;(cjl seli ﬂi':lf who(lle solar system in commotion, So in the hhumaﬂ
; Bl otion in the body follows physiological
aws, as -;ert_am as any law of the universe,
. In searching jfor truth in every direction, it is possible to leave
its outpost‘s behind and to reach the open \jvherel; eculation may
enter. It is more profitable, however, to discuss tll: existence of
the serious gaps within the boynds of science it Ife ™
hypo.thesm has been the ryle of the ages Nse .d \; -
n.othmg that s.ciejnce resents more indigna:nﬂ ?}‘;"’3 ?gs _1eruta_
tions of materialism, Tt ig 2 past philogg hicyl dan = n;'lcp ro-
fesses to S-tal.‘t from the beginning, Whichpsc'? ogma. 1-Pdo
apd when it is true to itself, neyer attempts t;egce C:E[ln'nevenostij
cism that has l‘edl modern seience ¢ separate it Oif . t is ;}g "
nounced‘materla%lsm S0 common i scientific cilr;? romture 2@3.
jI‘rue science wﬂl. not dogmatize either 1 oi;:rz-]’ Ce;lor {i ;;lyd
ing. Knowledge in the determinate sepge is )::he k'n(;\:fn that we
do not kigws,  So fat a3 knowledge EX'EEI:ldS all is law,gand law

ultimately and most clear]
and mind, ¥ 1o be formulated in terms of matter
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We therefore conclude that “in proportion as psychological
facts are physiologically interpretable, and in proportion again as
their physiological concomitants are physically explainable, in
that same proportion will every fact of mind have a definite and
assignable place as an epiphenomenon or concomitant of a definite
and assignable physical fact and our empirical knowledge ap-
proximate towards a rounded and complete whole,” It is plain
that on the physical side we have a single system governed by un-
varying law, quantitative exactness, complete concatenation of
events—in a word, one vastly complex but rightly adjusted
mechanism. To set ont then from this permanent material
scheme of inductive research and to trace its working through
the fleeting multitude of vital sparks as one follows the stem of a
tree into its branches with their changing leaves and fruit, that
is a sure synthetic and direct method of analysis. We have in the
foregoing the basis for intelligent study of pharmacodynamics—
the laws governing cause and effect in drug pathogenesy, and the
scientific basis for intelligent operation of the law of similia, In
dealing with drug pathogenesis we follow a line regimental in
fashion, with such definite co-existence, stuccessions, resemblances
and differences as fall within the range of actual experience.

John Stuart Mill in his discussion of the deductive method with
reference to its application to cases of the “composition of
causes” says: “It is obvious that we cannot expect to find the
law of tendency by an induction from cases in which the tendency
is counteracted. It has been judiciously remarked that pathologi-
cal facts, diseases in their different forms and degrees, afford in
the case of physiological investigation the most variable equiva-
lent to experimentation, inasmuch as they often exhibit to us a
definite disturbance in some one organ or organic function, the
remaining organs or functions being in the first instance at least
unaffected. It is true that from the perpetual actions and re-
actions which are going on among all parts of the organic econ-
omy there can be no prolonged disturbance in any one function
without ultimately involving many of the others, and when once
it has done so, the experiment for the most part loses its scientific
value.” Hence Mill continues: “The experiments are best tried,
not in a state of disease which is essentially a changeable state, but
in a condition of health, comparatively a fixed state. In the
one, unusual agencies are at work, the results of which we have

no means of predicting ; in the other, the course of the accustomed
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physiological phenomenon would, it may generally be presumed,
remain undisturbed, were it not for the disturbing cause which
we introduce.

“If, for instance, we try experiments with mercury on a per-
son in health in order to ascertain the general laws of its action
upon the human body, and then reason from these laws to de-
termine how it will act upon persons affected with a particular
-d.lsease, this may be a really effectual method, but this is deduc-
1101?.” Then he proceeds to lay down the conduct for these ex-
periments as follows: “In the first place we introduce the agent
into the midst of a set of circumstances which we have exactly
ascertain.ed.” Again, “Moreover the difficulty may be attenuated
by ‘sufﬁ_cn?nt multiplication of experiments in circumstances ren-
.‘dermg 1t mpossible that any of the unknown causes should exist
in them all.”  Further on he states: “We take the utmost pains
to e_xclude all causes capable of composition with the given cause,
or, if forced to let in any such causes, we take care to make them
such that we can compete and allow for their influence, so that the
effect of the given cause may, after the subduction of those
other effects, be apparent as a residyal phenomenon.”

Now, my friends, do you not recognize in these quotations the
full exposition of Hahnemann’s conception of drug proving and
th_e precisi'on of methods as well, the very foundation of our
science which was suggested by the immortal Haller, but brought
into practical form by the “Sage of Coethen.”

‘Thus we see the law of similig dogging the steps of advancing
science; here seen and then apparently for a time gone, like the
loflgCSt wave is quickly lost in yonder Pacific Ocean. Every-
thmg in the world of matter is subject to invariable law, as the
reaction of chemicals, and this very relationship of science demon-
strates the domain of homeeopathy. The sharp distinction which
Christian Wolff brought into view between empirical and rational
knpwledge has been of vast import. What we have to note is the
existence in our time of a vast circle of empirical knowledge it
the whole range of medicine. The criticisms on homceopathy
have merely touched the periphery of its philosophy, but have not
weakened its center.

It i_s ever plain that as a vitalist and agnostic Hahnemann stood
conspicuous and foreshadowed the facts which later were ex-
plained by philosophy. His life resembles one of those winter
mornings when the air sparkles with crystals. To-day his law

o
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marks the zenith of intellectual activity in the evolution of thera-
peutics. The continuity of the tale is now established from Hip-
pocrates to Bacon, from Bacon to Hahnemann, from Hahnemann
to Mill, from Mill to the laboratories of our day. To the
clinician the law of similic is as the voice of a guide in an ava-
lanche of the Alps.” Observation and experiment alone can de-
termine it, and it is to those he has a right to confidently appeal.
The law of induction has been the pathfinder, the facts of deduc-
tion the road-builder in our science of therapeutics. .
Agnosticism is not a disease of thought. Query, Is not the
satisfaction of doubt essential to all manliness? Belief in Homee-
opathy does not alone consist in accepting the affirmations of
Hahnemann, but rather through the impulse of deductive logic
shown through inductive process, ratiocination and verification,

we reach the conclusion—

“Rightly seeing,
Rightly seen.”

Throughout the historic past there have been two influences in
operation, that of Greece with Hippocrates in the background;
that of the Fatherland with Hahnemann in the foreground, stand-
ing in close relationship, by the influence upon r_neclic.:ine through
the respective eras and in undeviating parallelism in moulding
all modern thought. Both laid their ears close to Mother Nature
to interpret the voice, as to her teachings and as to application
of her lessons. -

There are in these two thinkers certain marked features of
resemblance, and others equally marked of difference. Both were
agnostics, in that they sought through the unknown to acquire
truth. We see their difference most strikingly in their descend-
ants. The sincerity and marrow of Hahnemann reaches in his
writings. He always worked with solid ground and stones un-
derneath. e interrogated nature with the query, T‘W' hat do I
know?” Not until Hahnemann touched the essentials of scien-
tific agnosticism with the keenness of his introspective mind, do
we see dawning the age of inductive reasoning in medicine and
progress in therapeutics. Homceopathy is a science by induction ;
it is an art by deduction. Hahnemann knew by sad experience
what medicine was not, before stating what it was. As a natural
seeker for truth, which grew with lapse of time, he foresaw the
natural connection between cause and effect.

b i e i
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“Behold he watches at the door,
Behold his shadow on the foor.”

Hahnemann has been assailed by carping critics as regarding
the “study of the cause of disease as utterly futile and absurd.”
This is absolutely false, for in the third section of his conception
of law, the “Organon,” in laying down his formula for curing the
sick, he says: “If, finally, he knows the obstacles to recovery in
each case and is aware how to remouve them, so that the restora-
tion may be permanent, then he understands how to treat judi-
ciously and rationally and he is a true practitioner of the healing
art.” Sections 4 and 5 he gives over entirely with specific empha-
sis, pointing out the absolute requirement as a first consideration,
removal of cause of disease or obstacles against the cure. Hahne-
mann’s declaration of the constitutional nature of all chronic and
most acute diseases, was ahead of his time and is being confirmed
by twentieth century pathology. The relationship that infection
bears to causation in disease has made plain how many diseases
have a constitutional basis which were formerly regarded as purely
local. For example, pneumonia, formerly considered an organic
pulmonary disease, now more and more is being regarded as a
true septicemia, of the pneumococcus, which has long been so
advocated by our colleague, Dr. Thomas MecConkey.

Hahnemann has been accused of neglecting pathology. His

standard of health was the normal body. He, therefore, founded

his science on anatomy and physiology, and regarded the totality
of the symptoms in disease to be the objective and subjective ex-
pression of the pathology. Contemporaneous with Hahnemann,
pathology was conceived by the inspiring genius of Morgagni
and the meteoric career of Bichat. The short life of that famous
Parisian, Bichat, dying at 23, gave birth to only fragmentary sug-
gestions in this vast field of physical research. Modern pathology
was not born until 1856, fifteen years after Hahnemann’s death.
It is much to the latter’s credit that he did not build the system
of homceopathic therapeutics on the shiftless sands of earlier
morbid anatomy.

Therapeutics has been a “bundle of perceptions,” and it has
been hopelessly at a loss to find the “principle that unites the
bundle.” This principle is found to be the law of similia, that
has been the synthesizing activity which has yielded the marvel-
ous results of the nineteenth century. Prof. Ward says: “More-
over, when we divest ourselves of the scientific bias and con-

The Agnostic in Medicine. 1§

template medicine in its historical concreteness, we call SeeItﬂ;z
trie reality to be not a mechanism but a I‘CE?,]II'I of ends. ey
plainly seen that science is concerned only with tl:le it u; o%
ignores the clements due to the conative and practical interes
the subject.” ; sdicine”

With the publication of the “Organon of Ratl?nal ]I:[:gflﬁz‘
and the “Materia Medica Pura” Hahnemann provided :;)1 as a
retically and practically the requirements of homceopaklyof [
distinct method of therapeutics. The high watlt:r ;’l:tf o apily
medical philosophy was now reached. Ile was _t € He says, inl
the inductive method of research in th.m.-apeutfm:ﬁe ‘I‘Orcrczinc;n,”
the preface to the second, the 1819 edition 0 of exp:,rieuce,
“The true healing art is in its nature a pure smenc?bl i
and can and must rest on clear facts and on senside P

, £ can only be
pertaining to their sphere of action. Its'l;zzje;fd it cla.reynot
derived from pure experience and observ: ll-observed experi-

take a single step out of the sphets ?f pu%‘e Wee of its conclusions
ence and experiment.” And again, b On. ible perceptions,
about the actual must always be b_a_SEd 01; icnSl
facts and experiences, if it would elicit trut Lre a protest against
Hahnemann’s philosophic conceptions “;e cars of observation
materialism; his conclusions, the results O t_yc Lsc‘ience cannot be
and experiment. He proved that thera.pel‘:; 1ftchincrs entertain a
built on any insecure foundation. His ;:al Prilciplﬁ animat-
practical acceptance of the existc_ence of _3 _‘1'31- force embodied in
ing the body, and at the same time 2 511’11;1 erefore, 8 substantial
every medicinal substance. It necessu:ates, 1; s the pathological
world of causes, From this conceptiol f’o ci:;nious play of life
deduction, that the disturbance of th.e hﬁ‘:; functions and sen-
manifesting itself in symptoms affe{ftlng: ce of the same vital
sations which we call disease is a c115,‘md)31:1l homeeopathy was
force. The most marked feature of =8 .E;gsis It was a pro-
its entire freedom from all theofy, g }1; y‘p:‘t as El‘ basis of thera-
test against all and any Path‘ﬂogﬁf}\;—hieier Hahnemant pub-
eutics. William Boericke says. his theories are
ﬁshed as a fact has never yet beenl dlSPI'OVe'C:’ E.?:: tlo disregard all
not proved. It is the genuine HeElmemﬂSl’; I'I;Sults of experience.
theories when they are in opposition t(; lr lead to suggestive eX-
Hypotheses are of value in so far as TIEY jodern laboratory Té-
perimentation.” It is enough to Sa¥ th_ﬂth,:1 accord with Hahne-
search is making plain and is in harmonz g
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Eiﬁﬁ; to};fl‘;peUti? doctrine. Newton and D’Alembert’s famous
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been proven, clinically, to be true for a century, but we have
waited just 100 years to have it proven at Ann frbor and Boston
University by laboratory research, through opsonic index regis
tration by our distinguished colleagues, Burritt and Watters.

In Hahnemann’s lifework there is a co-ordinate body of ac-
curately ascertained facts. He aimed at differentiation of dis-
eases apart from their names, and the individualization of rents
edies as a choice to their cure. The false perspective of ancicnt
posology was forever raised, and a better adjustment bet‘:veen
the individual and the disease appeared, making clear rational
practice. Medical knowledge will not be enduring unless com-
bined with philosophy, which both Hippocrates and Hahnemao:
regarded as essential to a physician and of enormous Ser"‘cel.to
the common weal. Philosophy is forever seeking t(? establish
among mankind the basis of a rational existence. Science miist
foresee as well as explain. As the drop of rain starts but does
not create the life dormant in the grain of wheat, as th.e ﬂas‘h of
lightning reveals but does not produce the visions of the mghts.
so the simillimum arouses the life force in disease aid e
the inherent power of nature to respond t0 normal impulse. tt

Hippocrates discovered the glimmer. Hahnemann saw 116.
light. In the midst of the law of similia is the light, in :ile
midst of the light is the truth, in the midst of ’Ej:le trmlé(:st ]1(;
imperishable opportunity. If inquiry is fo i mdeperllkpn We
reason is to walk alone, in what direction must W€ Wad c;ur in-
must walk with a dual object in view—0% the one han erity of
tellectual growth and expansion, 0Tl the other, with Sl.;m artding
purpose seek the philosophy of the enlightenment as '1 P .ainst
to the treatment of disease, and lastly defend ourselves ag
discrimination.

We move toward progress—In accepting truth ;hrm;gﬁ‘; ;1‘112
open door, come from whatever source it may. fofli i 521{:;1 from
that noble indigenous plant which grows like ﬂl; E})mng,er Lol
within. The primary impulse of philosophy 18
unity. i

In coming more and more tO realize that homcioizflﬂlﬂel; ;
specialty in therapeutics which seeks the treatmen

' i e.
tient rather than treatment by name of the dls‘,e?;n Pady et
In realizing that through scientific agnostict

i 1 lied
osophy of homeeopathy has been kmdlm- Emf'l or:v:\fjﬁl ?)ip ;c-
through laboratory research broader confirmati
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quired. The future agnostic in medicine will be just as potent
a factor as in the past. Science is no mystery; it is simply the
effort to reduce facts to laws and laws to law,

In realizing that at all turns our progress can only come through

independence of thought and freedom of action. It is in the
hunger to know the objective truth of things, in the immen'se
impetus given to the scientific spirit, in the fresh awalcening n
the inductive study of the real world, that the intellectual inspira-
tion of our epoch in medicine has centered. Closely allied to these
elements of brogress, is the present social movement towards
idealism.  We detect the marvelous wave, intense, determined
and widespread, moving towards the ideal in medical reform. It
Is a movement we cannot stem. It ought not to be stemmed. It
should not he stopped,—rather assisted and directed. It is 2
revolt against the tyranny in medical practice of the old school,
and the shiftless practice of the new. It is a recoil against
materialism in practice and an application of idealism in method.
We cannot deny that to-day medicine as a whole is in the trough
of the wave, where nothing is seen but unrest. The world’s cry
is ever for more light and the prayer ever for more truth.

In the current idealism of practice the aim is centered on 53".fe’
guarding the rights of the individual against the undue limitation
of the past, and will in turn be answered by assuring the full and
free play of activities in all lines of the healing art, composing
the social organism, It is a movement destined to end in aban-
donment of cryde measures in therapeutics and a better adjust-
ment of intellectual and moral heliefs.

Kant worthily saiq . “Two things fill the mind with ever new
and ?ncreasing wonder and veneration, the more often and
Steadily we reflect upon them: the starry heaven above me and
the moral lay within me,” and of the two, it is the spiritual

Wliﬁhin us to which we returp in the last resort of science and
Philosophy,

This movement wifj 4
In medical Practice
we have that ig sub
Will be revea]
of the patient
Opathic schog]

ltimately enrich the respect for the best
and deepen the regard of the world for all
stantial and true. The universal significance
ed in the essential setting of the reciprocal rights
and the duty of the doctor. It is for the homee-
Wave and "thto take_hOId of this idea, move on the crest of t_hz
th 3 Wl“out %ettmg g0 of any of its basic philosophy, Se_fz'

© Opportunity to inflyence the laity towards Hahnemann’s prin
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: ]
ciples. The tide is drifting in the’ exactltude_oisﬂtl:u tflilepi‘:e
toward the gentle power in the healing art, Fowarth Chipostei
see it. It must be grasped and made to e{lulrclﬁ det T
our work and the confines of our faith. This 1s (:;ul‘P uty -
our opportunity! Shall we prove .Durﬁel"f_’s weort 13}2 dt

Again, defense against discrimination Is the s;): po
tion. Its practice and its colleges are in the lgaves BT
freedom meets us at the cradle,—opportumty king another, and
tomb. Qur first questions are answered by asking
our last by pointing to the boundle_ss unknow;‘l. vinn ey

-HIEE piit o welf,wiit g conSCIOUSHESZlO o%s)ition ,to project it
tense sense of right and of truth, alnd & P iit. and it is that
upon others, is of necessity a domineering zise ,of what is true
which attempts to make men bend to your s nder when this is
and what is right. I do not, ther'eflom% éf-:sjpotiﬁlﬂ-
wrongly conceived that there is a spint 0 s put into the ground

It is not the fault of the garden pole thbat 1t i};
for the morning glory to twine around a Out n;s the educational

It is not the fault of the despot that 11]';1ave to keep step to
machinery of American medicine so that 2 tism into dogma—it
the music exactly. He may turn that t’lespoub‘ec_t i,
is not his fault. Fe himself was first the iotjmeﬂ who wanted
master, and then the despot. If there Wereﬂ men who want to
to be governed, there would not be s0 ma nY Jssuming to direct
govern them; and if men in our p%'ofesslo' {ation and would-be
educational standards and state me'dlcal Iegllie s. are imperious, if
national health board creations or its doctrines,
they are arrogant, you make LR s lsity of this idea that any

It is inherent in the fundamental_ fa: 4 yd to govern any other
body of men in America are commlS_Sl_Ollethat they are nearer to
body of men by reason of the supposlthnh its uplift never harm-
right than others. True brotherhood Wltds ever with justice for
ed any body, because brotherhood procee dical development, and
its instrument in the spirit of true medl

works by right as well as by head-n stands among his fellc-w:negl
any ma ees, an
Now, the moment tha? ¥ 4 I own all human de(fr .;1 L%
and says: “I alone am right, an I bring do

S preserva-
Mental
t the

n you, and

O . .
I am empowered to enforce them up edical legislation to lay
all that is restrictive in the world of = colleges that have e
it upon other schools of practice aﬂd;};z;r
n
a vast endowment, and upon the €0

and life of others than



o 3 b
The Agnostic in Medicine.

domina L Y
pOSSess;::;;n;?fd;;:ze’ the moment th'flt any organization has taken
of necessity, it be‘;aSt and un-American realm, that very moment,
captivity an:i i omes an enem}r to liberty, a leader towards
homeeopathy in e bound by it to be servants. So then, if
organized inimical.lgllsqfsi °p. Pres'sefl by the tightening cordon of
ness it has invited 'tbls- at‘zon, it is only because through weak-
permitted it. 1t—it 1s because through indifference it has
Who -
apa&eﬁcaiie;naflzrs OOf'.Or_gamzed njiedical despots? Weak men,
and sun—crow;led mp Wer 18 not easily oppressed. Strong, robust
ent, the jonorant tlen are not often oppressed. It is the indiffer-
selves, th:t in ci ’-1 e t}lat do not know how to defend them-
R a‘;l olr1 -m intellectual things are oppressed and in
cational Oppressimw'e ; and the remedy for professional and edu-
activity, translate 118, measure your own strength and power in
people stronger w.your thoughts _iﬂtO deeds, make the common
medicine. et ;th lsir and better informed of the needs of liberal
state and make hii 011;1{:130path wake out of his somnambulistic
e 1 understand that carelessness in practice, in-
state laws, is an ileric of school and to matters of education and
stand that’ our stat::;l ation to despotism; and give him to under-
our common countr ] 1?;1 banleb faith in the common good for
men.  Give to Ou}/-, ?heve 3_150 in manhood, fair play and it
M {helrestate‘1.(‘3g1slat0rs an earnest of your faith,
B, andl ther ot cognition of duty and importance of equal
e briienit 515‘ upon the obtaining of fair play to all men.
OF monopoly that shlzlllilt and there shall be found no association
flowers, il govern you except as the air governs the
N0 sceptre, but with s sun governs the seasons, for the sun wears
and with beauty é"eet kisses covers the ground with fragrance
democratic, hut b}; au?;lrzr%llnent by consent of the governed is
Systematic creeds or d arlty of organization and machinery and
ablicr: msr i o ot thobma, n0 man has a right to govern an-
ndifersis ose other men are not weak, effeminate OF
I regard al ] -
the enirgem;n?(:; i-;:d o1lga111zatlons who are working towards
Wards setting men § eir fellowmen as being worthy guides to-
Beloniis to. thae el r(}e. _He. too is a prince among men, an
5  the arle d ot scientists and philosophers who are say-
and the sky and to the realms of nature—

ﬂwh
at secret hath God told you, Tell it to us!”
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They, too, are making men free and are uplifting the human
mind, and every artist who paints upon his canvas or sculptor
carving the stone or mason rearing up stately marble expressing
something noble to men—every such man also is working for
the largeness and so for the liberty of men. Whosoever teaches
men to be earnest, to be seekers alter truth; in short, whoever
teaches manhood makes men free, for liberty means not license
but such largeness and balance of manhood that “men g0 T 1g:ht,
not because they are told to, but because they love that which

is right.” ;
We honor Hahnemann because his ptre soul loved tha.lt which
was right; because his stored mind of varied learning and
questioning spirit sought the truths of nature; because he en-
nobled our race ; because he has contributed as much as any man
living or dead to the real prosperity of the world; hecause h_e
left a legacy of helpfulness to every human being. We assocl-
ate his name with other scientists who are honored 'throughot’i’f
the world. Millions are doing homage tO his. genius at tius
moment and pronouncing his name with veneration. Never I;;
one moment did he abandon the sublime standarc'l of truth. .
Investigated the phenomena of nature. He studied the laws 5
drug action. He thought much to advance more. .He Si;phis
ated the scientific gold from the alloy in the crucible ©

. . fore the
mighty brain. He was never found on his knees be

a]tal l)f il 1 3 3
1s1ncerity or y He StOOd erec 7
cerity o1 authority o imirer, a

tranquil column of Reason. e was afl inquisitor,
lover of nature. Close to the age of 9%
qf years, covered by the insignia of honor, DEY X Aty head
tinents with royalty to do him homage he I.ald his weary o
upon the bosom of universal Mother, and with her loving

around him sank into that slumber called Death.

. : has added
On th ; T s, medical history ;
e starry scroll of the immortals, L is his ‘monument;

al?ol’ther e e 060 Wfljr - ccribed his name,
Withiy i les he 1nS : 5
1 the hearts of her suffering peoP - Chaise 0 his genitts

?md t_hel'@ tipon everlasting stone at Pére L
18 Written this, the sublimest of sruths—
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