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LACTATED FOC

A Scientific Food for Infants and Invalids,
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Containing the most important elements of Mother's Milk, with the nntritive
principles of the cerea! grains.

SUGAR OF MILK
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BASIS O LACTATED TFOOD.

Medical authorities agree as to the great value of this nrticle, especially in
enses of irritability of the stomach and bowels, either in infants or adults,
1Yith the Sugar of Mi k is combined the pare

GLUTEN OI' WIHIHEA'T
aud the nutritivus elements of

BARLEY AND OATS,
which have been thoroughly cooked by stenm heat. So comlined, the
Lactated Food is the most perfect nutritive ever devised for infants, invalids,
and dyspeptics. Tt forms, with the fluids of the stomacly, a light, friable,

easily digested congulum, unlike the hard coagulum of cows’ milk, but very
gimilar to that of homan milk.

Every Physician should try LACTATED FOOD,
and in order that all may do so we offer 1o send to any a regular size packnge,

" post-paid, free of charge, if they will agree to give it a eareful trinl,

Girculare and testimoniale sent on applieation.

WELLS, RICHARDSON & CO.,,

Sole Proprletors,
BURLINGTON, VT.
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A MONTHLY JOURNAL OF MEDICAL SCIENCE.

“IF our sclion] ever gives up tho strict Indactive method of Hahnemann, we
are lost, nnd deserve only lo be mentloned an o carleature in
the history of medicine.—~CONSTANTINE HERING.
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A SHAKESPEARIAN MEDICAL QUESTION.
Ap. Lippr, M. D., PHILADELPHIA.

The Shakespearians have been discussing the possibitity of
having at last found out Shakespeare in a mistake, The passoge
over which the question arises is to be found in Othello, lust
net, and reads— L

% Naw, how dost thon look now? O ill starr'd wenchl
Pale as thy emock I

Some Shakespearians believed it to be an error committed by
Shakespeare to have Desdemona look pale after Othello had
smothered her ; that more likely her face appeared bloated and
blackened. It is evident that Othello smothered Desdemona, but
he did just as evidently not strangle her ; she died from auffoca-
tion. A strangled person appears blosted, the countenance is
suffused, the marks of strangulation are visible on the peck and!
show how the circulation was forcibly interrupted, causing the
clotting of the blood in the carotid arteries; the tongue an
eyes are protruding. In Wharton and Stille’s Medical Juris
prudence, Vol. 1I, p. 802, we find a complete vindication o
Shakespeare. Paragraph 902, IV. ¢ Homicidal Suffocatior
Those who- are usually the victims of this form of murder ai
infants and the aged, or those who are otherwise helplesa. £
elight a degree of resistance is necessary to defent the purpnse «
the assnssin that a great disproportion of strength must Exist fi
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the attempt to Dbe successful. Nevertheless, those miserable
-wretches, Burke and his accomplices, reduced murder by snffo-
cation to a system, choosing it as a mode of death most likely to
leave no mark of crime behind it. The murderer bore witl hig
whole weight upon the breast of his vietim and with his hands
covered forcibly the mouth and nostrils ti]] death came on,  The
Lody of one of the victims bresented, according to Dr. Christi-
son, 80 few traces of injury, that, sithout the assistance of proof
from other sources, it would have been impossible to lave
declared that the death was not a natural one,”
How well Shakespeare knew the different appearance of a
suffocated and a strangled person is evidenced in his masterly
description of strangulation in Part II of Henry VI, Act iii,
Scene 2.* Buffocation alone caused the death of Desdemona, and
suffocation was slow, Othello, supposing Desdemona dead,
admits Emilia to the chamber, who relates to him the killing of
Roderigo, whereupon Desdemona speaks out, “ O fulgely, falgely
murdered !” and when Emilia begs lier sweet mistress to spenk
again,” Desdemona tells her, “ A guiltless death I diel” and
- when Emilia asks her, “ Oh! who hatl, done this deed ?"” Des(e-
. monareplies, “ Nobody ; I myself. Farewell : commend me to my
“kind Lord; oh! farewell1” and dies. Tlis last gasp of breath is

explainable on the supposition that suffocation, almost accom-
- plished, left some of the vessels of the lungs still free and a
very small quantity of blood in the left side of the heart. Violent
ental emotions caused the heart to contract, and when the

right side of the heart finally became filled with dark venous
blood she died.

* Warwick: “Ree how the blood is settled in his fucel
Oft heve I'seen a timely parted ghost,
- OF asl:iy semblance, meagre, pule, and bloodless,
Being nll descended to e Inboring heurt,
Who in the conflict that it holds with denth,
Attracts the same for aidance 'gainst the enemy,
Whicl with the heart there conis and ne'er returneth
To blueh and beantify the cheek again,
Bnt, see, Iis fuce is black and full of blnod ;
1lia eve-halls further out than when he livid;
- Bturing full ghastly like & strangled man;
ITis hair uprenred, hia nostrils stretch’d with struggling ;
© Mis handes nbroad display’d, as one that grasp’d
And tugzg'd for life, and was by atrength anlnrued:
Look nt the sheeta; his hair, yon see, is aticking;
His well proportioned beard made rough and rugged,
Like to the snmmer’s corn by tempest lodg’d,
It eannat be bint he war murder’d ere;
The leust of all these signs were probable,”
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CommENT.—This reflection is to show the great knowledpe
the poet had of all things ; how most accurately he draws the
distinction between strangulation and snffocation in lis descrip-
tion of the appearances after death. His deseriptions are unsur-
phssed by anything modern sciences have revealed, On further
reflection it appears that every medical man should be fully
versed in medical jurispradence, as eases will come up in whicl
such aknowledge of one of the many branches of medical science—
in this ease & knowledge of medical Jurisprudence—is absolutely
needed.

DRS. PECK AND ALLEN.
Ap. Lipre, M. D., PRILADELPIIA.

An extremely interesting paper is before us on pages 194 to
199 of the October number of the Medical Advance. George
B. Peck, M.D,, relates the impressions wlrich the address of the
President of the American Institute of Homceopathy made on
him on the memorable secoud day of June, A. D, 1885 ; loeality,
the ordivary parlor of the Lindell Hotel, St. Louis; time, ten
A.3.; President of the Institute and orator, Professor 'I'. ¥, Allen,
from New York. Dr. Peck describes his astonishment over that
address, nnd grives Professor Allen’s (?) answer to a letter by him
addressed to the orator, in which answer Professor Allen attempts
to set himself right before the profession, when he proposes to put
HMomeopathy to a new test, and the learned Professor is
especially anxious to open again the posological qnestion.

After mature reflection we come to the conelusion that Prn-
fessor Allen has not been prudent in reopening this vexed
question and in defining his own personal conelusions he arrives
at after his own experiments. It is very evident that Pro-
fessor Allen in his own statements gives us the reasons of
the conclusions he arrives at, Formerly, says Professor Allen,
he administered the two hundredth potency in water and could
repeat the dose every hour or two with impunity, Now he
claims that he has prescribed for the Jast few years the third and
sixth, and says, “ I get my best results from single doses, much
better, indeed, than formerly from single doses of high potencies.”
Here is a palpable contradiction and a fatal error. The repeti-
tion of the two hundredth or of auy potency indiscriminately or
habitually ennnot be made every hour or two with impunity,
failures must follow necessarily, and if Profossor Allen has
hetter results from the third or sixth in single doses he eom-
mits a fatal error in condemning the higher potencies;ns le
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administered them, by his own coufession, indiseriminately and
‘habitually every lour or two. Of course, he will have better
results if he returns to the single dose, be it the third or sixth
or two hundredth, or a much higher potency. DBut may we ask
if Huhnemann and his methods are to be put on trial again, and
that before o packed jury and incompetent judges? Has the
posological question not been settled long ago? Have not the
Vienna provers given a final verdict in favor of the non-sick-
making and more curative properties of Natrum mur, in the
thirtieth potency than in the lower potencies? In this case the
Jjudge and jury were, as Dr. Watzke confesses, prejudiced in
favor of the lower poteucies, but the facts were so strong, wwere
obtained by honest prejudiced men, that, notwithstanding their
prejudices, honest Dr, Watzke gave veunt to his own sentiments
in the (Isterreiche Zeitschrift, Vol. 1V, page 251, where he
says: ““ Concerning the nosology of our remedy (Natrum muria-
tiewm), I am unfortunately—I say unforiunatel y—COMPELLED to
declare myself in favor of the higher potencies; I would have
preferred to represent the generally prevailing notion of the
usually applied lower doses. The pliysiological provings, as
well as supervening clinical results made with kitehes salt
which have heen obtained eo far, speak decidedly and positively
for them.” The re-provings of Nat. mur, were made by
skeptics, the provings were made honestly, and ITalinemann
with his own Materia Medica was on trial before these sleepties ;
they were, much against their will and wish, compelled to
indorse not only the great, wise man, Hahnemann, but both the
physiological provings, and the clinieal applications of the thir-
tieth potency overwhelmingly proved its superiority over the
lower potency. This confession by skeptical Dr. Watzke was
made in 1848, and in 1885 all the noble work of these honest
skeptics and their confessions seem to be forgotten—aor ignored.
The Presilent of the American Institute is again stirring up
this burning question of posology, and in his address deliber-
ately resorts to misstatements. The chasm widening vear by
year, a3 some professing homceopaths in Boston express it, is
not a difference on the posological question, as ’regident T. F,
Allen impliedly asserts when he gays: “The belief in them (the
high potencies) has led to the formation of a society by some of
our members who wish the most perfect freedom in expressing
their opinions and relating their experiences,” (Transaetions,
i)qge 26.) President Allen here alludes to the formation of the
nternational Hlahnemannian Association, We take the liberty
to contradict him flatly. The members of the L, I{, A. were

-
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disgusted with the rapidly progressing departures in our liomeeo-
pathic ranks tolerated and fostered by the American Institute;
their original object was to organize in opposition to the abomin-
able leresies tolerated by the Institute. There was not a
syllable said about the imaginary division in our ranks—as high
and low potency men., The members of the I, II, A. united
themselves to uphold the Law of the Similars, the single remedy,
and the minimum dose.  Who but an idiot can interpret the
minimum dose into “high potency ”? It always stood for the
dose * just sufficient to cure.” The vexatious subject on which
the younger men with no convictions are coming to us, is, that
they should be held to comply with the Law of Cure, the
methods of Hahnemann, ete. =~ As long as the Ainerican In-
stitute of Homaoeopathy sustaing or even tolerates such utterly
misleading and unhomeopathic books as that just published by a
member of the Institute, Dr. Amndt-~his System of BMedicine,
ele., these young men will gain a conviction that Homeopathy
and its practice are based on “no Law,” and what will be the
result?  Why, they will turn out to be despised eclectics, gov-
erned by “no Law;” they will still more swell the ranks of
pretending homeeopaths, a disgrace to the medieal profession,
and if a president of the Institute tells them that practically _,
there is a limit to the divisibility of drug power nssociated
with material substances, and that this divisibility is very finite,
they must be supposed to be utterly ignorant of what is going
ou in the scientific world. Shall Professor Jaeger and a host
of scientists be set aside? Their discoveries must be ignored
becanse they do not suit the President of the Institute, but
Amidt’s eclectic and unscientific work must be tolerated.
Finally, the pr erbial woolly headed Ethiopian emerges from
the wood-pile. On page 28 of the Transactions of 1885 Pro-
fessor Allen says: “It seems to many of us impossible to
ignore the results of the high dilutions on the sick, bnt these
apparent results must be confirmed by experiment on the healthy,
and our practice made to conform to our positive knowledge.”

These apparent (open, visible, evident) results must be con-
firmed by experiment on the healthy ; exactly so; and till then
these results must be set down as in appearance only—iffusive,
ro saye Professor Allen, Does the learned Professor expect to
have all and every symptom or group of symptoms cured, pet-
manently cured, by higfl potencies reproduced by proving the
same so-called high potencies on the healthy? ~ And will he
persist in his refusal to accept the testimony of gualified wit-
nesses till these proposed provings are made? ~ The learned Pro-
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fessor has vnlunluri]y given testimony to which nobiody ol
88 it has been given 1n good faith and to the hest of g y
knowledge and belief. "We take the J;

ness stand, and hope such men as ha
from time to time maunt the witness stund and testif

of Brooklyn a
~Dr. B, T neke, who has made ang pttblished a proving made o

the healthy witl, 5 very high attenuation (luction potency) of
Lachesis; and thyt I, a resident of Philade!phia, have noted
down aaid Provings; and that under the administration of single
doses such 8ymptoms .as had been produced by Lachesis 6M on
the healthy were cared on the sick, not once but repeated! ; that
we have found Laclesig 5M curative in nymphomania if‘y other-
wise indicated; that we always held the o

linical experiment tq
the only true test of the reliability of 11,

& Provings of a d rug;
that for forty vears the experiment, with firgt the two hun-

- dredth, and luter with muei, higher potencies

the curative virtyes
of drugs are developed and increased ; that g DPersistent denial of

the correctness of such statements does not ereditably reflect on
8.person making. such denials, We have pretending homeeo-
paths, and we know of publie teachers, in so-cul]ed-—erroneously
80-called—Hahnemannian medical colleges, whe unblughingly
teach that intermittent fever ducs not admit of strictly homes-
. opathic treatment, but tha fifteen~grain doses af ¢, crude Chin-
- inum sulph, is the proper dose to cure that disense. The fnet
rewains the same thyt Every case of intermittont fever can and
must be cured if the truly }{ommoputllic remedy is praperly nd-
ministered, and if Professor Allen claims that he uEtnins better
... results from the third nod sixth Potency than he did from the

e
profession of a teefy.
monium paupertatis, ] f, as Professor Allen Bays, on page 197

of the October number of the Medical Advance, “Nq amount
- of clinieal evidence will ever be able to demonstrate these propo-
“sitions (theories of dynamization and the action of infinitesi-

mals) a3 truths of nature,” the simple question nriges, How
. tloes ke demonstrate his proposition ? Why, b

¥y his own indi-
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vidual clinieal evidence, unsupported, to be sure, by anything
bit his own assertions ; and by what authority does hie under-
tnke to set mside the ever-aecumulating clmu:ul evidence that
dynamization and the action of the infinitesimals are truths
of nature? The clinical experiment is the oxLy final test of the
truths of nature, and if Professor A ljen looks down npon this onl y
possible test and the acceptance of it amd the rosults)obtmnod by it
s puerile HE is welcome to that opinion, Finnl ly, Professor Allen

and everybody else must come down to the clnms:al test. ITow
else can they aseertain the correctness of any proviong of any drug
in substance in lower, and finally in a highly c‘lyn?mlzed forn
but by the elinical test? A very vnllmhle. beginning could Lo
inaugurated by publishing a correet tranelation of the exlmustn:’e
provings of Natrum mur., by the VI?Illlﬂ provers 1o be found in
the fourth volume of the Ulsterreiche Zc:!scf{nﬂ, a8 also the
deductions honest Dr, Watzke draws from said provings and
from the clinical experiments. It may be as well to remember
how the Milwaukee test fizaled nut-—-]mw: Gotham tried to revive
isopathy, and how we hear no more of it, and as Gothum uf‘mi
proposes to put Hahnemann and his approved methods on 'tl |]n

aguin, it may be expected that this trinl will end In n fizzle,
while the proponent may well remember that a new trial eannat
pPossibly be inangurated till o Previously obtgme(‘i verdiet is set
aside. ‘Dr. Watzke pablished that verdict, and it will require soln'u;
very powerful argutuent to set it aside ; it is for this rca_sc]m } 1

f publication of that previously obtained verdict is publis rex ) l[:s
also the reasons why it should be set nsido and n new trial Le
called into existence by Professor T, F. Allen from Gotham,

ADDRESSES, ETC.
P.P. WerLs, M. D., Broorryx.

We have liad occasion several times in the past few years to
eXpress our opinion of the chamcter_uf some of the « nddresaes.”
of presidents of our associated bodies, and not always approv-
ingly, 8o often have they seemed to be 80 greatly defective
that we lhave expressed our lionest conviction, more than once,
that we could better do without them than otherwise, unless we
could have them with improved character as to a knowledge of
the philosophy of Homoeopathy, which treats of the true nature
of human sicknesses, and also of that of the agents l_)y which it pro-
Poses and promises to cure them, As these continue o come to
us, they do not appear to come so improved ; and after the lust



