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EDITORIAL

GENERAL ELECTION OF THE HOMEOPATHIC
STATE FACULTY, WEST BENGAL

The General election of the Homeeopathie State Faculty,
West Bengal was over and the results were published by
the first week of June 1953. The Council is constituted
of 29 members of which twenty seats were contested by the
candidates which are as follows: 7 Seats from Calcutta
Electorate, 8 Seats from the Burdwan Division El.ec-
torate ang 5 Seats from the Presidency Divi51.on
Electorate, The candidates were set up by two rival parties
Viz. The Bengal Homceopathic Institute and The Wes;:

€ngal Registered Practitioners’ Association. We are glei
'0 note that the former party won 17 seats and lost Ong
3 seats to the opposing party (1 Seat in. Calcutta andb
fats in Presidency Division). The candidates set u;il y
| “BHI for the Burdwan Division were retumed en bloc.
As usual the riyal groups framed charges' and_ coint:;;
charges against each other and presented their claims 10 1
OMeeopathijec profession for securing vutes..d.é;p;:a:::luﬁf
€ bulk of the profession yoted for the f’andl a EZ lmiﬁp
Y the BH.I. and they were returne:.i by an OVerw ;: eg_
rnajority. Leaving out of consideration many canards pr
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ached by the losing party during their propaganda work
we will take up only one point which involves a prineiple and
not personalities.
During the vote-canvassing period before election-date
controversies arose regarding the definition, nature and
outlook of a genuine, true or a Hahnemannian Homceopath.
The logic was that Homceopathy's future is always safe
in the hands of a genuine or Hahnemannian Homceopath.
The defeated party insinuated that a “converted Homeeopath”
(meaning thereby one who is practising Homceopathy after
qualifying himself in the ‘so-called’ allopathic system of
medicine) is incapable of developing the outlook of 2
genuine Homceopath and he, being given power, authority
and opportunity will take the earliest opportunity to ‘31_10'
pathise’ Homceopathy and ruin its inherent potentiallt}’

as an efficacious therapeutic system, superior, in men
respects, to the dominant system of medicine. Lo ltie'a
pa 1C

might have worked in the minds of some Homaeo
practitioners who were induced to cast votes for the P&
which lost miserably in the recent election. e
Now, this controversy regarding homoeopaths of dlﬁer:
ent shades is as old as Hahnemann himself. It was Hahne
mann who, denounced some of his followers as half—homC_EOI;
paths or mongrel homeeopaths and served to create & ﬁss.l-{;y
amongst the Homeeopathic profession. In order 2 clallc.
the situation we have to study the past history of Hom; 23
pathy. The controversy became acute round apout 183 i-
when attempts were made to start a Hc-moeopathic hosP
tal at Leipsig under the leadership of Dr- M
certain informations received by Hahnemann
that Dr. Muller and his followers wezre in the b
recourse to the then current auxilliary mE'thod.s - tients
along with the homoeopathic treatment of thel” palettef
Hahnemann burst into a fury and published an Opilnto the
in a Leipsic daily paper under the caption “A e ounced
Half-homoeopathists of Leipsic” wherein he © o robaté
those Allopathic converts to Homceopathy a5 ok

rty
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bastard Homceopathists who practiced “Blood-letting, the
application of leeches and spanish flies, emetics, purgatives,
various sorts of warm baths ete.” along with the use of
Homeeopathic remedies in the treatment of patients. This
vifriolic outburst fell like a bomb in the minds of his
followers and paved the way for dissention amongst them,
the legacy of which is still continuing upon us. Then
followed controversies upon controversies. The whole
homeeopathic profession divided itself in two groups: one
group following Hahnemann in letter and spirit ; while the
other group, though admitting the validity of the Homao-
pahic Therapeutic Law, discovered by Hahnemann, refused
o surrender all their convictions and experience gathere_d
during their allopathic practice. If Hahnemann took his
stand on his experience they also appealed to their own.
We find the dispute was not relating to the application of
the Law of Similars in treating patients but as regards the
SCope and justification of the use of other auxilliary mEthC‘d‘S
1 the management of cases. Hahnemann, on his side, attrl-
buteq the tendency of the ‘converts’ to take recourse
1 other ‘methods to their inability to grasp the Lt
fenets of the Homceopathic Philosophy and their 1us
>t sordid gain py duping their patients with apparent argné
Orations o painful symptoms. But here Hahnemann ld
Njustica to them. Their first consideration Was _f.hE gOOt
€ patient ang they also wanted to stick to the”g;ifz-
‘ctions, But the spirit of intolerence grew ylpﬂnu e
3 he grew older. The treatment of his € eafﬂ a
b_anged a modest, conciliating diffident Hahnemann
Mer, sarcastic. i atic Hahnemann, S0
stie, intolerant and dogm : ho does not
a0 that he wrote, on one occasion “he zlv erges, if 1t
be Ch. &xactly the same line with R % tIE:e left,’is an
ot ;€ Preadth of a straw, to the right or B0 M8 ¢ 5
Stata : .1 wim [ will have nothing
do» v 20d a traitor, and with him Dr. Muller’s party
Mgt Mgs came to such a paSS_ that DI 1 agreEIﬂﬂnt
Was o Nemann at his Ccethen residence a;m referring 0
8Wn up and signed by him and : '

Cony
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what Hahnemann considered as main pillars of Homceo-
pathy. Considering its historical importance the actual
agreement is quoted here :

Agreement of the 11th of August 1833.

The main pillars of Homceopathy are :

1. Strict and unqualified adherence to the principle of
similia similibus and consequently

2. Avoidance of all antipathic methods of treatment,
wherever it is possible to attain the objective by homaeo-
pathic remedies ; and therefore the greatest possible

3. Avoidance of all positive remedies and those weak-
ening by their after-effect ; consequently, the avoidance of
all bleeding, of all evacuation upwards or downwards, of
all remedies causing pain, inflammation and blisters, of
burning, of punctures, etc.

" 4 Avoidance of all remedies selected and destined
only to stimulate, whose after-effects is weakening in every
case.

Whoever has acknowledged as his own these Iten?ts’
which are the main pillars of Homoeopathy, let him sig?
his name below. '

S. H.

(vide pp. 200 Hael’s Biography
of Hahnemann, vol. I) d
Thus we find that the bone of contention was with Te82" 1
to the use of auxilliary methods other than the ren(]lechad
homeeopathic treatment of patients. It is also to be note -
that Hahnemann’s dogmatism faded to some extent i
grew in years and experience. ‘For
He wrote in a letter dated the 19th February 192 d
forty years I have not drawn one single drop of blgfed,
opened one seton, used pain-producing processes OF app
vesicatories. I have never employed acupuncturf-; o
cautery, weakened patients with hot-baths abstracted ou
them their vital humours by sudorifics or scoured the:?ll ted
with emetics and laxatives. . . . . I have never m.uii::i it
patients with allopathic processes because they W°
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and would have paid me well for such offences against my
better. convictions, which unfortunately several psuedo-
homaeopaths, well-known to me, have not been ashamed
of doing ete. ete.”.

In 1843 we find him writing in a foot-note to sec 67 in the
sixth edition of Organon: only in the most urgent cases,
where danger to life and imminent death allow no time for
the action of a homceeopathic remedy—not hours, sometimes
not even quarter-hours, and scarcely minutes—in sudden
accidents occurring to previously healthy individuals—for
éxample, in asphyxia and suspended animation from light-
ening, from suffocation, freezing, drawing, etc.—is it
admissible and judicious, at all events as a preliminary
measure, to stimulate the irritability and sensibility
(the physical life) with a palliative ete. . . . To this cate-
gory belongs various antidotes to sudden poisonings: alka-
lies for mineral acids, hepar sulphuris for metallic poisons,
coffee and camphor (and ipecacuanha) for poisoning by
opium ete : —

Further in so-called surgical diseases methods besides
remedial treatment have to be taken recourse to. Thus
the whole controversy revolves round the sphere and HeoES
of Homeeopathy. Were Hahnemann alive today he might
have more clearly delimited the scope and sphere of Homeeo-
Pathy while adhering to the fundamental homceopathic
Philosophical tennets regarding disease, health and cure. e
find then that this controversy rests on shiffing grounds
‘Pari passy’ with the increase in our knowledge of the
sclence of man,

Now that homeeopathy has en
8 half and spread all over the worl
OUr energies in grasping and prese
ﬁe Worldgil;he bafic }fomgceopathiﬂ conceptiﬂns. The.more we

e ; ed of using other
Tealise jt the Jess we will feel the need :
Methods in actual practice though their e remailn
% Scope for other considerations. We n?Ed nn!; e
OVer it and call each other names. It 1sa 2

2

dured for a century and
d we should concentrate
nting before the scienti-
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that Homoeeopathy will unfold its curative potentialities in
as much it is rightly interpreted and practised. It is a
good augury that the homoeopathic profession was not hood-
winked and voted for the party which consists of eminent
homeceopaths who have established their reputation by curing
cases.

B. K. §S.

ERRATA

We apologise to the readers of this journal for an act of commission
and omission in the publication of the list of elected members of the
Homeeopathic State Faculty, W. Bengal in the last July issue. The printer’s
devil seems to be at work in omitting the names of (4) Dr. S. Bagchi, H.M.EB;
and (5) Dr. N. C. Chakravarty, p.es, from the list of members from the
Burdwan Constituency and duplicating the 'names of two members from the
Calcutta Constituency in their stead in the list of the former constituency-

B. K. S. Eprror: H. G.

SOME CASES OF “LYCOPODIUM”
Dr. T. K. GOKHALE, M.B.B.S.,, Poona.

CaseNo. 1. Mr. §. M. aged 53 was suffering from High
Blood Pressure. But his chief complaint was blocking ©
the nose especially at night and inability to sleeP °0
account of that. This had shattered his nerves so TUC
that he was almogt op the point of becoming a mental casé
He had become Irritable, he did not find peace in any plac:
he W?‘lﬂ.d move from one placa o another was afraid thae
2 will soon die s things continue like this. His SO° One
day requested him to go for a good picture. He went the’

but did not like the crowd, and came away before the picture

started. - i i : e
ried. He like open air. Was not very chilly. ‘]i;ndo“'

like much coverin : :

: 8. He liked to sleep with the G
open and liked to be under the fan, His appetite had if;n
nished, a little food would make him feel as if he bas L



