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his experience, we do not find that every man has his
price. The incident reminds us of the indignant answer
given by the poet to the stage-manager, who wished the
stage degraded by the introduction of low tricks, in
order that he might draw a good house:

" Geh hin und such Dir einen andern Knecht!
Der Dichter sollte wohl Aas hiochste Recht,
Das Meiischenrecht, das ihrm Natur vergonnt,
Um deinetwillen freventlich verscherzen !"

LETTER FROMi EDWA.RD RAY, ESQ.
Sin,-Seeing that you have made the letter of Mr.

Fergusson, in the Lancet of July 20th, the subject of a
powerful leading article, I beg to forward a copy of the
narrative that I felt it my duty to send to the Lancet,
and which was inserted in last week's number. WVish-
ing you to use your own judgment as to republishing it
in the pages of the BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL,

I am, etc., EDWARD RAY.
Dulwich, July 29th 1861.

"TTo the Editor of 'T he Lancet."'
"Sin,-Having read the letter from Professor Fer-

gusson in your journal of last week, I cannot refrain
from requesting the insertion of the following narra-
tive

" Early in the year 1858 I was attending a gentleman
(an old patient and much valued friend) who had, on
several occasions, passed renal calculi, and had those
symptoms indicating malignant disease about the lesser
curvature of the stomach which induced me to give an
unfavourable prognosis, when friends strongly urged
him to try hommopathy. In a short time, he frankly
told me that he had no faith in homeopathy, but to
please his friends, as I could not promise him perma-
nent benefit, he had determined to place himself uinder
the treatment of Dr. Bell (the same homceopathic prac-
titioner, I believe, thiat Mr. Fergusson is said to have
accompanied to Stamford) for a time; and wheni he
heard that I could not conscientiously meet Dr. Bell,
requested me occasionally to visit him (the patient) as
a friend, and if I at any time observed symptoms need-
ing more decided nmeasures, kindly to inform him. On
the (;th of April, I was summoned to this gentleman,
and found it necessary to unload a rectum which hadt
been unrelieved for nine days; renal symptoms were
also present. I advised the adoption of other remedies,
and urged the policy of not being guided by my opinion,
but to have the combined opinions of two or three phy-
sicians of reputation; and on the 14th of April, a con-
sultation was arranged at the residence of the late Dr.
R. Bright. Drs. Bright, Addison, Bence Jones, and
myself were present. At that time the patient was
clearly told that his urgent symptoms depended upon
one or more calculi in the renal passages, and were,
most probably, remediable; but that disease of a more
serious character was going on in the vicinity of the
stomach. When I lnext sawv the patient, he expressed
great satisfaction at the careful exarnination rnade, and
the candour of the opinions expressed; but added that
he had not taken the medicines prescribed, as his
friends, who thought hiim looking better, had advised
him ' to give Bell another month.' I still occasionally
called. Diarrhla occurred ; the urine became turbid with
mucus, pus, blood-coripuscles, and calcareous mattele.
Horse exercise was recommen(led (not by me), and
bloody urine follow'ed. I was now requiested to rneet Dr.
Bell, and was informed that Dr. Bell would be happy to
meet me; btut I firmly declined, and strongly urged the
patient to consuilt somue surgical autlhority, as his symnp-
toms indicated the presence of stone in the bladder. Hle
told me that he shiould talk the matter over with Bell,
and would have the opinion of Sir B. Brodie or Ml.
Hilton. At my next visit, the patient iniformed me that
he had mentioned what I had said to Dr. Bell, who re-

plied, ' I will bring down my friend Fergusson, who is
the authority in these matters,' and added, ' Fergusson
and I are like brothers,' and led the patient to under-
stand that they were in frequent consultation. I men-
tioned that Professor Fergusson had lately (May 8th)
published a letter stating that he did not consult withl
homceopaths, and expressed doubts as to his coming
down with Dr. Bell. However, when I next called
I was greeted with, 'Well, Bell brought dowvn
Fergusson' (on Tuesday, June 15th). I expressed sur-
prise, and inquired if there had been a consultation.
He replied, ' Yes, what I should call a consultation. Mlr.
Fergusson came down with Bell-examined my bladder
twice with him in this room; they retired into my
library, and returned to tell me the result of their con-
ference, Mr. Fergusson informing me that he could not;
feel the stone so readily as he could wish, and adding,
that he should be very happy to come down again in ten
days or a fortnight if I wished it, and that I could not
do better than continue under Dr. Bell's care.' (I be-
lieve I am accurately reporting the words employed
by the patient to me.) In after-conversation this gentle-
man remarked ' that it appeared to him very strange,'
and inquired, ' how he was to understand that Mr. Fer-
gusson, who, he believed, occupied a high position it
his profession, coutld meet Dr. Bell in conisultation, and
I couild not?' My reply was to the effect that I could
not explain it, but that I felt it would have been neither
honest nor honourable for me to have done so, and
added, that I thought it would be equally inconsistent if
a Roman Catholic or Protestant miniister assisted in
services peculiar to the other.
" The sanction given directly or indirectly to homeo-

patby by Professor Fergusson or hiis represenitative
(after the Professor's letter I think I am justified in in-
ferring that he must have been personated), I need
scarcely add was prejudicial to myself, and as the patient
had very numerous friends, a wide-spread injury lmlay
have been inflicted on rational medicine and its prac-
titioners. I may add, that I found this gentleniarn
under the influence of opium, and under the impression
that he was improving; and I was shown a prescription,
written by Dr. Bell, for medicines which he had not
brought with him (Dec. uve ursi, a dessertspoonful to
be taken twice a-day; ext. opii, gr. viii, to be divided
into six equal pills: one to be taken every night.) Tlhe
patient believed the pills to be homweopathic because
they were so small (I possess tolerable evidence that
forty grains of opium at least were administered) ; atnd
when Dr. Bell was iniformed of niy remark, ' that each
pill contained as large a dose of opium as I shoul(d pre--
scribe,' I was told he replied, ' that he was a regularly
educated medical man, and did not despise the more
active remedies when needed.' The condition of this
gentleman's urine never improved; diarrhoea continued,
einaciation, etc., progressed, and death occurre(d in Oc-
tober, 1858. The certificate of the cause of death ai-en
by Dr. Bell may be found recorded-" Inflammation of
the mucous membrane generally, but of the kidneys in
particular.'
"For three years I certainly have had the strongest,

possible impression that a consultation had been heli,
and that MIr. Fergusson had permitted himself to be
made the professional tool of a known professed disciple
of Hahnemann, at Dnlwich, on June 15thi, 1858. 'lTe
patient and his immediate friends wei-e also impressed
that a consultation uas held with MIr. Fergusson, aincl
that rIr. Fergunsson did not disapprove of homrceopathiie
practice; and I feel that it ought io0w to be a matter of
greater moment to Mr. Fergusson (as a member of the
Council of the Royal College of Surgeons) than to nmv-
self that such impressions should be effectually rernoved.
"I cannot avoid adding a linle or two more. The imt-

pression left upon my mind after reading MIr. Fergus-
son's last letter is, that he admits the disposition to
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nibble at the bait, but tries to avoid the hook. I would
recommend him (and others) tlhoughtfully to digest the
leading article in The Lanzcet of MIay l1ith, 1858, from
which I now quote only a few words:-' Quackery of
any kind is folly, falsehood, or scoundrelism. In its
mildest torm it can never be harmless. There must be
no dallying with it. Trutlh is white; falsehood is black.
Let every man choose between them.'

"I am, sir, yours faithfully,
" EDWAr.D RAY, F.R.C.S.E.

"Dulwich, July, 1861."

LETTER FROll C. HANDFIELD JONES, M1.D.
SIR,-In common with most of our profession, I have

read with great satisfaction your manly protest against
the truckling to quackery, which is too much gaining
ground arnong us, and I sincerely thank you for it. But
it seems also to me that we who agree with your views
shall do our part very ill if we stand coldly by, and leave
you to fight the battle alone.

I venture to propose, thouah I would much rather the
example were set by some leading man in the profes-
sion, that all who are really of opinion that homeopathy
is an imposture which honest men cannot countenance
should sign and forward to you a statement to the fol.
lowing effect. "I hereby declare that I 2vill neither meet
in consultation, nor join int anty way in attending ont
patients wvith anyone practising homoopathy." Let the
names of those signing be published in the BRITISH
AMEDICAL JOURNAL, and we shall then lniow who are true
men and whlo are not.

I am, etc., C. HANDFIELD JoNEs.
P.S. It seems to me that an operating surgeon's

course (if he really desire to do right) is very clear. It
is simply this: to require that while he is in attenldance
on a patient, the lhomceopath, if such a one be the
fanlily attendant, shall retire.

July 25th, 18C1.
[Tliis question would soon be decided if our respected

correspondent's advice were generally adopted. ED.]

Sint,-Being strongly impressed that it is our duty to
keep entilely aloof from homoc-opathy, I send a few
lines of congratulation on the firm stand you have
made in the JOURNAL against this stupid heresy. De-
pend upon it, no honourable legitimate practitioner can
touch it with safety to his repuitation or stuccess; and
should anyone, whatever mav be his status either as a
rmetropolitani or provincial consultant, for tle sake of a
few paltry fees, atford it even indirect support, he may
be sure that in the en;d his professional income will
diminish. At a recent medical gatherina in this tOWn,
a strong feeling was expressed against mneeting homco-
patlhs in consultation, and several Fellows of the College
of Sul-eons said they wvould go to the College election
on purpose to vote against 'Mr. Fergusson if they could
believe that he counltenanced them (the homoopaths).*
The same determination wvas expressed not to advise
their patients to conisult arny practitioner who holds
professional intercourse with homonopatlhs.

Now, surely, this ronust be right. On what common
principle cani the real and the pseudo-practitioner
meet? How can they consult? Can it be said that it
is necessary, in order to understand and treat a case that
has beein under homceopathy, to receive a historv of it
from the homceopath? The answer of every candid and
unselfish man will be, " No. I have taken pains to
acquaint myself with a profession which I hope to prac-
tise honourably, and I do not require to be beholden to
a quack even for the history of a patient's illness;
neither will I, for the sake of temporary personal gain,

* We suippose we may conclude, that these genitlemen (in their
very natural uinbelief) did vote for Mr. Ferguw-a. ED

encouirage the man when I at the same time publicly
repudiate the doctrines he professes. I am not to dic-
tate to the public; they will employ whonm they may
think proper; but I will riot compromise myself or my
profession by entering into professional intercourse with
the practiseis of a systern so at variance with common-
sense and true miedical science, as homwopatlhy."
The resolutiorns passed unanimously at the annual

meoting of ouir Association must have considerable
effect in declaring, the opinion of a large miiajority of our
profession; and will probably save a few from beirng
entrapped into a course wNhich cannot fail eventually to
recoil upon themselves to their owvn hindrance and
discomfiture.

I am, etc., M.D.
Norwich, July 30th, 1861.

Sirn,-Permit me to suggest a way of meeting the dif-
ficulty regardincg cornsultations between medical men and
homceopathists.

Let those gentlemen wbo hold that circumstances jus-
tify such intercourse, but nevertheless wish not to give
offence to weak consciences like yours and mine, on all
occasions wlhen they meet to assist, to consult, or act
with a hommopathist, decline all remuneration. They
will thus prove the sincerity of their philanthropy, arnd
the earriestness of their faith to their l)rethren.

If they accept this alternative, well and good. If they
decline it, have at them, sir, in season and out of season.

I an), etc., X. Y. Z.
July 25th, lSGl.

THE FACULTY OF PHYSICIANS-AND SURGEONS
OF GLASGOW.

LETTER FROM) THOMIAS MlACAULAY, ESQ.
Sir,-I hasten to correct an error in my account of

the career of a hommLopath, in the JOURNAL of the 20th
instant. It was not the " University of Gie6gow," but
the" Faculty of Physicians and Suraeons" of that city
whence his license to practise emanated. In justice to
the University of Glasgow, I desire to give this public
correction ; and to expose as widely what body it is
which enjoys the bad preeminience of having enrolled a
member on their lists on the faith of false and fraudu-
lent documents, and persists in retaining his namtie in
defiance of offered proofs of hiis delinquency.

I nevertlheless perceive, in somewvhat ludicrouis con.
trast to so flagrant a denial of Justice, that this self-
same " Faculty" have recently orased a name from their
lists (vide BRITISH MEIDICAL JOURNAL, July 6th, p. 23)
on the ground of a false declaration of age, which name
has been subsequently erased fromli the elleldicalRegister.
One man, it seems, may safely steal a lhorse from the
Glasgow " Faculty," whilst another must not venture to
look over their fenice. Poor D. D. is to be removed
becaulse he misrepresented his age; whilst- is not
only retained but protected, after palming upon them a
whole heap of falsehood, unexampled, I venture to say,
in the history of any similar imposture: furnishing also
but a sorry sequel to his previous avocation as a teacher
of religion and morality to otlhers.

I am, etc., THOiMAS MACAULAY.
Leicester, July 27th, 18t1.

ST. BARTHOLOMEW'S HOSPITAL. Mr. Stanley lhas been
elected consulting surgeon. Dr. West has resigned his
appointment as Lecturer and Phvsician. In consequence
of Mr. Stanley's resignation, MIr. Paget will become Full
Surgeon, and Mr. Holmes Coote, Senior Assistant-Sur-
geon. Mr. Callender will be elected Junior Assistant
without opposition. For the future there will be no
Evening Lectures at this institution.
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