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By GEo. B. Woon, M.D., late Preiiident of the Collage of Phy.
micians in Philadolphia, Professor cf the theory and practice of
rnedieine in the University of Pennsylvania Hospital. One of
the authors of the United States Dispensatory, author of a trea.
tige on the practico ofmedicine, &c., &o. In two vols, p.p. 1741.
Philadelphia: J. B, Lippincott & Co. London : Trubner & Co.
Montreal: B. Dawson. 1856. Price 40s.

We are indobted to the American presi for soveral works of originali.
ty upon miteria medica, as instances, mnay be specilled, the treutises of
Chapnan, Bigclow, Bell, Paine, 11arrison, Eberle, Dunglis.u, Mitchell,
Tully, Vood, and Dacho,-wlhiclh, as producticiis of lorgonal merit, are
of a high ordcr and d -servedly esteemed. T' these another has been
added, that, we are Igorsuaded, will not, dishonor its foreru.-
nora. On the contrary, we predict il wull occupy a prominent place in
the front rank of excellence, and, therefore, we experience pleasure in
entering upon its review.

The history of rnediciùo Ls signalized by the many controversies that
have been waged from wra to wra, concerning the nature of diseases.
Of these the one, rnost talked of now, was that which subsisted betweea
two contradictory schools. According to one school ali diseases were
seated in the fiuida of the body, while the opponent contended for their
residence in the animal solids. Th. espousers of these respective theo-
ries soon becarne illustrions, those of the first were namned humoralisats,
and the holders of the last were designated solidists. Of course, as in
every other casus befi, each champion believed himself toqbe infallibly
right, and bis adversary egregioualy wrong. Both saw their days of fame
-bothrose and sank. It is not our purpose to dwell further upon them at
preserft; we still have fragmentary ovidences of their conception, but
happily neither are now upheld with the sane illiberalism they once
were. Sorne think pathologiste are again taking up exclusively fluid-
like notions and re turning to the primitive belief of their ancestors,but
we believe instead of such a revolutionary system,'men of our age are
pre-eminently characterized. by a tendency te form combinations in
their views, and so harmonioasly blend iogether antecedent disagree-
ineats. Hence, it is that we hear from the same individual opinions
upon one subject that are purely humoral, and others on a different topiu
which are strictly solidical; and we fiad the pathology of to-day a double


