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contributes his mite or his much, according to his
ability and his opportunity.

The pharmacist who substitutes, leads physicians
astray. By presenting false premises to the latter,
the former causes him to make erroneous deduc-
uons.  ‘The entire medical profession may thus
feel the result of a single instance of substitution,
and numerous other invalds suffer on account of
the errors following faulty experience in the case
of the physician treating a single patient who is the
victim of the fraud in question.

[ have already spoken of the loss of confidence
i his physician on the part of the victimized
patient.  ‘Phis has not only a direct effect upon
the nvalid, because confidence in his doctor’s
cfforts are, to a great extent, essential to the latter’s
success in the treatment of the case, but it may also
cause the dismissal of the physician and his loss of
what, perhaps, would have been a lucrative practice.
In this country, physicians have the reputation of
being pracucal.  They are the best practitioners
in the world. In other countries, medical men arc
deeper students and better theorists, but here, we
pride ourselves on the results we obtain in curing
disease.  The reason for this is because we strive
less for honour and glory than we do for the
almighty dollar.  We must give our patients the
worth of their money, and we know that we will
not be tolerated unless we do.  Our patients are
quick to discover mistakes, and they are laid at
the door of the physician rather than at that of
the pharmacist. 1 this was not the case, the sub-
ject of substitution would not be worth considera-
tion, for it would be a rarely committed crime.

The question of injury to the manufacturer is a
very important phase of the matter, for, rather
singularly, the remedy for the great evil must
spring mainly from this source. This is not so
strange after all, when we come to think of i, for
here we find the cffects of the evils of substitution
so direct and so distinctly felt that interest is
nawral.  Nothing causes mien more concern than
pecuniary loss.  Cause and  cffect are here so
closely associated that a hue and cry at once fol-
lows. The manufacturer invests large sums in
producing a rcliable preparation : he spends more
n bringing it before the medical profession.  ‘The
latter find it worthy of use, and patronize it wntil
the weeds of substitution check its growth,  “The
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way these weeds act after what I have said, is
obvious. For example, some pharmacist substi-
tutes an inferior mixture or drug in the preparation
of the physician’s prescription ; the effect of the
medicine on his patient is nil. The disappointed
doctor heralds the fact to his brethren. Such
news travels faster than any favourable comments,
and undoes in a short time that which the manu-
facturer has taken months or perhaps years to
accomplish.  Great injury is in _consequence done
to a deserving business. )

Then, again, the evil is a widespread ong, and
the same substitution in a good preparation is very
large, and directly affects its sale. I know of no
other crime that tends so much to destroy one’s
faith in man’s goodness as substitution. IFor the
sake of insignificant profit, the dishonest pharma-
cist deliberately cheats and perhaps destroys his
felowman. I can only account for the practice
by assuming that the perpetrator in some way per-
suades himself that he is doing no harm, that he
is selling something “ just as good,” that he holds
the judgment and knowledge of the physician in
small repute, and that he feels perfectly competent
to act in the premises. It is a curious psychologi-
cal fact that it is the casiest thing in the world for
a man engaged in a nefarious trade to persuade
himself that he is doing no harm so long as he is
making money by his acts.

T'o correct the practice of substitution does not
seem to me o difficult matter. A few years ago
the adulteration of food products was a vexy
serious fraud. Confectionery, for example, was
greatly adulterated at that time.  The exposure of
the practice by the Health Department of New
York City so injured the confectionery busincss
that the reputable manufacturers banded together
in an Anti-Adulteration League.  Not only did
the Mealth Department cause the formation of the
league in the way T have described, but the unfair
competition engendered by adulteration also had
its effect in forcing henest manufacturers to pro-
tect themselves.  ‘The league made it its business
to run down and punish all persons who adulter-
ated their wares. The result was that in a short
time adulieration ceased, and to-day it is impos-
sible 10 fAind any adulterated candy offered for
sale.  Another instance of manufacturers banding
together for mutual protection is offered by the



