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dice, aud which derive no support from biiity of the muscles without anyendur 
the enlarged experience that we have able result, and theatrical behaviour 
now within our reach. Tho extravagance of this passage makes

1 here are but two methods by which it read like a temperance lecture In 
we can hope to arrive at anything like fact, what truth is in it is certainly an 
unanimity in our dietetic creed ; the one plicable to the abuse, not the use of oof 
is to assume Hahnémann's writings as fee. It would be interesting if we could 

Leviticus, and to ban all he banned, discover the origin of this excessive hos- 
and admit all he admitted, or to inquire tility to coffee, which belongs to the 
mfo the principles by which he was di- family of narcotics, and is a sort of fos- 
m-M m ihfl rules he lays down, and to ter brother of tobacco, that “ foul and 
fellow out these principles, if they be* loathesome weed,” as an irreverent lec- 
sonnd, into their full development by all turer calls it, which Hahnemann is said 
the light s which modern science and ob- to have loved, if not wisely, at least too 

have shed upon the subject. well. It may have been an idiosyncra- 
• c !< J, a mtr"‘aun d,d BOt assnme the tic dislike, or more probably he fell into 
infallibility of inspiration, we may safely a common opinion of the time in which 
decline accepting any Leviticus at his he wrote, and which was strongly shared 
hands, and examine with that care and by the philosopher Kant,' and by many 
rospe,. . which all his writings deserve, French physicians, that coffee was an in- 

<i?ntain °r îh! subject of diet, jurions beverage, and he afterwards rest­
and we shall be satisfied that if in some ed his opinion upon the basis of unsound 
Ini hf‘ 1,c<Vnt0 extravagance experiment. That it was an unsound de-

ar-^aaîïïstSL'S.îf^î
fr ‘>st ,tii- *PïJ“°'ere hls erand formula for the se- tients, if we were only to take dinnerat 

lection of medicines, he had already time of breakfast, and tea at dinner time 
wntten extensively upon various topics for a few days, 
connected with diet and regimen, and We cannot however dismiss the sub- 
that he yarned over into the new pro- ject of experiments in diet, without some 
vicce Oi homeopamy whore lie so lçng further remarks. And the first is that
S,3TtTnthei0l?ad^ although in the particular example wl 
no lions whu h ko had already too vehe- have quoted, Hahnemann committed a
W ihyn 'M’rmiSed t0 1)dmit of hi< rocant- great mistake, yet that nn tho whole he 

,rn • Thtf ,UK,vL slrikmg illustra- is perfectly sound, and does not seek to 
”lIifco dcoWnas!,W,timt,pllthi tocoffee- Jay/own any positive rules about diet 
fun atlo rl ” smh nrnarin rSS°f °Ur b"f «c5n.owledges that food must be re-

rvï. aœ ass
'' V1 aad judgment, the endur- who take it ; and he gives in his “Friend 

crZUMr\ and yet powerful ex- of Health,” several iStrations of the

grsatSKMs wïiSa-HSgj-»-
i Z ’ fld,!JaJfny before this medicinal law of relation between biases and 

talkativeness, irresolution, too ’

our

servation

some

easy mo- ’ See De Quinccy’a Laat Days of Kant.


