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feature which, untii lately, has been also a special characteristic of
- his direct successors in Great Britain. Harvey was a practitioner
and a hospital physician. There are :zossiping statements by Aubrey
to the effect that “ he fell mightily in his practice ” after the publi-
cation of the De motu cordis, and that his * therapeutic way” was
rot admired ; but to these his practical success is the best answer.
It is remarkable that a large proportion of all the physiological work
of Great Britain has been done by men who have become success-
ful hospital physicians or surgeons. I was much impressed by a
conversation with Professor Ludwig in 1884. Speaking of the state
of English physiology, he lamented the lapse of a favorite English
pupil fron: science to practice; but, he added, “ while sorry for
him, I am glad for the profession in England.” He held that the
clinical physicians of that country had received a very positive im-
press from the work of their early years in physiclogy and the
natural sciences. I was surprised at the list of names which he
cited ; among them I remember Bowman, Paget, Savory, and Lister.
Ludwig attributed this feature in part to the independent character
of the schools in England, to the absence of the university element
so important in medical life in Germany, but, above all, to the prac-
“tical character of the English mind, the better men preferring an
active life in practice to a secluded laboratory career.
Thucydides it was who said of the Greeks that they possessed
“ the power of thinking before they acted, and of acting, too.” The
same is true in a high degree of the English race. To know just
what has to be done, then to do it, comprises the whole philosophy
of practical life. Sydenham —Angliez Zumen, as he has been well
called, is the model practical physician of modern times. Linacre
led Harvey back to Galen, Sydenham to Hippocrates. The one
took Greek science, the other not so much Greek medicine as Greek
methods, particularly intellectual fearlessness, and a certain knack
of looking at things. Sydenham lroke with authority and went
to nature, It is an extraordinary fact that he could have been
so emancipated from dogmas and theories of all sorts. He laid
down the fundamental proposition, and acted upon it, that “all
diseases should be described as objects of natural history.” To do
him justice we must ‘remember, as Dr. John Brown says, “in the
midst of what a mass of errors and prejudices, of theories actively
mhischievous, hie was placed, at a time when the mania of hypothesis
was at its height, and when the practical part of his art was overrun
and stultified by vile and silly nostrums.” Sydeénham led us back to
Hippocrates, I would that we could betled oftener to Sydenham !



