


















Do our brethren know what would be the result of such 
generous policy? We should at once cease to exist as a separate body. 
(My italics.) Our name would remain only as a technical term 
to designate our doctrine; while 'homoeopathic' journals, 
societies, hospitals, dispensaries, pharmacopoeias, director
ies, under such title, would lose their raison d'etre and cease to 
be. The rivalry between 'homoeopathic' and 'allopathic' practi
tioners would no longer embitter doctors and perplex patients. 

I suspect that it was this wish to unite homoeopathy with 
orthodoxy, rather than his more technical views about the 
right way to choose medicines, that was the real reason 
for the virtual suppression of Hughes's ideas by later 
homoeopaths. If Hughes had succeeded in effecting a 
reconciliation between homoeopathy and orthodoxy it is 
likely that - as Hughes himself recognized - the result 
would have been the disappearance of homoeopathy as a 
separate form of medicine; this did in fact happen later in 
the USA. 

Hughesian homoeopathy exhibits both the strength and 
the weakness of the scientific approach. To a modem 
doctor Hughes' s writings and those of his friend Dudgeon 
are among the most accessible of homoeopathic texts. 
Although the medical ideas with which these authors 
worked are long out of date, their pragmatic and critical 
attitude makes them surprisingly modem and readable 
even today. Nevertheless after Hughes's death British 
homoeopathy moved decisively towards the metaphysical 
pole and Hughes himself received the contemptuous 
Hahnemannian label of 'half-homoeopath'. In subsequent 
chapters I shall look at the reasons for these developments. 
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