








































hand way of indicating the kind of patient for whom a 
particular medicine is suitable. The Kentian method was 
thus in effect typological or characterological, and it led 
later homoeopaths to try to group people into 'constitu
tions' according to the kind of 'remedy picture' they pre
sented. Oddly enough, Kent himself deplored this de
velopment and attacked the idea of basing prescribing on 
'constitution' as unhomoeopathic - which it undoubtedly 
is; yet his own writings could easily be - and were -
interpreted as giving countenance to this idea. 

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF KENTIANISM 

In Kent's own day his views were approved by only a small 
minority of American homoeopaths and it may seem sur
prising that I have given them so much space. In later years, 
however, they were to become remarkably influential 
among homoeopaths outside America, as I shall explain in 
the next chapter. 

Kentian homoeopathy represents Hahnemann' s meta
physical ideas taken to their logical limit and furnished with 
a Swedenborgian underpinning. Its principal features 
could be summarized as follows. 

1. Insistence on the theoretical aspects of Hahnemann' s
thought, especially the miasm doctrine and vitalism. 

2. A corresponding rejection of modem scientific and
pathological knowledge as a guide to prescribing. 

3. Great emphasis on the importance of psychological
and 'spiritual' symptoms in prescribing. 

4. Insistence on the exclusive use of very high potencies
in theory, at least, very much higher than those used by 
Hahnemann himself. 

All these features naturally widened the gap separating 
homoeopathy from orthodox medicine. This did not worry 
Kent or his disciples- indeed they rejoiced in it- but it was 
to have a profound effect on the character of later 
homoeopathy. 
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