
























sure, the more critical writers of the time, such as Robert 
Dudgeon and Richard Hughes, recognized this and 
allowed for it as best they could, but in many cases it is 
almost impossible to assess the reliability of the reports. 
This applies particularly to the provings of the relatively 
inert substances, among which are some of the most widely 
used homoeopathic medicines. 

The fact is that the provings, for all their fundamental 
importance for homoeopathy, belong to a bygone age. But 
whatever their shortcomings as scientific descriptions of 
drug effects they are undoubtedly fascinating historical and 
human documents. The men and women who conducted 
these nineteenth century provings believed that they were 
the pioneers of a coming revolution in medicine - a revolu­
tion for which they were willing to risk their health, 
perhaps even their lives. 

As the years went by, however, the mood gradually 
changed. Provings continued to be carried out into the 
twentieth century but they were less ambitious in scale and 
their symptoms were less dramatic. More and more,· 
homoeopaths tended to look for inspiration to the past, as 
they lost hope of converting the main body of the profes­
sion and resigned themselves to the role of a minority elite. 

67 




