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1. Article condemned

a) Scientists and experts from around the world have condemned the article due to poor methodology.

Examples of renowned researchers who have severely criticized the Lancet-article:

Dr. Joyce Frye, University of Pennsylvania

Dr. Iris Bell, University of Arizona

Dr. Mikel Aickin, Research Professor, University of Arizona

Dr. Rustum Roy, Material Scientist, Penn State University

Dr. Paolo Bellavite, Professor of General Pathology, University of Verona

Dr. Giuseppina Pitari, Professor of Biochemistry, University of L’Aquila

Dr. med. Helmut Kiene, MD, Institute for Applied Epistemology and Medical Methodology, Bad Krozingen/Freiburg

Dr. med. Gunver S. Kienle, MD, Institute for Applied Epistemology and Medical Methodology, Bad Krozingen/Freiburg

Tido von Schön-Angerer, MD, Institute for Applied Epistemology and Medical Methodology, Bad Krozingen/Freiburg

2. Six previous meta-analysis positive

a) 6 previous meta-analysis of homeopathy trials have all shown an effect over and above placebo.1-6 One of these studies was published by the European Commission.3
3. Inappropriate methodology

a) The report professes to be based on 110 homeopathy studies, but the authors selected only 8 studies to draw the conclusion that homeopathy is no better than placebo.

b) The report looked at only randomised placebo-controlled trials of homeopathy, which are widely considered to be inappropriate for testing homeopathy. They may be suitable for conventional medicine, but not for testing homeopathy. Homeopathy does not treat diseases, but whole human beings. Homeopathic medicines are individually prescribed. Patients suffering from the same disease, may therefore need different remedies. Even medical doctors would not prescribe penicillin to all patients suffering from viral or bacterial infections.

c) Most of the included studies were not of high homeopathic quality bein rather tests of isopathy and complex prescribing.

d) What we need is research that takes into consideration the nature of homeopathic practice.

4. Positive results were ignored

a) Data to support evidence of the positive effects of homeopathy was ignored. The authors admittedly rueld out many trials of homeopathy that proved that it works.

b) In many conditions the effectiveness of homeopathy is supported by randomised clinical trials including asthma, fibrositis, influenza, glue ear, muscle soreness, pain, side-effects of radiotherapy, sprains and upper respiratory tract infections.1
c) You can from previously conducted RCTs draw the conclusion that highly diluted substances can have an effect upon the human organism.1-6
5. Researchers and editor biased

a) Both the authors and editor of Lancet were biased. Lancet Senior Editor, Zoë Mullan, admits an inherent conflict on the part of the authors: “Prof Eggers stated at the outset that he expected to find that homeopathy had no effect other than that of placebo. His “conflict” was therefore transparent. We saw this as sufficient”. Egger is known to be opposed to homeopathy, and the editor of the Lancet is known for his antipathy to homeopathy. The question remains why the Editors of the Lancet approved the paper for publication, despite the numerous flaws.

6. Homeopathy works

a) The popularity of homeopathy is ever increasing. The majority of patients who see homeopaths come by referral from other patients.7-13
b) 70 % of patients report positive health changes after homeopathic treatment. Most of these have already tried conventional medicine, with little or no effect.14-22
c) Homeopathy is free from serious side effects.3
d) Many medical doctors who have looked into homeopathy with open minds became homeopaths themselves. In the UK alone 5 homeopathic hospitals exist.

7. Together homeopaths and doctors can help more patients

a) No homeopath or medical doctor can claim to help every patient. Each therapy has its place in healthcare, by working hand in hand, and not against each other, we can really help our patients.

8. Unrevealed facts

a) The article published in the Lancet was only a part of a larger Swiss study, which showed that:

· patients showed greater improvement after homeopathy than conventional treatment

· patients experienced less side effects 

· homeopathic treatment resulted in less hospitalization

· homeopathy was at least as cost-effective as conventional medicine

b) The Swiss homeopathic practitioners were forbidden to publish positive data from the survey.

c) Data regarding finances not published.

d) The Government appointed commission wrote in its draft report that homeopathy should continue to be included in the insurance scheme, but after pressures removed their recommendation from the final report.
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