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PREF A CE

HE Letter from Fobn Baillse to Dr.
= is writ with that peculiar Art
of Falfification, and Calumny; that I find

very body agreed about the true Author:
but as it pretends to defend Dr. Freind a-

ninft his two Adverfaries, Dr. Ze Clere, and
the Author of Oofervations, ¢re. it is very
proper to fet this Controverfy in a true light,
and, in order to that, to give an Englifb E-
dition. of le Clerc’s ‘Defence from Freind's
Infults, in the Hiffory of Phyfick. For,
thereby, every Reader may judge of Dr.
Freind's ‘Defign of writing his Hiffory, and
of his Candor in {upporting the fcandalous

Charges brought there againft all Phy-
ficians.

If, on one hand, we confider the fhining
Charalters of Virtue and Learning, of a
confummate Fudement and Experience in
Phyfick, he recommends in ancient Phy-

A 2 ficians,
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[ iv ]
ficians, whom he alone imitates, and who(e
Virtues he only pofiefles ; no body can doubt

of his Excellencies from {o impartial a hand
as his own.

On the other hand, the DoiFor gives us
a melancholy View of the Phylficians of his
own times: that #4gy are cither {o gnoran,
that they are not able to diftinguith oac Di-
cafe from another; or £hey are {fo great 4
bridgers of the Materia Medica, that they
have not Recezpts to cure any: an excel:
lent Complement on the two fameus Unr
werfities, and the College of Phyficians.

Some Phylicians, we muft confefs, .are
found with another Charaéter in the Hil
tory- of Phyfick; whoe are more unhappy
than the former, they being to be hunted
with Calumny, and worried by the People,
upon the account of their Learning and f{uc
cefsful Practices: the good Ofhices of thelc
arc their Ruin, ‘while the former may not
only pafs under gencral Scandal, but hum-
bly confort with their Conqucror.

‘Dr. Freind being thus to cxpofe - Phyl

cians, under the prevext of a Hiftosy, he
fets
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ets ‘HP:«T- in' thc nextplace, fog a ﬁiperiﬁ-‘
Capacigy. for that Work 5 that as he-himfelf
is the greateft Phyfician, fo he mufl like:
vife appeat to be the beft Wntcr of Phy-

ick Hitory.

On this account the learned Dx. /o Clere
fills under the Difpleafuse of Dr. Fresnd.
Le Clerc had writ the Hiftory of Phyfick,
beginning with- Hgppocrates, and ending
vith Galen fo accutately, that Dr. Fremd
tlls us, we find amply and. clearly repre-
mted all the Philofophy, the Theory, and
Practice of ancient. Phyficians ; fo that there .
is fcarce @ Nation, aDiftemper, a Medicine,
or even the Name of an Author, ta be met
with among [t them, of which he has not
grven a full and exalt account. ‘This Accus
racy. has been univerfally confeffed; but is
now the occafion of all the Seardal from °
the Hiftory of Phyfick: for kreind muft
have ftill a fuperior Charalter for an Hif-
orian, and Je Clere’s Effay of a Plan for
continuning the Hiftory of Phyfick - muft be
ieprefented not only as @ wvery imiperfelt and
[uperficial Performance ; but in many ‘Parts-
tulars inaccurate and crromeous. DBut as this

Charadter is altogether inconfitent with the
former ;

\




[ vi]
formet ; {0 it is very certain, that /e Clere
is to be mifreprelented, in order to Freind:

affirming his Claim.

It is ftrange, that our Phyficians have
tamely fubmitted to this Imputation of Ig.
sorance 3 and that the Author of Obferva
tions, on ‘Dr. Freind’s Hiffory, is the only
Perfon who has defended himfelf againtt
the Do&or’s Calumnics; while /e Clere, a
Forecigner, refufes to bear with the fcanda-
Ious Charge laid againft him. Englifb Phy.
ficians have their Profe/ffion and their Bacon
to preferve, as well as their Honour, while
le Clerc has fcarcely the laft to defend, in
the opinion of lcarned Men. We fhall
therefore proceed, and confider this Contro-
verfy, which is now enflam’d by Basllie'
pretended Defence ; the rather, that a truc
Hiftory of Phyfick may at length arifc out
of thc expofing of a falfe onc.

But here we are called upon in the Les- §
ter, wherein Je Clerc, as the Author, of
fome Obfervations, ¢&'c. arc unfairly repre
fented, as the Aggreflors in this Difpute:
for the Fuftnefs and Truth, as we are rold,
of all ‘Dr. Freind's Writings are fufficient ¥0

1 vear
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bear them out: while, however wvigorous
the Critick appears in Dr.le Clerc's Defepnce,
he meverthelefs acknowledges moft of the Er-
rors alledged againft him. Then the Letter-
writer concludes, that the Defender bas
writ from [ome other Motive than a [firict
regard to Truth: and this Motive we are
affured is a malicious Pleafure, in writing
againft fome excellent Performance. A
Piece, continues the Letter, muft be writ-
ten, and what Book more proper to attack,
than one of Charaler, no matter how juftly.

We thall quickly find how well Do&tor
Freind’s Works bear themfelves out; but
in the foregoing Quotations he plainly has
no regard to Truth. Can /e Clerc be an
Aggreflor, and yet be always upon the De-
fenftve? even in this account of the Doétor,
the very Title of his Book, and every Sec-
tion in it prove it a Defence. Dr. le Clerc
ends his Book with a full Pardos to Do&tor
| Freind, for difcovering his Errors; pro-
vided he had not reprefented him more
faulty than he truly is: all which is far from
attacking Dr. Freind; and thus the Lester
difcovers, very early, how fair an Antago.
nift he is like to be.

This
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This Author’s Talent for Defamation be.
ing very confiderable, he could not be up.
der the neceflity of having recourfe to
Common-place for Calumny : 2 Piece muyf|
be written, and what Book more proper v
attack than ome of Charaéfer, is fo com.
mon a Style of Contempt with every paal-
try Author, that the Letter-writer as little
wantcd this borrow’d Sentence, howeve
low he may be, as it fitted Mr. Je Clerc : He
is always well fupply'd by the learned
Works, both of ancient and modecrn Au-
thors; and has too mean an Opinion of Dr.
Freind's Performances, to raife in him an
Eniulation of any kind. Indeed, whatever
high Value the Doéfor and his Defender
may pretend to have of the Hiftory of Phy-
fick, the Bookfeller does not find the World

thinks as they do.

Had not Dr. Freind's exceflive Pride and
Vanity, in attacking Monfieur le Clerc, alto-
gcther blinded him; he mult have thought
it very natural, in that Author, to defend
his Brothcr from the malicious Accufations
in the Hiffory of Phyfick: or to give his

Brother's proper Defence a place, in his an-
' ’ cient
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cicnt and modern Bibliotheque ; without his
becoming a Critick on a Bosk, he fhews o
(mall aValue for. This is very unbecom-
ing a Perfon of a liberal Education, or one
who has ftudied with enlarged Views: and
Dr. Freind's Readers, who can thus be im-
pofed upon, are of very low Minds, and
low Underfta..dings; for they muft even
believe, that the year 1727, when /e Clerc
defends himfelf, precedes the year 1723,
when Dr. Freind attacks him in his Hiftory
of Phyfick. But I procced to confider the
tate of the Controverfy between Dr. Freind
ind Dr. le Clerc; nor will I infit on the in-
judicious Criticifm of the former, about
the Propriety of the Title, An Effay of a
Plan ; nor on the ill placed Animadver-
fion on Je Clerc’s beftowing fo much of his
Plan on Paracelfus. The Criticifm alto-
sether proceeds from Dr. Freind, and his
Defender, not underftanding the Senfe of
the word Effay; and their miftaking the
modeft way Dr. /e Clerc is always defended.
for it a Plan is a Model, according to the
Letter-writer; and that cvery Model is not
o perfe, as not to want to be mended;
n this Senfe, an imperfe@ Model may
% minded; and an Effzy of a Model, is

a an
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an Astempt at a Model : which Model prov.
ing perfe@, ot having {mall Defels, is not
the more imperfe&t for the Modefty of its
Author, in calling it an Effay, or an A
tempt. This Senfe of a French Word is
very clear; if we confider its equivalent in
L.atin. What the French mean by Effay,
the Romans expre(s by Tentamen ; and eve-
ry School-boy knows how to render this
Latin Word into Englifh. So that when
the Words Effay and Plan are fo managed
by the “Doffor and his Letter-writer, as to
come out of their Mint a Plan of @ Plan;
it only proves, that they know nothing of
the import of the two Words; clpecially

of that of an Effay.

This Charge againft Dr. /e Clerc, of be.
flowing too much of his Plan on Parace/
fus, is cqually unjuft as the former; and
his modcft Reply, that every onc is not of
Dr. Fresnd's Opinion, expofes him to the
farther Cenfurc of the Letter-writer ; who
is truly void of all Modefty. Now though
I keep clear from making any Defence for
Monf. le Clerc, who is far abler to anfwer
for himfelf: yet it muft be confefled; that, B

i\f Paracelfits had been negleéted for fome
perfond
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perfonal Faults, the Hiftory of thofe Times
had been very defeCtive. What a Work
Dr. Freind makes about Rbafes, for giving
us one chymical Medicine, which was none
of his own ; and now capricioufly contends,
for negleting an Author, who made one
of the greateft Revolutions in Phyfick ; by
introducing the method of curing Difeafes
by chymical Medicines, to the total Over-
throw of Hippocrates and Galen; and that
for a confiderable Period of time. What
account can be given of the Vanity of an
Author, who fets to build, and pull down, as
the humour takes him? It is not enough,
[ hope, to obje&t to Paracelfuss that he
was often drunk after Dinner, or that he
was not a Favourite of the Churchmen
No; we confider only the Influence of his
Art on the Schools of Phyfick : by no
means his commonly getting drunk with,
or without the Fathers ; who, at that time,
were commonly very near as barbarous as
himfelf. But the “Doéfor, and his Defern-
der, know that the more Faults they find,
thc more they hope to pleafe, and impofe
upon their Reader: or, the more they hope
| to eftablith the Doftor’'s Pretence of fupe-
rior Learning and Knowledge in his Pro-
fetlion, . L Ic

"
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To return from this Digreflion; we ar
told, that Dr. /e Clerc acknowledges mof
of the Errors alledged againft him ; and that
as far as I can obfcrve, becaufc he confefles
his Miftake about thc times, wherein Or;.
bafius, Aetins, ¢rc. lived; which is a very
upjuft and an unfair manner of arguing
Where is the Crime in owning his falling
into the mentioned Error? or in his being
mifled by the Authority of the learned Re-
ne Moreau? On the other hand, we find
Dr. Freind afluring us, that he never can
be deceived : becaufe he never trufts any
thmg to the moft learned Hiftorian; yct he
has only been more happy in taking his ac-
count of the mentioned Author’s ¢ _Zrs
from Fabricius, than Dr. /e Clerc was from
Moreau : had the Do&or been as ingenuous
as Je Clerc 35 and had he not introduced this
piccc of Hiftory, with a// the Hiftorians,
even the et of them, given a very confufed
account of the Age wherein thefe Writers
lived ;s and are [o carclefs as to be very wel
contented, if they were within a hundred,
or two hundred years of their due time,
he had not brought upon himfelf an Im-

putanon of Plaglanfm, when he under-
| takes
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iakes to fettle this ¢ Zra in a very few
Words.

The Difcovery is far from being reftored
o Dr. Freind, by what is urged in the Let-
er: that the Dottor had writ @// the mate.
ial parts which relate to Oribafius, &rec. be-
ore he had ever feen the twelfth Volume of
bricius : for fe Clerc aflirms that the Phy.
th- Hifforian had made up his account from
he eighth and twelfth Volume of Fabr:-
us's Bibliotheca, and the finking one half
f the Evidence as an unfair way of pro-
ceding in any Caufe. This kind of Ar-
ument is {fo foul, that we may juftly doubt
vhether Dr. Freznd had not confidered both
he mentioned Volumes, before he began
oy part of his Hiffory.

The Author of the Letter is apprifed of
he Confequence of Dr. Fresma's pretending
0 be the firft, who fixed the Times of Ors-
gius, ¢r¢. and therefore gives us a Notion
fhis own of a Plagzary, that tie fiile of
Plagiary is never equal, and unsform; out
ke their patch'd up Work is always unequal :
ut this Notion is very particular, and may
t cut out for themfelves : whereas a Pla-
] £ia7))
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giary, among the Learned, isa Thief; wh
pilfers thc Works of learned Men;, and
pafles them off in thc World for their own
in whatever ftile it may be dclivered. .| Lt
a Plagiary, then, collet ever [o much lik
a Bee, he is fill a Pilferer of Authors; an
he is the more infufferable that he upbraid
the Authors he is ftealing from. I wi
Dr. Freiud had, oftner, given us the Wor
of Authors, than his own, when he wrot
his Hiftory of Phyfick: for thus we fhoul
have feen their Senfe and Opinion of Thing
and not the Dotor’s, who often mifleadsu

and too commonly with a Delign.

* But the Letter-writer is plealed, in thi
next place, to carry us from the Nicetieso
Chronology, into the Hiftory of Phylicia
Difcoveriess which are the Treafure we a
to expedt from Hiftorians, not their round
Pcriods, or egual Stile, but good Senfe, th
may add to our Knowledge: and, indec
the want of this renders any Hiftory, hov
ever cxcellent its Stile may poflibly be, li
tle better than wafte Paper.

The et Attack upon Dr. le Clere, isfo

affieming that Oribafius and Aetis
- | tail
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win evety thing that is effential in the
Theory and Practice of Phyfick ; particularly
in Anaromy,and Surgery: But asthis Charge
s dwindled into nothing in the Leszer, by
sot comprehending both the mentioned
Authors, in the Afhrmation; fo the Vic-
ory is left to Dr. /e Clerc. Aétius, fays
the Letter-writer,omits Anatomy ; and what
is purely chirargical in bim, is [cattered con-
ufedly bere and there, and is imperfetl as
well as smmethodical. But if Oribafius was
n cxcellent Anaromsff, and a “Difcoverer
n Anatomy, as "reind, erroneoufly, afhrms;
nd Aetins equal to Paulus, on many things
of Surgery : in that cafe, Dr. /e Clerc may
have affirmed what is true of both thefe Au-
thors conjunétly. ¥ Aetins, Dr.Freind aflfures
is, was a Praltitioner in Surgery ——=par-
ticularly, be is as full, in cafcs of the Eyes,
ss Celfus. Nay farther; that * 2z bis chi-
turgical Pieces there are many things worth

taking notice of, —=which are even omitted
by Paulus ; the moft confiderable of any of
the Surgcons in the Doftot’s opinion. In-

deed, am Author fbonld at leaft condefcend
o be confiftent with bimfelf in the Jfudgment
of the Letter-writer, and let him ufe what

+ Hift. Vol 1. pag. 14 * Pag. 33.
; Fres-

Y
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Freedoms ke pleafes with his Adverfary, b
fbould (in my bumble opinion) pay that pie:
of Camplazﬂmce to his own Charaiter as my

to give bimfelf the Lye.

At this time Dr. Freind is charged withq
grammatical Error, in Orthography, for mif.
fpelling Aetzus with ¢ £ ; a Charge heavy
enough on a Declaimer. The Anfwer of
fome Authors writing the Ifland Aerza, in
the like manner, is a forced giving up the
Charge, and a pleading guilty,

But the next Error, to be acknowledged,
muft ftick harder upon the Pride and Infal-
libility of the Doctor ; it equally ftriking
at his Reading, and his diftinguifhing Dif:
cafes. The Cafe is of the Worms Pem
Medinenfis, and Afectio Bovina ;s which art
thought the fame by Freind, and the firf
mention of this Difcafe to be made, by the
Arabian Phyficians : whercas, the laft is
only mentioned in the Plan, and the firk
is related in the Hiftory of the Greek Phy-
ficians, from Hippocrates ending with Ga
len. Hitherto, then, Dr. Freind is beforc-
hand with Dr. /e Clerc in Errors; but very
fhort of him in confefling them.

How-
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Howevet mortifying this [aft Atticle miuft
prove to a Perfon of high Prctences; we
find this Author quickly recolle@ts himfelf,
and returns as briskly to the Charge, on the

cafe of Rhubars,asifhe never had been foil’d.
I need not tell you, Sir, (as we find in the
Letter) that “Dr. Freind, i his Hiffory of
Phyfick, corrected the Error mot only of
Dr.le Clerc, but every other Writer, with
whom I am acquainted, on that Sibfeét, pave

to the Arabians the honour of firft mention-
mg Rhubarb. — In this, as indeed in all

ther parts of his EHiftory, the Doctor has
beem very accurate.

After all this Oftentation, therc (ecmts to
begreater Confufion than ordinary between
the contending' Parties ; Do&or /e Clere no
where denying the Rbeum or Kbhubarbh of
the Greeks ; but infiting only that this is not
the true Rbenbarb, or Rbheubarbarum of the
Arabians. Morcover, that neither the Greeks:

nor Arabians, beforc Mefue, kncw any thing
of the purging quality of this Drug. Doéor
Freind fays little in oppofition to what /
Clerc affirms: The Letter, indced, calls this
Ob(ervation of China-Rbeubarb of the Ara-

b bians,

)
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bians, a moft excellent Concest ; and thus pro.
ceeds, Is be (le Clerc) fure there was n
other good Rbeubarb in the World? Or fup.
pofe it was mot [o good in its kind, will that
exclude it from being true Rbeubart? 1t is
then incumbent on Dr. Freznd to prove, that
there is true, purging, Rbubaro ; befides that
which is brought from Chsna. Every body
knows the different Species of Rbubarb ; and
that few of them are endued with the Power
of purging: but thefe are not in the Que-
ftion.

On the other hand, Dr. /e Clerc fhould
do a manifeft Injury to the Greeks, perhaps;
but furely to all the Arabians, that precede
Mefue, if they are not {uppofed to know
Rhubarb, becaufe they were not fo well ap-
prifed of its Virtues. But a farther Deter-
mination of the true Rbubard | leave to the
contending Phyficians. This I may fay,
that we are, at prefcnt, in great want of a
purging Rhnbarb ; while we are dcprived
of that from China. Do&or Freind fthould,
once, do fomething ufeful to the World;
if he would difcover the Rbubarh of the

Greeks; that is but alittle weaker than that
of the Arabians,

The
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-~ The Doltor falls into another Miftake, in
his Claim for the Greek Phyficians; by put-
ing it too low, and in taking it from Com:-
silers. ¥ Galen recommends Rbubaré a-
aaintt all Bleedings, the Bloody-Flux, and
the Celiac- Affeftion s and the Phyficians,
in many fucceeding Ages, {ay no more of
it. And thereforc if the “Doffor has not
been more accurate 1n other parts of his Hif-
tory, than in this, he muft fall fhort of all
tie Applaufe he tclls us he deferves.

It is not eafy to gucfs, why Dr. Fremnd is
ommonly unhappy when he deals with
alen s and why he would not rather take
his Obfervation from that excellent Au-
hor, than from Panlus, who probably takes
t from the former; if it is not my quoting
his very Obfervation in my Book of Fluxes
ong before the Hiftory of Phyfick appeared.
cannot go fo low for an An{wer to thefc
Doubts, as the Words in the Letter con.
cning Monmfteur le Clerc.  As 1 would fain
wagine bim, a Gentleman and a Scholar, I
ould as fain attribute bis Unfairnefs to the
it refleiting, bhow much below both Charac-

* D¢ Medic. fimp. fac. Lib. 8. ‘.
b 2 [ers
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ters his manner of writing would appeq
I rather lcave the Doftor to fettle them,
when he is farther to confider his Difco.

verics about Rbubarb.

But the farther our Hiftorian procecedsin
the material, ufcful, and neceffary Branches
of his Profcflion, the more he wandcrs from
the Argument; and cxpofes his own Weak.
ncfs: for whilc he pleads for Rbazes fil
making ufe of chymical Mecdicines, the
Bleffed Oyl, and the Oyl of Eggs arc ki
- Vouchers: the firft, no doubt, a chymic
Preparation, but not invented by Rhafes
The fccond, a merc Oy/ made by Expreflion
no chymical Preparation at all: The rcalo
of our Hiftorian’s Miftake, is its being mad
by the help of Firr, in frying the Eg
Rhafes docs not pretend firft to have made
this kind of Oy/, and Serapion (as le Cler
obfcrves) gives the Method of making i
before Rhbafes.

Dr. le Clerc, then, will readily confcf:
that there was a ehymical Qyl in Rbafes:
time; as on the other hand, Dr. Freznd mull
acknowledge, that the Oyl of Egys, d¢
{cribed by Rhbafes, is not a chymical Pre

paration;
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mration : confequently it is not a proof of
chymical Medicines being known at that
ime. Rhbafes is {o far from afluming to
him{elf the Invention of the Olenm Bene.-
diifum 5 that he tells us, * zhat 2t was kept
smong the Secrets of the Philofophers: from
whence, probably, it was called Oleums

Philofophorum.

Dr. Freind does not part with his Errors
cafily ;5 for (in the Letter) we are told,
t that the great Objeltion againft the Oy/ of
Eggs, is its being a fimple Procefs : which
Affirmation isvery falle ; the Obje&ion truly,
being againft its being any manner of ‘Procefs,
or chymical Preparation, as that Word Pro-
cefs 1s commonly underftood : but merely
an Oyl by Expreffion, which is altogether
different from a chymical Oy/, as every Apo-
thecary's Apprentice knows.

In the fame Letter, another evading Ar-
gument is produced, that the Oy/ of Eggs
was equally known to both the ‘Pbhyficians,
Rhafcs amd Avicenna. What then? is an
Oyl of Eggs by Expreffion a chymical Oyl,
becaufe Avicenna knew it? No: but there

® Antidot. lib. v. p. 557. 1 Pag. 40.
4. W28
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was a chymical Oyl of Eggs delcribed by
Avicenna, which Rhafes did not know,
which Example proves only, that Avicenng
knew more than Rbafés; and that the A
thor of the Lester is a very quibling, un
candid, Adverfary.

If any Sincerity may be fuppoled to re-
main with the Letter-writer; we find he
does not underftand the Difference between
a chymical and galemscal Medicine: for he
feems to believe; that every Medicine, that

is mentioned in a Book of Chymiftry, isa
chymical Medicine. Thus, an Oy/ of Nus.
meps, and of Mace, both made by Expref-
fion, may be found in [l.emery’s Book of
Chymifiry. A wretched Error, and eafily
difcovered if he writes to an Apothecary,
for either of thefe Oyls, alone, and not
mixed with any other thing, that may de.
termine the fort. But had thefe Gentle-
men (if two there be) confulted their Au-
thor, they had there found other Oyls made
by Expreflion ;s and without any Fire to
miflead them: as the Oyls of Anifeed, Fil-
birds, Almonds, Poppies, ¢rc. yet thefe arc
not thc more chymical Oyls, that they are
found in Lemery's Chymiltry. Nothing 13

11101
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morc grofs than this Pretence. It is plain,
then, that the Defence is a pure Trick, and
Impofition; and the Hiffory of Phyfick was
Jtogether defigned to impofe upon Men,
nd not to inftru¢t Phyficians.

What has been faid of Oy/ of Bricks, is
equally true of Quickfilver killed and fub-
imed ; that it was a chymical Preparation,
ut fo well known, in the time of Rbafes,
hat it {feems to have been invented long
efore him: becaufe he prefcribes Reme-
lics againft its Injuries, which were more
ymmon, and better known, than if it had
een lately tried. But as this Account from
Yhafes muft be admitted, becaufe Sublima.
wn is a chymical Operation; {o, on the
ther hand, we may wonder why the fame
Operation, and Diffilling thould not have
he fame meaning in Avicenna; notwith-
anding that we find more Preparations of
hat kind in the laft, than in Rbafes. Avi-
enna propofcs to curc brackifh, and other
nwholefome Waters by ‘Diftilling : He fpcaks
0t making Rofe-water by Dittilling, and
ot only tells us that this Water is a great
oraial, but even kept it a Secret. And
herefore if Dr. Freind had any degree of
the
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the Candor, in admitting fublimate M.
cury to be a chymical Preparation 5 he muyj
far rather confels, that Avicemma purify
common Water by ‘Diftillation, and fublim
ed, or diftilled, a Water from Rofes: whid
is the firft diftil’d Water, ever mentioned
Befides; it was a Cordial, and is ufeful j
Fainting, which no Preparation of Rofi

was before noted for; yet this Quality Phy.
ficians found true by their own Experience

and Dr. Freind confirms in the cafe of the
Emperor Alexius.

However plain this Account is; yet 4
vicenna muft not be allowed to know Ryfe
water; becaufe he does not inftru& us i
the manner of making it. Befides; Phy.
ficians mifunderftand him, becaufe a D
coction of a Plant is fometimes called its

Watcr: as a Decoltion of Barley is calle
Barley-water.

And firlt; it is no manncr of proof d
Avicenna’s not knowing Rofe-water,becauft
he does not teach us the manner of making
it; for firft, it was a Secret for above !
hundred Years : and Dr. Freind deliberatc

mifleads us, when he affirms that Mefw
Wi
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was the Inventor, becaufe he gives us the
method of preparing Rofe-water: whereag

efue, {peaking of the Virtues of Rofes,
and of fome Medicines prepared from them,
informs us that { Water,wbherein Rofes have
heen infufed, is detergent ;5 but Water dif-
illed from Rofes is flrengthning ; or is a
Cordial. Here is nothing of the manner of
making Rofe-water, as the ‘Dolfor aflured
us there was. |

But the Falfenefs of this kind of Argu-
ent farther appears, from the daily cuftom
f Phyficians ; who do not give the manner
of making any Preparation they prefcribe,
ot every time they mention its Virtues.

¢ do not find, for Inftance, the manner
ot making Philonium Romanum, or Tintura
acra, in Fresnd's Bills, no more than of
he way of making Rofe-water in Avicenna:
we ought not then to conclude, that Dr,
Freind does not know the manner of mak-
ing Philonsum, tho' he did not know, that
it had long been kept a Jecret ; and far lefs,
that Avicenna did not know the manmer of
Prcparing Rofe-water.

t De fimplic. fol. 34. pag. Ul.
C As
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As to the ufe of Agqua Hordei, and D..
coitum Hordei s that Ambiguity is fo {mal|
that I never yet heard of any Confufion oc.
cafioned thereby. Befides; the Cordzal Qua
lity of Rofe-water, never attributed to the
Decoltion of Rofes, is more than fuficien
to determine the Senfe in the prefent cafe,

But to profecutc this Argument farthe
than is ncceffary ;5 we muft ftill hear Dr
Freind’s Defender, tho” that be to hear mor
trifling only, and fome voluntary Falfifica
tions. And firlt, this Rofe-water muft b
only a Decoition ; becaule Plempius tran
flates it Agua, and Swuccus Rofarum. Her
indecd is no manncr of Ambiguity ; an
what Tranflation, or what Ufe, ever ren
der’'d Succus a ‘Decoltion? So foolifh is thi
‘Defender, or what Fools does he fuppol:
his Recadcers to be?  Yet in the Profecutio
of this Argument the Defender proves him
fclf morc Knave than Fool.

For we arc told that Mefue calls Roft |
water Aqua infufionis Rofarum ; then th
Letter-writer artfully divides the Sen

tence fo, that the Parts of it do not mec
agl!
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ggain in two Pages. The firft is altogether
#lfe, and the Separation a Zrick. Thefe
ae the Words of Mefue ;s Aqua cui infufe
int Rofe, mundum facit, terget, purgat ;
ver Sublzmationem vero, falta, multum robo-
rat, &c. The firlt part of this Scntence is
falfified, merely for the benefit of the Word
Agqua, and thereby to work in a Water of
the Infufion of Rofes: and this Water is of
sreat ufe in the Forgery ; for thus it is pafled
for the Rofe-water of the Arabians; and
next it is cold, and cures a Symcope like
ommon cold Water. WHho mult ot ap-
plaud the Wit of our Author, even when
he deftroys the Words of Mefue ;5 who
caches us to make a Znifure of Rofes, that
s detergent ¢

The Letter is not {o happy in the Cot-
mption of the latter part of the Sentence,
after it is parted from the firft: for the 47/-
tilled Rofe-water is only mentioned 5 with-
out the leaft Hint about making it: which
Dt. Freind affirmed, was done. The De-

hfender, indeed, has puzzled the Caufe; and
thus gives a greatcr Handle for wrangling
than before. The Equivocation, formetly,

tiened upon FHater, and Decoéfron ; but our
C 2 ingenious

“
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ingenious Author adds Fuice, and Tzncture,
cither of them will admit of great Changes,

as a witty Hiftorian will employ them.

There is Juftice due to the Grace, as well
as the /7it, of our Author; who, on this
Occafion, beyond his Cuftom, {cems to be
under Confufion and Shame : for, after all
his Labour, he cannot avoid asking Quarter
of his Antagonilt; If the Writer will not
allow, that Mefue bere [peaks of the manne
of making it (Rofe-water) by Chymifiry, the
Doctor will be [atisfy'd; if st be allowes,
that he mentions at all the diftilld Rofe
water. This Petition is granted: for Me
fue mentions nothing befides Rofe-water
diftilled, becaule he knows not any other;
but Freind undertook to fhew how this
Rofe-water was diftilled, and that from M-
fue; which Promife is not performed.

It may be necdlefs to obferve, that as Rofe.
water was eftcemed a gencrous Cordial by
all Authors, after Avicenna s fo the mak:
ing ufc of it, in Cales of a Syncope, 15 i
confiderable Proof of this wew Preparatici
of Rofes having other Qualitics than any

others as Mefie exprefly obferves : which
;o;'dial_
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ordial Quality render’d it ufeful in the Pre-
ciption of Avicenna 5 and in the very Cafe
f the Emperor Alexzus, mentioned in the
Hiffory of ‘Phyfick ; which Cafes the Lezter-
futhor would reprefent to be very different :
ut it is very plain, that he has not any No.-
ion of the Difeafe; for he {eems to frame
o him(eif as different Species of a Syzncope,
sare the different Adminiftrations for cu.-

ng 1t.

But as a Symcope, however it may be oc-
Yioned from Fear or Evacuations, dorc.
sa Fatling in the Spirits; whereby the
ieart  1s more immediately affeted: So
he Indication of curing it, is by relieving
he §pzrits themfelves ; or by giving of Cor-
uls, fuch as Rofe-water is {uppoled to be.
‘e muft then conclude, that there are not
lifferent Species of a Symcope; becaufe we
ften find People, in that Condition, are
rought up by [prinkling cold WWater on their
aces, or by drimking it: and as this is the
dict Remedy, {o it 1s moft commonly
ide ufe of in this kind, even when it a-
lics from an over-Evacuation by Bleeding,
0¢. 1 fhould dclire this Author to cxplain

e different Methods of Relief; but that I
find
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find him not to have any Genius to Trut),
or Knowledge. Indeed, he has fhewn f
much Ignorance in the Cafe of a Syncope
that I fhould rather fufpe& his Purging and
Bleeding for the curing it, than of his giy.
ing a Cordial; except, perhaps, in fuch,
Cafe as that of Alexius; and even then
his Notion of the Difeafe is wrong, tho
the Praltice fhould prove right ; becauf
the difappearing of an Eruption docs no
denote the Caxnfe of the Syncope, but i
the £ffec? only. But this general Obferva
tion I would recommend- to our Author,

for the good of Mankind, and to prcven
farther Effufion of Blood.

However; it is evident, that Avicenn
fitft mentions dzffzifd Rofe-water 5 whichis
thc Queflion under Confideration: and:
the Author of the Letter is wilfully guilt
of this unfair Quotation, he deferves (toul
his own Words) to be clafs'd amongft th
moft mercenary Pens. Avicenma bears :
better Charatter with Mr. Savi//, the bene
ficent lounder of the Profcflion of Afire
nomy, and Geometry, in Oxford, thanis
here allowed him by thefe half-bred Oxford

Scholars : for we find, in his fccond L&
2 tire
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tre upon FEuclid, that he thought him fu-
perior to Galem. Avicenna formed the Art,
whereas Galen wrote occafionally, and with-
mt Order, upon fundry Subjeits, as they
iffered.

I am heartily tired in going thro’ the Mif-
reprefentations, falfe Quotations, and Blun-
ders of Dr. Freind, and his Defender; and
[thonld willingly leave Dr. /e Clerc to the
Juigment of any common Reader, who
vill eafily difcover; that neither A4¢fua-
nus was converfant with the Arabian Phy-

fick, nor Dr. Freind with French, or Phar-
macy : but as this Author has taken an un-
expeted turn about a Noftrum, Aftuarius
believes belong’d to Hrppocrates; which
Nofirum, or the Crown, thatis faid to have
attended it, have turned the Doétor from
his former general Afertion, of every one
being a Quack that had a fecrer Medicine,
and of every Prefcription confifting of ma-
ny Simples for its Compofition being a
Quack Bill, and the Medicinc itfelf a Quack
Medicine : and, I hope, there is no Quac-
kers in the Reformation.

Aftuarius,
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Auarius, after fixteen hundred yeay
dead Silence, affirms g that Hippocrates ha
a fecret Mcdicine, wherewith he cured the
Plague ; and that, for this Service, he re
ceived a Crown; and Dr. Freind fhews
how well he can maintain contrary Pofi
tions, in fupporting this Fable of A¢tuarius.
for, in time, he may expelt a Coronet fo
fome imaginary Curcs by fome JSecrer.

Dr. Je Clerc had expofed, in his Plan, thi
fabulous Pretence of Actuarsus, and give
no Credit to the Reward of acivick Crown.
the laft he calls a very Tale, and the firft he
thinks inconfiftent for Hippocrates to fathe
a Medicine fo compounded, bcyond hi
Cuftom, or the Knowledge of his Timcs:
cipccially, that this Secrer was not heard o
in fixtcen hundred yecars.

Both thefe Argumecnts {cem to be very
prefling and conclufive; but Dr, Freind ve
hemently oppofes /Je Clerc with very little
reafon: and we muft go to his Second fo
clearing up this long and dark timc of ab
folute Silencc. For as to the Objeltion,
{ays the Letter, that no other Author wier

Jions
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tims this Antidote as compos'd by Hippo-
rates, ¢ is by no means a proof, that A&u-
rius forg’d it, or even that it was not ufed
y Hippocrates bimfelf.  For at 1his rate of
rouing, one might [ay, the Compofition we
ww have of the Mithridate is not genuine,
canfe Cellus does not deferive ¢t.

The Anthor of the Letter fairly gives up
he Queftion in the firft Argument; wherein
¢ graints that Acfuarins is the firlt Perfon
vho mentions this Secrer Antidote; and
it {fccond Argumecnt is no Proof nor Sup-
ot of the forimer; becaufe we have the
ithridate defcribed by Celfis, and nothing
t Hippocrates's Antidote before Aftunarius,
plo lived fixteen hundred years after him.
ides; this Argument could not prove

y thing, if we had ncver heard of M;-
nidate before Galen s for the Reccipt might
ty well have been preferved for fo fmall
time, and when therc wcre very few Phy.

ans that wrote between the times of Ce/-

fand Galen : whereas this is a mere Fable,

ning a door to any Pretender to an ane
it Secret.

4 When

“
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WhenDr. le Clerc peremptorily demands
how Aftuarius came by this Receipt, afte
its being unknown for {o many Centurics
o that no Author mentions it ;5 the Letter
writer, wretched Creature, is at lat force;
to take Shelter in a May-6e. Might w
feveral of thefe Authors, which are n
loff to us, have inferted it into their Works
This Argument equally proves the Antiquit
of the Alcoran, as of Dr. Freind’s Noftru
Had any fuch Books exifted, fo late as 4
tuarius, we fhould, more than probabl
had a better account of them. The Rel

tion then of the Sccret of Hippocrates is ve
idle, and very abfurd.

Aeétius, inlits the Letter, gives us ans
count of a great many Compofitions of the 4
tients. s therefore every idle Story th
may be found in every Book true? Aeu
cither gives us memorable Opinions of P
ficians near his own time, and when the
Books might be commonly read, or ¢
he takes them from Authors of Credit
Integrity : whercas the Legend of a Rece
is trump'd up without any Foundation, i

after a long Silence of fixtgen hundred ye
Tl
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hisexcellent Amaflcr of Opinions, and
refcriptions, did not chiefly co_lle& from
dlen, as Freind erroneoufly affirms; and
o' he took the Receipt of the Philonium
'om him, yet he is more obliged to Crito,
Difciple of Acron of Agrigentum, than to
alen s and had Dr. Freind taken it likewife
rom him, he never could have fallen into
he Blunder of commending Philo’s No-
rum, for never having been a Secrez. We
ay therefore conclude, that this pretended
§uret of Hippocrates is a very Tale.

But as Dr. Freind {eemas now difpofed to
hange his former Opinion, about fecret
edicines, and to believe with learned
en, that Phyficians, in all Ages, had their
Ircana ; 1 hope he will hereafter found his
belief upon a better Bafis than this glaring
flomance of a Civick-Crown. Let the Doc-
or be perfuaded, that /e Clerc fhould have
had an unanfwerable Proof againft this pre-
ttnded Secret of Hippocrates; if ancient
Phyficians had not commonly had their Se-
rets 3 and as no body has with equal Ac-
wracy writ the Lives of the ancient Greek
Phyficians,in Freind's Opinion,as Dr.Je Clere ;
o he muft likewife belicve, that the having
d 2 of
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of Secrets was very common among learncq
Phyficians. For had not the Cuftom begp
common, Hippocrates could not bc fup-
pofed to have had an Arcanum ; becaufe no

learned Phyfician ever had; as Dr. Freind
has formerly affirm’d.

Dr. Freind has, hitherto, been very un.
happy, whatever fide of the Queftion he ha
undertaken to fupport : His prefent Change
proves him mightily miftaken, when he af
firmed, that the Ancients had not Arcana.
more ; when he commendced one of the
beft concealed Secrets, for its never having
been one. At laft; he fets up for a No
Strum vpon an idle Tale he finds in Aéfw
arius : but in the former Cafes there was
never a Crown; and the Noffra, on tha

account, might not be worth contending
for.

This fhort Account between Dr. Freind
and Dr. Je Clerc, is calily ballanced; whe
ther we confider their Errors, or their Rea.
dinefs to acknowledge them: The pretend
ed PerfeCtion of all Dr. Freind's Works docs
not prevent his extenuating many Errors,
nor his cxprefs Confeflion of fome; 1o

MOl
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nore than his affirming, that Je Clere's De.
-nder acknowledges moft of the Errors al-
dged againft that Phyfician, makes the
harge more true. Dr. /e Clere cannot be
blamed for acknowledging his Miftake, a-
out the Times of Oribafius, ¢rc. and that
e trufted too much to Rene Mobreaun for
hat piece of Hiftory : nor can Dr. Freind
be commended for his pretended Infalli-
bility, by never trufting to the moft learned
Hitorian 5 while he takes his account from
Fabricins, and is only more happy, by copy-
ng a better piece of Hiftory, than le Clerc
had from Morean. Bur the former State of
Faéts is fo manifeft, that it is needlefs to
compare them any more: I fhall therefore
icturn to the Lezter, and (hew how well he
has {upported Dr. Freind, againft the De-
fence of another Phyfician in the Qé4ferva-

ons on ‘Dr. Freind's Hiftory of Phyfick.

Tho’ the Charge againft this Author was
very grievous, and very diffcrent in its Na-
wre, from any Calumny brought aganft
e Clere ; yet we find nothing in the Letter-
writer, but delirous Complaints againft the
Obfervations, for the want of Wit, Man-

mers, &re.  All which proves Mr. Basllie to
hqvc
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have been in fo great ‘an Anger, as to have
loft his Wit; and that his Ravings are his
belt An(wer. A Phyfician may pratife fuc.
cefsfully 5 without his being converfant in
chronological Niceties, or his knowing
when chymical Medicines were firft intro-
duced into the Prattice of Phyfick; but if
any Perlon is a Quack, or an Empirick, (in
Dr. Freind's Language,) a Plagiary, or 1
Madman : Thefe affe&t the Benefit of a Pro.
feflion, and the Honour of the Phyfician
fo much ;3 that the Slanderer thould find 2
Punifhment in the Law, were not his Ac-
culations laid out of the letter of it; and
thus out of its reach. Yet every good Man
will acknowledge, that the Blafter of Repu-
tations is not the more innocent, that he
meets not with due Correétion.

Dr. Freind, according to his Cuftom,
affirms; that every Phyfician is a Quac
that keeps a Medicine fecrer ; becaufe the

Antients, nor learned Moderns, ’tis pre
tended, never did.

In the Obfervations we find the natural
Right of every Phyfician, in kecping, or dr
vulging, his Inventions maintained : as alfo,

ghat




[ xxxix ]}

that fome of the moft learned I’hyf icians,
ancient and modern, had always their Se-
crets.  Our Author does not go far for a
Proof 5 butjoins iffue with Dr. Freind upon
hisown Authors, and proves from them, that
the learned Ancients had Secrets: For in-
deed the Doctor's Arguments are very fur-
priling, how witty foever he may think
them : Ac&tius, fays he, colletted a multi-
tude of Receipts; particularly thofe, which
bad Geen much celeorated or ufed as No-
firums.  Will not any Reader believe that
Aetius gives full proof, that in his days, or
before him, there was never a Noftrum, or
a fecret Medicine ? Aetius we find affirms
the having of Secrets. Freind, upon the
Authority of Aetius, concludes the An-
ctents never had : moft irrefragable Logick.

As it is now agreed, that there were Je-
crets amang ancient Phyficians; fo the De-
fender admits of the Moderns having like-
wife Arcana ; thus the Learned among an-
clent and modern Phyficians had their Se-
¢rets, and were Quacks : great Honours
done to the moft ignorant Dcalers in hu-
man Flefth, who fupport by their /732, what
they want i sheir Learning, But the true

Con-

\
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Conclufion is, that lcarned Phyficians, why
invented . eflicacious Medicines, concealiq
them for. their own Ufe or Advantage, if
they thought fit: and I muft add, veny
much for :the Good of Mankind, and the

Honour of Phylick.

.Aetms, mdecd, gives an account of thef;
Secrets openly, and not in the manner they
had been concealed; which (hews, that Dy,
Freind knew no more of them, than as he
read them in that Author: his want of read-
ing mifled him into a very unwary Obfer
vation, that Aetsus gives thefe Noftra m
Charalter himfelf, nor recommends thew
from bis own Lxperience, as bhe does, very
defervedly, the Philonium; as if this had
never been a Noffrum. The Doltor, it is
cvident, did not know that Galen firft dif.
covered this Secret of “Phile’s 3 nor that /e
Clere gives this.:account, in his accurate

Hiftary of Phyfick.

-~ As the Author of the Letter has allowed,
that many of the beft Phyficians, Razional
as well as Empiricks, Ancient as well as
Modern, had their Arcana s {o he makesno
manner of Defence of his Charge of Pls-

gid"iﬁﬂn
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iarifm, in frealing an Oyntment from Fallo-
ws: and thus its Inventor being acquit-
ed of a heavy Crime, he was malicioufly
harged with, Freind's gentle Readers have
ave to believe; that an ufeful Oyntment
as invented by the Perfon, injured by him.
nd I defire every body to believe, that
ere are more than two Recezpts in the
ook of the Gomorrbea ; tho' the Doltor
nd the Servstores have thought fit tradi-
onally, to confine them to that fmall nunts
r,

It is, indeed, more furprifing, that the
itty Letter-writer had nothing to offer,
1 Vindication of the Doéor’s artful cor-
pting, both Avenzoar, and Alchindus 3
at the firt, thro’ the later, might aflift
m to the Calumny, he flants on the Pro-
em, for determining the Dofes of Purging
d Vomiting Medicines. Was the Falfifi-
tion fo very grofs, that a mighty st
uld not poflibly wipe it off?

Dr. Fresnd's advancing Avenzoar, for this
ttended Scrvice, among the number of
onal Phyficians, no lefs expofes his Va-
ty, than his Attempt on an allowed De-

¢ - monftration,
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monftration, whereby thc Dofes of t
mcntioned Medicines arc detcrmined. Dy
he envy the Happine(s of Men that mig)
now fafcly take Medicines, which had con
monly provcd fatal? Or did he fear, th
Mcn, beyond their Cuftom, would hay
too grateful a Senfc of their Delivery? T,
Envy we find, that provokes the ‘Docto
for that has always attended Glory; an
they, who moft excel others, have alwyy
been fubjet to the moft licemtious Detra

tion.

What can redound more to the Hono
of Phyfick, than to convince Men, that!
is no longer a precarious Art, but a dems
firative Science : that the juft Complaint o
the great Hippocrates, of Experience ben|
fallactous, is rcmoved; and that an es
Ffudement may be made of what paffes b
forc us? Experience taught us little befor
this: for the hcight of the beft Phyfician
Knowledge, was that a Medicine did purge
onec more gently than another: and that, ¢
the Expence of many Lives, while the mal
lcarned Phyficians, every where, complai
cd; that the dofing of the mentioned Me

dicines was fo very difficult, as to be alto
1 geth!
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pether conjeftural.  Experience was the
reat Precence of Empiricks, who zealoufly
ontcnded, that our Reafon had no place
Phyfick. Medicines, (ay they, muft dif-
v, according to the Nature of the Country
vherein they are to be adminiftred ; and one
irt s wanted in Rome, another in Agypt,
wd @ third in France. This Obje&ion is,
ow, removed by the Solution : becaufe all
s Difference is perfeltly difcovered, and
¢ may equally prefcribe as if there were no
fference in the mentioned Countrics.

And therefore the Mezhod of the Solution

s plainly reftores Phyficians to the ufe of
cit Reafon, for curing “Difeafes; as the
olution itfclf renders the Adminiftration of
urong and vomzting Medicines {afe : how-
ver whimfical or mad that Attempt is re-
refented, by the witty Dr. Freind.

Mr. Batllie, 1 know, charges the Solu-
on with Qbfcursty, and wantof /st : both
bhich, in fome Senfe, may be truc. For
hat has Wit to do with Demontflration ;
nle(s it be, to makec the People believe,
it thefe witty Men underftand it? juft {o,

¢ Obfcurity of a Demonftration confifts
C 2 not

“
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not in the thing, but in the Perfon wi
does not apprehend it. Thus Euclid, §
Ifaac Newton, érc. arc void of Wit, a
full of Obfcurity. Thus the witty Wor
of Dr. Freind, like Almanacks, are all wi
for an enfuing year; tho' his Defender b
not lived half that time ; and the Books th;
have occafioned Envy and its attending C;
lumny, are every where rcad and commeng
ed; as they will hereafter, if Freind is
better Prophet, than he is a Phyfician.

Before 1 put an end to this Preface, fom
account is cxpeéted of the pretended Ip
rance of thc Phyficians in London ; t
Hiftory of Phyfick roundly charging them
for not being capaole to diftingusfb one Di
eafe from another; a gricvous Accufation
only to render them Foils to the “Doéf!

Luftre!

This Charge is too general to be true; fo
was it {0, more Phyficians muft be compre
hended, than 1s mecant in the Calumny
and many morc Phyficians are like to fi
under the Imputation of Ignorance. b
fidess the diftinguifhing one Difcafe frorj

another is nothing fo cafy, as Dr. Fren
imagins;
|
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imagines 5 and is not, on that account, any
proof of the prefent Ignorance of Phyfi-
cians, The Sagacity of many ancient Phy.
ficians was, inthis Cafe, very fingular; and
their Skill, of colleting Difcafes from the
Sick, very perfe&t; ncver failing to tally
with Nature to this day. It fhould then be-
come an unpardonable Crime, to be a Stran-
ger to thefe Defcriptions, Phyficians have
anciently, and faithfully recorded; while
the Difficulty of collefting them, from the
Sick, is at this time very great. Every Phy-
ician ought, readily, to rehearfe the Sym-
toms of a Difeafe he is ask’d about; and
there is none in the College, who has not
undergone this Tryal. And therefore, Dr,
Freind doces every Phyfician, in the College,
the greateft Injuftice, when he charges them
with this kind of Igmorance.

The great Difhiculty of colle@ing the men-
tioned Symproms from the Sick, for diftin-
guithing a Difeafe, as often arifes from a
want of Sagacity, as the being Strangers to
the Defcriptions of the Ancients. Sure it
is5 that we never can fail, in diftinguifhing
one Difeafe from another, but when we are
feft defedive in the moft perfet Knowledge

| of
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of ancient Phyficians: and when Phyficians
difter about the proper Name of a Difeafe,

they are. more or lefs to be charged, - with
their want of Phyfick Language.

We may find the dittinguithing Difeafes
is not fo eafy, as Dr. Freind pretends ; the
flow Fever ftill deftroying in England, and
in many parts of Exrope,had (welled the Bills
of Mortality for feven yearss and yet fo
little was it ditingunithed, that a flow Fever
was reprefented as an impoflible, and un-
heard of Diltemper; and I was no lefs the
Subjet of their #7t, as the Fever itfelf. A
wervous Difeafe, Vapours, and fuch gencral
Expreffions, and cant Difeafes, were fuffi
cient to raife the weekly Bills for many
years, and in 1723 to 3447 higher than the
preceding year: tho’ this very Fever has
been conftantly defcribed from Hippocrates
to Dr. Willis ; whofe Defcription is likewilc
very plain.,

Sit Richard Blackmore was the firft who
gave me an Opportunity of chaftifing this
Miltake, and indecent Mirth, of fome Phy-
ficians. He defcribed a ftrange Difeafc; 10

far he was to be commended: but failt;d
in
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in giving the Name it had among Phyfi-
cians, and thus betrayed his reading. This
Corre@ion had that good Effet; that, next
year, mention is made of a flow Fever in
the Hiftory of ‘Phy/fick, neither is there Scope
left for farther joking.

Thus we find it no eafy matter to diftin-
osuifh Difeafes; and yet, if a Work, fo per-
fett among ancient Phyficians, feems to be
now loft among fome great Phyficians; what
melancholy Confiderations offer, about
thefe great Men knowing their Nature and
the Method of curing them, fo imperfeétly
handed down from ancient Times. A fow
Fever is wittily compar'd to a bard Swell-
ng, or a Scirrbus s and they who know
lcaft of the Difeafle, pretend to be the beft
Curers of it. Too liberal a ufe of “Diapho-
eticks without proper Evacuations are, juft.
ly condemned ; without being able to thew
vhen the firft is too liberal; or, in the
leaft, letting us into the grand Noffrum of
Propriety. This lalt year has fufficiently
Ufproved moft Evacuations; by the frequent
burials occafioned by them, and all for want
of knowing the Noffrum. Nay; woc be
0 the People, that are otherwife treated ;

for
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for Difeafes are entailed on them, worf;

than Death. This is mew and witey Phy.
fick; well deferving publick Confideration,

This Preface is longer than I defigned,
tho’ not fo long as Dr. Freind expetted ; yet
I muft add one picce of Hiftory; becaufec it
fhews the Dottor’s applauded Exaétnefs, in
relating the Difcoveries of Phyficians: for
he reads every thing himfelf, as he pretends;
and never trufts to any other Hiftorian in
his Accounts of Authors.

Oribafius, fays the Do&tor, gives us the
ficlt account of the falsvary Glans, which s
either omstted by Galen, or is loft togethe
with fome of Galen’s Works. But it feems
Galen was not worthy Dr. Freind's reading;
for if he had, he might there have found
* QOribafius’s account in o many Words
Oribafius did well to copy Galer in his ac
curate Defcription; but Freind has nothing
to value himfelf on his Reading.

®* Book XI. of the ufe of the Parts; and in the Book of
the Voice, and Breath,

An AN
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An ANSWER, &
OCTOR Frewmnd having be<
D gun his Hiftory of Phyfick
. where Do&or /e Clerc ends,
thought himfelf obliged to take fome
notice of the later; of which he fpeaks
very favourably. Fremd certifies ;
{ That be bas always bad a great opi=
non of the Learning and Judgment
whoich this Author bhas fhewn in the
three parts (of the Hlﬂzory of Phy-
ick) already publifbed. In them,
continues Dr. Freind, be brought dvwn
tve Hiflory to the end of Galen’s 2zme ;
and having fearched into bss Works,
and snto thofe of all the Writers, who
preceded bim for above fix hundred

T Dr. Freind's Hit, of Phyf. part I. pag. 1.
B

years,
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years, be put together his Memoir
not only with indefatigable [ndz/ﬂry,
but with exquifire Skill, &c. But it is
furprlf ng that he has not the fame
opinion of the Sappkmem to that
Work, in the new Edition, publifhd
n 1723.
I. § In this Edstion, fays Docor
Freind, we bave a Plan (comtatning
fifty (1x pages) which be defigns_floould
ferve for a continuation of the Hiffory,
down to the middle of the v6rh (the
title by miftake fays the 17th) Centa-
7y; a [pace of 1200 Yyears, and iw
large vo be well explamned n fo fhoors
a Sketch, tho' be bad not filled half of
1t with relatmg all the obliure Yargon
and Nonfenfe of that illiterate Enthu-
fraff Paracellus.
You defire thar I would fend you
my Thonglts of this Piece: I muff own

3 Ibid. pag. 2.
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Jwifb I conld grve 1t the fame Cha-
raiter, which the former very juflly
deferved. But 1t feems to me not only
a very smperfect and fuperficial per-
srmance , but i many particulars,
maccurate, and errvoneous, &c. It is
Jof confequence to examine this heavy
charge of Dr. Fremd, Paragraph by
Paragraph.

One weuld hardly think that afcer
Al the €commendations, fo liberally
beftowed by him on Dr. /e Clerc’s H:-
ory of Phyfick, he thould fpeak, in
the manner he does, of what he calls
the Supplement to that Work, tho
ritten by the fame Author. Bur it
ill be no difficulc matter to fhew
hat he has not had 2 juft idea of the
mall piece he fo 7a/bly condemns.
Or, Fremmd is miftaken in feveral
oints,  Firft, he has not underftood
hat Dr. le Clerc’s meaning was by
hefe words, Effay dun Plan pour
' B2 [fervir
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Sesvsy & la continuation de U Hifloire
de la Medscine. Which is in Englfh,
An Eflay of a Plan to ferve for a con-
tinuation of the Hifiory of Phyfic,
He thought, no doubr, that it was
the fame thing as if Dr. Clerc had faid,
that that Plan was a continuation, o
a fequel of the Hiftory of Phyfuck;
whereas the Author has only mean
it as a Plan, or Rough-dranghz, which
might be of ufe to fuch as would un-
dertake to bring that Hiftory down t
the time he has mentioned. He open:
ly declares in the Advertifement which
is at the head of his Hiftory of Phy:
{ick, that be 5 not 1n a condition to i
about [o grear a Work as the continua
tson of the three firft Books of that
Hiftory would be. However, fays he
10 ’anfwer in fome meafure the defi
of thofe who would be glad to fee th
continuationy I'll endeavour to draw

kind of Rough-draught of fuch aWorh
. .. ’
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w give a general idea of the manner
how I think one [fbould go about 12, in
rder 30 compafs fuch a defign with

wccefs.
This was Dr. le Clerc’s aim. He

ever once pretended to give a con-
inuation of what he had written be-
fore: and, in feveral places of his Plan,
e carefully diftinguifhes between his
kerch, and @ comtinnation of the Hif-
pry of Pbhyfick; which he prefumes
0 body has hitherto undeitaken to
rite. To be fatisfied of the truth
f it, one may but caft ones eye up-
n the fecond Paragraph of chis Plan,
shere Dr. Je Clerc, after a fhort men-
on of Orsbafius’s Colleions, con-

nues thus: F Aétius bas done the
ame thing: He likewsfe bas colletted

bat be found befl in the Books of the
"byficsans who bad gone before bim.
One may, in a continuation of

} Pag. 766.

this
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this Hiftory, fay on what accoun
thefe Phyficians are named by Aétis,
and fearch if there be wno mentuy
made of them any where elfe. 1t
manifeft ; that he {peaks of this Con.
tinuation, as of a"Work differing from
the Plan, and which ftill remains t
be done. -

We may likewile obferve, that i
many Plaées, Dr. le Clerc addrefls

himfelf to thofe who will undertake
the Continuation of the Hiftory o

Phyfick, in relation to fome things he
thinks of importance to the Hiftory,
pointing out to them the Places where
they may be beft difpofed.

Thus he advifes (pag. 767, whichis
only the third of the Plan) that as be bss
in bis Hiflory given a laft of all the aif-
tempers defiribed by Hippocrates, #
world alfo be of great ufe, to draw up
one of all thofe treated of by Oribafius

Aétius, Alexandet, Trallianus, a7
| Paulus
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paulus AEgineta, zhe number of which
greatly exceeds the other ; and thenhe
fhews what might be the ufe of this
aft lift,

Mr. Freind goes on, as has been
fhewn above, and fays, that Mr. /Ze
Clerc's Plan, containing but 56 pages,
annot ferve for a comtinuation of the
flory, down to the middle of the
16th Century; a fpace of 1200 years,
nd confequently too large to be com-
rehended in fo fhort a Sketch. Sure
he DoGor has not taken notice that
his Very Plan is not 2 complete piece,
Dr. le Clerc baving brought 1t dywn
wtto Paracellus nclufrvely ; being bhin-
tred from complesing 1t by feveral in-
ipofitsons : Thefe are the very words
fthe Bookfellers in their Advertife-
ent at the end of the Book. If he
«d continued it to the 16th Century,
reven to the 17th, as it was his de-
gn o do, the twa. latter Centuries
3 " would
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would have furnifhed him wich mogs
matter than the r200 years, mention
ed by Dr. Freind; which, if it hy
been, the number of pages, or ¢
{heets, had been greater, Dr. Frem
again finds fault with Dr. le Clerc, fo
filling balf of the $6 pages of ih
Plan with relating all the obfcure Jar
gon and Nonfenfe of Paracel{us: Som
perhaps may be found who are not o
his mind. It was of too great a con
cern to the Hiftory of Phyfick, eif
ther to flight Paracelfus, or only t
{peak of him en paffant, and not
lay him open. As much an Ewrhs
Sfraft as he was, it cannot be deni¢
that among the extravagancies wit
which his Writings abound, and whi
have been related to fhew evident
the chara&er of the man; that o
might learn not lightly to give cred
to and take his word for all he fay
even when his judgment is - foundek
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It cannot be denied, Ifay, that there are
ot many ufeful things inhim. A great
many will think that there has not
even been enough faid of this Innova-
or; the moft famous that ever was

in Phyfick.

Do&or Fremd afhrms at laft,
that Do&or /e Clerc’s Plan feems to
m not only a very imperfe& and
wperficial Performance, but m many
articulars innaccurate and erroneous.
ndeed this 'Plan, I own, is imperfe?,
nthat, as I have juft now obferv'd,
s not completed. It may again
tlook’d upon as fuperficial ; the Au-
or having but lightly touch’d the.
atters he treats upon: Bur, in this
ipet, he might ufe his liberty, it

t being his defign to inlarge more

an he has done. But as to the er-

s, there is no Excule ; the Author is

celfarily anfwerable for them.

! C II. Le
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1L, Mr. le Clerc, fays Mr. Friend,
t places Oribafius, /Erius, Alexander,
and Paulus, all, without any diffn-
tion, 1n the fourth Century: Whereas
the firft only lived in that Century,
and the others flourifhed but in the
fifch, fixcth, and even in the feventh,
Dr. Fremd having marfhalled each of
thefe four Phyficians in their proper
order, as he thinks; and having cor-
rected this chronological Frror in Dr.
le Clerc, goes on thus: * [ maft con
fefs all our Hiftorsans, even the bef
of them, grve a very confufed acconnt
of the Age, wherein vhefe Wrner
li'd; and are fo carelefs, asto be ve
vy well convénted, if they come withm
o bundred, or. two bundred vyears ¢
their true.time. Then he. comes «
Vander Linden, who, {ays he, ¥ thin
it-very uncertain whether Alexandet

t Pag. 3. * Ibid. } Pag. 3.

Slourifloe
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flonrifbed in 6oo, 413, or 360.
Thence he paffes on to the Author of
Bibliothec. Literar. N. 2. 4. T who
fets down the age of thefe Phyficians

1hus

A C.
Oribafius — — 350
Alexander — — 360
Aty  ——  —— 400
Paulus —  —— 420

and who finally by a fimall mifiake of

abont 800 years makes Diocles Cary/-
ttus to live in A. C. yo0. Dr. Freind,
after thefe Remarks, lays a great ftrefs
upon the necefficy of clearing up thefe
chronological Points, and concludes
n this manner: * Thefe, perbaps, at
frf} fight, may feem to fome mere
chronelogscal wmicetses: But I believe,
npon reflection, they will acknowledye,
that unlefs this pont, i. e. the age of

+ Pag. %, §, * Pag. o,

C2 every



S ar
every Author be firfl cleared up, any
biftorscal detail of the flate of Phy.
Sick muft be extremely defeflive, &,
What Dr. Frend alledges about the
confufion caufed in Hiftory by chro.
nological Errors, is true in general;
but, in this refpect, fome diftinction;
muft be madc. The miftake concern.
ing the time Drocles lived in, 1s a ca-
pital one indeed, fince, in effedt, i
overthrows the chronological order of
the Hiftory of Phyfick. It is not fair
then to put this Error in parallel with
thar committed on account of the four

Phyficians ju& now mentioned, (as it
fcems Dr. Liernd has had 2 mind to
do) which Dr. fe Cleic was led into

by f()llowing Rene Morean *. The

* This Author, whom Dr, /e Clere quotes as his
Authority, fays that Oribafius flourithed about 4.C.
330, Aétins in 350, Alexander in 360, and Paulus W
3%0.  After 10 precife an Account, Dr. le Clere nevet
thought of d:ﬂruﬁmg fo lcarned a Man, and one 0
well verfed in Antiquity as Adorean was.  This rel-
ance ic is, that hindered him trom cxaminiug morec nar
vowly into the thing, and led him into that miftake.

difference
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difference is very great; and there is
even here a fingular circumftance,
which hinders this laft Error from cau-
fing hardly any confufion in the Hifto-
ry of Phyfick ; vsz. that thefe four
Phylicians, who are the only Phylfi-
cians of their time,whofe Writings have
come down to us, ftand, as it were, by
themfelves; I mean they are intirely
eparate from thofe who have gone
before, or come after them. The
better to underftand chis, one muft
know that Oribafius, who is the firfk
n order, lived, as all Authors agree,
inthe fourth Century; and that there
nas not been any Phyfician in the third
nown to us either by his Writings,
ot by any other manner, unlefs it be
tephen ot Athens only, who is rec-
oned the laft of the ancient Greek

Phylicians.  If Orsbafius then could
ot have any thing at all to do, eicher

ith relpe&t to time or order, with
2 this
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this Phyfician,who indifputably preced.
ed him: Panlus, the laft of the four i
queftion, has 21/ lefs to do in the {am
refPe& with the Phyficians who hav:
fucceeded him. The reafon of it ;
the great Chafim which every on
knows is in this place of the Hiftor
of Phyfick: Nowuus, who lived in the
tenth Century, being the firft of the
Greek Phyficians after Parnlus, whol
Writings have reached us.  This N
aus fourifhed alfo fome time befor
the earlieft Arabran Authors who have
written of Phyfick.

Dr. Freind, moreover, would glad:
ly give us to underftand, that all th
World, before bim, had intirely becy
ignorant of the time wherein we ougft
o place Oribafius, and the othe
three Phyficians mentioned by him
For I don’t fee that he quotes any Au
thor for his Voucher., However, I
is an eafy matter to fec that he is 1

debte
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debted for his Difcovery to the learned
Fabrictus, who has largely treated up-
on this Queftion in the 8th and r2th
Volumes of his Bzblioth. Grec. tho
Dr. Fresnd has not thought fit to quote
him, in order to give himfelf the Ho-
nour of being the firft Difcoverer of it.
Dr. Fresnd may indeed have cleared it
up a lietle; but, neverthelefs, it muft
be allowed that the original Difcovery
belongs intirely to Fabricwus; or ac
leaft, that he has unravell'd this mat-
ter before Dr. Fremd.

ITI. This laft Gentleman is unfor-

wnate in his Guefles, when he fays,
t that Mr. le Clerc beflows no more
than three pages upon all thefe four
Authors; and thinks this a [ufficient
reafon to grve for 18, that they were
Compilers, That was not the rea/ir
why he has beflowed no more than

{ Pag. 10.
three
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three pages upon thefe Authors; i
was becaufe his defign was to give on.
ly a general account of the Contents
of their Writings leaving to thofe
who wil! continue the Hiftory of Phy.
fick the care of doing what he fugge{ls
befides, for enabling them to give 2
greater knowledge of thefe ancient Phy.
ficians. Among the things Dr. /e Clec
hasthought neceflary for that purpole,
he has advifed the making a lift of the
Names of all the Difeales they mention,
in order to compare it with that he has
given of the Diftempers mentioned in
the Writings of Hrppocrates; in order
to obferve how much longer that which
he propofes to make is than the former,
*T70 this Catalogue, {ays Dr. le Clerc,
Should feem ueceflary vo fubjoin a de-
Jeripraon of thofe Diflempers, their
Symptoms, Canfes, &c. bus this would

¢ Pag. %67,
pi’O‘Uf
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prove 200 tedwons a Work, and would
be read but by a few. It would be
beft, in my opinton, to refer to the Au-
thors themfelves, [uch as would be
hronghly inflrulted in all thefe. A-
lexander Trallianus conld alone, if one
\wonld, be fufficient to give a juft idea
of the Prattice of thofe Times, and
bis Book will not take np [fo much
nme in veading as thofe of others. If Dr.
ke Clerc had been at liberty to make

this Catalogue himfelf, he {hould have

had by that means an opportunity of
entring into a fort of detail of what
thefe four Phyficians fay, concerning
ome of the Diftempers they have
treated upon; and would not have

ul'd of fhewing what Notions were
eculiar to them, as Dr. Fremnd has

ndertaken to do. But Dr. /e Clerc
asno where {aid 2hat all of them were
nly Compilers. Itistrue, that [peaking

ngeneral, he has ranked them among
| D the

o
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the Compilets; and fo they were, 2
Dr. Fremd himfelf owns, fince he
himlelf {ays,  zhat the rwo firfs, and
the lafl were chsefly fuch. Dr. le Clerc
had already diftinguithed the third
who s Alexander Trallsanus, trom the
others, and had faid ‘he had mote the
air of an orzginal Writer than eithe
Orzbafins, or Astius, which Dt. Fremd
does but repeat after him. Dr. Fremd
confeffes agam, * that there -are n
a great many things n them tn pro
portion to the T butk of thesr Book
but fuchb as may be found in Gale
and others; and wei, adds he, fom
there are too, which ave new, and Par
tsculars, thatcannot be found any wher
elfe; and that may be of great ufet
Phyfick. Inall this Dr, e Clerc agre

with him. Juthe W ritings of thefe. P v

1 Pag. 10. * Ibid.

| The Works of Oribafins and of Aitius toget
All 760 folio pages in fdenry Stephen's Edition, !
print of which is tinall enough. Alexander Tralliars
and Panl Zgincta’s together make 300 pages.

clan
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cians,fays heinthe fame page, L may be
pickd, befides the greatcfi part of what
is already in the Book of thofe who bave
preceded them, divers things not to be
met with theve ; befides feveral Obferva-
tons peculrar to thefé four laft Authors,

[V. Dr. Freind, going onin his Cri-
tick upon Dr. /le Clere, accules him
with having faid ot Orzbafius and Ae-
teus, that they * furnsfb us with every
thing which s effentzal tn Fheory or
Prattice, particularly in Anatomy
and Surgery: But, adds Dr. Freind,
[ mufp obferve that Arius, i bis
ling Work, wtirely omus Anatomy,
and the ule ot the Parts, and what
s purely chirnrgical in bam is feartered
confufedly bere and there, and is im-
perfect, &c. Let us compare what
Dr. /e Clerc has faid with what has
juft been tranfcribed from Dr. Frend -
Thefe are his very Words: F7be/e two

I Pag. v67. * Pag. 11. 1 Pag, v66.
D2 L1~
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Authors, meaning Oribafins and Ai.

t1us, furnsfb us with every thing that
15 moft effentsal 1n the Theory, or Prac-

tice of Phyfick in general, and pary-
cularly in Surgery. Befides thefe they
grve an Account of Anatomy, Bota
ny, and the Drugs then in ufe, th
Oualitzes of the A, Water, Fod,
Baths, Exercifes ufeful for the Pre.
fervation of Health, &c. It 1s thy
plain, that Dr. /e Clerc never faid, a
Dr. Freimd would have us believe, and
who relates but a part of his Difcourf,
that each of thefe two Authors hid
{poken of every thing that concems
Phyfick in general, and Anatomy, and
Surgery in particular, as well as of
the other Articles juft now mentioned
Dr. le Clerc has faid, zhar thefe two
Authors  furnifb us wath all thef
things. And o they do, if you tak
them together. Befides; I do not un:
dcr&gpd Why Doctor Fremd, or his

T ran-
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Tranflator, for I have not feen the
Original, always writes Ftwus with a
inftead of writing it thus Aetzus,
ith an A4 and an £ feparately?

V. Mr. Freind is ftill more unfor-
unate when he aflerts, that M. Clerc,
m bis * Supplement, fuppofes that the
Vena Medinenfis zs zhe fame as ano-
her Diftemper defcribed by the Ara-
ians, the Afle&tio Bovina, which s
o lntle Worm, and often found in
s, But KExius planly difiingusfbes
be two forts, large and lutle: And
\lbucafis bas two feparate Chaprers
mcerning thefe two Difeafes, &c.
ere follow the very Words of Dr.
b Clerc after he has fpoken of fome
Dileafes, fuch as the Small-Pox and
he Meafles, unknown to the Greeks.
Albucafis, Avenzoar, Alfaravius,
ake alfo mention of a Diflemper un-
nown 2o the Greeks, caufed by a little

* Pag. ¢1. 1 Pag. 977.
I orm,
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W orm, which breeds bevween the Fle))
and the Skin, and [0 moves over al
the parts of the Body. They bave
called thiss Difeafe AffeGio Bovi
na. Some other may vyert be found
which I leave to the Continnator o
this Hiflory to enquwe after. D
le Clerc has no where faid that the
Diftemper, called Fena Medmenfs,
was the fame as that called Afetts
Bovina. He fpeaks but of the laf

in the place quoted by Dr. Freind, n
fo much as mentioning the firft; be-
caufe this was known to the Greek
and defcribed by Aérsus, atter Le
nidas, under the name of Dracuncul
In this Place he was to {peak but d
the Difeafes firt mentioned by th
Arabians. He was very far fro
confounding thefe two Diftemper

which he had clearly diftinguifhed f¢
ven or eight years before, in his * 7res

* Chap. 13 |
2t
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nfe of Worms. Do&or Fremd alone
is moft egregioufly miftaken in mak-
ing two forts of Worms out of
one. The Paflage which he quotes
out of Aétius only concerns the Vena
Medmenfis only, and not the Afec-
1o Bovina. This Author has not 2
Word of this laft; and here follows
what he fays of the firft: Zbe Worms
called Dracunculi are lLke the common
Worms, (Similes funt lumbricis) and
they are fometimes large, and fome-
times bnvzle ; (& aliquando magni, ali-
quando parvi reperiuntur) shey breed
moft [requently in the Legs, and fome-
umes n the mufcular parts of the
Arms. They breed n fthiopia and
India, &c. * This ancient Phyfician

alfo

¥ Acétins Tretrabibl. 3. Sermowe 2. cap. 8. The La-
e Tranflation of Aétius is quoted here for want of
the Greek Original. " The Worm is here called Dra-
unculus, little Dragon, becaufe in proportion to the
imallnefs of it, it is furprifingly long. The Arabians
have called it Vena Medimenfis, that is to.fay, the Vein
Y Medina; becanfe they thought it rather a Veiny or
a kind
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alfo takes notice that the Dracuncy)
-are not all of an equal largenefs; cha
fome are fmaller, fome larger: By
for allthat, he has not made rwo diff.
vent forts of them, as Dr. Freind be.
lieved. This Paffage of Aetius s
illuftrated by another in Albucafs
where he fays, that this Worm 15
fome People five Palms long, in other
fix, and that a Man bad one e
ven of twenty Palms length. All mo.
‘dern Authors who have written on th;
Worm, and have feen it, agree tha
there are fome fhort, and fome long
ones, and that the length of one is no
the fame as that of another: Buti
does not follow from thence that cher
arc two forts. It is to no purpole
after this, that Dr. Fremd, in orde
to prove his Affercion, that Aézsus ha

a kind of Nerve, than a Worm; and becaufe the I
habitants of Medina in Arabia were fubjeét to it. Thi
Worm is alfo frequently found on the Coafts of G

wca, and other hot Countrics.
di

3
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dlﬁmgulﬂled the two forts, adds,
t that  Albucalis bas two ds /chz’
Chaprers concernsng thefe two Difeafes,
and that the Defcription be grves of
them 1s very different.  The two Dif-
eafes treated of by this Arabian Au-
thor are firlt the Fewna Medienis,
or Aétsus’'s Dracunculr, and the other
is that called the Afeltzo Bovina;
which, in effe®, are two Diftempers
really diftin&, and cauled by Worms
of a quite different nature; which re-
uire each a quite different Method to
ure them, It behoved him then ve-
ywcll to diftinguifh them. But  A-
itius, who fpeaks only of the firft, was
ot obllgcd to make any Diftinétion;
ind accordingly has made none. |

Mr. Frewmnd, pafling on to another
ubject, and fpeaking of Rhubarb,

} Pag. g1, .
1 He has indeed diftinguithed them, and has, as Dr.
reind fays, two fcparate Chapters; having treated of

¢ firlt in Chap. 93. of his fccond Book, and of the

ther in the g4th.
E fays,
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fays, T that, zf be méﬂakes not, Alex-
ander Trallianus was zhe firff wh
mention'd 1t ; tho Mr. e Clerc zells u;
that the Arabians sutroduced the uft
of it. However, he confefles that T A.
lexander was in a miftake in that b
mentions it only as an Aftringent, a
1he elder Greeks defcribe the Rha-pon:
ticum, wrthout the leaft bint of 1ts purg.
ing Virtue. Mr. Freind adds, cha
Paulus feems to be the firlt who take
any notice of the purging Faculty n
the Rheum, (be calls 1t fimply fo) an
tells us, how we may make fome laxa-
tive Medicines fronger, by the adds
tion of this, Such is Dr. Fremd’s Re
mark; and it is true that Alexande
is the firt who has fpoken of th
Rbeum, which he calls Barbaricum
very likely to diftinguifh it from the
Rheum, or Rha-ponticum of Diofcr

1 Pag. 113. + Pag. 114
?’J-ﬂ,(’fo
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rdes. He advifes the ufe of it for
ftrengthning the Liver, and for the
Dyfentery: But it feems, as Do&or
Freind obferves that he rather offers
it as an Affringent, than a Purga-
ive.  Paulus Agineta {peaks alfo
of the Rbeum, without determining
the Species. 7o loofen the Belly, {ays
he, grve of Therebimbh the bignefs of
an Olrve, and if you will loofen a listle
more, add to ¢ a little Rheum. This

is all that thefe two Greet Authors
have faid of Rbubarb; in two Words
only, and, as it were, ex paffan:.
Letusnow fee after what manner the
Arabians have {poken of it. I do not
indeed find any great matter on that Sub.
jet, among the moft ancient Writers of
that Nation. ' erapron has mentioned
only the Rba-ponticum. Rbazes,inthe
hrft place, 1 fpeaks of Rhubarh, which

t Treatife I. Cap. 4.

E 2 ~he-
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he calls Rbenbarbarum, and tells us thi
1t 15 bot, and pood for the Stomach, and
the Liver. He adds, that if it be drank,
1t 15 good agamft Falls and Brusfes.
In * another place he fpeaks of the
Rheum by the Name of § Ravet Sen,
which he makes an Ingredient in the
Lozenges of Barberries; but it does not
fecm that he depends much, in tha
place, on the laxative Quality of this
Root. Healfo gives a § Defcription of
P:lls;which he calls Pilule de Raver, for
curing the Droply, which are really
purging, but it is rather on Account of
the Agarick and the Mezereon, which he
puts to the Ravet in a precty large Dofe,
chan of the Ravet itfelf s of which thereis
but a fmall Portion in thefe Pills, Avs-
cenna fpeaks alfo fomewhere of Rhbu-
bart s but rather as an Aftringent than

* Treatife 9. Cap. 67.

} In the next Paragraph iy be feen the ncaning
of thefe two Words.

+ Treatife 9. Cap, oy,

$

[ 1
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2 Purge: and if, on any Occafion,
t he makes it an Ingredient in fome
purging Medicines, he mixes with i,
sccording to the manner of Rbaxzes,
Drugs, which alone are ftrong Purges;
infomuch, that it 15 ontheir account ra-
ther than on that of Rbubarb, that they

have this Faculty. Avicenna, in the
place I have juft quoted, calls Rhu-

batb Renbarbarum de Sen:z; as Rba-
2es had called it Ravet Senz, which is
he {fame thing. It appears, by what
has been faid, that thefe two chief
Phylicians, among the Arabians, had
ot yet, it feems, a fufficient know-
edge of the Virtues of Rbubard ; tho)
nthat particular, they knew more than
he Greeks 5 they even knew a new §pe-

tes, the beft of all, with which the firft
ere utcerly unacquainted, as we {hall
ew prefently.

t Lib. 3. Ien. 14.

2 Bus
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But what is wanting in Rhazes and
Avicenna is abundantly made up by
Mefiz, one of the laft Authors of tha
Nation; from whom we have all tha
one could wifh to learn about Rbu

barb, of which he fpeaks in the fol

lowmg manner. Rbubarb, fays h,
s a mild and excellent Medicin,

and bas all the Virtues moft to b
eflcemed in a Purgatrve. Rbaubarl,
fays he, purges the Bile and Pbhlegm;
3¢ cleanfes the Blood, takes off Ot
ftructions, and cures the Difeaf
arifing therefrom, [fuch asthe Jaus
dice, Drony, &’c. Then he fhew
the ufes it may be put to ourwardly
Oyl, fays he, wherein it bas been
fufed or éoz/ed s good for Bruifes, an
the Contraction of the Mulfcles, if #
ufed externally. The Powder of toaft
Rhubatb cures zhe Dyfentery, whe
1t 15 taken with the Juice of Plantan

and red Wine., As to the mannero
c_huﬁn




L]
cofing this Drug, this Author teaches
there are three forts of Rhubarb, zhe
firfi of which grows n the Indies, and
E called Ravet=Sceni ; the fecond fort
is the Ravet-barbarum, and the third
is the Ravet Turcicum; zbe beft of
which, fays he, 75 the Raver Sceni,
the next Ravetbarbarum, and the
worft of all the Raver Turcicum,
An old ¥+ Commentator on Mefuz
fays, that zbe Ravet Seni, o Ravend
Sini 75 called fo, becanfe it grows in
the Country of the Sinx ; that is to fay,
m China: and to this day the beft
Rbubarb is brought from thence. The
2id Commentator adds, that zbe /fe-

cond fort came from the Country of the
Troglodyti, whech les on the Red

Sea, or the Arabick Gulf: and that
twe third fort, which 1s the Rha-pon-

| . . .
ticum, grew #n Pontus, which 1n Me-

* mefl‘. Mﬂr;ﬂ"ﬁ

fué’s
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{ué’s tme- was alveady sn the poffy.
fion of the Turks. Melug, fays be
knew of no 1lf Qﬂdlitgv this Rous had.
that 1t mary be grven at all times, i all
ages to finall Children and Women
with Child, That good Rbubarb waf
of a brown coloury turning a luttle -
on the red: that altho this Raot e po-
rous, 1 muft be heavy: that, when
broken, the preces of 1 muft be reddsfh,
mixed with yellows and the Tintture
of 1 of a Saffron colour. He takes
notice that 22 75 ufed esther by nfufing
1t 1w Water, or fome other Liquor,
or taking it in Powder. The Dofe of
each of thefe Methods, according to
the fame Author, 75 from a Dram,
ar a Dram and a balf 1o three. |
had torgot to take notice of a Cheat
committed, fays Mefui, by the Inha-
bitants of the Country where the bef
Rhubarb grows.  They infufe a great
quantny of the Roots whole in Water

for
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for frve Days; and, after evaporats
mg the Water, they made Troches
with what was left in the bottom of the
Veflel; which, he fays, are a pre-
crons Medicsne. The Roots were fold
after they bad dried them ; but hetakes
notice,zhat they bad loft what was guod
m them. And then be reaches, at
laft, how to know the good, from this
bad, fort of Rbubarb. What elfe he
has {aid of this fame Drug may be
read in his Works: for 1 have avoided
relating all) left I fhould be too pro-
lix. I fhould have even beem much
more concife, had not I thought my
lelf obliged to be pretty full on this
occafiony the better to fhew the Dif-
terence between what the Greeks have
laid of Rbubarb, as we have already
feen, and what is found upon the fame
Subje& in the Arabian Authors, and
chiefly Mefu¢. Dr. le Clerc has, in
his Plan, faid that thefe very Arabians
' -~ F have
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have imparted to us the knowledge
they had of many fimple Medicines,
not taken notice of by the Greeis,

{uch as feveral Purgarives taken from
Plants, as Manua, Sena, Rbubarb,
&c. And really with refpect to this
lat Drug, one may fay; that the
Greeks have made no mention of the

true Rhubarb, which is that which
comes from Chznay and which I think

is now the only onec ufed in the greateft
part of Eurgpe. Befides, if they have
known another Species that comes
neareft the true one, they might as
well have taken no notice at all of it
as to have faid but the two or three
Words  related above. The fame
“cannot be objected to the Writings of
the ArabianPhylician, juft now quot-
cd. Nothing efcapes him that contri-
butes to the knowledge of this Root,
and its different fpecies: He teaches

how to chufe it, and the vmous man-
| 4 Nners
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ners of ufing it, and likewife its effets.

From all thac has been faid,we may fafe-
ly concludesthat to the Arabzansic is,

and not to the Greeks, that we are in-
debted for what we know of Rbubarb,

and its Properties; which is what Dr.

Je Clerc has afhrmed.

VII. Mr. Freind, {peaking of the
introducing Chymiftry into Phyfick,
has thefe Words; * M. le Clerc frixes
the Epoche of 12 in the time of Avi-
cenna 3 who, as be fuppofes, firlt ap-
plied this fort of knowledge 1n the way
of Medicine. Mr. Freind goes on,
that if st be, as perbaps it may be,
derrved from the Arabians, the Hononr
of the Invention ovght rather to be
reflored to Rhazes; for, not to mention
Mercury extinét and {ublimate, which
be takes notice of likewsfe, T Oyl of
Egos, the only chymical Medicine as

P ag. a7 2v8. 1 Ad Almanx. 8, 42,
1 F z v 1
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I can find  Avicenna, s defCribed
by that Author. Rhazes, befides,
grves us the firft account of the Oleum
Benedi¢tum, o7 Philofophorum. In
anfwer to Dr. Freind, 1 (hall firft cake
notice, that the Oy/ of Eggs, fuch as
it is delcribed by Rbazes, ought not
to be rank’d among the chymical Pre-
parations; fince, in order to prepare
this Oyl, one muft only boil the Fggs
till chey are hard, take out the Yolk,
fry them in a Pan, and then prefs them
in a Cloth to extrac the Oyl out of
them, nor is the meaneft Apothecary
ignorant of this Preparation. Serapion,
who has not, in any place that I could
find, any chymical Medicine, had alrea-
dy taught, long before, the very fame
method of making that Oyl K
Rbazes mentions, as Dr. Freind: ob-
fetves, Mercury extncd, and [fubli
mate, it is only in order to fhew the
noxious Qualiries of it, and teach th

‘ Medi




L 37 ]
Medicines proper for thofe whe might

feel the pernicious effeGts of it; but
not to advife any one to the ufe of it
s 2 Medicine. Come we now to the
Oyl of Bricks, called, Oleum Philo-
fiphorum, which is indeed a chymical
Preparation, propoled by Rbazes as
2 Remedy againft divers Difeafes; and
this Dr. /e Clerc had not taken netice
of, when he faid there was no men-
ion made of any chymical Medicine
n the Writings of the Phylicians, who
Lave preceded Auvscenna. Behold, a
chymical Medicine defcribed by an
carlier Author than this laft ! Bue if
Dr. le Clerc was miftaken in this, it
oes not follow from thence that zbe
0nour of the Invention of chymical
reparations belongs to Rhazes, as Dr,
reind pretends it does; fince chis A~
abian Phyfician does not fay he had
avented ic, or firft difcovered the man-

ner of preparing the Mediciae in Que-
- ftion,
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ftion, which he might very well have
learnt of fome other Chymift. All
that can then be concluded from what
has been faid, 1s, that Rbazes is the
firft Writer of Phyfick, whofe Writ-
ings are come down to us, who has
mentioned chymical Medicines ; for
there is no reafon to think why there
fhould not be any more ancient than

himfelf, tho’ not of many Ages, as
Dr. /e Clerc has fhewn it in his Plan;
and confequently, the Epoche of the
introducing of the Remedies of this
kind as far as it may be known, ough

at leaft to be brought to the time
wherein this Phyfician lived. Now
this time preceded Avicenna’s bu
by about so years; Rbazes, accord-
ing to Dr. Fresnd’s Calculation, being
dead in 932, and Avicenna born bur
in 980; fo that they both lived
in the fame €entury, which is the
tenth after Chriff, tho’ feveral yean
onc after the othen. Ths:




[ 39 ]
This being fuppofed, Rbazes and
Avicenna muft then be the oldeft Phy-
ficians we know, who have taken this
Method: and as it is likely that Expe-
riments, on this Subjeét, were not yet
very frequent in the life-time of the
firft; that may be the reafon why one
only chymical Preparation is mention-
ed by him. Avicenna, however,
vho came after him, is fomething
fuller on that head: and this has
dcaped Dr. Je Clerc’s notice, who, in
his Plan, has faid that Avicenna has
no where [poken of any chymical Me-
licine, fave Rofe Water alone. This
nadvertency was occafioned by his
ooking over a little too haftily, the
orks of this Author, which befides
heir Prolixity, are fo very ill tran-
aed, that the reading of them can

ut be extremely tedious. 4 Dr. Je
Clerc,

} Dr. Freind might, with much more Fuflice, have

urged Dr.le Clerc with this Faunlr, thar all the otber
he

b
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Clerc, in a fecond re-fearch, more ex.
a& than the firft, has found in two o
three places, different from thofe he

has already quoted, fome things tha
have a relation to chymical Phyfick

The firft, which he had omitted, and
which will be related in the following
Paragraph,concerns, again,Rofe [V ater,
The fecond 1s that where Avzcenna
after he has fpoken of the various Vir.

be has, without any reafon, correted him for ; but wr
foreunately be is bimfelf guilty of a like, sf not greate,
and lefs excufable, over-fight. 'Tho’, fays ke, t I haw
often look’d iuto his (Auvicenna’s) Writings upon feve
ral Qccafions, (for you won't fuppofe, I believe, tha
I have gone thro’ him inany regular courfe of reading]
I could meet with little or nothing there, but whats
taken originally from Galesn. If Dr. Freind, wrim
bis Hiltory of Phyfick, and treating exprefly about wh
the Arabians have comtrsbssted, on their pare, to the Af
vancement of this Art if, I fay, be feems to value bim
[elf upon bis mot baving read throaghout and methu
cally she Works of an Author, who bas ever been cfiee
ed the Prince or Chief of all the Phyficians of thar Ni
siom, can be prefume to find Fault with Dr. le Cl
who has only given a thort Effay of a Plan, in order !
ferve thofe who would treat upon the fame Subjed

for having done as be has dunc !

t Part. 2. Pag. 73.

qifs
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wes of Water, propofes a method of
mending by Difisllation that which is
bad; faying befides, that they may, in a
manner, be made better by Coltron 1.
Thefe Paffages prove firft, that he un-
detftood the Ar¢ of Dsfisllatzon, which
is one of the chief parts of Chymifiry.
A third Paffage; in the fame Author,
thews he.could ufe it for the prepara-
ion of fome Medicines, and among
the reft, for preparing a {ort ot Oyl of

ggs very different from that defcribed
by Rbazes. In this place Avicenna
as affected a Concifenefs that renders
s Words obfcure. One, however,
uft fees, that he propofes, in the be-
inning, a very {imple manner of
aking the Oy/ of Eg¢gs, much about
he famc as that in Rbazes; but he
dds to it, again, one or two more.

} Sublimatio preterea, & Dittillatio aquas retificat
das: Et fi iftud non fuerit; deco&io reétificat. Ca-
s, Lib. t, Feq. 2.

G Mefié,
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Mefué, who flourifhed towards the
end of the twelfth Century, f{hews
three ways of preparing this Oyl; bu
they feem a little different from tha
which Avicenna delcribes.  + Zake,
he {ays, the Yolk of thirty Fggs, o
thereabonts.  Boyl them till they are
bard: after you have bruifed them
your hands, fry them over a flow Fire
tn an Iron Pan till they grow red, and
the Oyl feparates from them. Pref
them afterwards with a Spoon, to ex
traft this Oyl wm greater Quantity,
Another method of making this Oy,
1s 10 grind the bhardened Yolks o
Egas m a Mill, and prefs them o
they dv Almonds 20 extrafl the Oy
out of them, The third manner, 51
difiddl 1t 1 a Cucurbit, wuh s A
lembick, as zhe Oleum Philofopho-

1 Oleum de Ovis, fays be, it aut molendo vitelos
clixatorum, aut dittiltando in vafe vitrco compoliiv
aut cum diftillatione fublimata.

il
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um 25 diftddled.  Thus Mefuz. This

[aft fort of Oyl is now drawn by the
means of the Rezort; but I don’t fee
that anSr one goes about to prepare
the Oyl of Eggs by Difizllation, as
Avicenna and Mefué did. The firft

[cems to fhew two ways of doing it,
one by means of what he calls §x4/:
mate Diftrllatzon 5 the other by means
of Vas vitreum compofitum. Tho' one
cannot juftly fay what were the two
forts of Veflels ufed by Avzcenna on
this occafion, it may from thence be
gathered, that he knew more than one
way of diftilling. To put an end to
what I have to fay concerning Av:cen-
na, I muft, again, take notice; that itis
not only from what he has faid of fome
Medicines taken from Chymiftry, in
the places quoted from him, that one
muft infer he had applied himfelf to
the ﬁudy of this Art., He had like-
- wile writ a Book on purpofe, where he
G 2 treated
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treated about Chymiftry ; as one of his
Difciples witnefles. See zhe Life of
Avicenna by Sorfanus, a# Arabjan, ang
the fhort accownt given of 1t by Dy,
le Clerc, 1 bis Plan.

VIII. Thad almoft forgot that I am
to anfwer a Difficuley raifed by Dr.
Frend, concerning the nature of Rofe
Water, mentioned by Avicenna. The
Queftion is; whether in the Paflage sof
this Author, where thefe two Words /-
gua Rofarum are found, muft be under-
ttood Rofe Water difiilled, or only
a mere Decotlron of Rofes, made in
Water. Dr. Fremd is of this laft
opinion. If Mpr. le Clerc + wonld
book 1mro Avicenna more carefully, he
wonld find that there 1s not the leaf
bint of Diftillation, bt a very plam
Diretton bow to boil the Rofes
Hater, the fame as the Greeks ufed

o Part 1. pag. 270.

.




L4s 1
mmaking the Rhodoftacton, and Hy-

drorofaton 3 Mr. Fremd goes on;
and what Gelner fays of the old Ara-
bians, [ believe is true: that where=
ewer the Water of any Plant occurs in
therr Writings, there 1s meant nothing
more than a Deco&ion. '
Dr. le Clerc agrees with Gefier and
Dr. Fresmd, that what is called in the
ranflations we have of the Arabian
ritings, 2oe Water of a Plan, is of-
en nothing elfe but a Decottwn of
hat Plant in Water. Thus, Barley
Vater, agqua bhordes, is only a Decoc-
o, or Ptifan, made of Barley. But
does not follow from thence, that
he Word Agna thould always be in-
rpreted in the (ame manner; nor that
fqua Rofarum in Avicenna {hould al-
1ys fignify a Decolson of Rofes.
cannot be doubted but that this
cient Phyfician underftood Difiilla-
my and tho’, in the places quoted
| from
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from him, he does not exprefly tel|
the nature of the Rofe Water he fpeak
of:: that is, whether this Water be dif-
till'd, or not; yet it is cafy enough
fec by the ufe he would have it ap.
plied to, that it was made by Disff:lla.
220n, and that it was the fame thing 3
our Rofe Water at this ume. Intl
little Book, De Firibus corars, he uls
Rofe Water as a Cordial. But on
may yet beteer judge of the Virtue
he attributes to his Rofe Water, by:
Paflage taken from the fecond Boo
of his Canon. cap. 575, where
treats of Rofes, and where are thel
Words: Cum aqua rofarum bibitu
confert [fyncopz: That is to fay, Ry
Water muft be grven to drink to thy
who fall in a Syncope., Dr. le Clo
had forgot to join this laft Paflaget
the other two, quoted in his Plan
do not think any one can deny, b
that diftilled Roofe Water is meant int

plad
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place; and far lefs Dr. Freind than any
other. T obe convinc’d of this, we may
but read what he relates. * There s
very partscular Paffage in the Hiftory
wrst by Anna Commena, (concerning
Rofe Water diftilled.) 7ke Emperor
Alexis Comnene jfinding himfelf ill,
and fainting away, fome of this Liguor
was poured down bis Throat ;5 which
brought bim smmedsately to bis Senfes
The Words are & viy joduy cardymaros,
This Expreffion cannot, I think, with
any Propriety of Language, be adap-
ted to fignify enther the Syrup, De-
coction, or exprelsd Fuice of Rofes.
1 Befides, n the cafe reported
in this Hiflory, one cannot eafily ima-
gtwe thar plamn Juice of Rofes conld
cver bave been thought upon as a Cor-
dial) 2 fiuch an Extremry. 1t the Me-
dicine, made ufe of to prevent the Em-
tor's fainting, had been nothing elfc

* Part v. pag. a8o. + Pag. 281.
X - but
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but diftilled Rofe Water, as Dx. Freind
afferts, with very good reafon, I do
not fee why the Ro/e Water prefcrib-
ed by Avicenna, to prevent, or cure
Syncope, {hould not rather be diffzlled
Rofe Water, than a mere Decollion
of Roles. If this Decottron was ne-
ver look’d upon as a Cordial, as Dr.
Freind agrees, why would he have
fuch a Phyfician as Avicenna advife
the ufe of it to thofe who fall into 2
Syncope, which is the fame Diftemper
as that of the Greet Emperor, and
who was cured not by a Decoction o
Rofes, but by Difiilled Rofe Water?

It is likely, that in the time of Avs-
cenna, the manner of making Rof
Water was kept a Secrez; and onc
does not find that he has any where
taught how to make it. /2 7s cerram,
fays Dr. Freind, in the fame Page,

T that of all the Axabian MWruers,
1 Pag. 280.

Job.
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Joh. Damalcenus, called Melué, who

lived in the latter end of the rwelfth
Century, in the Reign of Frederick
Barbarofla, zs the farlt thar has defcrib-
ed the Procefs of making this W ater,
| n the chyrical manner. 1 do indeed
find that Mefue (de fimplicibus, cap.
' 10.) {peaks of Rofe Water drawn by
| Dsfisllation, (aqua fublimands ex Ro-
fis edutta) and to this Water he attri-
butes the Virtue of ftrengthning the
Heart, Stomach, and Liver; buc I
|don't find he defcribes the procefs of
| making it either in this Chapter, or
any where elfe. The firft I think, who
has defcribed it, is an Arabsan Au-
thor of a Work which the Tranflator
ntitles Liber fervitorss, and which he
lays is the 28th Book of Bulcafim.
The Author’s Defign, as himfelf in-
forms us, is to teach how to prepare
divers Simples, which want Prepara-

tion, before they are ufed; fuch as
H Ablne
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- Ablution, Uftson, &c. He propofé§;
there, more than one Method of mak-
ing' Rofe Water by Dsfisllation, and
he begins the Chapter where he treats
of it, in this manner; Ague rofarum
operateo, [ista eft apud multas gentes,
Tbe Procefs of making Rofe Water 1
known now in feveral Countries, - This
is 2 proof that, at that time, the Pro-
cefs of making Rofe Water was not yet
generally known. Dr. /e Clerc, in
his Plan, fuppofes that this Bulcafim
might be the fame as Albucafis, whole
true name is Abulcafim, and he gives |
his reafon for his Suppofition, but
does not decide the Queftion. D
Freind (ays, * He does not find any
Certainty of this Author’s Agey but be
s genevally fuppos'dto bave lv’d about
the year 1085, bur he does nos think
be was quste fo ancient, and feems to

® Part 2. p. 125

3 place
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place him ar leaft in the middie of the
rwelfth Cemtury.  Dr. Freind, in ano-

ther ¥ place fpeaks of 4 Pbyf ictan

whom he calls Buleafems, who wrote
late sn Spain, and mentions fome chy-
mical Preparations. According to
this account, if this Bulcafem, who,
as Dr. Je Clerc thinks, is not different
from Bulcafim juft mention'd, be not
the fame as Albucafis, they were at
leaft very near Contemporaries.

IX. It 1s now time to go on to ane
other Article.. Mpr. le Clerc, fays
Mr. Freind, * fuppofes that A&uarius
was bred m the School of the Ara-
bians, and learnt fomewhat of the chy-
mical Arz from them: but this feems
10 be @ mere Conjeclure, founded upon
no Authorsty whatever, For tho’, weth-
out difpure, Auarius knew fome of
tbe Medscines they had smtroduced,

t Pag. 205, * Part 1. pag. 277.

H 2 which
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which might be owing to fome cafual
Commerce, and Communication, at
that time, between the Greeks and the
Arabians: Yez 2 does not, in the leafl,
appear that be was versd 1n thetr phys
Srcal Wratings : as one may be well
acquanted with a Drug, and the nfe
of 1, which comes from the Ealt or
Weft-Indies, without knowing farther
of the Theory, or Prallice of Meds
cines wn thofe Countries., Dr. le Clerc
anfwers that his Conjetures can hard-
ly be better founded. In the fuft
place, it cannot be denied that A7ua-
rius was acquainted with c/aymtcal Me.
dicines, and diflilled Waters, in par-
ticular, as Langzus has obferved on the
Words Rbodsflagma, and Intybofiag-
ma, which occur in the Writings of
this Greek Phyfician, and which figne
ty Rofe Water and diflzlled Enare
Water. Dr. le Clerc fuppofes that ths

{fame Phyfician owed the Knowledg
he

ol
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he had of deftilled Waters, to the A-

rabians, who firft introduced Chymi-
fry into Phyfick. Tt is, likewife, ve-
ry probable he had learnt of them the
manner of making Fulapium rofa-
wm, which he defcribes, the whereof
Compofition is alfo related in Aefue.
[ muft, in the fecond place, obferve,
that what Dr. Fremd lays, that 1t does
wt, in the leaft, appear that ASua-
tius was versd in the phyfical Wys-
mgs of the Arabians, cannot confift
with what AZuarius {ays himfelf * in
the place quoted in the Margin, where
after having fpoken of the Thersaca
Andromach: (Venice Treacle) he goes
on in the following manner; 7 /ball,
bereaftery, treat of other Antidotes
compofed by many ancient and modern
Authors, as well Greeks as Barbarians,
One cannot queftion but that by the

* Mcthod. Med, Lib. . cap. 6.

name
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name of Barbarians, he meant the
Arabians. He delcribes, in the fame
place, two forts of Antidotes, wherte.
of Musk is the Bafts, and wherein i
has a place with feveral Aromarick,
as Cloves, Ginger, Cardamoms, Long.
Pepper, &c. Pearl, yellow Amber,
Coral, and, even, in the laft Defcrip.
tion, the Filmgs of Gold are an Ingre:
dient. 1f any Compofitions ever
{eemed to have come from the Ars-
brans, fure thefe two have: and, s
fuch, Mefuz has defcribed them; fav.
ing a few Alterations, whereof one i
ftriking the Gold out of ir, which the
Phyficians of that Nation ufe in {om
of their Prefcriptions.  After what ha
been faid, [ cannot think one can wit
Dr. Fremd affirms, that A&uarius ws
not, in the lealt, vers'd in the phyfice
Writings of the Arabians, That whia
proves, beyond Contradiction, that Ac

marius was 'z;ez's’(/ 1n the Writings 0

thel
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thefe Authors, is, that he clofely ad-
heres to Principles peculiar to them.
In order to be convincd of it, one
may look over the two Books that are
at the head of his Works, where he
rreats of the nature of Spirits, of the
means of preferving, and reftoring
them, and remove the Diforders that
may happen; which is a matter A-
vicenna had handled before him, and
which, it feems, the Greeks had but
llightly touched upon. This is not an
After-proof; Dr. le Clerc had already
made ufe of it, in his Plan, to confirm
the very Argument which is here main-
tined, with relpe& to Afuarius, and
ethinks Dr. Frend {hould not have
pafled it over.
X. We have now done with what
ay be found in the fi#f# pare of Dr.
resnd’s Hiflory of Phyfick, concerning
he Faults he pretends Dr. le Clerc has
een guilty of in his Plan.

Dr.



i .y,
i %

-

L 56 ]

- Dr. Fremnd * aflerts a fecond time
his Pofttion in the fi#f part of bis Hyf-
tory, page 378, that Rhazes 7s #he
Sirft who menteons chymical Prepara-
z2oms, and he thinks he has made it
plain enough, tho” Mr. /e Clerc ateri-
butes the Introduétion of them into
Medicine, to Avicenna. - One may
fee the Obfervations I have already
made upon the place I have quoted

out of his firft part.
XL Dr. Freind, continuing his At-
tacks upon Dr. /e Clere, fpeaks thus;
t A&uarius (Method. Medend, Lib. ;.
c. 6.) guotes an Antidote of Hippo-
crates, which confified of feveral thing,
and for which be was prefented wih
a Crown from the Athenians; @ remee
dy, helays, effeltual 1n many cafes. Mr.
e Clerc (p. 216.) fuppofes this a prect
of Grecian Vansty n this Wryster, who

* Part 2. p. ¢9. t Part 2. p 211,
snventtl,
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invented, be thinks, this Story out of
bis own Head, and made ufée of that

great Man’s Name, only to recoms
mend the Medicine the more. But ]
cannot percez've that 1t is upon any

g00d Grounds he builds this Remark :
For befides what has been mention'd
before, (and not to mentzon anotber of
the like kind, recited under the fame
mle by Myreplus) if we look into
Cellus, who underflood Hippocrates
very well, and conflantly copied after
bim, we [ball find, among bis Auti=
aotes, Acopa, and Catapotia, Med:-
cmes as much compounded as this I
vave been fpeaking of; or, indeed, as
mich as any defcribed by the Arabians.
The better to underftand what the
thing now in Queftion is, we muft
neceflarily fee what Dr. /Je Clerc has
aid in the place quoted out of him.
Thefe are his very Words: #e muft
nt forget to make, berve, an impor=
1 tqnt
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tant Refletion on the Pharmacy of
Hippocrates; which 1s, that the com-
pounded Medicines, made ufe of by
bim, were but very few, and confified
of a very few Simples, two or three
generallys four or five at the mofi:
rvarely more. We find indeed, tn Ac-
tuarius, 2be Defiriptzon of a very com-
ponnded Antidote, which be calls Hip-
pocrates’s Antidote; for which, fays
this Author, zbe Athenians prefented
him with a Crown. Buz 12 5 plam
that this is a Fiftion, and that A&u-
arlus grves his Antidote one of thofe
Specrous Titles the Greeks knew, fi
artfully, bow to give to thewr Medt-
cines; the better to procure the fale o
them ; of which we fhball fee [feveral
Examples bereafter.

"The Examples given by Dr. /e Clere
in other places, and which, plainly,
make out this Affertion, are thefe;

The Divine Antedote, the Immoris
2 Anvidare,
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Antsdote, equalto God, Antidote, called

Panacea; that is to fay, that which
cures all Difeafes, &c. Nothing was
more frequent with the Greek Phyfi-
cians thanthefe pompous Names; which
plainly prove that Quacks are not of a
late ftanding. There were alfo Medi-
cines that went by theNames of Godls and
GuddefJes, as Ifis: and there are feveral
Compofitions under that Name, in Ga-
len, as well as under that of Plazo, which
the Contrivers of thefe Compofitions
had borrowed to procute thema greater
Efteem. ’“Tis with that View that the
Antidote, propofed by Atuarins, was
attributed to Hippocrates; in the fame
manner that {feveral Books of Phyfick
had been publifhed under the Name
of this Father of Phyfick; that never
were his. This is the Foundation up-
on which Dr. /e Clerc builds the Ree
fleGtion he makes upon the Antidote

delcribed by Affuarius; to which
I 2 might
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might be added a reafon, which alone
would fuffice, were there never any
others befides. If the Antidote here
in Queftion, was truly Hippocrates's,
fhould it be poffible that Celfus, who,
as Dr. Fremnd (ays, conflantly copred
after bim; fhould it be poffible, I
fay, that he fhould have omitted this
Compofitson, and have failed putting
it to fo many more, which he has gi.
ven a defcription of in his Books:
Could it be poffible that Galen, who,
allo, had an exceffive Efteem for Hip-
pocrates, {hould have failed to have
done him the honour of mentioning
this famous Antidote, if what AfZua-
v2us {ays were true? Sure no body will
ever think fo. Pray, where was the
Receipt of this Medicine hid for four
or five hundred Years, elapfed between
Hippocrates and Celfus, or fix or fe-
ven hundred, if we come down to
Galen? Was it kepe fo clofe that nei-

thet
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ther of thefle two laft Phyficians could
come at the knowledge of it? Was it
made publick only a little before, or
at the time that Af/uarius lived, nine
or ten Centuries after Galen? No-
thing can be faid on this account that
has the leaft Appearance of certainty.
What has been added, that as a- Re-
vard for this Antidote, Hippocrates
vas, by the Athenians, prefented wih
1 Crown, is equally certain with the
reft. "Tis even very probable, that
t is a Story contrived, either in the
me of Affuarws, or before, occa-
loned by an old Tradition full as
loubtful, concerning a like Prefent
ade to this fame Phyfician, in the
ame City, for having affifted the Sick,
r given Advice in the time of the
lague.  We may fee what Dr.
lerc has written on this Subje&, in

(s H{'ﬂory of P/Jy/t‘c'&, Part 1, Book 3.
hap. 31,

After
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After what has been faid, we might
it feems, be excufed from examining
more narrowly the Motive of Dr. /
Clerc, in afhirming ; that the Antidote in

Queftion is none of Hippocrates's;
Motive taken from this that #bzs ancient

Phyficianmade ufe of butveryfew Sim.
ples in the compounded Medicines he
imployed: whereass that, in the Ants-
dote defcribed by A&uarius, there are
a great many. But an Anfwer muf
be given to Dr. Fremd's Objetion,
who infifts, with great vehemence,
that among the Antidotes of Celfi,
{fome Medicines are found as much,
or more, compounded, than the pre-
‘tended Antidote of Hippocrates? |
Celfus, he fays, who underflood Hip
pocrates very well, and conftantly co-
pied after bim, gives Delcriptions ¢
Medicines, wherein are a great many
Ingredients: why is it thought ftrange

that Hippocrates {hould himfelf give
fon
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fome fuch? But, that the Confequence
(hould hold true, Celfus fhould have
always copied after Hippocrates, or

to ule Dr. Freind’s Phrafe, fhould
have conftantly copied after him, which

is the fame thing, and have never in-

ferted any thing in his Book but what

(hould have been taken out of Hip-

‘pocrares.  Bur it is far otherwife: for
what the Latin Phylician has taken

from the Greek one makes a very

{mall part of his own Works. And

i 15, even, obfervable, that what he

has tranflated from him has nothing

‘at all to do with Medicaments. To
thismay be added, that Phyfick had un-

dergone very great Alterations in the

[pace of four or five hundred years,

that interven’d between the time of

Hippocrates and that of Celfus ; and that
ifthe firft Phyficians ufed but very fim-
ple Medicines, the fame cannot be
faid of thofe who came after, On the
“ contrary,
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contrary, it feems that the latter Phyf.
cizns ftrove who fhould contrive the
moft compounded Medicines. Mizhri-
date, one of the firft, and at the fame
time one of the moft famous Antidotes,
is an Inftance of what I fay. Celfis
gives a Delcription of it, wherein are
thirty fix Druggss; which is, perhaps,
much more than is needful. But this
number was not yet thought fufficient:
for in Damocrates’'s Mithridate, there
are, if I miftake not, fifty. This
Comipofition is recorded by Galen,
and is the fame with that now in ufe,
There was one allo in Plmy’s time,
wherein, he aflures us,there are fifty froe
Ingredients. It may be objected; that
in the pretented Antidote of Hzppo-
crates there ate but zwenty four Sim-
ples; but this very Number is ftill
three or four times greater, than that of
the Druggs uled in the compounded
Medicines, delcribed by this ancient

Phy-
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Phyfician, This Antidote, fays A
warsps, has great Virtues, and is guod
for many things. ‘It cures Pam
the Head, and in the Fars: It is goed
for a Congh, [peiting Blood, Pain 1n the
Sides, Obfiruttsons of the Spleen, and of
the Liver ; tor the Szone, tor the Cholsct,
Scratica, tor the Quartan Ayue; and
even for thofe who are poffe/s'd with e-
v Sprrats, or ave tronbled wath Sprights.
It is wonderful that a Medicine, con-

wived by Hippocrates, and indued

with fo many wonderful Properties,

fhould have been loft in Oblivion;

whilt Muthridate and the Treacle of-
Andromachus, whofe Authors were not

of near {o great a Reputation as Hip-

pocrates, have kept their Ground,

and fhll do to this day. They, who

are curious to know the Compo-

{ition of this Antidote, may confule

Abtuarsas in the place quoted above.

K This
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This Article is already long e
nough; however, I cannot forbear, be.
fore I conclude it, to obferves; tha

there is fomething not eafily to be
comprehended in what Dr. Frewmd

adds, that we find among Cellus’s An-
tidotes Acopa, and Catapotia, Mea:-
cines as much compounded as that he
(Dr. Freind) had been [peaking of. |
t By thele Words Acopa, and Ca-
tapotza, as ufed by him, one would be
apt to think they are in the Swgalar,
but I afn willing to lay the Faulc upon§
the Printer, racher than think him guil-
ty of it. But then what muft we do
with the reft? The Carapotia were ei-
ther Pills, or Medicines taken -in the|}
fafhion of a Bolus; and might fome:

t Dr.le Clere having feen but the French Tranfls
tion of Dr. Freind’s Hiftory of Phyfick, which fays
Acopa {3 la Catapotia, the Tranflator alonc is anfwer
able for this Blunder; and Dr. le Clere is fair cnough
to clear Dr. Freind in this Point; but it lies on this
lalt Gentleman to fhew he is not chargeable with the
Lt part of this Iinputation.

L1es
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times have the fame Confiftency as the
Antidotes, tho’ they were not the fame
thing.  But as for the Acopa, which
were a fort of Ointment, they have
nothing at all to do with Antidoges.
It is likely that Dr. Freind, who un-
derftands very well how to make Di-
ftinctions, has nor, in this place, had
Juftice done him by his Tranflator.

XIL In the third part T of Doéor
Fremd’s Hiftory of Phyfick, Dr. /e
Clerc is again charged with having
commicted more Faults. Dr. Fremd
fays, * that the Jntroduétion of the A-
rabian Phy/ick 1uto Europe 75 not mere-
ly owing, as Mr. le Clerc mtimates,
to the Croifade. Mzr. le Clerc has no
where {aid that this Introduéion was
merely owing to that Caule: it is

enough if we are chiefly beholden to
the Crosfade for it.

t Part 2, pag. 118. of the Original.
* Part 2. p. 359, 260.

K 2 XII. M.
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XIH. * Mr. Je Clerc, fays Mr
Fremnd, feems to think that P. de A-
pono could furntfb us with fome things,
ot only i Chymilkry, omt 1n other
points  relating to Phylck. I don's
find be deferves this Charatler esther
way, &c. It is pretey hard to under-
{tand what Dr. Fremd would be at
Dr. /e Clerc, after having fpoken of

Thaddeus the Florentine, and Alber-
tus Magnus, goes on m this manner:
t There 1s alfo 1n the Writings of Pe-
ter de Apono, or Abono, zhe defcrsp-
ttom of an excellent Balm, and fom!
other chymical Medicines. This Phy-
[ficzan, who 15 otherw:fe called the Con-
citiator 5 and concerning whom feve.
ral things might be fard, which b
that contsnues this Hiftory may take m
tsce of, as be goes along : thrs Phyficson
/ fay, lyved from A.C. y250,80 1306

* Past 2. pag. 359, abo, } Pag. 781,

Dogtor




[ 69 ]
Doétor Fremd adds, I that whar ke
souches upon sn Chynmmflry 75 very sncon-
iderable. He agrees, however, that this
ftaltan Phyfician bas mentioned fome
chymical Medicines: and he even takes
notice of forne, fuch as X Spwus
drawn from Metals, of whichk, he fays,
an Elixir may be made. Drx. Fremd
makes mention of an artsficsal diffslled
Balfam, delcribed by de Apons, and
recommended mack for a Palfy. Dx.le
Clérc has not faid fo much, and has no
where fpoken of any Laghs, great or
fmall, thac the Concslsator’s Writings
can furnifh us with i Chymifiry, and
far lefs in Phyhck., *Tis true thae
he has imimated that be conld fay
a great deal more of thrs Awsher:
the meaming of which is only, that
he is an Author who has made a
great noife. In cffe@®, be bad, as

3 Part 3. pag. 261, Pag. 262,
Dr.
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Df. Freind himfelf informs us T the
reputation of being equally a grea
Phyfiognomift, Chymift, Mathemati-
cian, and Aftrologer; he s fard 4
have dealt much in Talifmans; and
therefore, being fufpeited of Magick
be was perfecuted by the Inquilition,
out dysng before they could proceed 1
condemn bim, be was burnt in Effigie:
tho fome Hiftorians pretend to fay that
ve was altually burnt in bis proper
Perfon : andothers that he was abfolv'd,
Is not this a large Field to expatiate on:

XIV. Dr. Fremnd makes again ano-
ther Thruft at Dr. le Clerc. T Surely
Ply/fick bad another Face upon the open-
ing of the fixteenth Century; and the
Hiflory of that Age could have afforded
us a great many Particulars, much more
worth taking notsce of, than the long
detail Myr. le Clerc gsves of Paracelluss

sdle Syflem.  The Particulars here

§ Pag. 260, 261. ¢+ Pag. 334

meant
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meant by Dr. Fremnd, are the origin
of the Venereal Difeafe, which began
at thar. time to {pread in Eurgpe; and
what he adds, is a Confequence of
what was juft now faid. 1+ Afr. le
Clerc grves us fcarce anmy account of
 the Symptoms.or Cure, of that new Dif~
eafe. 1 have already anfwer’d the Ob-
jetion concerning the Syftem of Pa-
racelfus. 1 muft now anfwer what is
added. It is true that Dr. le Clerc has
not dwelt long ; either upon the Symp- ~
toms, or the Cure, of the Lues Venerea.
But it was not neceflary, for the end
he had propofled to himfelf, that he
fhould dwell long upon it; what he
has written upon that Subjeét, being
ufficient to give a general idea of the
one and the other: befides; this mat-
ter has been as good as exhaufted;

a great number of Books having

} Pag. 333.
4 been
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been wricten on chat Subje&,  Thy
which was the leall koown, and re.
quired a wore panticular inquiry, i
the Orsgen of this Diftesaper. The
Queltion is ; wherherthe anicient Greek
Latin, or Axabian Phyficians had an
knosledge of this  frfp Defeafe, o
whetber 1 dppearcd an Futope
wards the clofe of the fifteenth Cen
tury; and wheace # came? Thi
Queftion, I lay, is, without deub:
the moft curious point for a Hiflon
of Phyfick. Tis alfo for dhat reafon,
that Dr. fe (Jerc has more particularly
applied himfelf to it; and he my
very juftly flatcerhimfelf wpon his Suc
cefss at leaft in fome Particulars; finc
Mt. Fresd has made 1 no difficuly
to fay; that he finds one of his Obler
vations on that Subjet very judicious;
whereby he endeavours to prove; the

} Pag. 356
chi
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this Difeafe is nothing fo ancient, as
fome have pretended.

But it Dr. Fresnd hasbeen {o friend-
ly as to approve, in this occafion, Dr,
le Clerc’s Obfervation, he has not been
long withour blaming him for hav-
ing faid, very groundlefsly, that Zamses
of Carpz had kill'd a great many Peo-

ple.  But here follow Dr. /e Clerc’s
words, James of Carp:z, a Surgeon,

was one of thofe who began to ufe mer-
curzal Oyntments for the cure of the
Lues Venerea: and, with thefe Oynt-
ments, be cured feveral Patients labouy-
mg under this Difeafe. True st s, be
killed fome ; but thefe were much fewer
than what be cured, This, continues
Dr. le Clerc, 1s what Falloppius zells us
of this Affasr, &c. 1t Dr. Fresnd had had
the patience to read this throughout, he
might have feen cthat Dr, Je Clerc had on-

» Pag- 36f!

L | ly
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Iy copied from that Author. He fhould
then have cenfured the laft, and nor
thc fielt of thefe Thele are Fall.
Pius’s Words: Carpmﬁs tlle Charargus
ex fola curatione Gallict morbi, cum
bis 1n untironibus, lucratus eft plu
guam quinguaginta millia Ducat-
rum aureorum 5 & Plures interfecit,
quamuyis majorem partem [anaveri,
Dr. /le Clerc ventures to fay further,
that there is nothing but what is very
probable in what Fallopius {ays. 1i
now a days, it is no rare thing to fec
fome Patlents die under the hands of
Phyf' cians and Surgeons, who have
been falivated by them in order w
their cure: if, notwithftanding an in-
finite number of Experiments mad
on that Subjedt, which fhould through
Iy have inftructed one in the manner
of uﬁng this Medicine, fatal Accidents
ncvetthelcfs happen fometlmes what

mlght not one be cxpofed to in Jame
of
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| of Carps's time: when the firft Expe-

riments, which are accompanied with
danger, were then making? Happy
the Phyfician, who, on the like Oc-
| cafions, has nothing with which he
may reproach himfelf.
XVIL Dr. Freind atlaft, after having
remark’d that Falloprus had read Lec-
| tures at Padua upon fome Difeafes, a-
bout the year 1§ § 5, concludes thence;
(1 that thefe Leétures muft have been
read much later than Mr. Clerc places
this Pbyficsan. It is hard to guels ac
what Dr. Fresnd would fay, here in this
| place. It Fallopius died butin 1562 6r
| 1563,aswill befhewn by and by, I can-
not underftand why it fhould be impof-
fible chat he fhould have read LeGures,
on any Subject whatever, in the year
155 5: leven or eight years before his
Death. However, this does not hinder

Dr. /e €lerc trom having been guiley of 2

+ Pag. 376. |
L 2 Miftake,
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Miftake, in facing the birth of Fal-
lopis much earlier than icis: that is to
fay; in placing it, as he has done, in
the year 1490. Itis furprifing thatany
difficuley fhould fill fubfift about the
time that a Phylician of his note was
born: efpecially that he has, very juft-

ly, acquired fo great a Reputation,
and has lived in an Age fo near our

own. But here follow fome Oblez-
vations, Dr. /e Clerc has made on that
Subject.

We learn from Facobus Auguflus
Thuanus, t thar Gabriel Fallopius, of
Modena, demg Profeffor at Padua,
died there the * VII. Id. O&. 1562
of an wntimely death ; baving bardly
completed the 39th year of his Age.
The fame Author adds, that Fallo-
pius was very learued i Plhilofoply,
and other Scrences, but chiefly i Ana-
tomy, which be has envached with di-

$ Hitt 1ib. 34. Ta ¢ 14th of O&.
Ver's
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vers Obfervations ; and confequently in
both Branches of Phyfick, which be
bas sllufirated by bis learmed Wratsnps.
Caftellanus confirms the Words of 7hu-
mus as to the Age of Fallopwus, when
he died, as well as to the yearand place
of his Death : adding toit,that a Tomb
as ereted for him at the entrance of
he Church of St. Authony ot Padua.
He takes notice again, that } this Phy-
ician was born in the year 1523,
which is exa&ly 7Zbwuanus's account.
hat thefe two Authors fay, as to
he untimely Death of Falloprus, a-
rees with what is told us by Audreas
farcolins, one of his Difciples; for

hom he had the greateft Affection,
nd to whom he had lef: his M S.
Works, This 1s what is gathered
rom fome Letters and Prcfaces of this

it Author, printed before the T'rea-

+ Vit. illuftrium Mecdicorum.

tife
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tife of Fallopius de Agqus Mecﬁcatis,:

arque Foffilibus ; as well as from the
Anfwer written to him, by Hzeron.
Mercurialis, to whom he had fen
that Treatife. 7 have read, | {ays Mer.
cursalss, the Leltures you fent me up-
on Baths and Mineral W aters, written
by that moft eminent Phyfictan Ga:
briel Fallopius. 7 could not do 1t with-
out being extremely moved, not only
at the tender vemembrance of m
dearveft Mafler ; but at the ncredibl
lofs which I am certamn the whole Fa
culty bas fuffered by bssuntiraely Deatl,
This Treatife was printed at Fenzce i

15 64,two years afterFallopns’s Death
And, at the head of this Work, b

1 Gabriclis Fallopii, Medicsi eminentiffimi, lection
de Balneis, ac Foflilibus, ¢ ze miffas ad me, perley,
ex quibus vehementer commotus fum, tum ob jucundif

mam, mibique [emper dulciffimam praceptoris, record:
tionem, tum ob incredibilem jacturam, quam ex imm

tura illius morte, tozam Medicine Facnleatem paffs
¢ffe certe fcio.

f1des
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fides the Letters or Prefaces of Mar-
colint, mentioned above, is a Latn
Elegy written by Diony/. Athanafius,
in which the Author, after having ex-
prefled the Sorrows ot all fzaly, and
of all the Learned in other Countries;
concludes with two Verfes, 4 which
{hew how much he was moved him-
felf, that the Life of fo great a2 Man
had ended fo long before its time.
| Jobn Aunthony, and fames de Fran-
(cafces, Bookfellers at Fenice, who
have printed Falloptas’s Worksin 1606
confirm al{o in their Preface what thefe
Authors have faid concerning his ##-
expelted, and untimely Death.

After what has been faid, there is
no reafon in the leaft, one would think,
to queftion the Truth of fuch a Fa&,
attefted by Wicnefles, fome of whom
were Contemporaries with Fallopus,

+ Nec minus ipfe aliis doleo, eternumque doleho
Immasura nimis flamina rupta ti6i. _
i
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his Difciples, and his particular Friends,
and who confequently took too grea
a fhare in this fad Accident, to leave
room for a poffibility of fufpecing
they were not perfectly apprifed of
all its chiefeft Circiimftances. Ye
fome Authors, who have written
long after, fay the very contrary,
If we are to give credit to * 7hu
mafin:, and 1 Ghil:m, we fhall find
that Falloptus was born three and
thirty years fooner than what I juft
now {aid, v72. in 1490, and that in-
ftead of dying in the flower of his Age,
as 1s plain by what has been faid above,
he {hall have reached to feventy three:
a pretty advanced old Age, and al-
moft double the time he lived ; if 74ue
anys_and Caflellanus have been exaét
But, as the other two, whom we have
juft now named, and whofe Accoun

* Ebgia Doflorum wirorum,
¥ Teatro de Litterats,
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is fo-widely différent, do not inform
us from whence they have their Infor-
mation, nor upon what they ground
their Calculation, one ought not, me-
thinks, to fcruple, in the leaft, to re-
ject their Teftimony, and keep to that
of the firft, who could hardly be de-
ceived, for the redfons we have given,

They may be followed with fo much
the-more Certainty, that it is ealy to
diflcovér, by another method, thag
Fallopins cannot have been™born fo
carly as thefe new Authors pretend,
Every one knows /e/alius was born
n 1§14, which being laid down, it
is not at all probable, that if our Fal-
lopius had been born in 1490, and had
confequently lived twenty four years
longer than him, it is not probable,
[ fay, that Fdllapms fhould have fpo-
ken of Jefalms in the manner a Dif=
cple, does of his Mafter, always

W!th great Relpect, as his Cuftom is.
M 1 This
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 This Difficulty will entirely vanifh,
if in following the Opinion of the firft
we place Fallopsus's birth in the year
1§ 23;who, according to that account,
muft be nine years younger than /¢/a-
lins.  As to what is faid by Thomayfin,
and Ghilint, that Fallopsus died in the
year 156 3, the Miftake is not fo grol;
as that about the number of years he
lived: buc it is likely they have, in
this alfoji-been guilty of a Miftake,
this Phyfician having died one yea
betore, as the others have aflerted
This is, however, what, it feems, may

be inferred from what fays Auton.

¥ Fallopius, after be had commended in the wvery bt
ginmng of bis Anatomical Obfervations, Vefalius’s ku
brica Corporis Humani, as 4 Divine Work, and an ever
lafting Monument, and bad excufed bimfelf very mu
for daring to write of Anatomy after that great Ma
cowcludes thus : Magiftri reverentiam, & timorem, ip-
fius exemplo, lenivi. Quoniam uti Vefalins (non i
fcholis quidem vive vocis Auditor, fed in Mufio qui
Librorum ejus helluo eximius fuerit) Galeni difcipulu
£1&us, non ipfius auctoritate deterritus cft, quin plur
ma Arti adderet, que a Preceptore ejus preeter mifl
crant ; ita & cgo in illins fchola, quia ejus Scripta dilt
genter. legerim, verfatus, alagrius in hoc pariter Arten
juvare tetitavi, " Riceolom
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Riccobons, that + Bernard. Trevifanus
| fucceeded Gabriel Fallopius 2 1563,
who bad read Leltures in Surgery, and
on the Simples fo early as 1555. And,

indeed, if Fallopius had died but to-
wards the Clofe of the year 1562, or
VIII. Id. Offob. as we learn from 7hu-
anus; 1t is very probable his place
could hardly be filled before the fol-
lowing year. To this may be further
[ added,that if this illuftrious Author,we
have juft now quoted, not being fatish-
ed with {etting down the year wherein
this famous Phyfician died, has alfo
recorded the very day of his Death, ic
is a plain proof he was perfectly well
apprifed of both.
Mbrerz, in his hiftorical Diétio-
nary, fays; zhar Jacobus Philippus
Thomafini, B:fbop of Emonia, or
Citta Nuova, s Iftria, publifbed, in
the feventeenth Century, two Volumes

1 Gymnafii Patavini.

M2 - on
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on. the Prasfes of slluftrsous Men; the
greatefs part whereof were Italians,
wirh a Catalogue of their Works ; fure,
adds Moreri, bss Works muft- bave
been n a very great Efieem, fince
they procured him a Bifboprick. “Tis,
in all likelihood, the great Efteem
which this fame Author fuppofes 75o-
mafint's¥ Works were in,which obliged
Ambony Teiffier, who wrote in the
fame Age, and long after this laft Au
thor, to take his Word for it, rather
than Zhuanus's, with relpe&t to the
Birth and Death of Fallopins. Tesf-
Jeer having commended Fallopius, afs
fhirms fir, zbar this Phyfician died at
Padua 1 the feventy third year of his
Age, according to what 7homafinz and
Ghiline fay, whom he quotes in the
Margin, and then he concludes in chis

mannet : And /o Thuanus was defcribea,

} 1 don’t mention Abbot Ghilini, becaufe he feems to

have done hardly any thing elfe but copy Thomafiw
upon that Article. ,
when
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when he fays thatFallopius was but 39
years old when ke died.  He, again,
mifakes n placing bis Death in the
year. 1562 ; for, {ays he, Ghilini and
Thomahni fay he died i 1563.
t+ Thefe are the Grounds upon which
| Tes/fier has gone, without taking notice
that the Authors quoted by him, as
his Authorities, want proper Vouchers
themfelves, at lealt by what I can
find.

“Two other Authors,who have writ«
 ten much about the {ame time as 7ez/-
fier, Mercklin*, and Freberus t, are
very near of his Opinion. The firft
of thefe two, in the Article of Fally-
pus, fays that this Phyfician was born
at Modena in 1490, and that he died
at Padua in 1563, aged 73 years, as

t See the Additions of Zeifier to the Elogies of
| learned Men, taken from the Hiftory of Zhuasss.
- * Vid. Mercklsni Lindenius R enovatus.

¥ Vid, Freberi Theatrum vicorum cruditione claro-
Tum, -
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we learn i, fays he, from Thoma:
finus. It is true, that this AMercklin
 takes, afterwards, notice ; that Caftel/a-
nus, in his Lives of Phyficians, rec.
kons otherwile ; fothat the Reader may
adopt which of the two opinions he
pleafes. Freberas begins alfo by re-
lating what 7homafins fays, and, at
laft, copies Cafielianus. In fine, the
1aft Author I know, who has men-
tioned the Birth, and Death of Fall-
pius, is Goelicke, a learned Profeffor
of Phyfick, in the Univerfity of Hall*,
He likewile fays he was born in 1490,
and fixes the time of his Death in 15638;
and withal adds, that others fay in
1562, All thefe have erred, and
Dr. /e Clerc has commicted the fame
Error with them. But he has endea-
voured, fince, more carefully to in-

veftigate the Truth of the Fa& in

¢ Vid, His Hiflory of Amatomy, printed in 1713

Queftion.
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Queftion. "I'do not at all queftion,
that the Explanations he now publifhes
to the World, in this refpe@, will be
thought fatisfa&ory to thofe who Ihal-l
read the Account given here.

Thefe are, if I miftake not, all thc
Articles in Dr. /e Clerc’s Plan which
Dr. Freind has undertaken to cenfure.-.
This Plan containing but {ix or feven
Sheets, if it were true thac there are
as many Errorsin it as the laft Prefends,
this Work being {o fmall, one might
very juftly conclude, as Dr. Freind
has done, that # 75 @ very impertect,
luperficial, inaccurate, and erroneous
Performance. But 1 think I have al-
ready fufhciently demonftrated ; that
nothing could be charged on Dr le
| Clerc with lefs reafon, not to fay with
more folly; fince if thcre are Faults,
they are few, and inconfiderable.
~ However, fuch as they are, if Dr.
- Freind had contented himfelf with
feting




. “r 1
nl ;
1
’ 'y -

:;
¢
-1

o E 83 ]

| ‘jfcurfg him nght he wasiat labefty to
do it; but to endeavour, as lie. bas
«done, . to find Errors where theré- are
gone; it is what one fhould not have

expected, and what has-occaflton’d this l
| Anfwer.




