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SOME LOST WORKS OF
COTTON MATHER.

To attempt the recovery of several lost or strayed works of
Cotton Mather looks like a waste of energy. For the catalogue
of Mather’s writings is already of so prodigious a length that
the student of American literature may well revolt at the thought
of reading any further ‘‘composures” from his tireless pen.
However, it is not a new batch of funeral sermons that will
occupy us, but a series of tracts and letters on variolous inocu-
lation; and this is a subject of uncommon significance, both in
New England history and in the annals of medical science. No
apologies, therefore, will be demanded of the searcher for dere-
lict material, provided his quest results in something tangible.!

1 In preparing this paper I have been able to use an admirable essay by Dr.
Reginald H. Fitz, Zabdiel Bovision, Inoculator, and the Epidemic of Smallpox in
Boston in 1721 (The Johns Hopkins University Bulletin, Xx11. 315-327). Mr.
Tuttle has been of material assistance again and again. I am indebted to Mr.
Herbert Putnam, Librarian of Congress, for indispensable facsimiles and for
copies of manuscripts. Mr. Frederick L. Gay has had the great kindness to lend
me a transcript of all of Cotton Mather's letters that are preserved in the Letter-
Book of the Royal Society, and to allow me to make such extracts as I might
need. This transcript is cited as the “ Gay us."”

Two unpublished lists of Mather's Curiosa Americana (communications to the
Royal Society), drawn up in his own handwriting, are several times cited in the
course of this study. (1) The first, which I call “the Catalogue of 1723, was
enclosed in a letter to Dr. James Jurin, Secretary of the Society, May 21, 1723.
It was intended to be exhaustive, up to that date, except for the Curiosa of 1712,
which Mather omitted because excerpts from them had been printed in the Philo-
sophical Transactions, xx1x. 62-71. 1 have used a transcript of this Catalogue
in the Gay us., fols. 179-181. (2) The second (cited as “the Loose Leaf List™)
is on a single leaf in the possession of the American Antiquarian Society. It is
obviously the table of contents of a sheaf of draughts which have disappeared.
It contains thirteen titles, which correspond (if we disregard a few slight varia-
tions in phraseology) to the last thirteen in the Catalogue of 1723, and occur in
the same order, — but there is one striking exception: the second title in the
Loose Leaf List is “ Variele triumphate: or, The Small-Pox Inoculated,” which is
given as a letter to Dr. Woodward. In place of this we have, in the Catalogue of
1723, ““An Account of the Method & Success of Inoculating the Small-Pox. To
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I. CuriosiTiES OF THE SMALL-Pox (1716); ADDRESS TO THE
Puysicians (1721); THE BoyrstoN Tract (1721).

At the outset, a repetition of familiar things is necessary, in
order to ensure clearness in the sequel. In particular, we must
call to mind the main facts about two famous letters (the first
by Timonius, the second by Pylarinus), since, though quite
distinct and published at different times, they are often cited
together, almost as if they were parts of one and the same
document.

In December, 1713, Emanuel Timonius (Timoni), a Doctor
of Medicine of both Padua and Oxford,'! and a Fellow of the
Royal Society, wrote a Latin letter from Constantinople, de-
scribing inoculation for the smallpox as practised in that city.
Undoubtedly the epistle was addressed to Dr. John Woodward,
Professor of Physic at Gresham College,® a leading member; of
the Royal Society and a correspondent of Cotton Mather.
At all events, it was Woodward who communicated it to the
Society, giving an English abstract of that portion which dealt
with the novel practice, and subjoining the ®tiological part in
the original Latin. In this shape the letter of Timonius was
printed in 1714, in No. 339 of the Philosophical Transactions,?
— the same number that contained excerpts from Cotton
Mather’s Curiosa Americana of 1712. In 1716 there appeared,
in No. 347 of the same Transactions, another account of Con-
stantinopolitan inoculation, entirely in Latin, from the pen of
Jacobus Pylarinus (Pylarini), M.D., late Venetian consul in
Smyrna.! In 1717 Nos. 338-350 of the Philosophical Transac-
tions were assembled and published as Vol. xx1x. This volume

M® Dummer.” On this variation see p. 455, note i, infra. There is no date at-
tached to the Loose Leaf List, but it certainly includes only Curiesa sent in 1721
and 1722 (all but one, probably, in the former year).

1 “Timoni, Emanuel, D. Med. of Padua; incorporated 6 July, 703" (Foster,
Alumnt Oxonienses, 1v. 1488).

2 In Traclatus Bini de Nova Variolas per Transplantalionem excitand: Me-
thodo (Leyden, 1721), the excerpts from Timonius are styled *“compendium
epistolz a Dn. E. Timoni ad J. Woodward mense Xbri. an. 1713 . . . con-
scriptae.”

3 For April-Tune, 1714. The year is mentioned in the colophon of No. 339:
" London, Printed . . 1714."

4 Pylarinus’s account was in a letter to Sir Hans Sloane, as appears from
Sloane’s paper in the Transactions, XLix. 516. On Timonius and Pylarinus see
also XLIX. 104-105.
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of course included both the report of Timonius' and that of
Pylarinus.?

It is the current opinion that these two articles came into
the hands of Cotton Mather at the same moment, in or about
1721, as a loan from Dr. William Douglass, and that they sug-
gested to him the idea of combating by inoculation the epidemic
of smallpox which devastated Boston and vicinity in that year.®
This view, however, needs correction in certain important
respects.

On Monday, July 2, 1716, Mather began the composition of
a third series of Curiosa Americana for the Royal Society.*
He wrote one letter, addressed to Dr. John Woodward, on
every weekday until, on Friday the 13th, he had completed the
set, — eleven in all, forming a “Decad” and a supplementary
epistle. These he entrusted, in the same month, to Samuel
Woodward, Secretary of the Province, for delivery to the Doctor,
along with a covering letter, which introduced the bearer.
Secretary Woodward sailed for London in August,® and undoubt-
edly fulfilled the trust. Mather’'s own draughts of the eleven
Curiosa and the covering letter are in the possession of the
Massachusetts Historical Society. None of the draughts is
dated, but that of the covering letter is endorsed, in Mather's
hand, “Letters to Dr Woodward. Sent by Mr Secretary
Woodward. July — 1716.” The fair copies which went to
England are not known to be extant. Fortunately, however, a
contemporary transcript of the series is preserved among the

1 xxrx. 72-82. ? xxIX. 393-300.

? See, for example, Fitz, 317; Bullock, Life and Writings of William
Douglass (American Economic Association, Ecomomic Studies, October, 18g7, 11.
268).

4 The first series of Curiosa was written November 17-2¢, 1712, and is excerpted
in the Philosophical Transactions, No. 339, for April-June, 1714 (xx1%. 62-71).
The originals are in the Letter-Book of the Royal Society, M. 2. 21-33. The sec-
ond series was sent to England in 1714. We learn from the covering letter of
July, 1716, that it consisted (apparently) of a “Decad” of letters. From this
same covering letter we also discover that Mather feared the Curiosa of 1714 had
never reached Dr. Woodward, and that he therefore enclosed copies (along with
the Curiosa of July, 1716) in the packet entrusted to the Provincial Secretary.
Thus it happens that, in the M. H. 5. draughts, the Curiesa of 1714 are more or
less mixed up with those of July, 1716 (see p. 421, note 1, infra).

5 Secretary Woodward sailed for England sometime between August 3 and
September 5, 1716, as Mr. Albert Matthews informs me. The limits are fixed by
a comparison between Council Records, V1. 494-495, and Court Records, x. g1 (in
the Archives of the Commonwealth).
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Sloane Mss. in the British Museum, and from this we can re-
cover the exact dates of eight out of the eleven Curiosa, —
Nos. 1-5 and g-11.! The tenth number interests us particu-

! The transcript is in Sloane Ms. 3340 (fols. 277-297). It is headed “ Curiosa
Americana continued in Letters to ¥* Learned & Famous John Woodward M.D.
F.R.S. M. Profess. from Cotton Mather. In y® year 1716."” Being made from the
fair copies which Mather sent to Dr. Woodward, it of course preserves the dates
of the several letters. The first of the series is labelled “N° 1" and is dated
“Boston N. England July 2. 1716."” The others are not numbered, but they are
arranged in chronological order. - Thus on fols. 277-290a we have the first four,
dated respectively (at the end of each) July 2, 3, 4 and 5, 1716. The fifth letter
is curtailed by a lacuna between fols. 292 and 293 of the manuscript. What re-
mains of it stands on fols. 2gob—2¢2, but the conclusion is lost, and with it the
date, which, however, must have been July 6. After the lacuna comes the letter
of July 11, 1716 (on fol. 293a); the latter part alone is preserved, but this carries
the date. Then come (on fols. 203b-207) two letters dated respectively July 12
and 13, 1716. That of July 13th is shown, by a passage which it contains, to have
been the eleventh and last (*“Unto y* Decad of Letters wherewith I have now
address’d you, I shall add this as a sort of a Posfseripf™). We are able, therefore,
to infer with certainty that the letters of July 11 and 12 stood ninth and tenth
in the series, and that those lost in the lacuna were Nos. 6, 7 and 8 (July 7, o
and 10). July 8 was Sunday, and a dies non.

It appears that Mather followed the same procedure in composing this series of
Curiosa that we know he adopted in composing the Series of 1712. In that year
his Curiose (preserved in the originals, all dated, in the Letter-Book of the
Royal Society, M. 2. 21-33, and accessible to me in the Gay ums., fols. 1-150)
were begun on Monday, November 17, and were continued, at the rate of one a
day, until the series was completed on the last day of the fortnight (Saturday, the
2gth). On the 23d (Sunday) no letter was written, but Mather made up for the
omission by writing two on Monday, the 24th. Thus the series of 1712 consisted
of thirteen numbers. That of July, 1716, as we have seen, contained but eleven.
The reasons are, (1) that, in 1716, Mather did not make up for Sunday by doubling
his Monday's task, and (2) that he wrote no letter on the last day of the fortnight,
since Saturday, July 14, 1716, was (as we learn from his Diary, 11. 360) “sett
apart for Supplications.”

If it were not for the Sloane transcript, we should not be able to decide upon
the precise dates and the order of the Curiesa of July, 1716, since the M. H. S,
draughts are not only undated, but are disarranged. For the convenience of future
editors of Mather papers, I append a list of these Curiosa, giving the title of each
as it stands (in Mather's hand) in the draught, and the date of each as it stands
in the Sloane transcript (which does not give the titles):

(1) Monsirous Impregnations, July 2; (2) A Monstrous Calf, July 3; (3) The
Nidification of Pigeons, July 4; (4) A Triton, July 5; (5) A Serpent securely handled,
[July 6], conclusion with date lost in Sloane lacuna; (6) lost in lacuna [July 7l;
(7) lost in lacuna [July g]; (8) lost in lacuna [July 10]; (9) Surprizing Influences
of the Moon, July 11; (10) Curiosities of the Small Pox, July 12; (11) The Fagiana,
July 13.

The letters missing in the Sloane transcript (Nos. 6, 7 and 8) are doubtless
A Strange Mischief lo the Eyes, Strenglh of I'magination, and The Sione Mistaken,
but we cannot be sure of their order. All the titles of the 1714 and 1710 sets are
included in the Catalogue of 1723, but that list does not enable us to date them or
to sort them out with security.



422 MASSACHUSETTS HISTORICAL SOCIETY. [FEB.

larly. It was written on July 12, 1716, and is entitled Curiosities
of the Small-Pox in the original draught and in the Catalogue
of 1723. It has never been printed.

In this letter of July 12, 1716, after speaking of the pre-
vious history of the smallpox in New England and comment-

ing on the epidemic of measles in 1713, Mather proceeds as
follows:

All that I shall now add, will be my Thanks to you, for comuni-
cating to the Public in D* Halley's Transactions, y* Account which
you had from D* Timonius, at Constantinople, y° Method of
obtaining and procuring y® Small-Pox, by Insition; which I per-
ceive also by some in my Neighbourhood lately come from thence,
has been for some time successfully practised there. I am willing
to confirm you, in a favourable Opinion, of D* Timonius’s Comuni-
cation; And therefore, I do assure you, that many months before
I mett with any Intimations of treating y* Small-Pox, with y* Method
of Inoculation, any where in Europe; I had from a Servant of my
own, an Account of its being practised in Africa. Enquiring of my
Negro-man Onesimus, who is a pretty Intelligent Fellow, Whether
he ever had y* Small-Pox; he answered, both, Yes, and, No; and
then told me, that he had undergone an Operation, which had given
him something of y® Small-Pox, & would forever praeserve him from
it; adding, That it was often used among y° Guramantese, & who-
ever had y® Courage to use it, was forever free from y*® fear of the
Contagion. He described y* Operation to me, and shew'd me in
his Arm y*® Scar, which it had left upon him; and his Description
of it, made it the same, that afterwards I found related unto you
by your Timonius.

This cannot but expire, in a Wonder, and in a request, unto my
Dr Woodward. How does it come to pass, that no more is done to
bring this operation, into experiment & into Fashion — in England?
When there are so many Thousands of People, that would give
many Thousands of Pounds, to have y* Danger and Horror of this
frightful Disease well over with y™. I beseech you, syr, to move it,
and save more Lives than D* Sydenham. For my own part, if I
should live to see y° Small-Pox again enter into o* City, I would
immediately procure a Consult of of Physicians, to Introduce a
Practice, which may be of so very happy a Tendency. But could
we hear, that you have done it before us, how much would That
embolden us! !

1 The extract follows the original draught, in Mather's hand (M. H. 8.) in
preference to the Sloane transcript. The variations are trifling.
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Mather’s slave Onesimus was presented to him by some gen-
erous parishioners on December 13th, 1707.! How promptly
his new master asked him the inevitable question, “Have you
had the smallpox?” we cannot tell. Two facts, however, are
now clear: (1) Mather had heard of inoculation, from Onesimus,
“many months”* before he saw Woodward’s abstract of
Timonius in the Philosophical Transactions; and (2) the abstract
reached him at least five years before the epidemic of 1721

broke out. It is also manifest that the essay of Pylarinus had’

not come to hand when Mather wrote the letter of July 12,
1716.° '

Now there is abundance of testimony that Dr. William Doug-
lass* did, at some time or other, lend Mather No. 339 of the
Philosophical Transactions (containing Timonius) and No. 347
(containing Pylarinus), and that (soon after June 6, 1721) he
reclaimed them and kept them close. The evidence comes not

only from Douglass himself’ but from Mather's devoted '

friends,’ so that there can be no doubt that it is trustworthy.

1 Diary, 1. 570.

2 Compare The Angel of Belhesda, as quoted on p. 431, infra.

 This is not surprising. No. 347 of the Philosoplical Transactions (containing
Pylarinus) was the issue “for the Months of Jam. Febr. and March 1716." It
was certainly not published before April, and may have been several months late.
No. 349 (for July-September, 1716) was not printed (as we learn from the colo-
phon, p. 504) until 1717.

1 A valuable (though sometimes inaccurate) Brief Memoir of William Douglass,
by Dr. T. L. Jennison, was printed in 1831 in Medical Communications of the
Massachuselts Medical Society, v. 195-240. This is utilized by Professor Charles
J. Bullock in his Life and Writings of William Douglass (American Economic
Association, Economic Siudies, 18q7, 11. 265-290), which furnishes much addi-
tional information, but needs to be corrected in some details, particularly in the
bibliography (p. 200). For other notices of Douglass, see Bullock, 263, note 1.

& In an unpublished letter to Alexander Stuart, M.D., September 25, 1721,
Douglass says that “some time ago” he lent * these Transactions™ (Nos. 339 and
347) “to a certain credulous vain Preacher of this place called Mather” (Royal So-
ciety Letter-Book, D. 2, . 2; Gay us., fol. 260). He repeats the statement in a letter
to Cadwallader Colden, May 1, 1722 (4 Collections, 11. 169): * Having, sometime
before the small-pox arrived, lent to a credulous preacher Mather, Jr., the Phil-
osophical Transactions No. 330 and 377" [i. e. 347], etc. See also the following
places in Douglass’s published works: I'moculation of the Small Pox as practised in
Bosion (Boston, 1722), 1-2, 3—4; Postscript to Abuses, &c. Obviated [Boston, 1722],
2-3, 4—3; A Dissertation concerning Inoculation of the Small-Pox (Boston, 1730), 2;
Summary, 11. 409 (Boston, 1751); and a communication, obviously by Douglass,
signed “W. Philanthropos,” in the Boston News-Leiter, No. g12 (for July 17-24,
1721). Cf. William Wagstaffe, A4 Lefter to Dr. Freind (London, 1722) [Appendix],
1; Boston News-Letler, No. 045 (for March 5-12, 1722).

6 Zabdiel Boylston, introductory note to Seme Account, etc. (Boston, 1721);

v T
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Douglass, according to Dr. Green, “took up his abode” in
Boston in 1718.! Yet here is Mather, in 1716, well acquainted
with the letter of Timonius (in No. 339), though not with that
of Pylarinus (in No. 347). How are we to reconcile the clashing
dates?

The key to the apparent contradiction may be found in
the fact that Douglass settled in Boston twice, first temporarily,
and afterwards for good. His dual venture is mentioned in
Isaac Greenwood’s anonymous Dialogue between Academicus;
and Sawny & Mundungus (1722). Sawny (Douglass) says to
Academicus (Greenwood): “Dr. MATHER, and Parson COL-
MAN too, have recommended me to the Esteem of the
People.” * And Academicus retorts:

Yes, Sawny, you came recommended to them, and they were so
Credulous (as you call them) to hope well, and speak well of you.
But you were so well known, they could procure you little practise,
and accordingly you took a Voyage, but soon returned; where at
last by their means you got a little Credit. However, but little
notice was taken of you, till your Opposition to Inoculation, made
you famous.?

To confirm Greenwood’s story we have, (1) the opening sen-
tence of an unpublished letter from Douglass to Dr. Alexander
Stuart, September 25, 1721 (“‘I did my self the honour to writte
to you twice or thrice since my last arrival in this place”),!
and (2) a passage in a letter from Douglass to Cadwallader
Colden, February 20, 1721:

Colonel Burgess’ design of coming over Governor, was the in-
ducement that brought me hither from the prospect of very good
business in Bristol; notwithstanding of that disappointment I have
resolved to fix here, and ramble no more. I can live handsomely
by the incomes of my Practice, and save some small matter,®

the same, An Historical Account of the Small-Pox Inoculaled (London, 1726),
1-4 (2d ed., Boston, 1730, 1-3); [Isaac Greenwood,] A Friendly Debate; or, A
Dialogue between Academicus; and Sauny & Mundungus (Boston, 1722), 4-3,
g-10. The Friendly Debate was certainly inspired by Mather and probably in
part written by him.

1 2 Proceedings, 1. 44 (cf. his History of Medicine in Massachusetls, 1881, 64).

* A Friendly Debate, 19.

2 P oo, ¢ See p. 423, note 5, supra.

& 4 Collections, 1. 164. Bullock (266) utilizes this passage, but he ignores the
significant mention of Burges’s “design,” which suggests rather 1715 than 1716
(see p. 425, note 2, infra),
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If Elizeus Burges’s design of ‘“coming over Governor” of
Massachusetts was what brought Douglass to these shores, his
first arrival in Boston, with letters of introduction to the min-
isters,! must have taken place in 1715 or (at the latest) in the
early part of 1716.2 Thus we can easily reconcile the fact that

1 On Douglass’s friendly reception by the Boston ministers, see the “Quazre”
at the end of Increase Mather’s tract Some Further Account from London, of the
Small-Pox Inoculaled (2d ed., Boston, 1721[-2], 7). Where Douglass got his
medical degree is not known. I find his name, however (* Gulielmus Douglass™)
under the year 1711 in the Album Studiosorum of the University of Utrecht
(Utrecht, 1886, col. 113). That he studied in Paris and Leyden is ascertained
from Summary, 1. 21, note (see Jennison, 196; Bullock, 266). What Jennison
says (196, 237, note 7) about “Alexander Sandiland " (misprinted ““Samdelande ")
and ‘“ James Stewart’ has misled Bullock (267, note 3). Douglass's friend and
correspondent was Alexander (not James) Stwart. To him he wrote from Boston
on September 21, 1721, on the subject of inoculation (see p. 423, note 5, supra),
and the letter was read before the Royal Society on November 16th (Publications
of the Colonial Seciety of M assachusells, Xx1v. 103). For other letters from Douglass
to Alexander Stuart see p. 457, note 4, énfra. He twice refers to his former inti-
macy with Stuart (Publications, as above, X1v. 106, note 3), and in the second
instance (which occurs in the dedication of his Praclical Essay concerning the
Small Pox, Boston, 1730) he is rather specific: “Our former Intimacy in the
Universzities in Holland and Hospitals in Flanders, inclined me to this Address.”
As for * Dr. Alexander Sandilande” (in [Isaac Greenwood's] Friendly Debate, 1, cf.
10), that is, I take it, merely Greenwood's (or Mather's) satirical nickname for
Dr. Alexander Stuart, just as “Sawny" is their nickname for Douglass.

? Burges's commission was dated March 17, 1714-15. He resigned in the
following spring, not having come to New England at all. As early as April 12,
1716, his resignation was known in London, and by the 2oth it was known there
that his successor, Samuel Shute, had been appointed by the King (Boston News-
Leiter, June 11 and 16, 1716). Shute’s commission was dated June 13 or 15, 1716.
It had been approved by the Privy Council on May 17th (dcis of the Privy
Council, Colonial, 1680-1720, 799). Between June 2 and 5, 1716, the news that
Burges was not coming reached Boston (Massachusells House Journal, 3, 6, 7).
These facts I owe to Mr. Albert Matthews.

From the letter to Colden (quoted in the text) it is clear that Douglass was in
Boston when his “disappointment” took place, — that is, of course, when the
news of Burges’s resignation and Shute’s succession arrived in June, 1716. And,
indeed, we see by his weather record (Swmmary, 11. 210) that he was here on June
26. Now he himself avers that Shute was appointed on March 14, 1715-16 (ib. 1.
470). Accurate or not, this statement (taken in connection with the letter)
suffices to prove that Douglass had left Bristol and sailed for Boston before that
date. The following extract from the Ms. Entry Book of the Scots Charitable
Society of Boston, February 7, 1715-16 (furnished by the kindness of Mr. F. L.
Gay), brings us still nearer to the date of his arrival: “Dof W™ Douglas M: D:
enters & gives £1 .. 0 .. 0."

In the Summary, 1. 1, Douglass speaks of his “Thirty Years Residence in
these Colonies.” This passage was written in 1746 (see 1. 50, where 1746 is called
““this Year"). Again (1. 110) he refers to himself as having come to New Eng-
land in his twenty-fifth year (““z5 At.") and as having pursued his investigations
here ““for a Course of thirty Years.” This passage appears to have been written

54
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Mather had read Timonius before July 12, 1716, with the well-
authenticated statements that No. 339 of the Philosophical
T'ransactions was.lent to him by Douglass. But what was the
voyage that Douglass took after his first arrival, — the voyage
from which, according to Greenwood, he “soon returned”? A
casual remark in Douglass’s Summary answers the question
satisfactorily: “Ammo 1717 peaceable Times, when I was in
Barbados, all along its Lee-Shore was a Breast-Work and
Trench, in which at proper Places were 29 Forts and Batteries,
having 308 Cannon mounted.” ! Accepting Dr. Green’s date
of 1718 2 as that of the year in which Douglass came back to

in 1747 and before July 8 (cf. 1. 30, note, o4, 9o, note, 120). In the latter instance,
at least, “ thirty" appears to be a round number. However, in another letter to
Colden (November 20, 1727), Douglass aims at exactitude: “I have,” he says,
“for these twelve years last past, made my observations and minutes of those who
lead and of those who are led, of all the shelves and rocks on which Gov. Shute
and our several parties and factions have run foul” (4 Collections, 11. 175-176).
Taken strictly, these words would indicate arrival in the autumn of 1715. But
in another place, he seems to give 1716 as the date of his advent: “As to the
Decay of our Cod-fishery, I shall only mention that Amne 1716 upon my first
Arrival in New-England, by the Books of the two Custom-House Districts of
Massachusetis-Bay were exported 120,384 Quintals,” etc. (Summary, 1. 540). But
this statement is not really inconsistent with a belief that he came over late in
I715.

On the whole, we are safe in fixing upon the latter part of 1715 or the early
part of 1716 as the date of Douglass’s first arrival in Boston.

! Summary, 1. 133 (Boston, 174g). In a letter to Colden (November 20, 1727),
Douglass mentions his having entered certain *““large spacious caves' in Barbados
(4 Collections, 1. 174). Bullock, 266, note 2, cites these two places, but he has
missed Summary,1. 121, note (which seems to allude to the visit to Barbados), and
I. go (where Douglass speaks of having ““transiently visited” the French West
Indies). Clearly, Jennison had seen this passage, though he did not cite it (p.
196). Douglass’s departure for the West Indies did not take place before the
spring of 1717, for he was still in Boston on February z2 (Summary, 11. 212, 213).

* Jennison (p. 196) gives the following account of Douglass's settling in Boston:
“In June, 1716, he came to Boston from Philadelphia. During the year 1717,
he visited the French and English islands in the West Indies, and returned to
Boston in 1718." Most of these statements appear to rest on remarks in the
Summary or on inferences therefrom. Unfortunately Jennison does not cite the
passages, and the Summary is an unindexed wilderness. Bullock, who accepts
Jennison's dates (omitting * June,” but keeping 1716), supplies some of the refer-
ences, and I have found others. “From Philadelphia® appears to be an error.
Douglass came to New England (doubtless Boston) from Bristol in Old England
(see p. 424, supra). “June" seems to be an unwarrantable inference from Sum-
mary, II. 210 (see p. 425, note 2, supra). For the visit to the West Indies, see
note 1, supra. I do not know Jennison’s authority for 1718 as the date of Doug-
lass's return, but it is probably correct. According to the records of the Scots
Charitable Society of Boston (as Mr. Gay informs me), Douglass paid his quar-
terly dues on May 1 and August 7, 1716. He disappears from the record at the
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Boston and “ took up his abode” here permanently, we find that
everything is in order. His loan of No. 347 of the Transactions
(containing Pylarinus) may have taken place in 1716 (after the
date of Mather’s letter of July 12), or at some subsequent
time.

After all, it is a matter of slight consequence (except for the
necessity of harmonizing the testimony of our witnesses)
whether Mather borrowed Timonius and Pylarinus from Doug-
lass or received them by post from London. But it is of some
interest to observe that, before July 12, 1716, he had read
Timonius, noting how the Constantinople physician substan-
tiated the story of Onesimus, and that he could write on that
day to Dr. Woodward: “For my own part, if T should live to see
y® Small-Pox again enter into o* City, I would immediately
procure a Consult of or Physicians, to Introduce a Practice,
which may be of so very happy a Tendency.” With these
words in mind, we turn with some satisfaction to Mather’s
Diary of almost five years later (May 26, 1721) and read an
entry drawn up in almost identical terms:

The grievous Calamity of the Small-Pox has now entered the
Town. The Practice of conveying and suffering the Small-pox by
I'noculation, has never been used in America, nor indeed in our
Nation. But how many Lives might be saved by it, if it were
practised? I will procure a Consult of our Physicians, and lay the
matter before them.!

For it is now evident that, when Cotton Mather urged inocu-
lation upon the attention of the Boston physicians in 1721, he
was not acting upon a sudden and whimsical impulse, he was
not plunging headlong into an unconsidered experiment on the
strength .of something he had just come across in a scientific
journal. On the contrary, he was proceeding in accordance
with a matured plan, — he was carrying out a resolution which
he had formed and announced five years before. The significance
of this fact requires no emphasis.

quarterly meeting, November 6, 1716, but reappears on November 18, 1718, and
pays his back dues (nine quarters). He was in Boston on October 14, 1719, as his
meteorological observations show: ‘1719, Oclober 14, Hard Frost as if Mid-winter,
Robins disappear. This Winter I walked round Beston Peninsula at a quick Pace
upon the Ice, without all the Wharfs, in one Hour seven Minutes” (Summary, IL
214).

! Diary, 1. 620621.
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Mather’s first move in his campaign for inoculation was to
frame an Address to the Physicians of Boston, exhorting them to
meet and pass judgment on the novel practice. The Address
was dated June 6, 1721.! It was circulated in manuscript
among the doctors, — not published, — but most of it soon got
into print, as we shall see presently, and the residue (except for
a few sentences) is probably still extant in the author’s own
handwriting.

The bulk of Mather's Address consisted of an abstract of
Timonius and Pylarinus, and this was soon published by Zabdiel
Boylston, with Mather’s approval and assistance. Furthermore,
the peroration of the Address, advising that the new method “be
warily proceeded in,” was twice quoted in the 1722, — once
in A Vindication of the Ministers® and once in Isaac Green-
wood’s Friendly Debate® Thus we possess almost the whole
of the Address in type. Before we search for the residue, we
must scrutinize the above-mentioned publication of Zabdiel
Boylston.

On August 4, 1721, Mather remarks in his Diary: “I will
allow the persecuted Physician, to publish my Communications
from the Levant, about the Small-Pox, and supply him with some
further Armour, to conquer the Dragon.”* And again, on
August 25th, he writes: “I will assist my Physician, in giving
to the Public, some Accounts about releeving the Small-Pox
in the way of Transplantalion; which may be of great Conse-
quence!” ® Both entries manifestly refer to a tract which ap-

! The date is ascertained from two sources: A Vindication of the Ministers
(Boston, 1722), 7, and [Greenwood's] Friendly Debate, 6. 1 adopt the title
Address (instead of Lelfer) to the Physicians for the sake of clearness. Either
term appears to be correct.

2 A Vindication of the Ministers of Boston, from the Abuses & Scandals, lately
cast wpon them, in Diverse Printed Papers. By Some of their People (Boston,
1722), 7-8. This pamphlet (like Greenwood's Friendly Debale) was at least in-
spired by Mather (see Diary, . 672, 674).

: Pp. 5-6.

4 Diary, 1. 636.

6 Ib. 1. 639. “My Physician,” in this passage, does not refer to Mather's
family physician, John Perkins (as to whom we may consult the Diary, 11. 6og
620, 627, 664), but to Zabdiel Boylston. Mather here employs my in a sense de-
rived from a special use of the Latin meuns (“my dear,” “my esteemed ete.).
So, in a letter to Jurin, May 21, 1723 (printed by N. Damell Davis in ﬂw:n;m-ﬂ,,
New York, February 18, 18g2, 1v. 128, and in the New England Historical uu.-j'
Genealogical Regisler, XLVI. 115), Mather speaks of Dr. John Woodward, of London
as “my Doctor.” :
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peared in August or September, 1721: Some Account of what is
said of Inmoculating or Transplanting the Small Pox. By the
Learned Dr. Emanuel Timonius, and Jacobus Pylarinus. With
some Remarks thereon. To which are added, A Few Queries in
Answer to the Scruples of many about the Lawfulness of this
Method. Published by Dr. Zabdiel Boylstone.!

The tract contains twenty-two pages, besides the title-leaf.
On the verso of the title-page is an introductory note, apparently
by Boylston. Then follows (on pp. 1-8) “A Faithful Abridg-
ment” of Timonius and Pylarinus, taken (as the introductory
note informs us) from Mather's Address to the Physicians.?
Next (on pp. 8-17) comes a series of ““ Remarks,” mostly of a
medical character. And finally (on pp. 18-22), we have “A
Few Quaries humbly Offered,” which are designed for the satis-
faction of scrupulous consciences. Thus the Boylston tract
falls into three parts. Part One (the abstract) is known to be
Cotton Mather’s. Who wrote the other two?

That Mather had a hand in one or both of them is antece-
dently probable, and is further indicated by the entries in his
Diary for August 4 and 25, already quoted. For there he sig-
nifies his purpose to “supply” Boylston with “further Armour”
(besides the Abstract) and to ‘“assist” him in ““giving to the
Public some Accounts.” The “Queries’ (Part Three) may
unhesitatingly be ascribed to Mather alone; for they are not
only in his style, but they also concern a vital department of
his own profession. Religious scruples, as everybody is aware,
prompted much of the hostility that inoculation encountered.
Such scruples i1t was the function of a minister to remove.
Nor was Cotton Mather likely to delegate this duty to a mere

1 The date of publication as here indicated (August or September, 1721) may
be established without recourse to Mather's Diary. (1) The tract mentions the
case of Esther Webb (p. 17), and we know that she was inoculated on August 3
(Boylston, Historical Account, 2d ed., 1730, 7). (2) When the tract was issued,
no inoculated person had yet died. The first death was that of Mrs. Dixwell,
which occurred on September 24 (the same, 10). Comparing the Diary for August
25, we can fix the date with security as between August 25 and the 24th of
September. The spelling of Boylston's name on the title-page differs in differ-
ent copies. In the copy in 'the Harvard College Library it is Boylstone; in the
M. H. S. copy, Bovision.

? “But because the Gentleman who only hath these Letters by him, refuses
now to lend them; the Account here following is chiefly taken from a known
Lelter written by a Learned Gentleman of Boston to the Worthy Physicians of the
Town" (p. [ii]).
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physician.! T shall not waste time, therefore, in arguing what
is manifestly “a most pregnant and unforced position,” but
shall reclaim pp. 18-22 for Mather without more ado. Thus
we are left with only Part Two of the Boylston tract to
account for, — the section headed “Remarks” (pp. 8-17).
The “Remarks” (like the “Queries’’) have usually been cred-
ited to Boylston, and it is clear that he is responsible for some
of them (in substance, if not in form 2), but others are certainly
Mather’s own, and the whole was probably redacted by his
skilful pen.

One passage in particular may be claimed for Mather
without any qualifications whatever, and it is a passage that
ought to be restored to its rightful owner, since it tells of in-
vestigations for which credit should be properly assigned. It
runs as follows:

There is at this Time a considerable Number of Africans in this
Town, who can have no Conspiracy or Combinatiorn to cheat us.
No body has instructed them to tell their Story. The more plainly,
brokenly, and blunderingly, and like Ideots, they tell their Story,
it will be with reasonable Men, but the much more credible. For
that these all agree in one Story; ‘That abundance of poor Negro's
die of the Small Pox, till they learn this Way; that People take the
Juice of the Small Pox, and Cut the Skin, and put in a drop;
then by’'nd by a little Sick, then few Small Pox; and no body dye
of it: no body have Small Pox any more.

Here we have a clear Evidence, that in Africa, where the Poor
Creatures dye of the Small Pox in the common way like Rotten
Sheep, a Merciful GOD has taught them a wonderful Preservative.

It is a Common Practice, and is attended with Swuccess. I have
as full Evidence of this, as I have that there are Lions in Africa.
And I don’t know why ’tis more unlawful to learn of Africans,
how to help against the Poison of the Small Pox, than it is to
learn of our Indians, how to help against the Poison of a Raitle-

Snake?

1 Mather is known to be the author of A Letler fo a Friend in the Country,
Attempting ¢ Solution of the Scruples & Objections of a Conscientious or Religious
Nature, commonly made against the New Way of receiving the Small-Pox. By a
Minister of Boston. Boston, 1721. This tract is dated at the end, November 20,
1721. Mr. Tuttle suggests (with much probability) that an entry in the Diary
for November g, 1721 (11. 656) relates to it.

2 So, for instance, when he cites his own experience with his patients (pp. 11,
12, 13, 16, 17).

3 P g
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There are several arguments ! (including the test of style) on
which this picturesque and animated piece of writing, with its
early specimen of Negro English, might more probably be
attributed to Cotton Mather than to Zabdiel Boylston. But
one need not balance probabilities, since conclusive proof is
available: the passage turns up, almost word for word, in the
holograph manuscript of Mather's Angel of Bethesda. For
reasons that will become obvious as we proceed, I shall begin
my extract from the Angel at a point a little anterior to the
moment of first coincidence:

There has been a Wonderful Practice lately used in Several Parts
of the World, which indeed is not yett become common in of
Nation. ;

I was first instructed in it, by a Guramantee-Servant of my own,
long before I knew, that any Europeans or Asiaticks had the least
Acquaintance with it; and some years? before I was enriched with
the Communications of the learned Foreigners, whose Accounts I
found agreeing with what I received of my Servant, when he shewed
me the Scar of the Wound made for the Operation; and said, That
no Person ever died of the Small-pox in their Countrey that had the
Courage to use it.

I have since mett with a considerable Number of these Africans,
who all agree in One Story; That in their Countrey grandy-many dy
of the Small-Pox: But now they learn This Way: People take
Juice of Small-Pox; and Cutty-skin, and Putt in a Drop; then
by’'nd by a little Sicky, Sicky: then very few little things like Small-
Pox; and no boedy dy of it; and no body have Small-Pox any more.
Thus in Africa, where the Poor Creatures dy of the Small-Pox like
Rotten Sheep, a Merciful GOD has taught them an Infallible Pre-

1 For example, the retort about snakeroot as a remedy is quite in Mather’s
vein. He had mentioned this specific on November 18, 1712, in a letter to Dr.
Woodward (Roval Society Letler-Book, M. 2. 22; Gay ms., fol. 34), which had
been excerpted in the Philosophical Transactions, No. 330 (xx1x. 64), — the very
number that includes the paper of Timonius. And on September 24, 1716, he
had sent a specimen of the plant to James Petiver, F.R.S., the distinguished
botanist (see the original draught, M. H. S, and the letter itself among Petiver's
papers in the British Museum, Sloane us. 40635, fol. 255). Petiver acknowledged
the gift, in 1717, in his Pefiveriana IIT (p. 12, col. 2), registering the plant as
“QOphiophuga, Cottonis Mather.”

? In his letter of July 12, 1716, Mather says, in effect, that he got his informa-
tion from Onesimus “many months” before he read Timonius (p. 422, supra).
When Pylarinus came into his hands we do not know, but certainly after this letter
of 1716 was written. “Some years” is either a synonym for “many months,” or
else (in the Angel) Mather is referring to the interval between his first talk with
Onesimus and his perusal of Pylarinus.




























































































































































