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and eccentricity helped rather than hindered him in the
acquisition of notoriety, and, though notorious during life, his
posthumous celebrity far exceeded his contemporary fame.
Alchemists, quacks, and charlatans of all kinds paraded his
name for purposes of their own, so that it became almost im-
possible to distinguish what he really wrote from what was
attributed to him and to separate the real facts of his life from
the false ones,  Hence the various estimations of his character
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are totally contradictory, though the battle waged on this un-
certain ground by physicians, story-tellers and antiquaries in
their attempts to glorify or damn his memory has at least had
one effect—that of making his name still more famous.
Amongst his great contemporaries, the learning of Erasmus,
the art of Holbein, the humour of Rabelais, the humane out-
spokenness of Johann Weyer, and the terrible deaths of Etienne
Dolet and Michael Servetus have hardly sufficed to make
their names more widely known,
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philosopher was not content with the ordinary Latin, Ab
Hohenheim, which appears on his authentic portraits (figs. 1
and 2), but preferred the Greek mopa to the Latin a4, and then,
instead of making his name wholly Greek, like his contemporary
Melanchthon, added the Latin Celsus (for Hohenheim), thus
obtaining the doggerel mixture, * Paracelsus ",

He was born at Einsiedeln in Canton Schwytz in the year
1493. His father Wilhelm Bombast von Hohenheim, a
physician in poor circumstances, is supposed to have been
the natural son of a German noble of that name. He received
his early instruction from his father at Villach in Carinthia ;
then he studied at the University of Basel, and commenced a
life of travel.  He passed through various countries, including
certainly Germany, Hungary, France and the Netherlands.
During this period of his life he visited different mines,
especially those belonging to the wealthy Fugger family in
Tyrol, and gained all the information he could about metal-
lurgy and chemistry. He doubtless collected what knowledge
he could get from the poorer people on the use of popular
remedies and local customs in ordinary complaints. In his
wanderings he made the acquaintance of alchemists, especially
Johann Tritheim— Trithemius —with whom he studied, as
well as of charlatans and quacks of all sorts. He said: 1
searched after my art, at the risk even of my life, and have
not felt ashamed to learn something even from tramps, ex-
ecutioners and barbers ™ (1).

On his return to Switzerland he set up as a physician in
his native country, and in 1527, probably at the instance of
the reformer Oekolampadius and the printer Frobenius (a
patient of his), was appointed to the chair of medicine at the
University of Basel. Here his fame became very great, and
it was about this time that Erasmus of Rotterdam sought his
advice by letter (2). Here it was also that in ridicule of the
dogmatic teaching of his contemporaries, and probably in-
flamed by their opposition to his innovations, he himself
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scribes the skull (4). His age at death has been variously
given, but all the best evidence is in favour of it being forty-
seven. The occurrence of the age forty-five inscribed on a
medal (5), bearing the date of his death (1541), may be ex-
plained by supposing that the likeness on this medal has been
copied from a portrait taken in 1538, when he was only forty-
five years old.
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Of portraits of Paracelsus a very large number exist.
These can be divided into a few main groups as Professor
Aberle has done, most of the individual portraits being
obviously copies or variations of one or the other of a few
original prototypes. Of all these portraits scarcely any can
claim to be contemporary likenesses. The engraving by
Wentzel Hollar, though possibly after Rembrandt, and the
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physician.  There may have been an inscription on the
painting which Chauveau copied to the effect that Tintoret
painted it from life, but this would not prove that the portrait
was one of Paracelsus.

The really authentic portraits of Paracelsus are two en-
gravings (figs. 1 and 2), both the work of an artist, who signed
himself by the letters A. H., in monogram, as well as some
medals (fig. 3), prints (figs. 4 and 35) and paintings bearing
similar likenesses. The two engravings referred to, represent
him, one at the age of forty-five, the other at the age of forty-
seven, and bear the dates, 1538 and 1541, respectively. It
would be very interesting to know who the artist of these en-
oravings was, and it has been suggested that the monogram
A. H. stands for Augustin Hirschvogel, a famous draughts-
man, engraver, glass-painter, and potter of Niirnberg, but this
is quite uncertain. The only fact known of the engraver of
these portraits is that, whoever he was, he was probably
about that time at Salzburg, for the same monugram appears
on an engraving of Dr. Johannes Fabricius of Salzburg, made
in 1540.

In both these portraits of Paracelsus we have the represen-
tation of a man who looks somewhat prematurely old for the
age stated in the accompanying inscriptions, He has a large
head with a broad, moderately high forehead, and consider-
able development of the occipital region. The crown is bald,
and there is no hair on the face ; bushy rather dishevelled locks
cover the lower part of the sides and back of the head. The
nose and mouth are large, the features somewhat haggard, and
the whole expression thoughtful, but rather coarse, The face
is of a kind which one might almost expect to see on an en-
thusiast of the present day, haranguing the mob in some
public place on his own ideas of religion and the fundamental
principles of the universe. Paracelsus is dressed in a loose
fitting gown, and in the 1540 portrait (fig. 2) has an amulet
suspended from the neck, and he grasps in both hands the
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and other questions concerning him, and then proceed to the
main points in his work and character.

If the present evidence as to drunkenness, frenzied ravings,
and communion with evil spirits be examined, the greater
part of it may be traced back to Oporinus. Johannes Oporinus
(Herbst) of Basel, born in 1507, was for two years (about
1528) the famaulus or amanuensis of Paracelsus. In 1533 he
was made Professor of Latin at the University of Basel and
was Professor of Greek there from 1537 to 1539. Afterwards
he became the most celebrated printer of his time in Germany
and Switzerland, and died in 1568. In the biographical record
of Oporinus by Jociscus (11) published at Strassburg in 1569
we have the following passage : * Moreover Theophrastus,
intoxicated with wine, was wont in the night to attack appari-
tions with his unsheathed sword for almost half an hour at a
time, thus causing great fright and danger to Oporinus,
who, sleeping in the same room, used to hide himself in bed.
Then he would oblige Oporinus to write from dictation and
spoke so quickly that Oporinus often declared he believed the
words were inspired by demons.” Well! Oporinus was
about twenty-one years old then, and doubtless enjoyed his
sleep, He cannot have liked being aroused in the middle of
the night, especially to write rapidly from dictation in an
artificial light; his annoyance as Melchior Adami suggests
(12) may possibly have led him to exaggerate the facts and
call the restless enthusiasm of Paracelsus drunkenness. It is
said that he afterwards regretted his accusations.

Erastus (13) tells a similar story, but it may be questioned
whether much weight ought to be attached to his evidence,
even if it were first-hand, and this it is not. Thomas Erastus
(Liebler or Licber) was probably the bitterest of the writers
against Paracelsus, He was born about 1523, became Pro-
fessor of Medicine at Heidelberg, and afterwards Professor of
Ethics at Basel, where he died in 1583, He founded by a
book on excommunication the religious doctrines called after
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the Englishmen, Robert Fludd and William Maxwell) especi-
ally developed the idea of Azoth and the ** quintessence ” which
it contained. The latter was afterwards vaguely enough
identified with mineral and “animal magnetism,” when these
subjects came to the front,

At any rate, much of the talk about the sword handle and
““ Azoth " originated after the death of Paracelsus. Perhaps,
after all, the word occurs in connection with his sword only
because Paracelsus named the sword after his (ideal rather
than actual) medicine, Azoth,

In examining the character of Paracelsus and in estimating
the position which he occupies in the history of medicine, one
is forced to an opinion which others have already maintained,
namely, that the truth lies somewhere between the assertions
of his detractors and the ideal representation of those who
find everything good in him.

He certainly took a great share in the introduction of
mercury, antimony, arsenic and iron into medical treatment.
He also knew of the results of chronic poisoning by mercury,
arsenic, etc., and had had the opportunity of personally ob-
serving such symptoms in the case of metallurgists connected
with the mines he visited. He treated Syphilis, “die Frantzo-
sen,” as he called it, with mercury. What a terrible scourge this
disease was in those days we may gather from his own words:
*“ Dieweil ich begreiff alle die Wundkrankheiten, wie sie in
die Frantzosen verwandelet werden, welche die grisste Krank-
heit der gantzen Welt ist, da kein argere nie erfunden, die
Niemandt schonet, und die mehresten Hiupter am Mehristen
angreiffet " (17).

He understood the use of opium, although what he called
“laudanum " was probably quite different to the tincture of
opium, now called by that name (18).

The *chemical doctors™ (**spagyric” doctors) were at-
tacked and repressed long after the death of Paracelsus.
Antimony, opium and laudanum were still prohibited in 1640
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His theories, however, on St. Vitus's dance (z.e, the
various affections formerly known under that term) seem
now-a-days hardly less grotesque than the dance itself, if
indeed he really wrote what has been attributed to him on
this subject.

Considering the time in which he lived it is noteworthy
that Paracelsus duly recognised the wvis medicatrix nature,
the tendency to spontaneous recovery from disease, and the
natural process by which wounds heal. Medicine was to him
an ally aiding the patient to drive out disease. In his view
of disease as something foreign to the organism, which entered
in to ficht with it, he dimly foreshadowed the contagium vivum
theory of disease. This was, however, first actually enun-
ciated by the Jesuit Kircher (25), when in 1659 he wrote :
“ The propagators of the plague are little worms, so small,
fine and delicate that they cannot be recognised by the
SENses .

If Paracelsus had rested at the introduction of useful drugs
and the development of his practical views of medicine, and
had simply upheld reliance on personal observations as well
as on book learning, he would probably have been nearly as
much opposed during his lifetime ; though now-a-days his
name would have been less notorious, but his memory more
cherished. He did not content himself with these practical
objects, but with his necessary limited, though growing, know-
ledge, he aimed at nothing less than the development of some
scheme of philosophy which would explain the whole working
of the universe. Naturally, when he had welded into his
system all he had learned or heard on medicine, chemistry,
astronomy, religion and philosophy, the doctrines which he
thus obtained were often anything but satisfactory, and were
rendered still more wild and absurd by his successors, whose
unintelligible jarcon was intended to simulate depth of
thought.

Amongst his contemporaries he must have been deficient










