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INTRODUCTION:

Controver{y having been fet on Foot,

fome time ago, in the Salisbury Sournal,
concerning fome particular Paffages, in a late
Treatife containing an Inguiry into the Nature,
Caufe, and Cure, of the (laf? Yzar's) Epidemick
Fever, in Order to affift the Curious in form-
ing a right Judgment of this Controverfy, I
think it neceffary to acquaint them, both what
the general Defign of that Treatife was, and
for what purpofe thofe particular Paflages,
which have been chiefly Objeted to, were n-
troduced.

THE Epidemick Fever, - which gave
Occafion to the Inquiry, having {wept away
great multitudes of People, wherever it had
made 1its Appearance, as ac Briflol, Exeter,
Worceffer, &c, and being of a new and Dan-
gerous kind, I made it my Bufinefs, at it’s firfk
Appearance, to getall the Information I could,
from different Parts, concerning the method of
treating it—and, at the fame time, I did not
neglect making the beft Obfervations I was
able, in the Courfe of my own Pradtice, and
confulting Authors, who had writ upon Epi-
demick Difeafes, in order to difcover the Na=

A ture,

X A,



il INTRODUCTION,

ture of it, and the moft effeGtual means of
Cure: This was the Occafion of drawing up
the Treatife above-mentioned.

SOMETIME after the Fever began to
thew it felf in this Neighbourhood, I was cal-
led to a Confultation with Dr. Samber and Dr,
Hele, upon the Cafe of Mr. Hillman, who
had been Ill fome Days of this diftemper.
My fentiments, upon this Occdfion, happen-
ing to be different from thofe of Dr. Hele
(tho’ agreeable, at firft, to Dr. Samber’s) parti-
cularly with regard to Venefeition, I thought
my felf obliged, in Duty to the Patient, to de-
liver my opinion freely, and openly, together
with my Reafons for it ; and 1 did it in a man-
ner fuitable, as I thought, to the occafion,
This Conduét drew upon me Dr. Hel's Re-
fentment. I fhall not trouble the Reader with
a tedious Tale of what paflfed at our feveral
meetings, it is fufficient to obferve, thac Mr.
Hillman was bled four Times, ufed many other
Remedies, not very confiftent with that Eva-
cuation, and at length happily recover’d.

T H E difpute, Iimagin'd, would have end-
ed here, and that, agreeably to the Practice of
Phyficians in fuch Cafes, the Publick would
not have been troubled with our perfonal De-
bates ; but, to my great Surprize, I {oon found
that the Story was induftrioufly {fpread Abroad,
(with a good deal of artful Colouring) to my
Difadvantage, and that it was confidently given
out, that the Patient owed his Life to nothing
but the repeated Bleeding which he had un-

dergone. I had, I chought, good reafons to
alledge



INTRODUC TTON: iii.

alledge againft repeated Venefection, as well in
the Fever in general, as inthis particular Cafe,
Upon this occafion, therefore, I made fome
farther inquiry concerning the Fever,and added
Mr. Hillman's Cafe to the Obfervations which
1 had before colleted. The Treatife, I have
been fpeaking of, was the Refult of my Inqui-
ries. When I had finifh’d it, I thewed it to
fome Friends, by whofe perfuafion I was af-
terwards induced to make it Publick. It was
urged as a Reafon fot my doing fo, that, as
many had entertain’d miftaken Notions con-
cerning the Fever, it might be of Service in
correcting, or preventing, fuch Miftakes,
THIS being my defign, in Publifhing
the Inquiry, I was afraid of rendering it lefs
ufeful, by giving it the Air of a controverfial
Piece: I introduced the controverted Cafe,
therefore, only as a fuppofed Cafe, and referr’d
to it here and there in the Work, as it ferv’d
to illuftrate the Subject 1 was then upon. It
was partly for this Reafon, and partly out of
Tendernefs to the Chara&ter of Dr. Hel,
that I forbore mentioning His, Mr. Hillman's,
or my own Name, thro’ the whole Perform-
ance. I mentioned, indeed, fome Inftances of
bad Reafoning, as well as Practice, thatothers
might avoid running into the fame Errors,—
Bur I did not imagine that, by mentioning Dr,
Sangrado’s Reafoning, I fhould incur the dif-
pleafure of Dr, Hele, much lefs that he wou’d
have furnifh’d the Reader with a Comment up-
on my Treatife, by applying particular Paffages
to himfelf, as he afterwards did in his two Let-
ters in the ournal.
A THE
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T H E Performance, fuch as it was, met
with a favourable Reception from the Publick,
and fucha Oneas much exceeded my Expecta-
tions : and, I believe, all who have read it will
acquit me of baving foiffed in (1 beg pardon
for the coarfenefs of the Phrafe) any Indecent,
or undeferved Refle(tions upon Dr. Hele, or
any one elfe, tho’ I have been accufed of do-
ing it. * But unexceptionable as it was, (at
leaft in this point) Offence was taken at it, and
it had not been long publifhed before fome
Efforts were employed to hurt it’s Credit. A
Pamphlet, written by one Mr. Daniel Cox, an
Apothecary, above a twelve month before, was
Advertifed in the Salisbury “fournal, by Dr.
Hele's Recommendation, (as he afterwards con-
fefied,) and intended to be put upon the
World as a Refutation of what I had writ.
This had its End in deceiving many People,
and occafioned me to write the Lertter, to the
Author of the Salisbury fournal, which is in-
ferted in the Appendix.—No. 1,

T HI1S Artifice being thus detected, ano-
ther Methed was to be Employed to Chaftife
me for prefuming to call Dr. He/e's Infallibility
in Queftion, 1 fay, for prefuming to call
Dr. Hele's Intallibility in Queftion; for that
this was the only motive for Dr. Hele's
Refentment, I think is evident from his whole
proceeding in this Affair; for he pradently
declined entering into a general Examination
of the Treatife, and with great Sagacity pick’d
out Mr, Hillman’s Cafe,to caval at. This remark-

b5 able
¥ See Dr. Hele's fecond Letter in the Appendix,




INTRODUCTION v.

able Cafe, then, feems to have been the fole oc-
cafion for his becoming Author: But it is
not eafy to imagine what could give offence to
Dr. Hele, in the relation of this Cafe, except
that People might infer from thence, that he
was miftaken in his Judgment concerning it;
the meaning of which is no more than that he
is not Infallible ; or that he is liable to be
fometumes miftaken,———-A different Relacion
of this Cafe, together with a few general
Afperfions, upon the Inquiry, made up, Dr.
Hele's firft Leuer in the Salisbury fournal.
This Epiftolary Eflay he had afrerwards
the modefty to put off as a {ufhcient Anfwer
to that Treatife; not confidering, that the
general Tenor of the Inquiry would not have
been at all affe¢ted, fuppofing he could have
proved Mr. Hillman’s Cafe to have been Inflam-
matory, and his recovery to have been owing
to Venzfe&ion. For if that Gentleman’s Fever
was of the fame kind as the then reigning E-
Eidemick, his proving repeated Bleeding to

ave been right in that particular Cafe, would
not have proved it to be right 2z general; and
if it was notof the Epidemick kind, he might
have known, that it would prove nothing ;
Since it does not follow, becaule Venzflefion is
right in one kind of Fever, that it muft be right
likewife in another. The Do&or has not fo
much as attempted to prove repeated Bleeding
to have been good Practice in the Epidemick,
in general, nor gone any farther towards prov-
ing it, than merely afferting that Fever to have
been Inflammatory 3 in which he hasonly fec

up
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up his own opinion as a Standard for others
to dire&t their Judgment by.

Notwithftanding the Provocation which I
had received, by being pointed at, by name,
and having my Character afperfed in a publick
News paper, I was unwilling to make a pub-
lick reply to this abufive Lerter ; efpecially as
the chief point, upon which the Do&or had
chofen to difplay the excellencies of his Pen
was of a private Nature. For this Reafon, as
well as to avoid coming to an open Rupture
with, Dr. Hele, I writ him the following Let-
ter, and fent it to him by a private Hand.

Sarum, OCf. 19. 1742.
91 R,

H AV E juftread a Letter, in the Salisbury

“Fournal, fign’d H. Hele, which, from
the manner of it, Ithould 7oz bave fi[peéted to
have come from you, had it not been fubfcrib-
ed with your Name; and as I find my Character,
not as a Phyfician only, but as an honeft Man,
attack’d therein, I think it incumbent upon me
to fay a few Words in my own defence, and I
have taken this method of doing ir, not be=-
caufe I am afraid of appealing to the Publick,
but becaufe I look upon Perfonal Controverfies,
between Phyficians, to be of very little Im-
Importance to the World,

THE Charge which you have fo roundly
brought againft me, is, that the Theory, con-
tained in the Inquiry, is very Chimerical, Con-
fufed, Inconfiftent, and hardly Intelligible, a
Wild Svftem, @e. and that 1 have 7eprefented
Mr. Hillmar's Cale unfairly (or as you exprefs

1t
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it in another Place, reprefented Cafes faljely,
tho’ (by the by,) you mention but one Cafe,
and that I have falfly Infinuated, that our Pa-
tient was reliev’d by Cordials, ¢¢. whereas,
by your Account, he found relief by every
Bleeding, and by the fourth was foon (you
might have added miraculously) freed from all
his dangerous Symptoms. You might I fay,
have added miraculously, fince this furprifing
Cure was ¢ffeéed, in balf an bour, * and by a
means too which had been tried three times
before, without any benefit, the Patient remain-
ing, after the third Bleeding, in the utmoft
danger, according to your own Confeffion.

AS to the firft Partof this heavy Charge,
fince it means no more than that 2ou diflike the
Inguiry, 1 fhall at prefent take no farther No-
tice of it than juft to Oblferve, that, when I
printed it, 1ded not fuppofe you wouid like it 5 nor
did I expect to draw you over to the opinion
of a young Praititioner, asyou are pleafed to
call me. No Sz7, you may ftill be fully perfuad-
ed, that this Fever was of the Inflammatory kind,
(as you fay you are,)but give me leave to tell you,
that your Perfuafion is not a Rule for the reft
of the world to regulate their opinions by, nor
will it at all affe&t the Inquiry (notwithftanding
the Sopbifm which ycu have brought ta fup-
port it,) or alter the Nature of the Fever. So
much for the firft part of the Charge, (the far-
ther confideration of which I fhall referve till
another opportunity) but the later part of it
vz, thatl have reprefented Cafes falfly deferves

to
* See Dr. Hele's firk Letter, in the Appendix, No. z.
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to be more ferioufly attended to —This, Si7s
is a Charge of fuch a Narture as, if it can
be made good, will affect my moral Cha-
racter, and if it cannor, will recoil upon the
Author of it. But how have you attemprt-
ed to make good this Charge? Why, you
have given the publick your word for i,
and befides this have added, that the Gens
tleman himfelf is ready to teftify. ro the
World, if required, the truth of whart you have
advanced. In anfwer to this I beg leave to Ob-
ferve, that the Word of an Adverfary is'not to
be taken in his own Caufe, and that the Gen-
tleman’s Teftimony, or Certificate, could you
produce it, would (according to your cwn Aec-
count of bis Cafe) be of no Ufe to you; for if
he laboured under an Inflammation of the Brain,
as you affirm’d he did, at the time of his Sick-
nefs, and ftill feem to think, Common Senfe
will tell you that he could not be a competent
Judge of his own Cafe, when it happen’d, and
confequently is not a proper Perfon to give Evi-
dence concerning it. However fince you fay that
Mr. Hillman is ready to give in Evidence, if
required, that I have reprefented his Cafe un-
fairly, I mult require you to produce fuch E-
vidence, and I muft likewife add, that you are
bound in Honour either to produce a Teftimo-
nial, or Certificate, from Mr. Hillman to thew
that I have reprefented his Cafe falfly, or un-
fairly, or elfe to make a publick Acknowledge-
ment, that you have falflyand fandaloufly af-
perfed my Character. But you know 87,
wvery well, thaticis not in your Power to pro-

duce
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duce fuch a Certificate ; this you know very
well, I fay, but here lies the fallacy upon
which you proceed. Mr. Hillman has pub-
lickly declared that he thought himfelf re/iev-
ed by bleeding, particularly the laft Bleeding ;
and I have mention'd it, as my Opinion, that
he grew worfe upon bleeding, and that the
Difeafe was at laft overcome by Vomiting,
Blifters, Cordial, and Diaphoretick Medicines.
This is what I have advanced in the INQUIRy,
as my Fudgment or Opinion upon the Cafe, and
this 1 am ready to maintain, whenever you awill
pleafé to give me an Opportunity. But this, it feems,
has been call’d Reprefenting Cafes faifely, where-
as it s not Reprefenting them at all. Repre-
{fenting or Stating a Cafe, and giving an Opinion
upon it, are two very different Things. You
may, indeed, call it giving a wrong Judgment
upon the Cafe, if you pleafe, but nor Mif-
reprefenting it ; for there 1s a wide difference
between an Error in Judgment, and a wilfull
Mifreprefentation of Faéts. What you have
called Reprefenting Cafes falfely amounts, there-
fore, to no more, at the moft, than an Error
in Judgment, and even this is not fhewn to
be fo. This, Sir, 1s what I have to fay to
you at prefent, and to this I expelt a {peedy
Anfwer,
Iam SIR,

Your bumble Servant,

I. BARKER.

B P.S. As
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P. S. AS Differences between Phyficians do
not anywife tend to the Benefit of the Publick,
if you have really that fender regard to the ge-
neral good of Mankind, * which you profefs,
you will beft make it appear, not by haughti-
ly'refufing to Confult with One,who for the fake
of his Patient’s welfare, prefumes to diffent
from your Opinion, or treating him with Con-
tempt, but by candidly hearing his Reafons, and
endeavouring to fet him right, if he happens
to be miftaken.

THIS Letter was writ without any defign
of being made publick, and it is only in Com-
pliance with Dr. Hele's repeated Requeft that
1t now appears in print - :

TWO Days after 1 had fent this Letter to
the Dr. I received the following Polite, and
Ingenious, but Laconick Anfwer,

SIR,
RAY go onas you began. Print your
Letter to me in the next fournal, and
ic fhall be anf{wer’d, in the fournal follow-
ing That by
Your bumble Servant,
H. HeLE,

Oét. 22. 1742,
Dr. Hele

* See Dr. Hele's firlt Letter.

+ The Reader will pleafe to obferve that this is an exat
Copy of the Letter which I fent to Dr. Hele, fuch a Copy
having been depofited in proper Hands at the Time when it was
writ, tor fear an improper Ule might be made of it. The Ufe
which Dr. Hele has fince made of this Letter is a Proof thag
my Caution was not unneceflary : But of this more hercaf.
ter.
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Dr. Hele having thus declared againft car-
rying on the Debate in a private, and an a-
micable manner, I was obliged to proceed in
a publick One; but as I was forry ro fee the
Dr. mifpend his Own, and his Reader’s time,
in printing Three-balf penny-Effays, in a Coun-
try NNews-Paper, 1 called upon him in a fhort
Letrer, the week following, * to enter into
a fuller Examination of the Treatife, which
he profefi'd fo great a diflike to, and I hoped
He would have done it in fuch a manner as be-
came a Gentleman and a Man of Learning.
Befides this, as Dr. Hele, in his printed Lerter,
had faid, that Mr. Hillman was ready to Tefti-
fy to the World, if required, that I had M/~
reprefented bis Cafe, 1 afferted, upon good
grounds, (vzz. that Gentleman’s own word)
“ that he neither had, nor would giveany fuch
Evidence.” This Letter produced another
from Dr. Hele, in the fournal following 4, in
which afcer haﬂng accufed me, not only of
not being miftaken in my _]udgmf:nt but of
mifreprefenting Falts, and afferting Untruths,
he proceeds to lay before the Publick whathe
calls bis Teftimonials, to fupport his Charge. A
Charge of fo heincus a INature could not be
paffed over in Silence; I therefore inferted an
Advertifement in the Fournal, the week fol-
lowing, in which I promifed to makea proper
reply to the Dr’s two Letters,with all conveni-
ent Speed §. It isin purfuance of this promife
that I now lay the following Remarks before
the Publick. A S

* See the Appendix. No, 2
+ See No gpe <
%+ No 3.
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A S to the Remarks themfelves, they are of
two kinds ; Firft, fuch as relate to fome gene-
ral Topick, as the difference between Nervous
and Inflammatory Fevers, the Ulefulnefs of the
Theory, ¢<¢. Or Secondly, fuch as have on-
ly a Relation to the perfonal Difpute between
Dr. Hele and My felf—=The former, 1 hope,
will need no Apology; and as for the later,
the Good-natured Reader, I am perfwaded, will
excufe them, when he confiders in what an
unfair and owtragious manner my Character
has been attack’d,

I (hall only add, that I do not expect that
Dr. Hele will be prevail’d upon, by the follow-
ing Remarks, to alter either his Opinion or his
Prad&ice, for I have fomewhere met with an
old Proverb which fays

Nexgor' aTpweir, ¥ yigolle slerely, Tavley et

Which T fubmit to the Do&or’s ferioug

Meditation.

REMARKSS
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il

REMARKS

| L e _
Dr. Herg’s, Firft LETTER.

T is recorded, as I remember, in thofe au-

theatick Hiftories, called the Oxfird Fefts,
that, as King Caarces the 1. (of facetious
Memory,) was hunting, one Day, in Wfﬂdf&r—
Forref?, a Country Lad came running to his
Mother, with great Satisfattion in his Coun-
tenance, to tell her, that #h¢ King had {poken
to him. ¢ Well, what did he fay to Thee.”
cries the Mother. < Why,” (replies the Lad)
“ He faid, Stand out of my Way, you Booby.”

I look upon My felf to be in a Sitation
not unlike that of this Country Lad, for I
efteem it an Homour to be taken Notice of by
the Renowned Dr. Hele, tho’ he meant no
more than to chaflife me for StAnpDING 1N
HIS WAY.

I fhould ill deferve the Honour Dr. Hele
has done me, fhould I not take Notice of his
two Letters in the Salisbury “fournal; out of
Regard to him therefore, as well as for the Sa-
tisfaction of our Common Friends, I fhall now
take thofe Letters into Confideration, that I

may
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may take my Leave of the Do&tor, in as hand-
fame a manner, as he has taken Leave of me-*,

I have heard it obferv'd, and (I think) very
juftly, that when a Man once commences Au-
thor, he waves, of Courfe, all the Privileges,
which He mightotherwife lay claim to, on ac-
count of his Superior Age, or Rank, the fin-
ole Advantage which one Writer has over ano-
ther confifting in his having more Truth and
Reafon on his Side——Dr. Hele having put
himfelf, then, upon a Footing of Eguality
with Me, by commencing Author, I fhall
confider him in that Light; and, as it will not
be expected from me that I thould treat the Lez-
ter- Writer with fo much Ceremeny as 1 fhould
the Polite, the Learned, and the Fudicious Dr,
Hele, (for whom many of my Readers, with-
out doubr, have conceived as profound a Ve-
neration as I have my Self) I fhall proceed,
without any farther Preface, to an Examination
of his Letters; in confidering which I {hall ob-
ferve the only Order which the Subje& will ad-
mit of, namely, the Order in which the Para-
graphs follow one another.

1 Have already obferv’d what gave Occafion
to the Doftor’s firft Letter (4) He there fets
out with faying, © I do not know at whom
“ Dr. Barker points, in his Lecter to you,
“ (viz, the Printer of the Salisbury Fournal.)
And in the very next Line, he feems con-
fcious that I pointed at Hi/m, for he adds,
“ but you may acquaint him that I have re-

# See the Conclufion of his Secomd Letter, Appendix . No. 4.

,r Sc¢ the Introduéiion.

“ commended
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« commended the Treatife intitled, Obfer=
“ vations on the Epidemick Fever, of the Year
‘¢ 1741, As containing, in my Opinion,a jufter
“ and clearer Hiftory of that Difeafe, and a
““ more proper Method of Cure, than the E-
“ pifiolary Efjay publith’d by the Dr.” *

I Shall pafs over this Paflage very flightly,
for the Contradiction, in the firft Part of it, is
too palpable to efcape the Notice of the moft
incurious Reader ;and as Iam verily perfuaded
that the Letter-Writer {peaks according to the
beft of his Judgment, in preferring the London-
Treatife (§) to Mine, which is only a Country
One, I am not offended with him for it; nor
do I envy him the Honour of having
his own Practice fupported by {o great an Au-
thority as thatof Mr. Danie/ Cox Apothecary,
the celebrated Author of the Obfervations,

T H E very fame Motive which induced
Dr. Hele to advertife thefe Obfervations, in the
Salisbury “fournal, viz, a tender Regard to the
General Good of Mankind, induced him like-
wife,] prefume, to publifh his own two Letters ;
and how much the Publick are obliged to him,
on both Accounts, I need not fay.

BUT I pafs to on the fecond Part of this ex-
traordinary Paragraph, which being of a very
complex, or compounded kind, ic will be ne-
ceffary, in order to form a proper Judgment of
the Whole, to confider each Parc feparately,
and diftin&ly. I fhall, therefore, proceed to ex-

C amine

® See Dr. Hele's firlt Lefter, in t'm:_ Appendix, No. z,
. 8 %e Letter the Firft, Set. 4. inthe Appendix,
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amine it, with the Attention it deferves ; and I
believe, I fhall not be thought to have {pent
too much tme upon it, when itis confider’'d,
that it contains a Summary both of the Let-
ter-Writer’s Theory and Pratice, with regard
to Fevers.

IN this amazing Paragraph, then, Two
very remarkable Propofitions are contain’d—
viz. Firlt, That the Epidemick Fever was of
the inflammatory Kind, Secondly, That the in-
jz’amma!ian was feated upon the Bram, or
it's Membranes. For, (fays the Author) « The
« concomitant Nervous Symptoms were no
¢ other but fuch as generally attend all Inflam.
« mations of the Brain, or its Membranes.” *
That this was the Writer’'s Meaning is plain
from the Whole tenor of his Letter, and
will appear more fully hereafter, when we
come to {peak of Mr. Hillman's Cafe, which
He fuppofes to have been an Inflammation of
the Brain. But at prefent I proceed to his
Proofs of thefe Two Propofitions.

A S to the former, the Letter-Writer at-
tempts to prove it by this Argument, viz, “ I
¢ am fully perfuaded that this Fever was of
« the Inflammarory Kind.” § This is a Sort
of Realoning which may, in one Senfe, be
fiiled unanfwerable, asit does not admic of any
Anfwer. If a Perfon was to tell me that He
was fully per/uaded that it was dark at Noon-
day, 1 fhould not be able to refute him by Ding
of Argument,and could only tell him that[ was

* Vid. Letter the Firlt, Se&. 1.
§ Ibid.

per
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perfuaded of the Contrary, and refer him, for
farther Information, to others, who had Eyes as
well as our felves. The Cafes,I think, are Paral-
lel ; the Epimedick Fever had a/f the Symproms
which are mention’d by the beft Writers, n
their Defcriptions of a Nervous Fever,and fel-
dom any Signs of Inflammation, I can, there-
fore, only tell the Doctor, that 1 am fully
{fi""ﬁf:ﬂdfd that the Fever was not of the
Inflammatory Kind, and refer him, for far-
ther Informacion, to Cheyne, Huxbam, Glaf,
and others who have written upon nervous Fe-
vers, ¥ But the fecond Propofition is attempt-
ed to be proved a litde more plaufibly, tho’ not
more Logically. An Inflammation of the Brain,
fays the Author, s attended with juft the fame
mervous Symptoms as the Epidemick was,
therefore, the Epidemick Fever was anInflam-
mation of the Brain. Now, if our Author’s
meaning was that an inflammadon of the

Cia Brain

¥ Vid. Cuevxe’s Englith Malady. Hu x 1 am, Obfervationes
de Aere, et morbis Epidemicis, pag 148. Grass, Commen-
tar. de Febribus. For the {atistadtion of the Letter-Whriter,
X fhall here fubioin the elegant Defcription which the laft-menti-
oned Writer has given us of a flow or nervous Fever——*¢ Non
¢ pulli fenfim minus minufque valent ; cibus faftidiune, vel male
¢ concoquunt, €t animo marcent, antequarm Febris palim inva-

dat ; maximam aorem partem homines levi vagoque horrore,
incerto lenique calore, fub initio corripientur ; accedic fimul
laflitudo, torpor, et ofcitatio, deinde Pracordiorum oppreflio,
 naufea, gravitas capitis, aut vertigo quzdam. Pullus equi-
¢ dem frequens eft, et plerumque debilis et inordinatus. Calor

autem infignis haud unquam excitawr, fed dum fuperiora ca-
“¢ lent, inferiora frigefcurt. Polt hzc, obrepente malo, quofdam
' habet cita alvus cum terminibus, multos vero fudores inxquales,

nil morbum levantes, Corporifque impotentia: Sed omnibus
indies, caput magis tentat malum, jamque aut loqui aut moveri
¢ piget, ec vel {opore nimio, vel vigilils mire anxiis, et fere
¢ perpetuis, detinentur ; intra Verba defipiant, fubfiliunt Tlendi-
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Brain is attended with a// the fame nervous
Symptoms which accompanied the Epidemick
Fever, the Propofition itfelf is falfe, as I could
eafily fhew, were I not afraid of tireing the Rea-
der’s Patience with the difcuffion of a Point,
which is in itfelf fo Evident; Butif he meant
no more than that an Inflammation of the
Brain is attended with fome fuch nervous
Symptoms, then his Conclufion will not follow
from the Premiffes. For, upon the latter Sup-
pofition, the Argument when reduced into the
Form of a Syllogifin, will run thus, viz,

A N Inflammation of the Brain is attended
with fime Nervous Symptoms, fuch as «#
quick low Pulfe, laborious Breath, Stupor,Cema,
&C, # .

BUT the Epidemick Fever was attended
with the like, nervous Symptoms; There-
fore the Epidemick Iever was an Inflam-
mation of the Brain.

N OW, allowing the Truth of his Premifes
for the prefent, if our Reafoner had rubbed up
bis Logtck ever {o little, he would have difcover-
ed that there is a failure in his Confequence, or
that it is not deducible from his Premiffes.

SUPPOSE

“ nes, Sudores frigidiufculi, inconftantes, aliquando vero profufi
“ maxime, glutinofi, et, ante mortem, haud raro gelidi contin-
gunt ; Stragula contreftant zgri, floccolque carpunt ; Pulfus
exilis eft, et formicans ; denique perpetua fere et frigida {uipiria
¢t certiffimum inflare mortem denunciant. Lingua inter has fe-
“¢ bres humida maco fubalbido obduéta eft, nifi media in parte,
¢ ubi et arida et fufca fi, —Tenuem plerumque reddunt urinam,
¢« faltem colore non magis tintam, quam profpera Valetuding
¢¢ efle debet, aliquando limpidam,hau& raro fubnigram, fzpeque
“ afperum albidumque Sedimentum ineft.” pag. 132.

A Comparifon of this Defcription with that of the late Epide-
mick Fever, will plainly fhew the laster to bave been of thg
nervous kind. '

* Vid. Letter 1, Seft. &

g
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SUPPOSE a Perfon was to argue thus;

A Goofe is an Animal with two Legs;

Ariflotle was an Animal with two Legs;

Therefore Ariffole was a Goole.

THE Fallacy of this Argument wou'd
eafily be difcover’d, fince the Conclufion is not
contain’d in either of the Premiffes, which it
ought to be in order to render the Syllogifm
valid.

T HE Letter-Writer’s Argument is of the
fame kind with what I have jult now menti-
on’d, which made me take the Liberty of call-
Ing. it a Sophifin in my Letter to Dr, Hele, *

OUR Author’s way of proving his Pro-
pofition is likewife a little Unluctky, forhe fays,
“ this truth is manifeftly (i. e. evidently) evi-
 dent in Cafes where the operation of the
‘¢ Trepan has been perform’d. For when chefe
¢ parts are inflamed, even 2o ocular Demonfira-
“ ftion, by taking out a Piece of the Skull, The
* Patient has not a bigh Phrenzy, &c.”

I Shall pafsover the Grammar of this Sen-
tence, and the new diftin¢tion of Phrenzies
into high and low, peither will I ask the Doc-
tor that invidious Queftion which I have
heard ask’d, upon this occafion, viz, Whether
amongft the Numbers whom he has Trepan-
ned, he ever Trepanned any One for an In-
flammation of the Brain? But I muft acquaine
bhim that if he hoped to Z7epan People in-
to his Belief, by fuchan Argument as this, I
am afraid he will find himfelf much mifta.
ken. Ocular Demonfiration, as the Writer calls

iC
® Vide the Introdu&ion,



[3)

it, or Infpection of the Brain, wou’d not, I be-
lieve, convince any Phyficzan that the Brain was
inflamed, unlefs he cou’d, at the fame time, d {
cern the Symptoms peculiar to {fuch an Inflam-
mation, no more than feeing a Rednefs, in any
part of the Skin, wou'd convince him that
there was an Inflammation in that Parr, unlefs
it was attended with other Symptoms of an
Inflammation fuch as Hear, Pain, Pulfaton,
and the like.

BESIDES, the Letter-Writer has not
proved what he defigned to prove, viz. 7laf
a Quick lw Pulfe &c. are Symproms pecu-
liar to an Inflammation of the Brain, he has
only proved that fuch Symptoms follow the
operation of the Trepan, which they might
do if the Brain was not inflamed, his Argument,
then, befides being weak, and inconclufive, is
nothing to the Purpofe. As to a Perfons hav-
ing an Inflammation of the Brain without a
Phbrenzy, which the Dr. fancies he has proved
% 1t 1s a difcovery ot his Own, and amounts
to no more than faying, that a Perfon may
have a Phrenzy and no Pbrenzy, at the fame
ume, Pbhrenzy, (Phrenitis) and Inflammation
of the Brain being Synonimous Terms,
and ufed as f{uch by Riverius, Hoffman,
Boerbaave, and all Authors who have written
accurately, except Dr, Hele.

BUT I proceed to the laft part of this fertile
Paragraph, in which the Letter- Writer, in order
to fhew how Smart he could be upona 2oung
‘Practitioner, has gone {o far out of his Way,

as

¥ See Letter 1. Seft. 1. Letter 2. Sr:ﬂ.—._i.
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as intirely to forget what he fate down to prove.
The whole Paflage is worth tranfcribing, and
runs thus, “ For when thefe parts are zflamed,
“ even 0 Ocular Demonfiration. ¢rc. the Pa-
¢“ tient has not a high Phrenzy, but juft the fame
“ pervous Symptoms, as he himfelf.” (viz, the
Author of the Inquiry) “allowsto accompany
¢ this Fever, and which may ¢afily be Mifta-
“ ken by any Youmg Praffitioner for the Idio-
< pathick Signs of the Fever it felf.”

LET us now fee how this agrees with
what the Letter-Writer has faid above. He
there aflerts 2bat thefe nervous Symptoms are [fuch
as generally attend all Inflammations of the Brain;
if {o, they muft be the Idispathick, or proper
Signs of fuch an Inflammation ; But the Epi-
demick Fever was {uch an Inflammarion, (ac-
cording to the Doffor’s own Hypothefis;) thefe
nervous Symptoms, therefore, muft be the
Idiopathick, or proper Signs, of the Fever itfelf.

The Sum of this furprizing Argument, then,
is no more than that the Ididpathick Signs of
a Fever may eafily be miftaken by any Zoung
Praftitioner for iU's Idiopathick Signs, A noble
difcovery indeed! and worthy of it’s Author,
An old Practitioner, 1 fuppofe, may miftake
what are not Idiopatbick Signs for the Idigpatbick
Sigus of a Difeafe. 1f fuch adva ntages as thefe
accrue from Age, and long Experience, who
wou’d not envy Dr. Hele ¢

1 Have now done with this notable Para-
graph, and muft tell the Letter-Writer, upon
the whole, that he is {o far from having prov’d
the Epidemick Fever to have been of the /-

Hammatory
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fammatory Kind, that it is impoflible for him to
proveit, unlefs he can prove every Fever, at-
tended with nervous Symptoms, to be of the 72-
flammatory Kind ; But as this would be proving
too much, Since it wou’d fet afide all diftinéti-
on between nerwvous and inflammatory Fevers,
I believe he will hardly fet aboutit, zbs' be may
be fo fully perfuaded of the Ufelefsnefs of fuch
Diftinctions as utterly to neglect them in bis pri=
vate Prallice.

SINCE the Letter-Writer neither has,
nor can thow, the Fever to be zuflammatory,
his method of treating it, by repeated Vene/ect:-
on, muft fall to the Ground of Courfe, having
nothing to fupport it but his own Authority
and that of Mr. Daniel Cox. Whether it was
right, or not, in Mr. Hillman’s Calfe, in Particu-
lar, will be inquired into hereafter, when I
come to confider the Doctor’s fecond Letter,
At prefent, I fhall pafs over the next Paragraph
of his firlt Letter, which relates only to Mr.
Hillman’s Cafe, and proceed to that which
contains the Cafe of his Friend, Mr. Samuel
Crooker, the Hofier, from whom I prefume, he
learnt that Ingenious phrafe <, fée ditfo,” which
he makes ufe of in quoting Paffages from
Books,

W E are here told #hat, notwithflanding My
EVASIONS, any Readers may eafily be Con-
vinced, that the Fever was of the fame Kind,
in London, as in the Wefl ; or as the DoCtor Ex-
prefles it, there as here * This I think may be
called labouring bard o find out matter for abufe,

I had

* Letter 3 Sedt. 3.
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I had taken Notice, inthe Inquiry ¥, that the
Fever, which the Author of the Obfervations
(viz. Mr. Daniel Cox) had given a defcription
of, appear’d to differ, in fome effential Cir-
cumf{tances, from that which prevail’d in the
Wefl, at the ume when I writ that Treatife,
This is a plain matter of Fa&, which Dr,
Hele has not denied, but only endeavour’d to
explain away ; and no Body furely but him-
felf would have thought of accufing a Perfon
of Ewvafions, upon no better grounds than this,
But the Word Ewvafions muft, it feems, be
brought in whether it was in the right or wrong
Place, and yet this is the Man who thinks I
bave done him awrong in accufing bim of Ca-
LuMmNY . Letus fuppofe now, for Arguments
fake, thac the Fever in London was the fame,
in all Refpeéts, with that in the Weft. I
wou’d not neceflarily follow, that Dr. Hele’s,
and Mr. Cox’s Method of treating it was .right,
nor would half a fcore Inftances of Perfons
who are faid by Mr. Cox to have been Re-
cover’d, by means of Bleeding, Bliftering, ¢,
as I have obferv’d before -, prove Bleeding to
have been 7z general good Practice, when twen-
ty times that Number of Cafes mighr eafily be
produc’d, in which it has been prejudicial, if
not fatal. But how do thefe Fevers appear
to have been of the fame Kind ? Why, fays
Dr. Hele, “ the Symptoms enumerated by both Wri-
ters (viz. the Author of the Obfervations, and
My-felf) are as near as pofible the fame, except
D Joneé
© Pag. 8.
7 Letter 2d, Se®, 8, See my Letter in the Appendix N° I,
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Jome few, mention'd by the Dr. (z. e. the Authot
of the Inguiry,) which arife chiefly from M/
management > This the Dr. thought a fhrew’d
Remark, no doubt, and, that his meaning might
not be miftaken, he took care to have the
Word Mifmanagement printed in Italicks. 1
am afraid chere will appear to have been fome
Mifmanagement in this proceeding, if we in-
quire into it, I fhall therefore beftow a Word
or two upon I,

THE Circumftances in which the Fever,
defcrib’d in the Obfervations, chiefly differ’d
from that which raged in the Weft, were
thefe. Firff, That it was atwended with a
different State of Blood. And Secondly, That
ic invaded People of a different Conttitution,
and ufed to a different way of Life, Thefe
are the Circumftances,—I fay, or Symptoms
(fince the Dr. will have it {0) mention’d by me,
in which the two Difeafes differ’d, and of
Courfe requir'd a different Treatment. As to
the State of the Blood, I obfervd, that it ap-
pear'd, in general, to be in a Colliquative,
diffolv’d, or broken Srate, without the leaft
appearance of Sizeynefs, but that, fometimes,
after a third or fourth Bleeding, it appeard to
bave a yellowifh Coat upon it. 'The fame was
obferv’d at Briflol, Worcefler, and many other
Places where the Fever thew’d itfelf, accord-
ing to the Accounts which I have had of ir,
from experienc’d Phyficians in thofe Places.
But Mr. Cox, and Dr. Hele after him, (as he

{ays himfelf ) obferv’d, ¢bat 1be Blud was ge-
nerally
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werally Sizey” *¥. Now fuppofing thefe twq
Gentlemen to have feen a few Inftances of Pet-
fons, whofe Blood was Sizey, would this be a
Proof that the contrary State of Blood was
owing to Mifmanagement ¢ No Body, but fuch
a Reafoner as the Letter-writer, I believe,
wou’d fay fo." For the Blood was generally
found to be in this diffolved, and broken State,
in the very Beginning of the Difeafe, before
any Medicine had been ufed.

AND, indeed, I never heard of any Phy-
ficians, except Dr. Hele, and his Favourite Mr.
Cox, who would venture to bleed their Pa-
tients after the Difeafe had continued any
length of Time,

THE contrary State of Blood indeed very
aften arifes from Mifmanagement, and a Lentor
of Blood, which has fometimes been miftaken
for an inflammatery Size, may be produced by
Bleeding ; as happen’d in Mr. Hillman's Cafe,
whofe Blood did not appear to have the leaft
Size upon i, till the fourth Bleeding ; which
made me fay in the Inquiry, that there was no
“anflam:matory Size upon it. |

TO come now to the fecond Particular, in
which the Fever defcribed in the Obfervations,
and the Weft Country Fever differ’d : The
following Paflage, from the InQurry ¥, I hope,
will thew whether this Difference was owing
to Mifmanagement or not. “ In Eondon, ac-
“ cording to the Obfervations, The Fever
¢ chiefly invaded People of a fanguine Ha-
¢ bit in the prime of their Lives, ufed to good

D 2 living,

¥ Vid. Letter 1, 8¢ VI. 1 Pag. 87.
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« living, efpecially as to Eating, and very
¢« rarely Perfons of a {pare Habit of Body,
¢ accuftomed to a very temperate way of
“ Life ; whereas all over the Weft, juft the
“ reverfe of this has been the Cafe *, It be-
¢ gan in every Place amongft the lower fort
“ of People, and the poor Manufacturers,whom
¢ we can hardly {fuppofe to have injured their
 Conftitutions by high Feeding, &¢.”

THIS is another of the Particulars which
Dr. Hele fays arofe from Mifinanagement. 1
wont pretend to fay whofe Mifmanagement it
was owing to, that the Fever fell chiefly upon
the poorer fort of People, but T will venture
to affirm, that it was neither owing to Dr,
Hele's Mifmanagement, nor mine, and there-
fore I think we ought not to concern ourfelveg
about it, What Share of Candour muft that
Man have who will run headlong into fuch
Abfurdites as thefe rather than not gratify a
wanton Appetite of Slandering and Defaming 2
- THE next Sentence, which occurs in the
Dr's. Letter, having no Connexion with what
went before, tho’ it {feems to be brought in
by way of Inference, I fhall pafs it over with-
out farther Notice, efpecially as it contains,
if I underftand ic rightly, an affirmation of a
Propofition which 1 never yet denied, wviz,
 that Peripneumonies, and Inflammations of the
S« Throat, may be prevented, ar relieved. by re=

peated

* Dr. Glafs, whofe excellent Work, call'd Comment. de Fe-
Bribus, 1 have met with, fince the Publication of the Inquirys
in fpeaking of this Fever, has a Paflage which confirms what I
have faid, wizx. Pancifimi preeter infmum genus hominum @
Jebre petechiali apud nos Grafante Correpii Sunt. Pag. 131.
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¢ peated Bleeding, tho for want of 1t they often
¢ prove fatal,” and this is indeed the only
Propofition, in his whole Letter, to which I
can readily fubfcribe my Affent.

I have already dwelt too lang upon this
tirefome Paragraph, but the Dr. 1 am afraid,
wou'd think 1 did not do him Juftice, fhou’d
1 not take Notice of Mr, Samuel Crooker's Cafe,
with which it Concludes.

IT does not appear, from the Doétor’s De-
{cription of this Cafe, of whart Kind this Fever
was, but if it was truly of the Epidemick Kind,
I might tell him that one Swallow makes no
Summer, nor is one fingle Cafe {ufficient to
ground any Rule of Practice on. This Cafe,
indeed, feems to have been brought in, not
with a defign to prove Veneefeciton to be good
Pradice in the Epidemick, or to fhew that
Fever to have been inflammatory ; but to ac-
quaint the Publick what an extraordinary Cure
was perform’d upon Mr. Samuel Crooker, a
Hofier, who lives next Door to the Sign of the
Crols-Keys in this City.

THIS, I fay, feems to have been the Dr’s,
defign in introducing the Cafe, fince I can
hardly think a Perfon, of Dr. Hele’s profound
Judgment, wou’d produce a Cafe, in fupport of
the Prattice of Venefeition, in which very Cafe
it appears to have been bad Practice. Ler us
hear his own Account of this Martter. ¢ Mr.
Crooker had a Fever, was bled for it, and af-
terwards bad a profufe Eruption of Blood from
the Nuofe, His Symptoms (not the Symptoms of
his Difeale) were much abated, and tho' be was

éfﬁﬁt’fﬁf
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blooded twice more in the Arm, be had a ficond
large Hemorrbage, of the fame Kind, within two
Days, which proved a compleat Salutary Crifis.”
And happy it was for him that it did fo ; fince
the repeated Bleeding was the moft likely Me-
thod to prevent fuch 2 Cr/fis. And indeed the
Dr. feems to allow as much, for the unfortun-
ate Particle, (zbo’) implies, that, notwithftand-
ing all fuitable means were ufed to prevent a
Crifis, yet Nature was ftrong enough to bring
on a compleat Salutary Crifis, and defeat the
Doctor.

BUT to bring my Remarks upon this Pa-
ragraph to a Conclufion ; tho’ the Cafe of Mr.
Crooker may perhaps fhew that a low deprefsd
Pulfe and a jfull and firong one may, in fome
few Inftances, proceed from the fame Caufe,
viz. a fulnefs of the Vefiels, and require the
fame manner of Treatment, yet it does not
follow that this is generally true, as Mr. Cox
afferts *, and Dr. Hele, after him, feems to
think. If a bow depre/Sd Pulfe did generally pro-
ceed from the fame Caufe as a fu/l and flrong
one, the former wou’d in general be an Indica-
tion for Bleeding, which no Phyfician will fay
it is. In fhore, if this Propofition cou’d be
evinced to be generally true, it wou'd fet afide
the principal Diftinétion between bigh, and /ow,
inflammatory, and nmervous Fevers. I

# Obfervations, pag. 8. This Obfervation of Mr. Cox"s is
a gencral one, fince he is fpeaking, in this Paflage, of the
Epidemick Fever in general, and not of any particular Cafe, or
Cafes, as any one may eafily fee, by turning to the Ob/ervations,
and it was as fuch that I took the Liberty to remark upon
it. See the Inquiry, pag. 87.
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I Shall therefore wait for fome better Au-
thority than that of Mr. Daniel Cox, or Dr.,
Hele, before 1 affent to the Propofition in the
unlimited, and general Senfe, which Mr. Cox
has ufed it in. .

THE next Paragraph of the Door’s Letter
has been taken Notice of already, I fhall chere-
fore proceed to what, I believe, he efteem’d to
be the Mafler-piece of his Performance, which
runs thus.  “ I mufl indeed confefs the Dottor’s
 Theorv to be very chimerical, confusd, incon=
 fiftent, and bardly intelligible ; a wild Syftem
«“ form’d to eftablifh the Exiftence of a putrid
“ Acrimony, but nothing proved *.”

THE Argument here is of the fame Kind
with that which he ufed before, viz. I am
Sully perfuaded, &c, but the manner of intro-
ducing it <, I muft confefs”, is new, and one
of thofe Flowers in Rhetorick with which the
Letter-writer’s Stile abounds. A great many
Arguments, no doubt, were made Ufe of to
bring the Author to confefs a Thing fo much to
his prejudice as what he here confefles. But, to
pafs over his Rhetorick, I muft acquaint the
Letter writer, that, as he has in his paffing
this fevere Cenfure on me, only given us his
private Opinion, or perhaps the Opinion of his
Friend and Coadjutor Mr. Cox, the reft of the
World are not obliged to regulate their Opi-
nions by it. This wou’d be a fufficient An-
{wer to the Letter-writer ; but 1 can acquaint
bim likewife, that the Work which he has
Jligmatized in fuch a Manner, has had the

: good
® Sec Letter L Sea Vy :
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good Fortune to meet with the Approbatior
of Men (I had almoft faid) Superior to himfelf;
both in Learning and Abilities ; Men whofe
Names, were [ to mention them, wou’d do me
almoft as much Honour as the Letter-writer’s
Commendation.—— -As to the Exiftence ofa
putrid Acrimony, which he has taken a Difs
like to, I fhall look upon it be proved, beyond
Contradiétion, tll Dr. Hefe will be pleafed
to thew me in what refpect the Arguments,
which I have ufed to prove it, are deficient:
But he will be better pleafed, I prefume, to fee
it proved, by another Hand, than by Mine, I
fhall therefore refer him to a Work, larely
publifh’d *; in which a Method of treating
this very FE‘F.FEI* is judicioufly laid down ; He
will there fee ‘Evacutions of the firft Tqﬁg&:
recommended, in the Beginning of the Difeafe,
in order to carry off that acrid Matter, which
ferves for Fuel to the Fever; he will there fee
the celerity of the Puife, in putrid Fevers, very
rationally deduced from the acrimony and
diffolution of the Blood; nay more, he will
there fee his Favourite Practice of repeated
Venafeétion condemn’d, (unlefs in fome particu-
lar Cafes) for a Reafnn which I had before
made Ule of, viz. becaufe the Patient’s Strength
will not, in general, allow of it,

TO conclude, He will there fee plentiful
Dilution recommended in this Fever, and may
perhaps, be taught, that dilution and dt/folu-
tion of the Blood, are very different Things,
(tho’ he has confounded them together f) ai]nd

that

* Glafi, Comment. de Febribus.
1 See the Doftor’s firlk Letter. Seft. 53
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that diluting ‘of the Blood, and wathing off it's
Balts, 1 the moft certain Way to prevent ivs
Diffolution. All thisy T fay, he will fee; and 2
great deal more, which he, at prefent, feems
unacquainted with, and then, 1 hope, he will
be convinced, that my Theory is not that chime-
rical, inconfiftent Thing; which he has repre-
fented it to be, and that there is no mpro-
priety, or contradiffion (§) in ordering diluc=
ing Liquors 4where the Texture of the Blood is
too much diffolv'd before, nor in prefcribing Evae
cuations in a nervous Fever.
- We are now got to the Conclufion of this
notable Letter, in which the Writer, Quixote-
like, has raifed a Gzant, in his own Imagination,
and then fallen ‘to hacking him in Pieces. He
firft fuppofes my Reafoning to be Hypothetical,
and then furnifhes us with aDeclamation againft
Hypothefes. But] fuppofing my Reafoning to be
Hypothetical, wou’d it necefiarily follow that it
muft be falfe? 'Sydenbam, whom he has prefi'd
to his Affiftance, does not tell him fo. The Let-
ter-Writer had given us many Specimens of
his Reafoning’ and was willing, before he con-
cluded, tofhew that his Reading was equal o
it, and therefore quoted Sydenbam, and Dr,
Friend's Epiftle Dedicatory 1o Dr. Frewin. Buc
if he had ftudied Sydenbam more, and Prefaces
and Epiftles Dedicatory lefs, he wou'd have feen
that that Great Author is far from condemn-
ing all Hyporbefés, in the Grofs, as he does.
The following Paffage from Sydenbam, is a
Proof ¢t what 1 have now advanced. * Bug

E “ tho’

§ %ec the Doflor’s Airlt Letter, Se®. <.
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W o
¢ tho' all Hypothefes founded on Philofophi-

¢ cal Reafonings are quite Ulelefs, finee no Man
¢ is poflefled of intuitive Knowledge, fo as to
“ be able to lay down fuch Principles, as he
“ may immediately build upon ; yet when they
¢ Refult from Facts, and thofe Obfervations
“ only, which Practical and Natural Pbenomena
«¢ afford,they will remain fix't and unfhaken.”*
~ THE late Dr. Friend, whatever the Lee-
ter-writer may think of him, was no Enemy
to fuch Hypotbe[es as Sydenbam here {peaks of,
of which his Reafoning throughout the very
Baook, whieh the Letter-writer here refers to,
as well as his Emmenologia, is a flagrant Proof;
And T fhou'd almoft as foon have expected to
have feen the Author of the Differtation upon
Hypochondriacal and Hyfferical Affettions, quo=
ted as an Enemy to Hypothefes; as Dr. Friend.
1F Dr. Hele will fhew me that I have made
ufe of any Hypothefes which do not refult
from Faés and Obfervations,; I will then own
my Realoning to be Falfe; but till then my
Hypothefes will, 1 prefume, continue fteady and
unfhaken, in fpit¢ of the Dr’s. weak Efforts
to fubvert them. ETIIE
Sydenbam, indeed, has often been pref’d into
the Service of Erfzﬁirfff/ﬁn, and fome have gone
fo far, as to make him difcountenance - all
Reading §, as well as Reafoning, in Phyfick, (a
Circumftance which has perhaps recommend-
ed bim to fome) but Sydenbam himfelf talks in
another Strain. He allows the great Ufefulnefs
of
® Sydenkam de Hydrope.

~ § See his Lifelately publithed, and prefix'd to the new Tranis-
tion of his Warks, T |
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of Anatomy in enabling Phyficians [he better
to form right conceptions of the Nature, and
Caufes of fome Difeafes. He mainrains that
the Practice of Phyfick chiefly confifts in be-
ing able to difcover the true curative Indicari-
ons; which Indications, he affirms, are to be
taken only from the zmmediate Caufes of Difea-
fes; things which the Empirick is intirely un-
unaquainted with. He fpeaks very fr eel}: of
the Inutility of particular Objervations, which
the Empirick wholly reliesupon. He was far
from thinking it reafinable to learn Phyfick by

E xperiments alone, which muft neceflarily éf
made at the Hazard of Life, and therefore
made ufe of all the helps which the Age he
lived 1n would aftord him. In fhorrt, 1f the
tracipg out toe [eat and Caufés of Dijcafes, from
their Obvious and fenfible Effects, muft be called
Theorizing, Sydmf&am was a Theorsff, and {o
far every Phyfician may efteem it an Honour
to be deem’d a Theorifl.

“To conclude, if what Sydenbam here calls Hy-
pothefés were to be excluded, all reafoning what-
foever muft be excluded likewife, And now let
me ask Dr. Hele what he thinks would be the
Confequence? He might indeed, juftly expe@
to be preferred before a Young Praétitioner : But
wouldnotevery Apothecary, or Old Nurfe, who
has had a longer Experience than himfe]f, be
as juftly preferr’d before him ? Would not all
Reading and Study, the Knowledge of Ana-
tomy,Chemiftry, and all the Sciences {fubfervienc
to the Art of Healing, be at once rendred ufelefs
and Superﬁunus’ And would not Phyfick it-

E 2 felf
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felf be reduced to Quackery or Empiricifm 2
Dr.Hele cannot deny but that this wou'd be
the Confequence. 1 muft caution him, there-~
fare,to take Care how he talks againft Reafon-
ing for the Furure, leaft Inferences thould be
drawn from thence by no means to the advan-
tage of his Chara&er; and leaft he thould be
thought to declaim againft Theory,only becaufe
Theory is againft him. For it is an eftabli(h’d
Truth, at leafl amongf? Phyficians, that no Man
is ever againft Realon, unlefs Reafon be firft
of all againft him.

REMARKS

B PO N

Dr. HELE’s Second LETTER.*

"N my Remarks upon the Do&or’s for-
mer Letter, I had chiefly occafion to con-
fider the Force of his Reafoning, and the Ex-
tenfivenefs of his Reading; I fhall now take
Norice of his Dexterity in managing a Contro-
verfy, and his ftrict Regard to Truth : In do-
ing which, 1 fhall endeavour to preferve that
Temper and Moderation, which zbe Warmth.
of the Doitor's Pen has - fometimes caufed
him

® See Appendix, No. 4.

4 The Dr. has been celebrated for the warmzh of bis Pen
wiur fiuce he firt commenced Author, in the Year 1719. Ag
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himto forget ; at leaft I {hall obferve the fame
good Manners towards bim, as be bas obferv’d
towards me. As this Letuter relates almoft
intirely o Mr, Hillman's Cafg, 1 thall endeavour
to be as Concife in my Remarks upon it, as
the Difcovery of Truth in fo important a Mat-
ter of Fail, (1o make ufe of the Dolor’s
Phrafe) and as his diffufive, not to fay tedi-
ous Letter will give me leave to be,

T HE Sum of the Charge which isbrought
againft me, in this Letter, 1s, that I have been
guilty of mifreprefentation of Fa&t, as well as For-
ror in fudgment, in Relaton to Mr. Hillman's
Cafe, * and, asif this Calumny was not black
enough, weare told a litde lower, that 1 have
afferted an Untruth + in the Leuer, which |
fent to Dr. Hele, 1 fhall confider each of
thefe particulars, in i’s Turn, as well as fome
others, relating to Mr. Hillman’s Cafe, which
are mention’d in the Doftor’s firft Leccer ; in
doing which, 1 hope, I fhall fully thew the
two former to be weak and groundlefs, and
and the latter to be a downright Calumny; and,
I think, I have been favourable to the Do&or
in not giving it a more reproachful Appellari-
on. All this, I hope, I fhall fully thew, in the
Profecution of thele Remarks; but before [
proceed any farther, it will be neceflary 1o
premife the Defcription of Mr. Hillman's Cafe,
which has given Occalion to all this Load of
Slander and Detraction.

I
which Time that admirable Treatife de Mirbis Hypochondriaci A

&c. was written, Calgmo calenti, as the Author obierves, in his

Epifile Dedicatory to JoxaTran Hirr, Elg; See the Utrecht
Edition.
® Sce Letter the 3. Sedt. 1. T Sce Letter 2. Sedt. 3.
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I Shall tranfcribe the Cafe, from the In-

quiry, in which it is inferted in the follow-
ing Words; ¢ Let us now {uppofe another

£c
e
34
gl
i
(14
141
(14
49
L 11
(41
[ 44
14
111
€L
(31
44
ek
i
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¢
(14
14
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LE

Perfon, without any Plethora, fhould, du-
ring {fome Epidemick Conftitution of the
Air, be feized with a Naufea, Vomiting, and
Diarrbeea 5 that, after a few Days, a Chilli-

* nefs, or Rigor fhou'd come on, and a Fever,
“ of the Remaittent Kind, attended with irre-

gular Returns of hot and chilly Fits, pains
in the Head, Sromach, and Limbs, great
Reftlefsnefs, and lofs of Strength, and Ap-
petite, an unufual Languor and dejection of
Mind, frequent Sighing and Tremors, and a
great Anxiety or Uneafinefs about the Region
of the Heart and Stomach 3 fuppofe to thefe
Symptoms there thould be added a low, quick,
feeble Pulfe, profufe colliquative Sweats, and
a pale limpid Urine ; no greatdegree of Heat
or Thirft, no drinefs of the Tongue, no
fluthing of the Countenance, or Delirivm,
Let us fuppofe farther that, in thefe Cir-
cumfitances, the Patient thou'd, thro’ ill Ad-
vice, lofe a pretty large Quantity of Blood,
from his Arm, which fhould appear to have
no inflammatory Size upon it, but rather
to be in a diffolv’d and colliquative State ;
that the Pulfe fhou’d grow more weak and
languid upon Bleeding, and thatthe anxiety,
Reftlefsnefs, and all the Symptoms (hou'd
Orow W'Dl'fﬂ ; and {u po{'c the difeafe
(hou’d be, at laft, o’ercome by Vomiting,
Blifters, Cordial and Diaphoretick Medi-
cines; fuppofing the Circumftances to be as

§s
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¢ 1 have here defcrib’d them, no Man, vbs
“ s acquainted with the Hiffory of Diféafes,

wou'd, I prefume, call fuch a Difeafe ad
inflammatory QOne, or what is flill more
ftrange, An Inflammation of the Mem-
« branes of the Brain, but wou'd rather
« give it the Title it deferves of a flow and
¢« pervous Fever,” * -

1 N order to make a right Judgment of any
literary Performance whatfoever, it is neceffar
to have a Regard to its main Defign, and the
intention of the Author, The Reader; there-
fore, will be pleafedto obferve, that the pur-
port or defign of this Cafe' was to fhew,’ (as
appears from the Words themfelves) that a
Fever, attended with fuch Symproms, as are
there defcribed, could not properly be -ftiled
an Inflammatory One, much lefs an Inflamma-
tion of the Membranes of the Brain, it having no
figns of fuch an Inflammacdon. This bein
premifed, it is evident that all Objections to
the manner of ftating this Cafe, which do' not
tend to prove it to be an Inflammatory One,
muft be trifling, and foreign to the purpofe;
and of this kind Dr. Hele’s Obje@ions will
hereafter appear to be. But to proceed.

T HE Paflage, which 1 have juft now quo-
ted, contains the Remarkable Café, concerning
which fuch a terrible Outcry of Mifreprefen-
tation has been raifed, and which has been
look’'d upon to be of fuch Impertance, as to
demand Dr. Hele’s partcular Attention, and
be made the Subject of a learned Controverfy,
in the Salisbury “fournal.

Lol

14

i

L]

L

"y

* Inquiry Page 24.
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I Mizht have cut fhort this Difpute b}'
afking Dr. Hele, How it came about, that HE
fhou'd fo readily pitch vpon this to be Mr.
Hillman's Cafe, if it was fo greatly Mifrepre-
fented, as has been pretended ? 1did not, in Imi-
tation of the Painter, write under my Pic-
ture, THis 1s Mr. HiLLman’s Case. How
came the Doftor to put on the Cap,
then, if it ‘did not ‘Firr1? The Dofor
would have been hard put to it, I appre=
hend, to have anfwered thefe plain Quef-
tions.~—But I was willing to fave him this
trouble, and therefore freely owned this Cafe
to be Mr. Hillman's *. And 1 now repeat it
thac it is a Defcription of Mr. Hillman's Cafe,
and a juft One, not, indeed, in the Way of a
Diary, but fo far as was neceflary to the Point
in Queftion, viz. to fhew that his Fever was
not an Inflammation of the Membranes of the
Brain, which was the pretended Indication for
repeated Bleeding. -

Dr. HeLe bas indeed charg’d me wich
faying, in my. Letter to him, that I bad not
reprefented Mr. Hilman's Cafe at all, (§) and, in
confequence thercof, with afferting an Untruzh,
But the whole Tenour of that Letter evidently
{hews the charge to be rank Calumny, as any
one will be eafily convinced who will take the
Pains to read it §, There is, indeed, a Paffage
in that Letter to the following purpofe, *“ But
“ Tlus, it feems, has been called reprefenting

~ Cafes

* See my Letter to Dr. Hele, in the Introduétion.

§ See Dr. Hele's, Second Letter, Se@- z.
1 See the lntrodudtion.
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“ Cafes fafﬁfy, whereas it is not reprefenting
¢ them ar all.” This Paflage the Doctor has
laid hold off, and from thtnce taken Occafion
to exercife his Talent at Prevarication, for he
has not fo far forgot his Grammar; I hnpe as
not to have feen that the Particle This related
to what wentjuft before, and that the meaning
of the whole Sentence was no more, than that
I had not reprefented Mr. Hillman's Cafe at all,
in that partcular Paffage, where I faid be
grew worfe upon Bleeding, 1t Dr. Hele fhou'd
tell me, that he recover’d a Perfon out of an
Hydrophoby, by applying a Blifter round the
Pauent’s Neck, 1 fhould not call it reprefenting
a Cafe, but only giving an Opinion, and an odd
One too, upon it. I only fay this to explain
the difference which there is between Reprefent-
ing a Cafe, and giving an Opinion uponit. I
have not, then denied my having reprefented
Mr. Hillman's Cafe at all, bur Dr. Hele has falle-
ly reprefented, or willfully perverted the plain
and evident meaning of my Words,
- BUT the Dr. was fenfible, when he receiv'd
my Letter, that I had not therein denied my
having given a defcription of Mr. Hillmau’s Cafe,
for, upon meeting Mr. Hillman, foon after-
wards he thew'd him the Letter and ex-
prefs’ d great Satisfaction at my havmg owned,
that I had given a reprefentation of that Cafe.
This I had from Mr. Hillmarn’s own Mouth,
I now leave the World to judge which of Us
Two has been guilty of aflerting an Untruth ;
and may fay, as Dr. Bentley does, upon ano-
ther Occafion.

3 Agcipe
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Accipe nune Danaum infidias, et Crimine ab Une
Difce Omnes,

BUT 1 needed not to have {pent any time
in refuting this palpable Piece of Prevarication
(I know not what fofter Name to call it by)
fince it refutes itfelf; For if, as the Do&or has
with great Sagacity found our, if; 1 fay, 2his Re-
markable Cafe was the principal Motive for my
entering into the Canfrawr/y, (1 only quote
the Doctor’s Words },) it i highly abfurd to
fuppnie I thould afterwards difown my having
introduced it, and fo undo all I had been do-
ing.

I Might now rake Notice of what Dr, Hele
fays, about my endeavouring #o invalidate Mr.
Hillman's Evidence. (*) But the Reader will
eafily perceive the Tenour of that Argument,
in my Letter, tho’ Dr. Hele feems to be at a
lofs about it,

I Shall proceed, therefore, to the Doétor’s
Tf/i‘:manral_f and afterwards enter into an Ex-
amination of whatthe Doctor calls the prin-
cipal Point in Difpute, viz, The Effect of the
Bleedings.

THESE deflimonialsiconfift in two Letters
from Mr. Hillman to the Doétor, together with
the Doclor's Comment on them, In the firft
of thefe, moft fortunately for Dr. Hele, Mr.

Hillman has incautioufly made ufe of the word
Mifreprefent, But what does he accule me of
Mf,frfpr: ofenting 2 Why, he fays, *“if Dr. Bar-
“ ker intends to relate my Cafc (which I believe
¢ he does) he Mifreprefents it greatly, by fay-

ing

1 Letter z. Set. 9. * Sell. 3.



[ 29 1]

“ ing 1 was Worfe upon Bleeding, for I am
¢« confident 1 always found Relief, &c.” With
refpect to the former part of this Evidence I
oblerve, that the Word Mifireprefent, if 1T un-
derftand ic righty, is applicable to Faéts alone,
and not to Matters of Opinion ; it being little
better than Nonfenfe to fay, that a perfon MM/
reprefents a Cafe, by giving it as his Opinion,
that fuch or fuch a Remedy was ferviceable, or
the Contrary. My Opinion was that the Pa-
tient grew Worfe upon Bleeding ; Dr, Hele was
of a different Opinion. I have, therefore as
much Reafon to affirm that Dr. Hele has mif-
reprefented the Cafe, as he has to fay the con-
trary. Nay, the charge of Mifreprefentation will
lie more ftrongly againft Dr. Hele, than againft
my Self, For it isan inconteftable Fa&, that
the Patient, from the time of the firft Bleed-
ing, grew worfe daily, and was, after the third
Bleeding, ina much more dangerous State than
he had been at all; and Dr. Hele himfelf de-
clared, immediately before a Vein was opened,
the fourth Time, that, ¢ unlefs he was bled
again, he wou’d hardly outlive that Night.”

- THIS i1s enough, I think, to thow, that Mr,
Hillman, by {aying 1 had mifreprefented his Cafe,
could mean no more, than thac be thought I was
miftaken in my Judgment concerning it. And
his, or even Dr. Hele’s thinking o, will not, I
beliéve, be allow’d to be a {ufficient Proof
that I was really fo. But Mr. Hillman is the
beft Judge of his own meaning : let us hear,
then, what he fays himfelf.

UPON
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UPON the appearance of Dr, Hele's firlt
Lerter, I writ to Mr. Hillman, to defire an
Anfwer to the following Queries.

Firft, Whether I'had, in my Treatife, mife
reprefented his Cafe, or reprefented it un-
fairly ? '

Secondly, Whether my giving it as my Opi-
nion, that he grew worfe upon Bleeding, and
that he was reliev’d by, or found benefit from
Blifters, cou’d with any Juftice or Propriety be
called Mifreprefenting his Cafe ? To this I
receiv'd the following Anfwer.

SIR,

I This day receiv’d Yours, in which you de-
fire an impartial Anfwer to the following

By
Rueries.

W hether &.

AS the Relation of a Cafeds generally a mat-
ter of Opinion, I think a Man may differ from
another, without being accufed of unfairly re-
prefenting a Cafe, and tho’ the Word Mifre-
prefent may be made Ufe of, yet Iapprehend
it can be taken in no other fenfe than miffaking
the Cafe, which is a Matter of Opinion
and as long as there are Phyficians there will
be different Opinions. I made ufé of the Word
Mifreprefent in my Letter (to Dr. Hele) in no
other Senfe, than that I thought you were
miftaken in your Opinion, and I acquit you of
the Charge of Mifreprefenting matters of Fal?,
and can never be brought to believe you wou'd

pe
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be guilty of i¢. 1 think this a {ufhicient An{wer
to both the Querzes.

And am,
With great Refpect,

w Yours o,

W. Hn.,u.m.w,
Monday Of. 25, 1742. '

I Would not be thought to rival Dr. Henry
(+), and others of that Clafs, Who,  ouzof
“ g tender regard to the general good of Man-
« kind” are induced to publith Letters from
their Patients, in the Weekly Papers ; but I
cannot omit Inferting another Letter from
Mr. ‘Hillman, by way of Explanation of the
two Letters which Dr, Hele has publifh’d in
the Salisbury Sfournal.

The fecond Letter is as follows.

SIR,

THE Controver{y between you and Dr.
Hele gives me the utmoft Uneafinefs, be-

caufe, as I am the unhappy Occafion of the
Difputes that have arofe, I fhall have the gregz-
eft difficulty 1o bebave in fuch a Manner as to
give no Offence either to you or bim. 1 have
fuch Obligations to you both, as would engage
me, to ufe my utmoft Endeavours, to accom-
modate the differences thac all your Friends
muft Wifh had never happen’d.

YOUR

(1) In Hatton Garden,
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- YOUR Kindnefs to me in my late Nlnefs, will
pever be forgotten, and I fhall never negle@ to
declare that your Behaviour was like a Friend, -
your Advice like a good Phyfictan’s, your
Reafons for oppofing Bleeding, 1 am confident,
were fuch as upon mature Confideration, you
thought advifeable from the Nature of my Cafe,
and the Obfervations you had made frem Pa-
tients in the like Circumftances, And altho’ I
impute my recovery to Bleeding, Iam as much
obliged to you as to my other Phyficians, and
I thould be very unhappy if I fhou’d ever for-
feic that Friendfhip and Efteem which you
bave always fhewn to your obliged,

and bumble Servant,

: W. Hirrmay,
P. S. «1 this Morning receiv'd a Letter from
Dr. Hele, with fome ‘g_ﬁﬂfrrfs relating to my Cafe,
which he defires may be kept Secret fome Days ;
as | fhall always act as if you were prefent, you
may depend upon my Caution.—1 gave you
a Copy of the Letter I fent him, but I forgf.t,
Whether I faid in yﬂursng?aéfs or Mjrqpre-
jfuts for it is the latter in his Letter.”
I leave the Reader to make what Com-
ment he fhall think proper on thefe Letters.
THUS, Ithink, Mr. Hillman has fairly ac-
quitted me from the Charge of mificprefenting
Faéls, and, indeed, never {fo much as intended to
accufe me of i it, tho’ he has been unwarily drawn
into do it, in Appearance, Whether, or no,I was
miﬁﬁéu;
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miflakenin my Fudgment, will appear hearafier
But I muft, ac prefent take Notice of ano-
ther Circumftance in his firft Letter to Dr. Hele.
Mr. Hillman there fays, that He found'Relief
by Bleeding, Dr. Hele affirms the fame, nay
more, he fays, that all the dangerous Symptoms
went of, iz half' an Hour after the fourth Bleed-
ing (1). All 1 fhall fay, as to the Improbability
of this furprizing Cure, is, that the Do&or, I
prefume, is notas yet endued with a Power of
working Miracles, tho” he may perhaps be ar-
rived, in his own Opinion, at Infallibility. Buc I
muft obferve that Relief is a word of ambigu-
ous Signification, and may mean either a tran-
fient, or a lafting Relief; an Abatement of the
Symptoms of a Difeale, or of the Difeafe itfelf,
T hus, for Inftance,a Perfon, who has almoft de-
ftroy’d his Conftitution by Hard drinking, is re-
lieved by every Dram he takes, but no body will
fay, he is ever the nearer being freed from
his Diforder, by drinking Spirituous Liguors.
And thus a Perfon ina Fever may think him-
felf reliev’d by Bleeding, or may receive pre-
fent Eafe from thence,whilft, at the fame time,
it may weaken his Conftitution, retard the
Crifis, and render the Difeafe more obflinate
and Dangerous. And this was really che Cafe
during the late Epidemick Fever, as I have
obferv’d, in the Inquiry, in {peaking of the
Method of treating it at Briflol. * *“ Some ad-
« vifed Bleeding to relieve the Head, upon a
“ Suppofition, that the Delirium was occafioned
by an Inflammation of the Brain. "This Me.-

“ thod

t See Letter the Firft, Seét. 3. * Pag, 83.



[ 34 ]

¢ thod, however,was, for the moft part, fatal, for
¢« tho’ the Patient feem’'d relieved, at firft, he
¢ fell into a kind of Languor or Infenfibility foon
« after, which ended generally in Death.” This
Obfervation is notmy Own, on which account
it may probably be thought more Worthy of
the Dodtor’s Notice,

THE Relief which Mr. Hillman found (if
he found any) was of a tranfient momentary
kind, for after he had been bled three times,
(tho’ he is faid to have found Relief by every
Bleeding, (*) he was, by Dr.Hele'’s own Confefli~
on, in a more dangerous Condition, than he
had been at all. Which the Do&for moft Sa-
gacioufly imputed to his not having been bled
enough (4).

W HO would not think now, from a View
of our Author’s Prattice, that there was no-
thing to be done, in curing Fevers,but to bleed,
and bleed again, till the Fever was utterly ex-
tinguith'd, or till not afingle drop of Feverifh
Blood was left in the Patient’s Veins. ’Tis
true, indeed, Fevers may be cured this Way;
but then, tho we may cure the Fever, we
have a Chance to kill the Patient, It is an Ob-
fervation of the great Dr. Boerbaave’s, that
« more Patients die becaufe a Fever is cured
¢ than becaufe it is not Cured (}),” Which, tho’
it may feem to fomea Paradox, is yer a very
juft Remark. For a Fever is an Inftrument
which Nature makes Ufe of to remove, or

expell

¥ Vid. Letter 1. Sedl. 3.

+ Vid. the Inquiry.

1 Plures @gros mori quia Febris Sanatur, quam quia nen
Sanatur,
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expell fomething which is prejudicial to the
Body, If therefore, we deftroy the Fever, be-
fore the offending Matter isremoved,or before
Nature has had rime to prepare and fic it for
Expulfion, we prevent her from effecting what
fthe intended by ir, and either deftroy the Pa-
tient, or bring on a worfe Difeafe. This is a
truth which all Phyficians know, and there-
fore it wou'd be idle to infift upon it.——But
if a Cure ought not to be purchas’d on fuch
Terms, what thall we fay to a Man who will
venture to procure a momentary Relief at {o
dear a Price, as the Hazard of a Patient’s
Life ?

I Proceed now to Mr, Hillman’s Second Let-
ter, in which Dr. Hele's artful Queries, and
Mr. Hillman’s Anfwers tothem, are contain’d,
I fhall firft inferc the Queries, and afrerwards
(as I am under no fear of difobliging Dr. Hele,)
I fhall give a fuller and more dire¢t Anfwer to
them, than Mr. Hiliman himfelf has done.

THE firft of thele Queriesis to the follow-
ing Purpofe, viz, Whether Mr. HiLLMAN did
not find fome Symptoms of a Plethora? * In An-
{wer to this Mr Hillman fays, thac He thought
he did, and therefore loft twelve Ounces of
Blood, and took a gentle Purge. All I (hall
fay upon this Head is, that, if Mr. Hillman
really had any Symptoms of a Plethora, in the
beginning of his Ilinefs, ( for be only thinks he
bad) That Plethora was got the better of, by
the Method which he took with himfelf, be-
fore he fent either for Dr. Hele or Me. He had

G ng
® Sece Letter z, Selt. s,
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nio Symptoms of a Plethora when 1 faw him
feft, nor did I hear any mention made of fuch
a thinz ; but on the contrary he wasf{o far ex-
haufted by thofe Evacuations, that he was o-
bliged to have recourfe, pretty frequently, to
Volatile Medicines, {uch as Spirit of Hartfhorn,
Sal Volatile, and the like, to prevent his falling
into fainting Fits. Thefe were the Circum-
ftances which I found him in, at my firft Vi-
fir, before he had been bled the fecond time,
which was the Reafon of my faying that he
had no Plethora.
- QUERY Tbe Second, Whether it was not
allow'd by all who attended Mr. HiLLMAN
that bis Countenance was flufb’d and the Blood
Veffels of the Eye wery full and turgid?

IN Anfwer to this Queftion Mr. Hillman re-
fers the Querift to Dr, Samber, and Mr. Brown,
becaule the Good Women who attended him had

forgot, it feems, whether his Face was flufh’d
or not.

_ I Do not intend to enter into a Differtation
upon Mr. Hillman's Face, but 1 will venture to
affirm, that I could not perceive any greater
Rednefs in his Face, or Turgidnefs in his Eye,
at that time, than Ufual. On the Contrary, 1
thought that his Countenance was, in general,
rather. Pale than Florid, efpecially after the
fecond Bleeding. The ftraining to Vomir,
when he took the Emetick, brought on a tem-
porary Flufhing in his Face, as it will do in
any' Man’s who is in perfect Health. Befides
the Fever had it's Paroxyfins and Remiffions,
and his Face might be a litle fluth’d fome-

times,
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times, in the height of the Fit, for ought I
know to the Contrary. All I can fay is, that
there was not that fectled Redpefs in his Coun-
tenance which is an ufual Attendant upon ap
Inflammation of the Brain * and this is all that
I faid in the Defcription of his Cafe, in the
Inquiry. I may fay, therefore, without im-
peaching the Veracity of the Doctor’s Eviden-
ces, that I have not mifreprefented the Cafe
in this particular. (||) But wou'd it not make
one Smile to fee fuch a Group of Doéfors
brought upon the Stage only to prove that
Mr. Hillman had a red Face, and turgid Eye?
The Reafon for bringing them in is likewife
admirable, viz, becaufe the good Women bad
forgot. The thortnefs of the good Women’s
Memories is, however, a little Strange, for,
as they are the niceft Obfervers of Complexi-
ons, one wou'd think fuch a Material Circum-
ftance thou’d not fo quickly have efcaped them.
~ BUT now let us hear the Do&or’s grave
‘Remarks upon this Query. ¢ It is proved,”
{ays he, “ by undeniable E¥idence that the
‘¢« Patient had a Fluthing in his Countenance,

¢« and that the Blood Veflels of the Eyes-were
¢« full and turgid.”

G 2 The

* Phrenitici Faciem plerumque rubram walde, wultugfam, ad-
Jpectu borrendam, oculos protuberantes trucefgue habent, '
BoeruAAVE APHORISM 773,

I N. B. Dr. Samser himlelf declared, all along, that there

was no Inflammation of the Brain, for a very good Reafon, viz,

- becaufe the Patient bad no Delirium. I muft obferve here, that,

accordirg to GavLEw, ** When a Perfon is trepan’d for a Frac-

< ture of the Scull, if an Inflammation follows, which fome-

. *¢ times happens, a Delirium conflantly enfues.” De Locis Afiec-

tis, Lib. 2. Cap. 5. but Dr. He L& has proved the contraryof

this, as he fays, Sec Letter 2. Seft. 3. Letter 1. Sc&t. 1.
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THE Querift adds, a little lower. This
“« yery Symptom is a Material Circumftance
in the diftin&ion of an Inflammatory from a
« Nervous Fever,” This Circumitance, it
muft be allow’d, may help to diftinguifh an
Inflammation of the Brain, from another di-
feafe, but I never yet heard that it was rec-
kon'd a material Circumftance in diftinguifh-
ing Inflammatory from Nervous Fevers. But
the Letter-Writer feems to think thart, lec a
Perfon have ever fo many Symptoms of a Ner-
vous Fever, yet, provided he has but a Red
Face, and a turgid Eye, one may fafely, pro-
nounce the Difeafe Inflammartory, and trear it
accordingly. 1 -hope, when the Publick are
favour’d wich Dr. Hele's ApHoR1sMs, This will
not be forgot, In the mean time let this be a
Caucion to all Red-faced People to rake Care
whofe Hands chey fall into.  But I have done
with this part of Mr. Hillman's Letter,. -and
muft beg the Reader’s Pardon for having dwel¢
fo long uponir, fince this is 2 Subje¢t much
more fit to be difcufled over a Tea-Table, than
to be laid before the Publick, =
I Might have paffed over Dr. Hele's third
RQuery, without taking any Notice of it, fince
it does not in the leaft concern me. But as
the Doftor looks upon it to be a very irn-
portant One, out of Complaifance to Him, I

fhall here infert ir, Git o
Query The Third. Whether it was not allowed
by both the Phyficians who attended Mr, HiLL-
MAN (befides Dr. Barker) and by the Apothe.
cary too, that his'Pulfe was fuller and firongér,
' before
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befare the fourth Bleeding, than it kad been at

any time beforey  during the whole Courfe of the
Fever 2
T H E Intention of. this Queryis to fhew,
that I had mifreprefented Mr. Hillman's Cale,
by faving, that the Pulfe grew mwre weak amf
languid upon Bleeding, dre. 1f, therelore, it does
not prove chis Point, it muft be ﬂwned to be
trifling and foreign to the Purpofe, When I
faid, in the Inquiry, * zhat the Pulfe grew
more weak and languid upon Bleeding, it is evi-
dent, rthac 1 couldiriain no more, than that
i funk upon every Bleeding, or was more
languid afterwards, than it had been before.
Dr. Hele fays, in anfwer to this, that ¢ it is
“ proved in dire¢t Conrtradiction’ to Dr, Bar-
¢« ker that the Pulfe was fuller and ftronger
““ before,” (7. e, immediately before) < the
« fourth Bleeding, than it had been, at all.”
Now, fuppofing the Pulfe to have been in this
State, what the Do¢tor here advances is fo far
from direétly contradicting. that it does not at all
Contradiéf. what 1 had faid—For the Pulfe
might fink after the firft, fecond, and third
time of Bleeding, and yet grow ﬁgk’pr again
betore  the fourth. There was an Imeryal
of two Days between the third and fourth
Bleeding, and, in fuch a Space of Time the
Pulfe may A again, tho’ it has been funk,
Did Dr. Hele, in his extenﬁv: pra&:ce, never
know the Pulle to rife agajn, after. it had been
funk by Bleeding ? It would have been un-
rhappy, I'm afraid, for many of; his. Pauen:i_
: )
:; F’age 34.
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if he had not. The Evidence, therefore, will
not proue that I have mifieprefented the Calfe,
in this particular, much lefs will it prove the
the fourth Bleeding to have been neceflary,
fince a full Pulfe alone is not a fufficient In-
dication for Bleeding, efpecially when the Di-
feafe is fo far advanced as it was in Mr,
Hillman's Calfe,

I Have already fhewn that the Evidence,
which has been brought againft me, in this
Point, wou’d be nothing to the Purpofe, fup-
pofing it did prove that the Patient, before
the fourth Bleeding, had a full {trong Pulfe ;
but it will be found not to prove even fo much
as this,

A S to what Mr. Brown is made to fay, it
15 no more than that Mr. Hillman had a bet-
ter Pulfé to Bleed, when he was bled the fourth
Time, than he had ac the time of the third
Bleeding. 1 will not deny the Truth of this,
baving not been prefent when a Vein was
opened the third Time, but, granting it to be
true, it is a Truth which Dr. Hele for his own
Credit, ought to have concealed. The Patient
was bled the third Time, by Dr. Hele’s own Di-
rections, without the Knowledge, or Concur-
rence of either Dr. Samber or myfelf, tho’
both of Us had been previoufly confilted. Both
Dr.Samber and myfelf difapproved of this Bleed-
ing, when we faw the Patient next, and found
to what a weak Condition he was reduced
- thereby; and Dr. Samber himfelf declared, in
the hearing of feveral of the Parient’s Fnends,
that rbis Bleeding bad better bave been let alone,

Mr,
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Mr. Brown’s Evidence, therefore, does not
come up to the Point, which is intended to be
proved by it, (v:z.) that the Pulfe was fo full
as to require another Bleeding ; it only fhews
that, as the Pulfe was better, Bleeding would,
in all probability, be lefs hurtful than it had
been before’

I Think it unneceflary to trouble the Rea-
der any farther about a Hear-fay Evidence, and
I thall not, therefore, repeac what Mr., Hi/l-
man heard Dr. Samber fay, at the ume of
his Ilinefs ; buc I cannor help obferving thart ic
is a little Remarkable that a Perfon of thac
Gentleman’s Experience, and Ski// in his Pro-
feflion, thou'd be fo pofitive (as Mr. Hillman
affirms, vpon the Strength of hisown Memory,
that he was) that a fourth Bleeding would be
Serviceable, when he allow’d the third to have
been prejudicial. Ido not fay this with an In-
tention to infinuate any thing to Mr. Hillman's
Difadvantage, but itis eafy to fay, How far a
Man’s Memory ought to be relied upon, con-
cerning Words fpoken at a time when he was
confin’d to his Bed by a very dangerous Fever.

1F Dr. Samber fhou'd ever thiok proper to
give in Evidence, 1n his own Perfon, relating
to this Point, I have the Evidence of another
ready to fer againft it, which Dr. Hele I am
fure will allow to be of equal Authority, ac
leaft; and that is, His Own. How fireng and
full foever the Pulfe may begrown, in Dr. Hele's
Imagination, fince the Time of Mr. Hillman's
Illnefs, the Dotor gave it, at that time, the
Appellation of a TumsLivg Purse,— By

which
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which, I thought, was meanta Pulfe that was
finking and unfleady ; for fuch the Pulfe ap-
pear'd to me to be. The Appellation,
indeed, was new to me, and tho’ I have con-
fulted Gavrex, concerning the Difference of
Pulfes, fince that Time, 1 have not been able
to meet with any Defcription of it ; tho’ that
laborious Writer has taken Nortice of no
lefs, than Fifry different kinds of Pulfes. It
has been obferved long ago (*), that a Perfon
ought to be skilled in Mufick,and even in Geo-
metry, before he can perfectly underftand the
Pulfe ; but what Profeffion or Science, will beft
Qualify a Man to underftand a Tumbliny Pulfé,
I do not pretend to fay. 1did nor, indeed, make
any mention of the Tumbling Pulfé in my De-
{cription of Mr. Hillman's Cafe, for a Reafon
which the Sagacious Reader will eafily find out.
I cannot difmifs this Subje& withour raking
Notice of the Notable Anticlimax which Dr,
Hele has fallen into,in ftating this third Query ;
for he asks, wbhether it was not allow'd by Both
the Phyficians, and by the Apothecary too,that the
Pulfe was fuller &c. than it had been at all ?
I could not help thinking, when I read this
Query, on thofe two celebrated Lines, which

are taken Notice of by Mr, ApDIsoN ;

Not only London ecchoes with thy Fame,

But alfo I//ington has heard the fame.
I wont pretend to penetrate into the Doctor’s
Motive tor paying this Compliment to the Apo-
thecary’s Judgment in the Art of Pulfe-feeling.
But I muift fay that he has paid but an in-
different

®Le Clere Hilloire de la Medecine, pag 322.




[43]
different Compliment to Dr. Sember by it, no
more than he has doné to himfelf ; But #his
might be owing to his Modefty.

I have now done with the particulars which
I have been accufed of Mifreprefenting 5 and 1
believe, the Reader is, by this time, convinced
that I have made good what I promifed in
my Advertifement relating to thic Subje&t (¥)
viz, have fhewn, «“ that notwithftanding the
< Clamour which has been raifed about Mji/re-
“ prefentation, not fo much as a fingle Falt
““ is proved to have been willfully #ifrepre-
¢ fented.” To Sum up the “Martter in few
Words ; the Particulars, which I have been ac-
cufed of mifreprefenting, are only three. It
is faid that I have reprefented the Cafe unfairly,
with relation, Firff, To the Plethora ; Second-
Iy, To the Rednefs of Face ; and Thirdly, To
the Pulfe. My Accufer lies under an impofii-
bility of proving the firft of thefe particulars
to have been wnfairly reprefented; and, as to
the laft, his Evidence is nothing to the Pur-
pofe, nor if it were, wou'd it come up to
the Point which he aims at. The only Cir-
cumftance, then, which I can, with any fthew
of Reafon, be charged with reprefenting falfely
is that whichrelates to Mr, Hillman's Face ;
And how far I am guilty of what has been
laid to my Charge, in this Refpect, I leave the
Impartial Reader to determine.

Would not our Author, I may now ask,
have becn in the wrong, if he had pleaded Multi-
plicity of Bufinefs as an Excufe for witholding
from the Publick any thing half /o afeful and

H:" inflructive,

* See the Appendix, No. 5.
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inflruciive, and 1 may add, eatertaining, as
thefe incomparable LerTers? His feeming
Severity towards a Young Practitioner might
eafily be forgiven, in Confideration of the Be-
nefic which the Publick are likely to Reap
from his ineftimable Labours : But 1 have ano-
ther Reafon to forgive him; for I am willing
to impute the Acrimony of his Stile to a Re-
dundancy of Choler, or a Zymofis ¥ of the
Blood,rather than an evil Intention,anda form’d
Defign to hurt my Charaéer, which, at firft
Sight, it has the Appearance of. I was in-
deed, fo far from Refenting the Author’s
Treatment of me, that I can affure him, I
was really in Pain for him, when I read his
Letters. I was afraid that the Redundant Bi-
lious Matter, not finding a ready Vent, had
tranflated iclelf to zhe Membranes of the Brain,
and that a Phrenitis, which the Author had
faid {fo muchabout, was coming on. For ac-
cording to HirrocrATEs, Ab Homine fédato
ferox Refponfum Delirium inftare notat. Had
this been the Cafe it would have gone hard
with the Do&or, for as the fame judicious
Writer has obferved. Qui Supra quadraginta
Annos Phremitici fiunt non admodum fanantur.
(i. e.) ¢ People who fall into Phrenzies, after
““ they are zurn'd of Forty, are feldom cured.”
I hope our Author will keep this Apbarifin in
in his Eye, if ever he fhould fit down to
write again. _

I have not yet taken any Notice of the
fourth and fifth Queries in Mr. Hillman’s Let-

ter,
* Hevre Difputat Medica de Morbis Hypochondriacis, &c.



[ 45 ]
ter, but as that Gentleman has not given a full
and fatisfaCtory Anfwer to either of them, I
fhall endeavour to fupply that Deficiency.

The fourth Query, is to the following Pur-
pofe, viz. Whetber Mr. HILLMAN too% any One
Medicine after bis laft Bleeding, or the whole
Night fucceeding it, except common Cooling Li-
quors ¢ Mr. Hillman's Anfwer to this is, That
be found Relief from Bleeding, and that there
was a Cordial Draught order'd, which be did
not take till the next Morning,

THIS Query feems to be put, for no other
Reafon, but to infnare People, who are igno-
rant in Pbhyfick, into an Opinion, that Mr.
Hillman’s Recovery can  be attributed to no
other Remedy but Bleeding. 1 fhall firft givea
fuller Anfwer to the Query itfelf, and then ex-
amine the Juftnefs of the Inference which is
drawn from thence.

1T appears, then, by the Minutes which
I kept of this Cafe, at the time when it hap-
pen’d, that Mr. Hillman had been in a pro-
fufe Sweat all that Day, on the Evening of
which a Vein was open’d cthe fourth time. ¥
That he was in a Sweat at the very time of
Bleeding, which continued all the following
Night ; that a Cordial Draught was ordered to
be taken after Bleeding ; that Bliftering Plaifters
which had been order’d that very Morning,
inftead of @ Day or two before, + were directed
to be applied immediately after Bleeding, and
were applied accordingly, within fix Hours af-
terwards, at moft ; that, at our meeting, the

* This Sweat was occafioned by his taking frequent fmall
Dofes of Bates's Mixtara Simplex, and drinking plentifully of
diluting Liguers.

1 See Letier z. Selt 6. neat
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next Mnrnmg, we found the Patient ftill in a
Sweat, tho’ not jree from Fever, as Dr. Hele
aflerts §; that it was then again thought
proper to encourage the Swear, tho’ one Rea-
fon which had been given for Bleeding, the
Night before, was, that it wou’d check the
Sweart; that fome Diaphoretick Medicines were
ordered accordingly ; that I myfelf writ the
Prefcription for thefe Medicines, and fign'd it
with the Initial Letters of Dr. Samber’s, Dr.
Hele's, and my own Name ; that by miftake I
put down Dr. Hele's Name before Dr. Samber’s,
- for which affront I now ask Dr. Samber’s Par-
don, he being the Senior Phyfician, All this
I affirm, not upon the dare Strength of Memory,
nor upon the Information of the Apothecary's
File, but upon the Teftimony of the Notes
which 1 kept at that ume, and which it is my
Cuftom to keep in all uncommon Cafes. Dr,
Hele's Memory, therefore, or his Information,
muft have fail'd him, when he affirm’d that
Nothing was ordered for Mr. HiLLMAN, after
the Night of the fourth Bleedig, except fome
gentle Phyfick a Day or two after.

I am not Writing an Inveiive, but only
ftating Facts, and therefore I fhall make no
Comment upon thefe Affertions of the Do&tor’s,
but leave them to the Judgment of the Can-
did Reader. I proceed now to the Inference
which Dr. Hele has drawn from this fourth
Query. “ By the fourth Queftion and An-
{wer it is evident,” (fays the Doctor) ¢ that
¢ Dr. Hillnan's Rccovery can be arttributed to

noQ

§ Sce Letter the Second Selt. 6. * Ibid,
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¢ no other Remedy but Bleeding» * Weare
here prefented with another Specimen of the
Doitor’s Logick, which I believe will be found
to be as conclufiveas any of the former. His
Argument is this, Mr. HILLMAN recover’d af-
ter Bleeding, therefore bis Recovery was owing
to the Bleeding. This Inference, tho’ it may be
very evident to the Doffor, is far from being
evident to Me. 1 am unwilling to believe that
the learned Dr. Hele is fo utterly unacquainted
with the Operation of Remedies, asreally to
fall into that Vulgar Error of attributing a
Perfon’s Cure to the laft Remedy which has
been made ufe of ; I rather think that he dex-
troufly laid hold of this Popular Prejudice, in
order to infnare others into an Opinion that
Mt. Hillman's Recovery was owing to his Skill
and Management. But if he be really in
Earneft in imputing the Patient’s Recovery to
Bleeding, I fhall beg leave to tell him a fhort
Story.

“ One Mr. Moore (as Bithop Latimer re-
lates) was once fent with a Commiflion into
Kent, to find our, if it might be, what was
the Caufe of Goodwin's Sands, and the Shelf
which ftopped up Sandwich Haven. Thither
cometh Mr. Moore, and calleth all the Coun-
try before him, fuch as were thought to be
Men of Experience, and Men that cou'd of all
likelyhood beft fatisfy him of the Matter con-
cerning the ftopping of Sandwich Haven, A-
mong the reft came in before him an O/
Man, with a White Head, and One that was

thought
* Letter 2- Sedt, O,
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thought to be little lefs than an hundred Years
Old. When Mr. Moore faw this aged Man,
he thought it expedient to hear him fay his
Mind in this Matter (for, being /o old @ Man, it
was likely that he knew moft in that Prefence
or Company) So Mr. Moerecall'd this Old aged
Man vnto him, and faid, Father, (faid he) tell
Me, if you Can, whatis the Caufe of thegreat
arifing of the Sands and Shelves here about
this Haven, which ftop it up, fo that no Ships
can arrive here. You are the Oldeft Man 1 can
efpie in all this Company, fo that if any Man
can tell any Caufe of it, you of all likelyhood
can fay moft toit. Xea, forfooth, Good Mr. Moore,
quoth the Old Man, for I am well migh an
Hundred Years Old, and no man in this Company
75 any thing near my Age. Well then, quoth
Mr. Moore, how fay you to this Matter?
What think you to be the Caufe of thefe
Shelves and Sands which ftop up Sandwich
Haven? Forfooth Sir, quoth He, I am an Old
man, I think that Tenterton-Steeple s zhe
Caufeof Goodwin's-Sands. For, I am an Old Man,
Sir, quoth he; I may remember the Build-
ing of Tenterton-Steeple, and 1 may remember
when there was no Steeple ac all there, and,
before that Tenterton-Steeple was in Building,
there was no manner of talking of any Flats,
or Sands that ftopt up the Haven ; and there-
tore,] think that Tenterton Steeple is the Caufe of
the Decay and deftroying of Sandwich Haven.”
But to proceed,——This popular. Way of
Reafoning, Paff boc, ergo propter Hoc, has of.
ten, indeed, been made Ufe of, but is only
y calculated
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calculated to deceive. It does not follow,
becaufe a Perfon recovers after the Ufe of any
particular Remedy, that bis Recovery muft be
owing to that Remedy, efpecially if more than
One bhave been made Ufe of. 'This 1 obferv'd,
in the Inguiry, tho' Dr. Hele has not been
pleafed to take any Notice of it. To apply
this to the Cafe before Us; Mr. Hillman
recover’d after Bleeding, it does not follow
that his Recovery was owing to the Bleeding,
No more than it does, that Zenterton Steeple
was the Caufe of the Goodwin's Sands, becaufe
it was prior in time to thofe Sands.

BUT it may be faid, that I have no more
Reafon to impute Mr. Hillinaws Recovery to
Blifters, Diaphoreticks, ¢rc. than others have
to attribute it to Bleeding. 1 grant it, con-
fidering the Matter upon the Footing of Ex-
perience only. But when Experience will not
decide a Queftion we muft then have Recourfe
to Reafon to affift Us. For inflance, a Per-
fon is feized with an Epidemick Fever, is bled
three Times, without finding any real Relief,
or Benefit, he is afterwards thrown into a co-
pious Sweat, is bled again, and bliftered; The
next Day he finds himfelf much better, and
by Degrees recovers. The Event alone in
fuch a Cafe will not fhew what the Recovery
was owing to ; But Reafon will eell us thar,
fince Bleeding had been tried fo often with-
out Succefs, 1t was, moft probably, owing to
the other Remedies. '

T H E Queftion therefore, what Mr. /-
man’s Recovery was owing to, cannot be de-

cided
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cided by a Majority of Voices, much lefs by
his Own, or even Dr. Hele's T.tyf:’mmﬂy, but by
Reafin only, and Reafon, 1 think, gives it in Fa-
vour of Blifters and the Diagphoretick Regimen.

I have dwelt the longer on this fourth Query,
becaufe Dr. Hele obferves, toward the Begin-
ning of his Letter, that the Principle Foint in
Difpute, and that upon which the whole depends
15, the Effett of the Bleedings. viz, Whether
Mr. Hillmanw's Recovery was owing to them,
or Not? Which Queftion I am humbly
of Opinion, muft be determined in the Nega-
tive,

T HE Doétor’s fifth Qqery is ftill behind ;
and is to the following Purpofe, viz. Whether
Mr. HiLLman beard Dr. HELE give any Rea-
fony for taking away Blood before the Exbhibition
of the Vomit ¢

THIS Query fcarce deferves my Notice, any
more.than the Anfwer to it, It is a Matter of
very little Concern to Me, as I believe, it
muft be to every one elfe, what Reafon is faid
to have been given for taking away Blood, before
the Exhibition of the Vomit: I only took No-
tice of the Reafon which I heard given for
the Exbibition of the Vomie it felf; and fince
the Doétor has owned it to be an abfurd one,
I thall fay no more abour it.

I am now got through the Doctor’s Queries,
and cannot help obferving that after all the
the Pains which he has taken, and after all
the Evidence which he has mufter'd up, he
has all this while been wandering from the
Point, upon which this Dijpute or Contro-

ver/fy
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verfy (if the Doffor likes that Appellation
better) firft commenced.

THE Queftion between Us was, whether
Mr. Hillmaw's Diforder was an Inflammation
of the Brain, or not? and, Confequently,
whether there was a rational Indication for
Bleeding, or not? This Queftion the Doctor
has thought fic to touch very flightly on, bur,
inftead thereof, has chofen to Harangue upon
a Point which it is impofiible for him, or any
One elfe to Prove, viz. That Mr. Hillman's
Recovery was owing wholly to the Bleeding.
My defign was to fhew that the Cafe was not
an Inflammation ¢f the Brain; Dr. Hele has
afferted the contrary, but is fo far from hav-
ing proved ir, that lec any One, who is buta
~competent judge of fuch Subjells, read over
the Cafe, even with 'Dr. Hele's Emendations,
and, Iam perfuaded, he will not find a fingle
Maik of fuch an Inflammation in the De-
fcription of it.

THE Doctor has aflerted many Things,
I will now Venture to aflert One Thing,
in my Turn, which is this; Either Mr, Hi//-
man had an Inflammation upon the Brain, or
he had not; If he had not, it will lie upon
Dr. Hele to thew what Indication there was
for the repeated Bleeding ! If he had, I'm afraid,
that the giving 2 Vomir, either to make a Re
wulfion from the Brain, or for any other pur-
Eﬂfﬁ' will be found to be very Injudicious

raéti‘ce. Befides, if there was an Inflam-
mation upon the Brain, how came the expe-
rienced Dr. Hele to lay on Blifters? Baglivi, or

| Hoffinan
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Hafmmz wou’d have told him, that Bliflers
are improper in a Phrenzy, The later of
thefe judicious Writers fays exprefly, « Can-
““ tharides, acri quo poilent ftimulo, ftrictas
“ jam et tenfas {pafmo Membranas lrrltandn

“ Delirium aogent, et Convulfionem facile ac-
‘“ cerfunt.” * If we take then either fide of
this Dilemma, 1 am afraid, the Doffor's Prac-
tice will be found to be much more Chimer:-
cal,and inconfifient than my Theory ; And which
of the Two is of the more dangerous Con-
fequence, an Error in Theory or in Praélice,

I believe, I need not fay.

HA VING thus given a Diftin&, and I
Hope a fausfatory REPL Y, to every thing
which is material in Dr. Hele's two Letters, 1
fhall now take my Leave of him, with af-
furing him, that altho’ I do not look upon his
Letters as any Anfwer to my Treatifé, and al-
tho” I cannort think the Reafoning conclufive,
which he has made Ufe of to prove any
farther Anfwer ufele/s and fuperfluous, - yet I
allow his Reafon for not entering into a far-
ther Examination of it, viz, a prudent Con-
cern for bis Reputation $ to be a Subftantial
One; and muftfay, with many of his Friends,
That it is great Pity it bad not come into
his head a little fooner.

T HUS have I gore through my Remarks;
How I have executed them let others judge.
It ic thould be obje&ted to them, that they
are moltly confined to a Subject of a private

Nature,

* Vid. Horrman De Febre Porenetica,

t See Letter 2. Se. g.

1 Id. Seft, 10
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Nature, and confequently can be of litile or
no Benefit to the World ; 1 fhall only anfwer,
that 1 intended them chiefly for the Pe-
rufal of #be Few, who may be defirous of feeing
the Matters herein contain’d, fec in a proper
Light; tho’ they may not, perhaps, be intre-
ly ufelefs even to others whofe Hands they
may happen to fall into. For the deteéting
of Error and Falfe Reafoning, in every Shape,
the oppofing all Schemes,which tend todifcou-
rage the Right of Private fudgement, to intro-
duce an implicit Submiffion to Superiors, and of
confequence to eftablith a kind of Popery in
Phyfick, are Things which the Publick are,
and always will be interefted in, whatever

may be the Fate of this Performance, or its
Author,

T T
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No 1.
To the AuTior of the SALISBURY JOURNAL.

SIR,
h,;ﬁiéﬂ:jﬂ 81 find that many of your Readers, who
e L ¢ have feen a Pamphlet,intitled, Obfervations on

the Epidemick Fever, &c. advertifed lately in
\ your Paper, immediately after the Jaguiry con-
@i cerning the fame Subjelt, have from thence
,,;,«.-.f‘ imagin'd, that the Obfervations contain’d an
RLFRRNE LY Anfwer to the Inquiry (fuch an Anfwer being
expefted from an eminent Hand) in order, therefore, to unde-
ceive fuch as may have been mifled, either thro’ Accident or De-
Jign, in this Point, you are defired to infert the following Ex-
tract from the Inquiry in your next Journal.

¢ = I muft here take Notice, That the Author of the Ob-
¢ fervations on the Epidemick Fever, lately publithi’d, who ap-
“ pears to be a Favourer of the Inflammatory Hypothefis;
* tho’ he does not tell us where the Inflammation is feated, fays,
® That the Blood awas generally Sizey ® If this Obferva-
“ tion be a jult one, the Method he recommends has, I confels,
¢ fome Shew of Reafon in it, tho’, even in this Cafe, Regard
“ ought to be had to the Epidemical Conttitution of the Air, as I
* have thewn already ; buc then it cannot with any Propriety be
* applied to the Beff-Country Fewer, which is of a different
* Kind from that which the Author of the Obfervations has given
“ usa Defcription of. Befides the Difference arifing from the
¢ State of Blood, there is another very material One, which de-
“ ferves to be taken Notice of == In London, according ro
¢ the Obfervations, this Fever chiefly invaded Men of a fanguine
“ Habit, in the Prime of their Lives, afed to good Living, efpecial-
“ly as to Eating, and wery rarely Perfoms of a [pare Habit of
¢ Body, accufforn'd to a wery temperate Way of Life. Whereas, all

K

i over

¥ N. B. The firff Edit. of the Obferqations is bere referr'd
te, awbich came out avithout a Name.
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over the Weft, jult the Reverfe of this has been the Cafe.
It began in every Place amovgft the lower Sort of People,
and the poor Manufatturers,whom we can hardly fuppofe to
have injur’d their Conflititions by high Feeding; as it advanced
amongft the beiter Sort, either by Means-of -infeted Perfons,
or the general Corruption of the Air, it {eized the fober and
abftemious chiefly, and fuch as by no Means laboured under
any Plethora, but the contrary. As a Proof of this it has- been
obferv’d, that daring the whole Time rﬂgg?tvefr ri-
Jflel, not-a fingle Perion ofthat large and wealthy ihn
ever fuffer’d by it
¢ I have neither Time, nor Inclination to enter into an Exa-
mination of the Author’s Reafoning, nor to inquire how it
comes to pafs, that a Law deprefs’d Pulfe, and a firong and full
one fbould proceed from the jame Caufe, and require Leing treat-
¢ed in the fame Manner; and have only mention’d thefe Par-
ticolars to fhew that, Whatever Method may have been pur-
fued in London (where a Rational, and notan Empirical Prac-
tice now almoft univerfally takes Place) during the Courfe of this
Diftemper, we cannot from thence infer that the fame ought
¢ to be followed here, fince the Difeafes appear to be different in
¢ fuch effential Circumftances as thefe ] have now been men-

¢ tioning. Inquiry, p. gb, &c.

This being the State of the Cafe between the Author of the
Obfervations and myfelf, I beg Leave to fubmit the following
Queries to the Cnnﬁd:ratmn of all whom the Subjeét may con-
cern.

I. Whether a -Perfan, by recommending the Obfervations as
an Anfwer to the Inquiry, does not plainly fhew, either that he
-is grofly deceiv’d himfelf (the former bcmg publifh’d at leait a
T'welve-month before the latter) or elfe, that he has an Intention
to deceive others, and to hurt the Credit of the Litter Work ?

II. Whether half a Score Inftances of Peri'uns, many of them
of fanguine Conftitutions, and moft of them in the Prime of their
L.ives, whether the Cafes of half a Score {uch Perfons, I fay,
who are faid in the Obfervations + to_have recover €, .not by
‘Means of Bleeding alone, but of Bleedmg,Vﬂmltmg, Purging,Biif-
tenng, &e. be a Pioof that Bleeding is generally neceflary and
uleful in the prefent Fever, when taenty Times that Number of °
Cafes might eafily be produced, in which it has been prejudi-
cial, if not fatal ? Aud if not, Whether any Objections which
can be drawn from the Obfervations againit what I havead-
vanced concerning Bleeding be not already cbwiated ?

®OR B R o ok B N AR

L L] - - - [}

wis B

I am S1 &,
Sarum 08. q. Your humble Servant,
1742, ] BERKER.

Te

+ See the lafi Edition,
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‘Tn ré»a .:’-'LUTHGR qfr.-frf SALISBURY JOURNAL.
S T oR,E3 5

DD N T know at whom Dr, Barker points in his Lettef

‘to you in your laft Journal, but you may acquaint him that

I have recommended the Treatife entitled, Obfervations on
a‘fw Epidemic Fewer of the Y ear 1741, as containing, in my Opi-
wion, a julter and clearer Hiflory of that Difeafe, and a more
proper Method of Cure, than the Epiflolary Effay publifhed by
the Doétor. . For I am fully perfuads:d by the tricteft Obferva-
tions that I have been able to make, .that this Fever was of the
lnﬁ:im matory Kind, and that the concomitant, nervous Sy mptoms
were no other than fuch as g em’:ra]lr attend all Inflammations of
the Brain, or its Membranes. This 'T'ruth is manifeftly evident in
Cafes whe;e the Operation of the Trepan has been performed.
Fo or when ihefé Parts are lnﬂaned even ta ocular Uemwy’?mrmﬂ,
by ?&.{'mg outa Picce of the Scull, the Patient has nota high Phren-
2, (which the “Doftor feems to think effential to an inflamed
Brain.) buat jult “the fame nervous Symptoms as he himfelf allows
to accompany this’ Fever, (viz.'a quick low Pulfe, a labori-
ous Breath, Stupor,” Coma, twiching of the Tendons, &'¢c.) and
which may be eafily miftaken by any young Pralitioner for the
the' true, :dmﬁat‘hm Signs of the Fever it felf.

4 [cannut therefore but approve of Bleeding early, and I have
often found it neceffary to repeat it feveral Times, as it happen’d
in the Gentlemans Cafe, upon which . this Difpute with Dr.
.E'ar.{*.-:r ,concermng Bleedmg arofe. He was blooded four-Times,
found Relicf by every Blceding, and by the fourth was foon freed
from all his dangerous Symptoms, His Head was ealy, his Reft-
Iefsnel's, his great Anxiety, Weight, and Uneafinefs about the
Region of the Heéart, and Stomach gone off; not by the Help'of
Cordials and other Medicines, as the Doélor fallely, u;,{f:.waus, *
but within the SFarg of Ha.ff'an Hour, before any .one Medi-
cine was adminiftred ; and yet the Dr. had ablolutely dec'sred to
the Patient himfelf (bad as he was, and under fo great a Depreffi-

‘of Spsnts] as well as to his n&art[’c Relations, that the third

lped:ng had almoft thrown him beyond all Hopes of Recovery,
aqd thatif he {hbmltted to the fourth, he believed it would be imn-
poflible’ for ‘any thing more to be done for him. All this, and
likewile how unfairly in other ‘Particulars, his Cafe is repre-
fented by the Dottor in his Treat:l'e, § the Gentleman himfelf
is ready to te "@ to the World, if required.

3. As to the Difference ufthe Fever with us, and in London,
n_uthwnhﬁandmg the Doétor’s Ewa 'Q-m ,any Reader may be eafily
convinced that it was of the fame Kind, there as bere, by com-
paring the Deleription given of it by both the above-mentioned

x 2 Writers
® See Inguiry, p. 24. 235. . § Inguiry, p. diua.
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Writers with each other. ®* The Symptoms enumerated by Both,
are as near as poflible the fame, except fome few, not very ma-
terial, mention’d by the Doftor, which arife chiefly from Mif
management. But thefe and many mere, fuch as true Peripneu-
monies, Swellings, and Inflammations of the Throat, {e. may
be prevented or relieved . by repeated Bleeding, though for want
of it, they often prove fatal. Sometimes indeed the Fever has
been carried off by a copious Hemorrage from the Nofe, of
which I have lately had an Inftance in Mr. Samue/ Crooker, +
who had labour’d fome Days under the ufual Symptoms of this
Fever, when I order’d twelve Ounces of Blood to be taken from
the Arm, upon which his Pulfe, which before was quick and low
grew, full and hard, and in lefs thena Quarter of an Hour he ha
a moft profufe Eruption of Blood from the Nofe, by which he Joft
at Jeaft two Pounds. His Symptoms were much abated, and tho'
he was blooded twice more in the Arm, he had a fecond large
Hzmorrage of the fame Kind within two Days, which proved
a compleat {alutary Crifis of the Fever, but muft certainly have
proved a fatal One, had the Fever been of the nervous Kind,
This Cafe may likewife evince the Truth of what the Author of
the Oblfervations aflerts, but the Dr. cannot readily reconcile,
viz. that a low deprefs’d Pulfe, and a firong, and full one may
proceed from the fame Caufe (too great a Fulnefs of the Veflels)
and require the fame Manner of T'reatment. _

4. Thus T hope the Dr. willbe convinced that I have given the
Preference to the London Treatife, not out of the leaft Prejudice to
His, but purely in Defenceof Truth, and out.of atender Regard
to the general Good of Mankind, whick I do moft folemnly
averr, for I think nothing can be moré criminal in a Phyfician
than to judge partially, or reprefent Cafes falfly, for the Support
of his own Opinion, or Reputaticn.

5. I muft indeed confefs the Doétor’s Theory to be very chimeri-
cal, confus'd, inconfiftent, arid hardly intelligible ; a wild Syftem
formed toeftablifh the Exiftence of a putrid Aecrimeny, but nothing
proved. Befides, it is inconfiltent with his own Method of Cure.
For if the Fever were, in its own Nature, purely of the nervous
Kind, (as he labours hard to prove) the Evacutions he himfelf ad-
vifes, and fuch plentiful Dilution by drinking fo large Quantities %
of the molt cooling Liquors (when he fuppofes the Texture o
Blood too much dignlved before) muft certainly bé a moft im-
proper, and injudicious Method of treating it, better adapted to
the Nature of an inflammatory, than a merous Fever.

5. I might obferve with how much Contempt this Hypothetical
Way of Writing is exploded by Sydembam thropghout all his
Works, {even in his very Preface too) and how .nuch it is ex-
pofed and ridicul'd by the late Dr. Friend in his Epiftle Dedica-

tory
* See laguiry, p. 39. to 44. Obfervatioms, p. 3. to p. 6.,
+ A Hofier in this City, next Door to the Sign of #he Crofs-Keys.
§ See the Inquiry, po 109.
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tory to Dt. Freavin prefix"d to his firft and third Books of Hippe-
¢rates’s Epidemicks, &c but fearing I have been too tedious al-
ready, I fhall pafs by many Imperfe€tions, which I fhould other-
wife take notice of. I fhall only add, that repeated Bleeding in
thefe Fevers was approved of and praftifed by the moft eminent
Phyficians in Londms, and that I have obferved the Blood taken
away to be generally Sizey.

Sarum, Ofab. I am yours, &e.
16 1742. H. Hgve.

No III.
7o the AwtHoR of the SALISBURY JoWRNAL. ;
Sie,

. /} Y former Letter to you, of the gth Inftant, was ne more

\ than an Advertifement, to acquaint the Publick, that a
a Pamphlet, called Obfervations on the Epidemic Fever,

of the Year 1741, was not an Anfwer to Oneof mine, which
came out a Year afterwards, tho' many had been mis/ked into an

Opinion that it was fuch.

" A Letter from Dr. HerE has fince appear'd in your Journal,
throwing Afperfions both on my Judgment, as a Phyfician, and
my moral Charadler as a Perfon of Veracity.

Whether I am miftaken, or not, in my Judgment,concerning
the Epidemick Fever, muft be determined by jfuch as are compe<
tent Judges of my Treatife. As yet I hawe feen no Rjjﬁn to
alter my Opinion,ee—eIf Dr. HELE be - willing to Anfwer
what I have writ, not by Way of a Short Effay, in a2 Weekly
News-Paper, nor by cawiling at a particolar Cafe, intended on-
ly for illuftrating the Subjeft, bur in a full and accurate Exami-
nation, I fhall willingly retraét whatever he fhall demonfrate
t0 be erromeons. But if he thinks it not worth dnfavering, he
may think fo, if he pleafes, "twill give me little Concern. F
would however caution him not to plead Multiplicity of Bufinefs,
as a Reafon for his Silence, fince he cannot be ignmorant that.
Boerbaawe, Cheyne, Friend, and others, Men both in Charaéler.
and Pradtice infinitely fuperior to us bath, have found Time, in the
very Height of Bufinefs, to write many elaborate Treatifes.

As to the Impeachment of my Veracity,I fhall only fay, That
the Gentleman, whofe Evidence Dr. He LE has offer'd to produce,
neither bas, nor will give any fuch Ewvidence.

Thus, the principal Teftimony failing,the Whole of the Doc.
tor's Charge againft me now refts upon his own Afertions, con-
cerning which, he may aflure himfelf, I'am quite indifferent.

I
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I can only add, that I fhall not,kby any Aflertions of . my .
awn, retort Calumny for Calumny, being willing, as far as poffi-
ble, to avoid the R:d{fﬂfz which If{ee athers have ﬂ{fﬁ‘# incurred
hy affeting this Manner of Writing, - and which angry
Lng:niv;r EIHE nl}rhdraw qu}l both Antagonifts,.
0 not have Occaflon to give youan farther
trouble unﬁus Subjet, and ar:*:r:'P P J'Q .ﬂ s
Your humble Servant, °

i Ul s

Sarym, O&. 2Q. 1742,/ 1 1 “ o). BagkEnr.
M H ST 04
No. IV.
To the Avrnor of the SALISBURY JOURNAL.
Sir,

I[N CE Dr. Barker has not brnught the Jeaft Objection ta

any one ‘Part of my former Letier, T have: 1|rti|é more to

do than to produce my Teftimonials in Proof of whar I
have there afferted in relation to Dr. Hillman’s Cafe, and I am
forry that I am obliged to do fo much, becaufe T am afraid i iwfl
appear that Dr, Barker has beén gmlt}r of M ﬁeprrfmfar of
Fag, as well as Error in udgmreﬂ

2. I e.s:p-efted and defire hu'ri to Pubhfh the Lerter, which hu
Wrote to me in Anfwer to my former printed in your ]nurualj
wherein he fays, 11'1_at he bad zot rrprzﬁn!nf Dr. Hillman's, Cafe
at all, but ‘only given his Opinion ﬁpﬂﬂ it, that ‘Imé” call it
giving a awrong Fudgment upon the Cafe, if I pleas”d, But aot ﬂuﬁe-
prefenting it ; but to convince 'hlm nf the Untruth of thfh ﬂﬁ‘ertmn,
I need unl’y rﬁfcr him to his own Treatife, in which he ac- -
knowledges ‘it to be an aﬂﬂa{ Relation :_r,"a Caﬁ' i‘n thrct:
different Places. *

. He Ilkcwlfc endeavours to Invahdzte Dr. Hillman's Ende:ir:c
b}rnen}*mg ‘him to be a competent ]u:iige in his own Cafe, 'if
the Brain were inflamed. 1/ have already proved that a Deliri-
um does not always attend every Degree of fuch Inflamimation ;
but be that as it will, Dr. Barker acknowledges in his own Relan-
on of the Cafe, that the Patient had no Deliriom 4 =

4. By Way of Preamble to the Teftimonials, it may be pm%
to take a fhort Review of the different Accounts given by
"T'wo of Dr. Hillman’s Cafe, with regard to this Principal Point
in difpute (and upon which the whole depends) .viz, the Efest
of the Bleedings. Dr. Barker fays, that bis Refllefinefs, ‘and all
the Symptoms greaw werﬁ upon Bleeding. § 1 ﬁi’ that his Anxiety,
Reftlefinefs, and all the Symptoms avere relieved i One of thefe
two diametrically oppofite Affertions muft neceflarily ‘be falfe in
Fact, and wwbich of the Tawo is fo, the following Letter will clearly

decide. ¥o
* 8ez Inquiry, p. T30 O TI7s .
+ See pag. 24. .

1 See ditto.
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To D?‘.".HEL B o

85 Wi s ? :
Should think myfelfgmlt:,r of the greate[’c Ingratitude, :f I

. was to forget, or ever omit to acknowledge the many Obliga-
tions [ lay under for your great Care, and cunﬂant Attendance
in my:late Hinefs,

I always have, and ever fhall declare that I thmk my Re-
covery was entirely owing to Frequent Bleeding, and that with-
cwout it [ fhould not have recover'd. I am very forry that I fhould

be the unhappy Caufe of a Controver{y between two Gentiemen,
“to both whom [am obliged. Bat if Dr. Barker, in his Treatife,
.intends to relace my Cale (which I believe he d-:nes} he mifrepre-
{ents it greatly by faying I was worfe upon Bleeding, for I
~am confident I always found Relief, and had I been worfe, I
thou’d never have fufler'd the Bleeding to have been 'repeated
~elpecially. as :\Dr. Barker told my Mother and my felf, that he
believed it would be impeflible for any thing to be done for me,
if the.Bleeding was repeated ; but it happen’d 'quite contrary
. to the: Doétor’s Opinion, for I.found immediate Relief, {or the vio-
lent Weight in my Head went off, and the great:Anxiety abont
the Region of the Stomach left me, and all the nther Symptums
abated.
Thur fday O&ab. - 17}
14. 1742. ! - WM. Hmuﬁun.

I fubmit it to the impartial Reader’s judgmqnt to maE:
fuch Remarks as he fhall find to be juft and proper.

¢ I now beg Leave tafhew, that Dr. Barker has unf'mrI}r ré-
prefented fome other Particulars in his Relation of this Cafe,
“and which fhall be proved by a fecond Letter from the fame
" Gentleman in Anfwer to one I wrote to him cnnl:ammg {feveral
Queltions. Dr, Hillman"s Leuer is as follows.

To Dr. HEL E.
SIR, ‘
Should have returned an immediate Anfwer to your I.r:tter,
A buc I thought it inconfiltent with your Requelt to anfwer the
_%ﬂﬂmns without taking Time to recollett every Particular.
ou ask
Firgl, thther or no I did not feel fome Symptuma uf aPle-

thora 7.
The' Method T followed in preftnbmg for my felf ‘will hew

that I thought I did, I fent for Mr. Tatam, and order'd him to
teke away twelve Ounces of Blood from my Arm, a:nd in the
Morning I ook a gentle Purge.

Sccondly,
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Secondly, Whether it was not allowed by all who attended me;
that my Countenance was flufh’d, and the Blood Veflels of the
Eye very full and turgid ?

"This Queftion muft be anfwer'd by thofe who attended me, I
asked Dr. Samber, and Mr. Broun, they told me my Face was
flulh’d, and my Eyes turgid ; but I muft beg it as a Favour,
that when you fee the Dottor, or Mr. Brown, you would fpeak
to them, for the Women who attended me have forgot.

Thirdly, Whether it was not allowed by Both the Phyficians
who attended me (befides Dr. Barker, and by the Apothecary too)

-that my Pulfe was much fuller and {tronger before the Fourth
Bleeding, than it had been any Time before during the whole
Courfe of my Fever ? :

Both You and Dr. Saméer did tell me that my Pulfe was
very full; and Dr. Samber in particular, when I asked him.
Whether he did not think I fhould fink under the Bleeding,
told me be was pofitive I fhould be relieved by it, for my Pulle
was fuller than he had found it at any Time before; and Mr.
Breawr {aid | had a hetter Pulfe to bleed, than I had the laft
Time I was bled, or Wurds to that Purpofe.

Fourthly, Whether I took any one Medicine afier my laft
Bleeding, or the whole Night {fucceeding it, except common
cooling Liquors?

In aniwer to this I fhall oply repeat what I have {o often faid,
that I found immediate Relief from the Bleeding, and bad good
Sleep foon after my Friends left me, and the Room was quiet,
which was in-ahout half an Hour. I awoke ealy and there was
a Cordial Draught order’d, but I did not take it untill the next
Harninf. : : -

Fifibly, Whether I heard you give any Reafon for taking a-
way Blood before the Exhibition of the Vomit ?
~ When the Vomit was propofed, I was averfe to the taking
‘it, as thinking, tho® it might have been proper at the beginning
of my Iilnefs, yet with the violent Pain in my Head I at that
‘Time mmp1ain@! of, Ithought it would aggravaie rather than
relieve that Symptom. I told you my Realons, and your An-
fwer was, that the lofing a litile Blood would prevent what ¥
apprehended. :

Thus, Sir, I have endeavour'd to anfwer all your Queftions
with the utmoft Candour and Impartiality. 1 am perfuaded that
you had no other View in this Inquiry than what you mention in
your Letter, and fancy that moft People think that my Reco-
very was owing to the Bleeding, and that Dr. Barker is mifta-
ken in atributimg my Recovery to Cordials, Diaphoreticks, Blif-
ters, &e. I am my felf throoghly perfuaded that without
Bleeding 1 fhould not have recaver'c{ and fhall always be ready
to acknowledge the great Obligations that are owing to You from

Oltob. 251h Wu. Hirman,
1742, ;
Let
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Let us fee.how contrary Dr. Barker’s Account is to Dr,
Hillman's in every one of thefe Particulars.

Dr. Barker fays he had no Plethora. * The Patient himfelf
thinks that he had, (See rke Jirf} Queflion and Anfwer in the fecond
Letter.) The Other Phyficians, who attended him, think it
evidently clear from every Circumftance that he had a Plethora.
But this, I confefs,'may be no more than an Ervor in Fudgment,
However in publithing Cafes for the Confirmation of any Method
of Practice, or Diftinétion of different Species of Fevers, a Phyfici
an is bound not only to keep ftritly to Truth, but ought like-
wife to be extremely cautious how he afferts any thing for Cer-
tain, which is Doubtful. »

" Dr. Barker fays, the Patient had wo Flufbing in the Counte-
nance -+ It is proved by undeniable Evidence that he had, and
that the Blood Veflélsof che Eyes were full and turgid. (‘See
the third Dueftion and Anfeer. ) ]

- N. B: I have fince put this fecond Queftion to Dr. Samber
and Mr. Brown, who do affirm what they faid to Dr. Hil/man.

This very Symptom is a material Circumftance in the. Di-
ftinction of an Inflammatory, from a Nerweus Fewer. This Mif-
take cannot be called an Ewrror in Fudgment, but muft, I think
be deem'd a Mifreprefentation of Fadl,

The third Queftion concerning the Pulfe is proved by all the
Evidence poffible in dire& Contradi&tion to Dr. Barker, who fays,
that it grew more weak and languid upon Bleeding,and in Page 734
that the Patient avas reduced almoft 10 the laft Extremity by re-
peated Bleedings ; in another Place he reprefents him as Jars in
Confitution by ‘repeated and profufe Bieedings, and Nature ren=
dred too aveak to flruggle avith the Difeafe. §

I may prefume to fay the firlt of thefe Affertions betrays a
great. Defe@ of Judgment in feeling a Uulfe. The two latter
are, I think, a Mifreprefentation of Fait. '

By the Fourth Queftion and Anfwer it is evident that Dr.
Hillman's Recovery can be attributed to no other Remedy but
Bleeding. - The fame is likewife confirmed by his' Conclufion of
his fecond Letter. _

“6. At our Vifit the next Morning, after the Fourth Bleeding we
found him free from Fever, and out of all Danger, irfo-
much that we order’d him nothing more than fome gentle Phy-
fick a Day or two after. ‘I might obferve that two Blifters for
the Thighs were order’d a Day or two before, but not applied.
However we did confent that they mighe be put on, on Conditi-
on he was blooded that Fourth Time, but as he fell afleep fo
foon after Bleeding, and awaked fo eafy and free from any Com-
plaint, he wou’d not have confented to the applying them at all,
bad not Mr. Brown the Apothecary, who watched with him
that Night, infited on applying them, not out of any apparent

7 Neagity

* See the Inquiry, p. 24. fuSee diito § Page 116,
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Neceffity, but in Ca:frm‘gr to our Direétions, and according!
they were put cn, but not till between three and four o’Cloc
the Morning followirg, as Mr. Brews himfelf informed me.

7. And yeo Dr. Barker fays (which is amazirg) that the Difeaft
noas at laft oercome by Vomiting, Blifters, Cordial and Diaphore-
tick Medicines. (p. 24. 25.) Nuay, he refers to this Cale to prove
the Ulefulnels of Vomits in his g4th Page ; he referstoit to
fhew the good Effeéts of Dizphoreticks, in p. 73 ; and he refers
to it as the only Cafe, in which Blifters are proper in rp 1357
whereas this Patient did not receive any apparent Benefit from any
one of them all, as he himfelf confeffech in the Conclufion
of his Second Letter beforementioned.

8. Thus, I believe, 1 have proved morethan I propofed, or Dr.
Barker expefted ; and there are flill feveral Errors ; not only in
the Relation of this Cafe, but in the Other alfo added by Way
of S-quel, of which I have by me a juit and exa&t Account.

I think he does me wrong in accufing me of Calumny. T have
faid no more than the Defence of T'ruth obliged me to fay,and this
I have endeavoured to fay in as decent Terms, as the Difcovery
of Truth in fo important a Matter of Faét would admit of. It
might have redounded more to Di. Barker's Credit, had He ob-
ferved the fame good Manners towards Me, in his Treatife,
where he has in feveral Places foifted in Zndecent, and Undeferved
Refleftions, in no wife u/éful or meceflary to his Subjeét, which
will therefore naturally recoil on their Author. I cannot buttake
Notice of one Inftance (p. g4.) where he introduces me prnﬁ
fing a Vomit for Dr. H:'ﬂmm, and giving a very abfurd
for it, wiz. to make a Revulfion from the Brain ; whereas what
1 propoted 1o make a Revulfion from the brain,was a Bleeding pre-
vious to the Vomit, left by the A&tion of Vomiting, the Blood
might be thrown too forcibly and copioufly upon the Brain, un-
lefs the Veilels were firft emptied by a Bleeding, and accordingly
he was blooded with good Effeét. This is a rational Way of
Talking, and the T'ruth of this Paffage, as now related, is il-
luftrated, by the Fifth Queftion and Anfwer in Dr. Hillmas's
fecond Letter, -

+ g. But to'conclude ; Since this remarkable Cafe was the Foun-
dation of our Difpute, fince it feems to have been the principal
Motive for Dr. Barker's Entrance into this Controverfy, fince
it appears by the firlt Paragraph of his Treatife, that the whole
Sc pe and D fign of it is to refolve this Queftion, Whether it be in
General right to bleed in the prefent Epidemick Fever 7 Since this
very Cale, which he brings to prove it avromg, proves it to be
-right, and laltly, fince this very Cafe, which brings as the
cleareit Inflance of a * fawv Nerwous Fewer, proves it to be an
acufe Inflammatory One- (but of fix Days Continuance) what Oc-

- gcalion

® See the Inquiry page 34



[ 1] ‘

cafion is there for any farther Anfwer to his Treatife? I think
it unreafonable in Him to prefs for it, ufelefs and Jfuperfiuous for
any  One to give it. :

10. Indeed, whenever either of Us have any thing to offer to
the Publick, half fo ufeful and inftruftive as thofe Great Orna-
ments of our Profeffion, which he mentions, have obliged us
with, we ought not to plead Multiplicity of Bufinefs as an Excufe
for withholding it ; but if, till then, we remain filent, if we curb,
and reftrain this wanton Appetite of becoming Authors, we fhall
perhaps the more fecurely enjoy what little Reputation we may
have acquired in the World, which many a tolerably good
Phyfician, before Us, has {cribbled away.

The Teftimonies here produced will fatisfy every unprejudi-
ced Perfon that my Charge againft Dr. Barker in my former

Letter is »e Calumny, and fo I take my Leave of the Doftor
and his Book, and am,

Your humble Servant,

H. Hevre.

No. V.

Extra&t from the Sar1sBurY Jounray, of New. 16. 1742.
This Day is publif’d, Price 1s. .64.

N INQUIRY into the Narvre,

Cavse, and Cure of the prefent EPIDEMI
FEVER, U 5 %

Dr. Hele having exprefs'd an uncommon degree of Refent-
ment againft the foregoing Treatife, and the Author of it, for
Reafons which People are no Strangers to, itis hoped that the
Publick will fufpend their Judgment concerning Both, till what
can be faid in the Defence of each appears,

A proper Reply to Dr. Hele’s Two Letters, in this Journal,
will be publifh'd with all convenient Speed. In the mean Time
the following Extract from a Letter of Mr. Hiliman's to the
Author, dated Od&. 2g, Is fubmitted to the Confideration of the
Publick.

‘“ I made Ufe of the Word Mifreprefent in my Letter (to
Dr. Hele) in no other Senfe than that I rboughs you were
wmiftaken in your Opinion, and I acquit you of the Charge of
mifreprefenting Matsers of Fafl. and never can be brougnt 1o
*¢ believe you would be gutlty of it,”

L33
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~ 'The Author of 'the Jnguiry apprehends that, notwithftanding
the Clamour which has been raifed about Mi/reprefentation, not
fo much as a Single Fa&? is p;g{:’ to have been Wulfuily mifre-
prefented = As to his being ken in his Judgment, he is per-
fuaded that the World will not believe it the fooner merely
becaufe Dr. Hele has afferted him to be fo ; the Doftor’s Tirle
to Infallibility being not yet made out. O e ¢
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