An answer to what Dr. Freind has written in his History of physick,
concerning several mistakes, which he pretends to have found in a short
work of Dr. Le Clerc ... /| Translated from the eighth article of Bibliotheque
ancienne et moderne, vol. 27 ... To which is added, a preface, by W.
Cockburn.

Contributors

Le Clerc, Daniel, 1652-1728.
Freind, John, 1675-1728. History of physick.
Cockburn, W. 1669-1739.

Publication/Creation
London : J. Clarke, 1728.

Persistent URL

https://wellcomecollection.org/works/w3c7vv4z

License and attribution

This work has been identified as being free of known restrictions under
copyright law, including all related and neighbouring rights and is being made
available under the Creative Commons, Public Domain Mark.

You can copy, modify, distribute and perform the work, even for commercial
purposes, without asking permission.

Wellcome Collection

183 Euston Road

London NW1 2BE UK

T +44 (0)20 7611 8722

E library@wellcomecollection.org
https://wellcomecollection.org



http://creativecommons.org/publicdomain/mark/1.0/































]
|

T

& e
perfonal Faults, the Hiftory of thofe Times
had been very defe@tive. - What a Work
Dr. Freind makes about Rhafes, for giving
us one chymical Medicine, which was none
of hisown ; and now capricioufly contends,
for negle&ting an Author, who made one
of the greateft Revolutions in Phyfick ; by
introducing the method of curing Difeafes
by chymical Medicines, to the total Over-
throw of Hippocrates and Galen; and that
for a confiderable Period of time. ‘What
account can be given of the Vanity of an
Author, who fets to build, and pull down, as
the humour takes him? It is not enough,
I hope, to obje& to Paracelfius; that he
was often drunk after Dinner, or that he
was not a Favourite of the Churchmen,
No; we confider only the Influence of his
Art on the Schools of Phyfick : by no
means his commonly getting drunk with,

‘or without the Fathers ; who, at that time,

were commonly very near as barbarous as
himfelf. But the Docfor, and his Defen-
der, know that the more Faults they find,
the more they hope to pleafe, and impofe
ppon their Reader: or, the more they hope
to eftablith the Doc&tor’s Pretence of fupe-

‘rior Learning and Knowledge in his Pro-

feflion, 32 To
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. The Do&tor falls into another Miftake, in
~ his Claim for the Greek Phyficians; by put-
- ting it too low, and in taking it from Com-
- pilers. * Galen recommends Rbubarb a-
~ gaintt all Bleedings, the Bloody-Flux, and

. the Celiac-Affeition; and the Phyficians,

in many fucceeding Ages, fay no more of
- it. And therefore if the Doffor has not
~ been more accurate in other parts of his Hif-
tory, than in this, he muft fall thort of all
. the Applaufe he tells us he deferves.

It is not eafy to guefs, why Dr. Freind is
. commonly unhappy when he deals with
 Galen; and why he would not rather take
this Obfervation from that excellent Au-
~ thor, than from Paulus, who probably takes
" it from the former; if it is not my quoting
- this very Obfervation in my Book of Fluxes
long before the Hiftory of Phyfick appeared.
. I cannot go fo low for an Anfwer to thefe
Doubts, as the Words in the Letter con.
- cerning Monfieur le Clerc. As 1 would fain
" imagine hint, a Gentleman and a Scholar, I
" would as fain attribute his Unfairnefs to the
- mot refleiting, how much below both Charac-

# De Medic. fimp. fac. Lib. 8.
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. more grofs than this Pretence. It is plain,

then, that the Defence is a pure Trick, and

Impofition; and the Hiffory of Phyfick was
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altogether defigned to impofe upon Men,
and not to inftrué Phyficians.

What has been faid of Oy/ of Bricks, is
equally true of Quickfilver killed and fub-
limed ; that it was a chymical Preparation,
but fo well known, in the time of Rhafes,
that it feems to have been invented long
before him: becaufe he prefcribes Reme-
dics againft its Injuries, which were more
common, and better known, than if it had
been lately tried. But as this Account from
Rbafes muft be admitted, becaufle Sublima.
t27om is a chymical Operation; fo, on the
other hand, we may wonder why the fame
Operation, and Diffilling thould not have
the fame meaning in Avicenna; notwith-
ftanding that we find more Preparations of
that kind in the laft, than in Rbafes. Avi-
cenna propofes to cure brackifb, and other
unwholefome Waters by ‘Diflilling : He {peaks
of making Rofe-water by Diftilling, and
not only tells us that this Water is a great

- Cordial, but even kept it a Secrer. And

thercfore if Dr. Fresnd had any degree of
| the
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ture upon Euclid, that he thought him f{u-
perior to Galen. Avicenna formed the Art,
whereas Galen wrote occafionally, and with-

out Order, upon fundry Subfelts, as they
- offered.

I am heartily tired in going thro’ the Mif-
reprefentations, falfe Quotations, and Blun-
ders of Dr. Freind, and his Defender; and
I fhould willingly leave Dr. /e Clerc to the
Judgment of any common Reader, who
will eafily difcover; that neither A4¢Zua-
rius was converfant with the Arabian Phy-
fick, nor Dr. Freind with French, or Phar-
macy : but as this Author has taken an un-
cxpefted turn about a Noftrum, Atfuarius
believes belong’'d to Hippocrates; which
ny?rhm, or the Crown, thatis faid to have
attended it, have turned the Do&or from
his former general Affertion, of every one
being a Quack that had a fecrer Medicine,
and of every Prefcription confifting of ma-
ny Simples for its Compofition being a
Quack Bill, and the Medicine itfelf a Quack
Medicine: and, I hope, there is no Quac-
kers in the Reformation.

Altuarius,
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diftinguifhed the two forts, adds,
4 that Albucalis has rwo diftint
Chaprers concerning thefe two Difeafis,
and that the Defcription be grves of
them is very diffevent.  The two Dil-
eafes treated of by this Arabian Au-
thor are fitlt the Fena Medmenfis,
or Aétins's Dracunculs, and the other
is that called the Afefto Bovina;
which, in effe®, are two Diftempers
really diftiné, and caufed by Worms
of a quite different nature; which re-
quire each a quite different Method to
cure them. It behoved him then ve-
ry well to diftinguifh them, But  A4-
étis, who {peaks only of the firft, was
not obliged to make any Diftinction;
and accordingly has made none.

~ Mz, Fremd, pafling on to another
Subje&, and fpeaking of Rbubarb,

t Pag. 51, 52.

1 He has indced diftinguithed them, and has, as Dr.
Freind fays, two feparate Chapters ; having treated of
the firft in Chap. 93, of his fecond Book, and of the
other in the 94th,

fays,
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Medicines proper for thofe who might
feel the pernicious effects of it; bue
“not to advile any one to the ufe of it
as a Medicine. Come we now to the
Oyl of Bricks, called, Oleum Philo-
fophorum, which is indeed a chymical
Preparation, propoled by Rbazes as
a Remedy againft divers Dileafes; and
‘this Dr. /e Clerc had not taken notice
“of, when he faid there was no men-
‘tion made of any chymical Medicine
‘in the Writings of the Phyficians, who
‘have preceded Avicenna.  Behold, a
' chymical Medicine defcribed by an
"earlier Author than this laft ! Buc if
%Dr le Clerc was miftaken in this, it
docs not follow from thence that tbe
Haﬁaw of the Invention of chymical
Prepammm éelaﬂgs z0 Rhazes, as Dr.
 Freind pretends it does; fince tl‘ll'i A-
imbms Phyfician does not fay he had
‘invented it, or firft difcovered the man-
‘ner of preparing the Medicine in Que-

{tion,
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Antidote, equal to God, Antidote, called
Panacea ; that is to fay, that which
cures all Difeafes, &c. Nothing was
more frequent with the Greek Phyfi-
cians than thefe pompous Names; which
plainly prove that Quacks are not of a
late ftanding. There were allo Medi-
cines that went by theNames of Gods and
Guddeffes, as Ifis : and there are feveral
Cbmpoﬁ:ions under that Name, in Ga-
len, aswell as under that of Plazo, which
the Contrivers of thefe Compofitions
had borrowed to procure thema greater
Efteem. 'Tis with that View that the
Antidote, propoled by Atuarius, was
attributed to Hzppocrates; in the fame
manner that {feveral Books of Phyfick
had been publifhed under the Name
of this Father of Phyfick; that never
were his.  This is the Foundation up-
on which Dr. /e Clerc builds the Re-
fleGtion he makes upon the Antidote
delcribed by Afuarius ; to which
Y I 2 might
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ther of thefe two laft Phyficians could
come at the knowledge of it> Was it
- made publick only a little before, or
at the time that Affuarius lived, nine
or ten Centuries after Galen? No-
thing can be faid on this account that
has the leaft Appearance of certainty,
- What has been added, that as a Rea
ward for this Antidote, Hippocrates-
was, by the Athenians, prefented with
a Crown, is equally certain with the
reft. “Tis even very probable, that
it is a Story contrived, either in the
time of Afwuarws, or before, occa-
fioned by an old Tradition full as
doubtful, concerning a like Prefent
made to this fame Phyfician, in the
fame City, for having affifted the Sick,
or given Advice in the time of the
Plague. We may fee what Dr. /
Clerc has written on this Subject, in
his Hiftory of Phyfick, Part 1, Book 3.
Chap. 31. ;
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fome fuch? But, that the Confequence
thould hold true, Celfus fhould have
always copied after Hippocrates, or
to ule Dr. Frend’s Phrafe, fhould
have conftantly copied after him, which
is the fame thing, and have never in-
ferted any thing in his Book but what
thould have been taken out of Hip-
pocrates. But it is far otherwife: for
what the Latin Phyfician has taken
from the Greet one makes 2 very
fmall part of his own Works. And
7t 15, even, obfervable, that what he
has tranﬂated from him has nothing
at all to do with Medicaments. To
thismay be added, that Phyfick had un-
dergone very great Alcerations in the
fpace of four or five hundred years,
that interven’d between the time of
Hippocrates and that of Celfis ; and thac
if the firft Phyficians ufed but very fim-
ple Medicines, the fame cannot be
faid of chofe who came after. On the
€ i | contrary,
































































































