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PREFACE

THE EDITOR.

Tue almoft unrivalled celebrity of Dr.
Curien, and the high eftimation which his
Practice of Medicine has univerfally acquir-
ed, render it quite unneceflary to expatiate
on his merits. His practical remarks are
almoft converted into medical axioms; and
even error itfelf was, for a time, refpected
under the venerable fanction of his name.
To him we are indebted for firft arranging
the fcattered and infulated fubjets of prac-
tical medicine, into a fyftem at once lumi-
nous, profound, fimple, and connected, and
which every where exhibits the ftamp of a
vigorous generalifing mind ; where an un-
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viii
common talent for obfervation, united with
the moft ample experience, give fuch an
authority to his conclufions, that, in what
regards the treatment of difeafes, to depart
f-om the opinion of Cullen, is confidered
fuch a fchifm from-the eftablithed creed of
medical men, as can only be juftified by the

moft decifive evidence.

If Dr. Callen has failed any where, it is
vwicce no man has yet been fuccefsful, in his
atte-upts “to theorife ; attempts which it
feems o be the fate of almoft every medical

man of geriius to-fhake, and in Vi'high the

Ry S ek
frequent tailure his afforded more™t
honeft triumph to thofe who never fall, be-
caufe they never venture to rife, and who

are not unfrequently deterred, rather by

the imbecillity than the comprehenfion of

their minds, from following a like courfe.

X

ture of proximate caufes, and grafp a fyftem
by one daring effort of intelle®, that we
have as little reafon to wonder at the many
ftrange theories that have been broached, as
at the tenacity with which the moft abfurd
of them hus been main ained ; nor is it eafy
to determine, whether he who follows the
blind routine of empiricifim, or he whofe
Praciice is thaken by the crude conceptions
of every fchool-boy theorift, is more to be
pitied. There i, however, a middle way
between the creeping round of mere matter
of fa& men, and the alry fancies of thofe
who foar infinitely beyond the regions of
fober fenfe and found judgment. * The
* one fhould remember, that without me-
‘ chanical performances, refined {peculation
“ Isan empty dream ; and the other, that
without theoretical’ reafoning, dexterity
1s Jittle more than a brute inftinét *.”

(13

éc

g—————

Indeed, there feems fomething fo irrefiftibly .
falcinating in prefcribine from a planfible * Rambler.
theory, in being abie to poist out the na- .

»
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In the following notes, I have endeavour-
ed to give a clear view of the more import-
ant difcoveries which have been made in
the pradtice of medicine fince the time that
Dr. Cullen wrote ; and I hope that T have
been enabled to fupply all the more recent
and ufeful information on this fubje&, which
indeed is by no means {o extenfive as might
have been expected, from the rapid progrefs
which the {ciences moft intimately conned-

ed with medicine have made of late years,

Since Dr. Cullen’s work appeared, new
fyftems have been advanced by men dif-
tinguithed by their genius and learning,
which, in many points, have enlarged our
knowledge of the animal economy ; but, to
enter into thefe fpeculations, is perfectly fo-
reign to the object of the following Notes,
which are intended to be prﬁncipally of a
practical naturé.

The definitions of difeafes taken from

xi

Dr. Cullen’s Nofology, muft be ufeful to the
Student who wifhes to retain in his mind

the mote prominent and chara&eriftic {ymp-
toms of each difeafe.

The Formule are intended to accomodate
the more general dire@ions to practice, and
to prevent that embarraflment which is of
ten fo troublefome to thofe who have not
been much habituated to prefcription,
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PREFACE
TO THE LAST EDITION

BEFORE THE AUTHOR’S DEATH.

To deliver a Syftem of the Do&rines and Rules proper
for direting the Pralice of Phyfic, is an undertaking
that appears to me to be attended with great difficulty ;
and, after an experience of more than forty years in that
practice, as well as after much reading and reflection, it
was with great diffidence that I ever entered upon fuch a
work. It was, however, what feemed to be my duty as a
Profeflor that induced me to make the attempt, and I was
engaged in it by the fame fentiments that the iiluftrious
Dr. Boerhaave has exprefled in the following paflage of
the Preface to his Inflitutions: * Simul enim docendo
‘ admotus eram fenfi, propriorum cogitatorum explicati-
¢ one docentem plus proficere, quam fi opus ab alio con-
¢ feriptum interpretari fufcipit.  Sua quippe optime intel-
“ ligit, fua cuique pre ceteris placent, unde clarior fere
 doctrina, atque animata plerumque fequitur oratio. Qui
* vero fenfa alterius exponit, infelicius {epenumero ecadem
*¢ aflequitur ; quumque fuo quifque fenfu abundat, multa
“ refutanda frequenter invenit, unde gravem fruftra labo-

-

¢ rem aggravat, minufque incitata diQione utitur.” It is

well known that a Text-book is not enly extremely ufeful

but neceffary to Students who are to hear Leltures 3 and

from the fame confiderations that moved Dr. Boerhaave, I
Vol. L. A
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alfo withed to have one for myfelf ; while at the fame
time, from fome peculiar circumftances in my fituation, I
had fome additional inducements to undertake fuch a
work.
Before I was eftablifhed as a Profeffor of the Pra&tice of
Phyfic in this Univerfity, I had been employed in giving
Clinical Lectures in the Royal Infirmary, and upon that
occafion had delivered what, in my own opinion, {eemed
moft juft with regard to both the nature and the cure of
the difeafes of which I had occafion to treat; but I foon
found that my doltrines were taken notice of as new and
peculiar to myfelf, and were accordingly {everely criticifed
by thofe who, having long before been trained up in the
fyftem of Boerhaave, had continued to think that that fyl-
tem neither required any change, nor admitted of any a-
mendment. I found at the fame time, that my doétrines
were frequently criticifed by perfons who either had not
been informed of them correCtly, or who feemed not to
underftand them fully; and therefore as foon as I was
employed ta teach a more complete Syftem of the Practice
of Phyfic, I judged it neceffary to publith a Text-book,
not only for the benefit of my hearers, but that I might
alfo have an opportunity of obtaining the opinion of the
Public more at large, and thereby be enabled either to vin-
dicate my doCtrines, or be taught to corre&t them. Thefc
were the motives for my attempting the Volumes I for-
merly publithed ; and now, from many years experience of
their utility to my hearers, as well as from the favourable
reception they have met with from the Public, I am in-
duced to give a new edition of this Work, not only, as I
hope, more corre&t in many parts, but alfo more complete
and comprehenfive in its general extent.

PREFACE, i1

At the firft publication of this Work, it was intended
chiefly for the ufe of thofe Gentlemen who attended my
Le&tures, although even then, for the reafons I have men-
tioned, it was rendered motre full than Text-books com-
monly are ; and in the repeated editions I have {ince had
occafion to give, I have been conftantly endeavouring to
render it more full and comprehenfive. In thefe refpects,
I Lope the prefent edition will appear to be rendered more
fit for general ufe, and better calculated to afford {atisfac-
tion to all thofe who think they may ftill receive any in-
ftrution from reading on this fubjeét.

While I thus deliver my Work in its now more im-
proved ftate, with the hopes that it may be of ufe to o-
thers as well as to thofe who hear my Lectures, T muft at
the fame time obferve, that it prefents a fyftem which is in
many relpedts new, and therefore [ apprehend it to be not
only proper, but neceflary, that I fhould explain here up-
on what grounds and from what confiderations this has
been attempted. i

In the firlt place, I apprehend that in every branch of
fcience with refpet to which new facts are daily acquired,
and thefe confequently giving occafion to new refletions,
which corre& the principles formerly adopted, it is ne-
ceffary from time to time to reform and renew the whole
fyftem, with all the additions and amendments which it
has received and is then capable of.  That at prefent this
15 requifite with regard to the Science of Medicine,
will I believe readily occur to every perfon who at all
thinks for himfelf, and is acquainted with the Syftems
which have hitherto prevailed.  While thercfore T attempt
this, I think it may be allowable, and vpon this occafion
even proper, that I fhould offer fome remarks on the prin-
<'pal Syfiems of Medicine which have of late prevailed

A2




iv PREFACE,

in Europe, and that I fhould take notice of the prefent
ftate of Phyfic as it is influenced by thefe. Such re-
marks I hope may be of fome ufe to thofe who attempt to
improve their knowledge by the reading of books.
Whether the Pradtice of Phyfic fhould admit of rea-
foning, or be entirely refted upon experience, has long been
and may ftill be a matter of difpute. I fhall not how-
ever at prefent enter upon the difcuffion of this, becaufe
I can venture to aflert, that at almoft all times the prac-
tice has been, and ftill is with every perfon, founded more
or lefs upon certain principles eftablithed by reafoning;
and therefore, in attempting to offer fome view of the pre-
fent ftate of Phyfic, I muft give an account of thofe fyf-
tems of the principles of the fcience which have lately pre-
vailed, or may be fuppofed ftill to prevail in Europe.
‘When, after many ages of darknefs, which had deftroy-
ed almoft the whole of ancient literature, learning was
again reftored in the fifteenth century; fo, from caufes

" which are well known, it was the fyftem of Galen alone

that the Phyficians of thofe days became acquainted with;
and during the courfe of the fixteenth century, the ftudy of
Phyficians was almoft folely employed in explaining and
confirming that fyftem. Early indeed in the fixteenth cen-
tury, the noted"Paracelfus had laid the foundation of a
Chemical Syftem, which was in direct oppofition to that
of Galen, and by the efficacy of the medicines employed
by Paracel{us and his followers, their {yftem came to be
received by many ; but the fyftematic Phyficians continued
to be chicfly Galenifts, and kept pofleffion of the Schools
till the middle of the feventeenth century. It is not how-
ever neceflary here to enter into any further detail re-
fpeting the fate of thofe two oppofite fects, for the only
circumflance concerning them, which I would wifh at pre-

o * -

PREFACE. v

fent to point out, is, that, in the writings of both, the ex-
planations they feverally attempted to give of the phe-
nomena of health or ficknefs turned very entirely upon the
ftate of the fluids of the body.

Such was the flate of the fcience of Phyfic till about
the middle of the feventeenth century, when the circula-
tion of the blood came to be generally known and admit-
ted, and when this, together with the difcovery of the re-
ceptacle of the chyle and of the thoracic du&, finally
exploded the Galenic fyftem. About the fame period, a
confiderable revolution had taken place in the fyftem of
Natural Philofophy. In the courfe of the feventeenth
century, Galileo had introduced mathematical reafoning,
and Lord Bacon having propofed the method of mdudtion,
had thereby excited a difpofition to obferve faéts, and to
make experiments. Thefe new modes of philofophifing,
it might be fuppofed, would foon have had fome influence
on the ftate of medicine, but the progrefs of this was flow.
The knowledge of the Circulation did indeed neceflarily
lead to the confideration, as well as to a clearer view of the
Organic Syftem in animal bodies, which again led to the
application of the mechanical philofophy towards explain-
ing the phenomena of the animal economy; and it was
applied accordingly, and continuzd, till very lately, to be
the fathionable mode of reafoning on the fubje. Such
reafoning indeed muft fill in feveral refpelts continue to
be applied ; but it would be ealy to thow, that it neither
could nor cver can be applied to any great extent in ex-
plaining the animal economy, and we muft therefore look
for other circumf{tances which had a greater fhare in mo-
delling the Syftem of Phyfic.

With this view it may be remarked, that till the period
juft now mentiored, ev.ry phivtician, whether Galenift or

A3




Vi PREFACE,

Chemift, had been fo much accuftomed to confider the
ftare 2ud condition of the fluids both as the caule of dif-
eafe 2:d s the foundation for explaining the operation of
medicios, that what we mayterm an Humorar PataoLccy
ftill continusd to make a great part of every fyltem. In
thefe circuraftances, it was foon perceived that chemiftry
proriifed a much better explanation than the Galenic or
Arutctelian philofophy had done; and thercfore, while the
latter was entirely laid afide, a chemical reafoning was
every-where received. Lord Bacon, with his ufual faga-
city, had early obferved that chemiftry promifed a great
number of falls, and he thereby gave it credit; whilit the
Corpufeularian philofophy, reftored by Gaflendi, readily
united with the reafonings of the Chemifts ; and the phi-
lofophy of Des Cartes readily united with both. From all
thefe circumftances, an Humoral, and chiefly a Chemical
Pathology, came to prevail very much till the end of the
lalt century, and has indeed continued to have a great
thars in our fyftems down to the prefent time.

It is proper now, however, to obferve, that about the be-
giming of the prefent century, when every part of {cience
came to be on a more improved and corre& footing, therc
apprared in the writings of STAHL, of HoFruaN, and of
BokxHaAVE, three new, and confiderably different Syftems
of Phyfic, which have ever fince had a great {hare in di~
recting the practice of it. In order, therefore, to give a
nearer view of the prefent ftate of Phyfic, I {hall offer fome
remarks upon thefe different fyftems; endeavouring to
point out the advantages as well as the difadvantages of
each, and how far they ftill prevail, or, according to my
judgment, deferve to do fo. ,

I hall begin with confidering that of Dr, Stahl, which

PREFACE. Vil

I think appeared firft, and for a long time after was the
prevailing {yftem in Germany.

The chief and leading principle of this fyftem is, that
the rational foul of man governs the whole economy of his
body. Atall times Phyficians have obferved, that the ani-
mal economy has in itfelf a power or condition, by which,
in many inftances, it refifts the injuries which threaten it,
and by which it alfo, on many occafions, corre&s or re~
moves the diforders induced, or arifing init. This power
Phyficians very anciently attributed, under a vague idea,
to an agent in the fyftem, which they called NaATURE 5 and
the language of a wis confervatrix et medicatrin nature, has
continued in the ichocls of medicine from the moft ancient
times to the prefent.

Dr. Stahl has explicitly founded his fyftem on the fup-
pofition, that the power of nature, fo much talked of, is
entirely in the rational foul. He fuppofes, that upon ma-
ny occafions the foul aéts independently of the ftate of the
body, and that without any phyfical neceffity arifing from
that {tate, the foul, purely in confequence of its intelli-
gence, perceiving the tendency of nosious powers threaten-
ing, or of diforders any ways arifing in the {yftem, imme-
diately excites fuch motions in the body as are fuited to
obviate the hurtful or pernicious confequences which might
otherwife take place. Many of my readers may think it
was hardly neceffary for me to take notice of a fyftem
founded upon fo fanciful a hypothefis ; but there is often
fo much feeming appearance of intelligence and defign in
the operations of the animal economy, that many eminent
perfons, as Perrault in France, Nichols and Mead in Eng-
land, Porterficld and Simfon in Scotland, and Gaubius in
Holland, have very much countenanced the fame opinion,
and it is therefore certainly entitled to fome regard. It is

Ag
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vill PREFACE,

not however neceflary for me here to enter into any refus
tation of it. Dr. Hoffman has done this fully, in his Com-
mentarius de diffeventia inter Heffinanni dostrinam medico-rme-
chanicam et G. E. Stahlii medico-organicam ; and both Boer-
haave and Haller, though no favourers of materialifm, have
maintained a dotrine very oppofite to that of Stahl.

In my Phyfiology I have offered fome arguments againft
the fame; and I thall only add now, that whoever confi-
ders what has been faid by Dr. Nichols in his Oratis de
Anima Medica, and by Dr. Gaubius in fome parts of his
Pathology, muft perceive, that the admitting of fuch a ca-
pricious government of the animal economy, as thefe au-
thors in fome inftances fuppole, would at once lead us to
reject all the phyfical and mechanical reafoning we might

employ concerning the human body.. Dr. Stahl himfelf

feerns to have been aware of this ; and- therefore, in his

Preface to Juncker’s Confpectus Therapeice Specialis, has ac-
knowledged, that his general principle was not at all necef-
fary 5 which is in effe& faying, that it is not compatible
with any fyftem of principles that ought to govern our

practice.  Upon this footing, I might have at once reject-

ed the Stahlian principle ; but it is even dangerous to bring

any fuch principle into view : for, after all Dr, Stahl had
faid in the paflage juft now referred to, I find, that, in the
whole of their pradtice, both he and his followers have
been very much governed by their general principle. Truft-
ing much to the conftant attention and wifdom of nature,
they have propofed the 4, of curing by expeiation ; have
therefore, for the moft part, propofed only very inert and
frivolous remedies ; haye zealoufly oppofed the ufe of fome
of the moft eflicacious, fuch ag opium and the Peruvian

bark‘; and are extremely referved in the ufe of general re-
medies, fuch as bleeding, vomiting, &ec,

PREFACE, ix

Although thefe remarks, upon a {yftem which may now
be confidered as exploded or neglected, may feem fuper-
fluous, I have been willing to give thefe ftriures on the
Stahlian fyftem, that I might carry my remarks a little far-
ther, and take this opportunity of obferving, that in what-
ever manner we may explain what have been called the
operations of nature, it appears to me that the general doc-
trine of Nature curing difeafes, the fo much vaunted Hippo-
cratic method of curing, has often had a very baneful in-
fluence on the pra&ice of phyfic, as either leading phyfi-
cians into, or continuing them in a weak and feeble prac-
tice, and at the fame time fuperfeding or difcouraging all
the attempts of art. Dr. Huxham has properly obferved,
that even in the hands of Sydenham it had this effect. Al
though it may fometimes avoid the mifchiefs of bold and
rath praitioners, yet it certainly produces that caution and
timidity which have ever oppofed the introduction of new
and efficacious remedies. The oppofition to chemical me-
dicines in the fixteenth and feventeenth centurics, and the
noted condemnation of Antimony by the Medical Faculty
of Paris, are to be attributed chiefly to thofle prejudices,
which the phyficians of France did not entirely get the bet-
ter of for near a hundred years after. We may take no-
tice of the referve it produced in Boerhaave, with refpect
to the ufe of the Peruvian Bark.  We have had lately pub-
lithed, under the title of Conflitutisnes Epidemice, notes of
the particular pradtice of the late Baron Van Swieten; up-
on which the editor very properly obferves, That the ufe of
the bark, in intermitting fevers, appears very rarely in that
praltice ; and we know very well where Van Swieten
learned that referve.

I'might go farther, and fhow how much the attention to
the dutecrateia, allowed of, in one fhape or other, by every
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x PREFACE,

fe&t, has corrupted the practice among all phyficians, from
Hippocrates to Stahl. It muit however be fufficiently ob-
vious, and I fhall conclude the fubje&t with obferving, that
although the wvis medicatriz: naturz muft unavoidably be re-
ceived as a fall, yet, wherever it is admitted, it throws an
obfcurity upon our fyftem 5 and it is only where the impo-
tence of our art is very manifeft and confiderable, that we
ought to admit of it in practice.

To finith our remarks upon the Stahlian Syftem, I fhall
fhortly obferve, that it did not depend entirely upon the
Autocrateia, but alfo fuppofed a ftate of the body aud dif-
eafes that admitted of remedies, which, under the power
and directicn of the foul, acted upon the organization and
matter of the body, fo as to cure its difeafes. Upon this
footing, the Stahlian pathology turned entirely upon Ple-
thora and Cacochymy. It was with refpect to the former
that they efpecially applied their dotrine of the Hurocrateia
in a very fanatical manner; and, with refpeé to the latter,
they have been involved in a humoral pathology as much
as the fyftematic phyficians who had gone before them,
and with a theory fo incorre@, as not to merit now the
fmalleft attention.  After ali, I ought not to difmifs the
confideration of the Stahlian f{yftem, without remarking,
that as the followers of this fyftem were very intent upon
obferving the method of nature, fo they were very atten-
tive in obferving the phenomena of difeafes, and have
given us in their writings many faés not to be found elfe-
where.

‘While the dotrines of Stahl were prevailing in the uni-
verfity of Halle, Dr. Hoffman, a profeflor in the {ame uni-
verfity, propofed a fyftem that was very different. He re-
ceived into his fyftem a great deal of the mechanical, Car-
tefian, and chemical dotrines of the fyftems which had
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appeared before : but, with refpect to thefe, it is of no con-
fequence to obferve in what mznner he modified the doc-
trines of his predeceflors, as his improvements in thefe re-
fpects were no ways corfiderable, and no part of them now

- remain; and the real value of his works, beyond what I

am jult now going to mention, refts catircly on the many
facks they contain.  The merit of Dr. Hoffman and of his
works is, that he made, or racher fuggefied an addition to
the fyftem, which highly deferves our attention. OF thisI
cannot give a clearer account than by giving it in the au-
thor’s own words. In his Medicing Rationalis 8y/lematica,
Tom. IIL. § 1. chap. 4. he has given his Genealsgiz morbo-
rum ex turbato folidorum et fluidorum mechanifmo; and in the
47th and laft paragraph of this chapter, he fums up his
doctrine in the following words : ¢ Ex hifce autem omni-
¢ bus uberius hactenus excuffis, per quam dilucide appa-
¢ rerc arbitror, quod folus spasnus et fimplex ATONIA, =
“ quabilem, liberum, ac proportionatum fanguinis omnif-
¢ que generis fluildorum motum, quibus excretionum fuc-
“ ceflus et integritas funétionum animi et corporis proxi-
“ me nititur, turbando ac pervertendo, univerfam vitalem
¢ ccconomiam fubruant ac deftruant; atque hinc univerfa
¢ pathologia longe re&ius atque facilius Ex viTio Mo-
“ TUUM MICROCOSMICORUM IN ;SOLIDIS, quam EX VARIIS
* AFFECTIONIBUS VITIOSORUM HUMORUM, deduci atque
“ explicari poffit, adeoque omnis generis xgritudines in-
¢ terne, ad PRETERNATURALES GENERIS NERVOSE AFFEC-
“ TIONES fint referende. FEtenim lefis quocunque modo,
¢ vel nervis per corpus difcurrentibus, vel membranofis
¥ quibufvis nervofis partibus, illico motuum anomaliz, mo-
“ do leviores, modo graviores fubfequuntur. Deinde ate
¢ tenta obfervatio docet, motus quofvis morbofos principa-
¢ liter fedem figere et tyrannidem exercere in nervofis cor




?

T B A&

P T

%1 PREFACE.

“ poris partibus, cujus generis prater omnes canales, qui
¢ {yftaltico et diaftaltico motu pollentes, contentos fuccos
¢ tradunt, univerfum nimirum inteftinorum et ventriculi

« ab cefophago ad anum canalem, totum fyftema vaforum

¢¢ arteriolorum, du¢tuum biliariorum, falivalium, urinario-

Ly

rum et {ubcutaneorum, funt quoque membranz nerveo-
¢ mufculares cerebri et medulle fpinalis, prefertim hec,
“ quee dura rmater vocatur, organis fenforiis obdul:e, nec
“ non tunice iliz ac ligamenta, quxe offa cingunt artufque
“ firmant. Nam nullus dolor, nulla inflammatio, nullus
¢ {pafinus, nulla motus et fenfus impotentia, nulla febris
¢ aut humoris illims excretio, accidit, in qua non he par-
“ tes patiantur.  Porro etiam omnes, qui morbos gignunt
“ caufe, operationem fuam potiffimum perficiunt in par-
“ tes motu et fenfu preeditas, et canales ex his coagmen-
¢ tatos, eorum motum, et cum hoc fluidorum curfum, per-
“ vertendo ; ita tamen, ut ficuti varize indolis funt, fic
“ etiam varie in nerveas partes agant, iifdemque noxam
“ affricent. Demum omnia quoque eximiw virtutis medi-
“ camenta, non tam in partes fluidas, earum crafin ac in-
¢ temperiem corrigendo, quam potius in folidas et nervo-
¢ {as, earundem motus alterando ac moderando, fuam
¢ edunt operationem : de quibus tamen omnibus, in vul-
¢ gari ufque €o recepta morborum doctrina, altum eft fi-
¢ lentium.”

It is true that Dr. Willis had laid a foundation for this
doctrine in his Patholigia Cerebri of Nervorum ; and Baglivi
had propofed a fyftem of this kind in his Specimen de fibra
motrict et morbofa.  But, in thefe writers, it was either not
extenfively applied to difeafes, or,was {till {o involved in
many phyfiological errors, that they had attradted little at-
tention ; and Dr. Hoffman was the firt who gave any to-
lerably fimple and clear fyftem on the fubje&t, or pointed
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out any extenfive application of it to the explanation of
difeafes.

There can be no fort of doubt that the phenomena of the
animal economy in health and in ficknefs, can only be ¢x-
plained by confidering the ftate and affetions of the pri-
mary moving powers in it. It is to me furprifing that
phyficians were fo long of perceiving this, and I think we
are therefore particularly indebted to Dr. Hoffman for put«
ting us into the proper train of inveftigation 3 and it every
day appears that phyficians perceive the neceflity of en-
tering more and more into this inquiry. It was this, I
think, which engaged Dr. Kaaw Boerhaave to publifh his
work, intitled Impetum faciens; as well as Dr. Gaubius to
give the Pathology of the So/idum vivum. Even the Baron
Van Swieten has upon the fame view thought it neceffury,
in at leaft one particular, to make a very confiderable
change in the do&rine of his matfter, as he has done in his
Commentary upon the 755th Aphorifm. Dr. Haller has
advanced this part of [cience very much by his experiments
on irritability and fenfibility. In thefe, and in many o-
ther inftances, particularly in the writings of Mr. Barthez
of Montpellier, of fome progrefs in the ftudy of the affec-
tions of the Nervous Syftem, we muft perceive how much
we are indebted to Dr. Hoffiman for his fo properly begin-
ning it.  The fubjed, however, is difficult: the laws of
the Nervous Syftem, in the various circumftances of the
animal economy, are by no means afcertained ; and, from
want of attention and obfervation, with the view to a fyf-
tem on this fubject, the bufinefs appears to many as an in-
explicable myftery. There is no wonder, therefore, that
on fuch a difficult fubjeét, Dr. Hoffman’s {fyftem was im-
perfect and incorret, and has had lefs influence on the
writings and practice of phyficians fince his time than
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might have been expefted. He himfelf has not applied
his fundamental doCtrine fo extenfively as he might have
done ; and he has every where intermixed an Humoral Pa-
thology as incorre& and hypothetical as any other. Though
he differed from his colleague Dr. Stahl in the fundamen-
tal dodtrines of his fyftem, it is but too evident that he
was very much infected with the Stahlian do&rines of Ple-
thora and Cacochymy, as may be obferved througheut the
whele courfe of his work ; and particularly in his chapter
De morborum generatione ex nimia fanguinis quantitate et bu-
morum impuiitate.

But it is needlefs for me to dwell any longer upon the
fyftem of Hoffman ; and I am next to offer fome remarks
on the Syftem of Dr. Boerhaave, the cotemporary of both
the other Syftematics, and who, over all Europe, and efpe-
cially in this part of the world, gained higher reputation
than either of the others.

Dr. Boerhaave was a man of general erudition, and, in
applying to medicine, he had carefully ftudied the auxilia-
ry branches of Anatomy, Chqmiftry, and Botany, fo that
he excelled in each. In forming a Syftem of Phyfic, he
feems to have fludied diligently all the feveral writings of
both ancient and modern phyficians ; and, without preju-
dice in favour of any former fyftems, he endeavoured to
be a candid and genuine eccle@ic. Poflefled of an excel-
lent {yftematic genius, ke gave a {yftem fuperior to any
that had ever before appeared. As in the great extent,
and feemingly perfeCt confiftency of fyltem, he appeared
to improve and refine upon cvery thing that had before been
offered ; and as in his Lectures he explained his dotrines
with great clearncfs and elegance, he foon acguired a very
high reputation, and his fyftem was more gencrally receiv-
ed than any former had been fince the time of Gulen

I
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‘Whoever will confider the merits of Dr. Boerhaave, and
can compare his {yftem with that of former writers, muft
acknowledge that he was very juftly efteemed, and gave a
{yftem which was at that time defervedly valued.

But, in the progrefs of an inquifitive and induftrious age,
it was not to be expetted that any fyftem fhould laft fo
long as Boerhaave’s has done. The elaborate Commentary
of Van Swieten on Boerhaave’s fyfiem of praétice, has been
only finithed a few years ago; and though this Commenta-
tor has added many falts, and made fome correitions, he
has not, except in the particular mentioned above, made
any improvement in the general fyftem. It is even fur-
prifing that Boerhaave himfelf, though he lived near forty
years after he had firft formed his fyftem, had hardly in all
that time made any corretions of it or additions to it. The
following is the moft remarkable: in Aphorifm 755, the
words Jorte et nervofs, tam cerebri quam cerebelli cordi deflina-
# inertia, did not appear in any edition before the fourth;
and what a difference of fyftem this points at, every phyfi-
cian muft perceive.

When I firft applied to the ftudy of Phyfic, I learned on-
ly the fyftem of Boerhaave ; and even when I came to
take a Profefor’s chair in this Univerfity, I found that fyf-
tem here in its entire and full force ; and as I believe it
ftill fubfifts in credit elfewhere, and that no other fyftem of
reputation has been yet offered to the world, I think it ne-
ceflary for me to point out particularly the imperfeCtions
and deficiencies of the Boerhaavian fyftem, in order to
thow the propriety and neceflity of attempting a new one.

To execute this however fo fully as I might, would lead
me into a detail that can hardly be admitted of here ; and
I hope it is not neceffary, as, I think, that every intelligent
perfon, who has acquired any tolerable knowledge of the
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prefent ftate of our {cience, mutft, in many inftances, pers
ceive its imperfeftions. I thall therefore touch only upon
the great lines of this {yftem ; and from the remarks I am
to offer, truft that both the miitakes and deficiencies which
run through the whole of his works will appear.

Dr. Boerhaave’s treatife of the diteafes of the fimple fo-
lid, has the appearance of being very clear and confiftent,
and was certainly confidered by him as a fundamental doc-
trine ; but, in my appreheniion, it is neither corret nor ex-
tenfively applicable. Not to mention the ufelefs, and per-
haps erroneous notion of the compofition of earth and glu-
ten, nor his miftake refpeting the ftruture of compound
membranes, nor his inattention to the ftate of the cellular
texture, all of them circumftances which render his doc-
trine imperfe, 1 fhall infift only upon the whole being ve-
ry little applicable to the explaining the phenomena of
health or ficknefs. The laxity or rigidity of the fimple fo-
lid, does indeed take place at the different periods of life,
and may perhaps, upon other occafions, occur as the caufe
of difeafe : but I prefume that the ftate of the imple folid
is, upon few occafions, either changeable or actually chan-
ged; and that in ninety-nine cafes of an hundred, the phe-
nomena attributed to fuch a change do truly depend on the
flate of the folidum wivum; a circum{tance which Dr. Boer-
hzave has hardly taken notice of in any part of his works.
How much this fhows the deficiency and imperfection of
Lis fyftem, I need not explain.  The learned work of Dr.
Caublius, above referred to, as well as many other treatifes
of late authors, point out {ufliciently the defects and imper-
feftiens of Boerhaave on this fubject.

After Dr. Boerhaave has confidered the difeafes of the
folids, he, in the next piace, attempts to expiain the more
fimple difeales of the fluids 5 and there, indeed, he delivers
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& more corre&t dodtrine of acid and alkali than had been
given before : buit, after all, he has done it very imperfect=
ly.  'We have indeed, fince his time, acquired more know-
ledge upon the fubjeét of digeftion; and fo much as to
know that a great deal more is yet neceflary, to enable us to
underftand in what manner the animal fluids are formed
from the aliments taken in. And although Dr. Boerhaave
has fallen into no confiderable error with refpect to a mor-
bid acidity in the ftomach, he could not pofhibly be com-
plete upon that fubjeét ; and his notion of the effe@s of
acidity in the mafs of ‘bldod feems to have been entirely
miftaken, and is indeed not confiftent with what he himfelf
has delivered elfewhere.

His doQrine of alkali is fomewhar better founded, but
is probably carried too far; and the ftate of alkalefcency
and putrefaltion, as well as all the other changes which
can take place in the condition of animal fluids, are parti-
culars yet involved in great obfcurity, and are therefore flill
fubjects of difpute.

There is another particular, in which Boerhaave’s doc-
trine concerning the fluids, appears to me imperfe& and un-
fatisfactory, and that is, in his doCtrine de Glutinofo [ponta-
neo.  The caufes which he has affigned for it are by no
means probable, and the aftual exiftence of it is feldom
to be proved. Some of the proofs adduced for the exift-
ence of the phlegma calidum, are manifeftly founded on a
miftake with refpe to what has been called the inflamma-
tory cruft, (fee Van Swicten’s Commentary, page 96);
and the many examples given by Boerhaave of a glutingfum
appearing in the human body, (.4p. %5.) are all of them
nothing more than inftances of collections or concretions
found, out of the courfe of the circulation.
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