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' Parisy Apr. 16%h .
Mr Bennet, N.s.

" Thank you for the Care
- you have taken of the Im-
preffim. However, fome
Slight Miftakes I findare com-
mitted, which, if you think fit
to make a Second Editi:n of
my book, I defire may be rectr-
fyd; and the few following
alterations obferv’d.

Your humble Scrvane,

C. Buyle.
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. PREFACE.

OO N after Dr. Bentley’s Differtation came
out, 1was call d away into Ireland, ¢o as-
tend the Parliament there. The Publick
Bufinefs, and my own private affairs, de-

tain'd me a great while in that Kingdom, clfe the
World [hould have had a much Earlier account of
Him, and bis Performance. For the® He took
above two Tears to make bis Learned Reficttions
on Phalaris ; yet Two Months would have been
enough to bave (hown him, that be i but a weak
Champion in a very frivolows Caufe.

1 jpeak not this ont of any vain defign of [etting
up for a Quick Writer, but meerly to avoid being
thought to have thrown away any confiderable part
of my life upon fo trifing a fubjeét : which, as Idle
aman as I am, is an Imputation I would not wil-
lingly lye under.

I little imagin’d ever to have been engag’d in &
Difpute of this nature. I am not over-fond of Con-
trover(ic even where the Points debated may be
thonght of Jome importance 5 but intrivial matrers,
and [uch as Mankind is not at all concern’d iny me-
thinks it 3 unpardonable. This,ever fince I came to
bave any Opinions of my own_has been one of emyand
2s [l tho’ I am wunluckily at prefent broughe to aét
contrary to it. But the Cafe is this — DrBent-
ley iras been pleas’d, with fome warmth? to fall foul
on an Edition and Verfion of Phalaris’s Epiﬂ:lzs,

: 4 that
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The PREFACE.
what 1 fome years fince offer’d to the World. He
bas taken a grear deal of Good-naturd pains to

prove, that I had been ue? foolifbly bufying my [elf
n a4 Comemptible and Spuriows Author; and

bad made a bad book much worfe by a very ill Edj-.

tiomof it. I was very Young, when I appear’d
on that occafion 5 and I appear'd rather asone thas
wifl’d well to Learning than profe(s’d it 5 and for
both thefe reafons promis’d my [elf good ufage from
the men of more profound Skill in fuch marter-.
Dr Bentley was fenfible that bis Criticifms would
dye under fome difadvantage on this account 3 and
dhercfore, to cxcufe bis making fo free with the
Edition, was pleas’d to make yet freer with Me;
and, according to His Breeding, to ted Me, an
all the World, that I had fet my name to a Book,
wh‘t;_ge didj} not bzlofng to me, Ledit oo y

rf} of thefe Reflections, had it come fingle,
I couldfiaﬁlyfhwc nc‘ggficd : had be ftopd tbfre,
I wonld have left the Book to [hift for it [elf, and
Him to the good opinion he bas of bis own perfors
marnces, m’tiour endeavouring to leffen it. But
when be carried his Criticifms fo far as to affere,
wot only of Phalaris, but bis Editor 100, that they
neither of em wrote what was afcrib’d to’em ; be
gave me fo plain, and [o publick an Affront, that I
could not, with any tolerable regard to my reputa-
tion, quictly put it up. Thus was I, much againft
my snclinations, broughe into the Lifts. It was
neceffary for me to fay fomething in defence of my
Self; and when I did fo,I thought st would be judg’d
proper for me to fay [omething too in defence of my

Author; and to enquire into the juftncfs of thofe Cri--

ticifms which Dr Bentley has advanc’don this oc-
cafion 5 andwhich, I fore[aw, wow'd be look’d sspon,
a4 in fome meafure aim’'d at Me, tho’ they did not
really belong to me. 1



The PREFACE.

1 bave not any where in #y Book afferted, tha
the Epiftles, which carry Phalaris’s name, are
Genuine 5 and I am not therefore engag’d to defend
their Reputation againft the Atsacks of Dr Bent-
ley, or. any other perfon, who, by the belp of Lei~
fwre aud Lexicons, [hall fet up for a Critic im thss
point.  But as I bave not undertaken for their be-
ing Gennines [o neither bave I, with a decifive and
affuming air, pronounc’d ’em Spuriows. I xprefsSd
my [elf with that Caution and Referve in this mat-
zery which I thought became a Young Writer, whe
was fenfible, that the beft and ableft Fndges were
dsvided in their opinions. about it 5 and I thought i
would be a very Indecent part in Me, o make my
Jelf a Fudge beeween ’em. -

But I was chiefly induc’d to obferve thefe mea-
Jures, by the Regard I had for the moft Accom-
plifh’d Writer of the Age, whom I never think
of, withont calling to mind thofe bappy Lines of
Lucretins, . .
Quem Tu, Dea, Tempore:in omni
Omnibus ornatum voluifti excellere rebus.

# Charatter, which, 1 dare [ay, Memmius &id
not better deferve than Sir William Temple. He-
bad openly declar’d in favour of the Epiftles : and
the Nicety of his Tafte was never, I think, - difpu-
red by Such as had any themfelves. 1 gquored his:
Words with that re[pect which is dut to ev'ry thing
that comes from bim: but muft now beg: his pirdon
for it for Ihave by thismeans, 1 find, drawn
him into 4 fhare of Dr Bentley’s difpleafure = who
bas_bereupon given bimfelf the tronble of wriring:
almoft fourféore pages folernly to difprove that One:
of Sir William’s which he bas prefix®d edhis Ap-
pendix 5 - -and whieh, to give bim my bpihibn-q;bic

whole -



The PREFACE.

whole Book at once, ss the only good Page there.
;I am therefore the rather snclin'd to give Dy
Bentley’s Reflections a Due Examination, on Sir
William Temple’s account 3 upon whom I [o un-
bappily occafior’d shis Storm of Criticifm to fall.
In truth, for & Man who bas been fogreat an Or-
nament to Learning, be has had frange ufage from .
Some who are Retainers toit. He had fer the
world a Patsern of mixing Wit with Reafon, Sound
Knowledge with Good Manners 3 and of making
- the one fer've to recommend and fet off the other |
but bis Copy bas not been at wll. follow’d by thof:
that bave writ againft bim, in & very rough way,
and without thas Refpect which was due both to His
Charatter, and their Own,

1 wilt not presend to determine, en which fide, in
thofe Difputes, the Truth lies: only thus much I'will
venture to [ay of em, that, let Sir W. T, be as
much ont in [ome of his Opinions as he’s reprefented
to be, yet They, who read both fides, will be apt to
fall in with Tully’s Opsnion of Plato, and fay, Cum
1llo Ego mehercle errare malim quam cum iftis
Scriptoribus vera fentire. I had rather be fo
Handfomly miftaken as He is, if he be miftaken;
than be fo Rudely and Dully in the right; as Some
of bis Oppofersyallowing em to be in the right; are.

There was alfo another Confideration that deter~
min’d me to write. Dr Bentley’s Refletions were
underftrod o go further than either Sir William
Temple, or my Selfy, and tobe levelld at a Lear-
ned Society, i which I bad the happinefs to be edn-
cared : .and which Dr Bentley is fuppos’d to at-
tack under thofe General Terms of Our New Edi-
tors, Our Annotators, azd Thofe Great Ge-
nius’s with whom Learning, that is leaving the
world, has taken up her laft Refidence.

‘ 0 ) P b . By




The P REFACE.

By thefe, and fuch expre[fions asthefe, with which
bis Familiar Epiftle abounds, be wonld infinuate as
if Phalaris, as flight a piece as it is, had been made
up by contribution from [everal hands, and were the
" Soint Work of that Emsnent Body. But in this be

does me too great an bonour 5 and I'm almoft rem-
pted to take it, as’Terence did the agreeable Re-
proach of Leelius and Scipio’s writing his Plays for
him 3 neither ‘to own nor deny it. But Terence
wrote what might have become thofe Noble Pens
and therefore did no injury to their Reputation when
be favonr’d that miftake : whereas I fhon’d be ex-
treamly to blame, if 1 [how’d [uffer a Report to Spread
to the difadvantage of [o many Excellent Men. I
think my [elf therefore oblig’d to declare, that what -
ever the Faules of Phalaris are, they are Mine
and I alone am anfwerable for them.  ‘There is a
wvery Deferving Gentleman indeed, who bad alittle
before been the Direltor of my Studies, andwas then
Ady Particular Friendy to whom I have acknowledg- -
ments to make on this occafion. I confulted bim np=
on any difficulty, becanfe I thoughe st not proper for
one of my Age to offer any thing to the Public with-
ont con]i,lting Some-body. I wifbh I had advisd of-
tener with bim., for then my Book wonld have been
much more correél. But excepting Him,no one had
_a band in it 5 nay, [carce a line was ever [een b
any-body elfe as I know of,, till it was finif’d. And
now 4 bave confe(s d thus much, I don’t care if I own
« little further to Dr Bentley, that Ihave becn
again oblig’d to the Same perfon for his Affiftance
in confulting fome Books in the Oxford Libraries
at my requeft, which in the Places where I have
been, were nor at all, or not eafily, to be met with.
The Dr may make what advantages of this be
thinks fit 5 I affure kim, I will sever recriminate 5

for
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for 1 declare to the World, that I fincerely believe
the Dr’s Differtation is entirely bis own, both as to
Matter and Drefs 5 and that no Friend whatever,
no not My Wotton himfelf, bad any band in ir..
The bappy Genius of fome Authors will for ever
Jecure 'em from all Scandals of thisnature : Terence
indeed was fufpetted, bur Bavius and Mcevius re-
ver were. Dr Bentley has induftrioufly comriv'd
10 lead bis Reader into this miftake 5 imagining, I
[wppofe, that the Conqueft wonld have been too cheap
for a man of his Rank in Letters, unlefs be engag'd,
like the Hero of a Romance, with great numbers at
- once.  But fome men have thought themfelves He-
rees that were not, and fome that were, bave mifta-
ken their Strength 5 andin either of thefe cafes bave
come off but jﬂwily. The Dr, P [ure, would
bave been made very fenfible of this in the prefent
Debase, had not I been kinder 1o bim than He was
to. Himfelf, and ftept in, as Ithought it became me;
between Him and the juft refentments of that Lear-
ned Body. "Twere pity that any of thofe worthy
Men, who know fo well how to_employ their bours,
Jhonld be diverted from the purfuit of Vfeful Know- -
ledge, into fuch Trivial Enquiries as thefe. The

- Difpute began between Dr-Bentley, and Me
and ’tis fit that We Two fhould end it. '
I have a Requeft t0 Such as [hall give themfelves

the Trouble of perufing Thefe Papers, that they
would do Me, and Dy Bentley, the Fuftice to com-

_ pare’emy Paragraph by Paragraph, with His Dif-.
fertations. The Task is a little unreafonable, con-
“fidering the Length of the Difpute, but’tis neceffa-
*Yy in order to form a true judgment of the Perfor
nance.

Dr .




DrBENTLEYS Diﬂér’tatioﬂ
uPON THE

| Eplﬁles of Phalaris, &c.
EXAMI NfD

R Beniley; in the Bieck ladlaboué.

to examire, among feveral other

Liberties; has taken this, of wris

ting without any Method. Great

Genius’s indeed are above ordina-

ry Rules : butit-wou'd ill becoine fo unknown

a Writer as I am, to exempt my felf from

’em ; and thérefotre I {hall obferve d methiod in -
anfwermg him.

1 think moft of the fcatterd Remarks he
has made, in that particular Differtatiod .
which relatés to Phalaris; will come under
ohe of thefe Three Heads; They are either
fome Arguments; which he has urged for the
Spurioufnefs of the E Epiftles ; or fome Faules
which he has found with' my Edjtion. and
Pirfion of ’em; or fome Matters of

B w lch
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Dr. Bentley’s Differtation upon the

which he has related, as the Grounds of his
peevith Quarrel. .
Thefe laft he has thrown into an odd
corner of his Book, as it were out of fight ;
and plac’d ’em in the Rear of all his Learned
Arguments. One wouw’d imagine, by the Paft
he has given *em, that he diftrufted their .
ftrength; ar that he wrote his Book firft, and
found Reafons for it afterwards. However
that may be, I think my felf oblig’d to clear
up this Point in the firft place, by fetting
thofe Marters of Fact in their true light; which
Dr Bentley has extreamly difguis’d : and then
’twill be time to confider the Wonderful Proofs
he has produc’d on his fide, and the Mighty
AMiftakes he has thopght fit to charge me with,”

- About four or five Years ago, the worthy
Dean of Chriffchurch, Dr Aldrich (of whofe -
Callege [ was then a Member) defir’d me to
undertake an Edition of Phalaris. 1 cou’d
deny Him nothing, to whom I ow’d fo much

and therefore, as unfit as I thought my felf

far fuch a Task, I undertook it. In order .
to it, a Manufeript Phalaris in the King’s Li- .
brary was to be confulted! It was of no Age
or Worth, I heard; being written but joft
before ‘the refltauration of Letters ; however
it was a Manufcript, and therefore not to be
negletted ; efpecially fince we had no ancient
Copies, either in England, or any where elfe,
that I cowd hear of. I fent to Mr Bemner,
my Bookfeller in ‘London, to get the Manu-
feript, and defir’d him to apply himfelf ];o

r




. Epiftles of Phalaris Examin'd,

Dr Bensley, in my name, for the ufe of ity
not doubting in the leaftd ready complyance
with fuch a requeft, from one of his Stati-
on and Order; and who befides was at that
very time in a Le&ure of fome Honour and
Profit that had lately been fet up by one
of my Relations : efpecially, fince the Book,
which Idefird to borrow, was of fo little
importance; that it had fcarce been a Favour
to have lent it me, if I had not askd it.
After an ExpeQation of many months,
Mr Benner fent me at laft a Collation of part
of the Manufcript, with this account ; that
he had, with great difficulty, and after long
"delays, got the Manufcript into his hands;
that he had it but a very few days, when
Dr Bentley came to demand it again ; and
wou'd, by no means, be prevail’d upon to
. let him bave the ufe of it any longer, tho’
he told him, the Collation was not perfeét-
-ed : and that he deny’d this Requeft in a
very rude manner, throwingout feveral flight
and difparaging Expreflions, both of Me, and
the Work I was about. .
This I had reafon to take very ill of
Dr Bentley, and therefore in that part of my
Preface, where 1 gave an account of the MSS
that were confulted in that Edition, I infer-
ted thefe words, [ Collatas etiam curavi ufgue
ad’ Epiftolam 40 cum MS® in Bibliotheca Re-
Lid 5. cujus mibi copiam wlteriorem Bibliothecarinsg
pro fingulari [ud humanitate; negavit] which,
confidering the ufage I had had from him,
was as foft athingas cowd well allow my
felf to fay. The Epiftles were no fooner
publif’d, but Dr Bently fent me a Letter;
Bz - where-
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Dr.Bentley’s Differtation apon the

- wherein, after. expreffing himfelf with great

civility to me, he reprefented the Matter of
fa& quite otherwife than 1 had heard it. I
return’d him immediately as civil an -Anfwer,
to this effe®t : That Mr Bemner, whom I em-
ploy’d to wait on him in my name, gave me
fuch an account of his Reception, that1 had
reafon to apprechend my felf affronted : and,
fince I cov’d make no other excufe to my

Reader , for not collating the King’s MS

but becaufe ’twas deny’d me, I thought I cou’d
do no lefs than exprefs fome refentment of
that Denial. That I fhow’d be very much con-
cern’d if Mr Benner had dealt o ill with me,
as to mifleac me in his accounts 3 and, if that
appear’d, fhow'd beready to take fome op-
portunity of begging his pardon: and, as I
remember, Iexprefs'd my felf fo, that the
Dr might underftand, I meant to give him
fatisfaétion as publickly as I had injur’d bim.
Here the matter refted, and I:theught Dr
Bentley was fatisfied ; efpecially, -fince 1 found
Mr Bennet pcrﬁitedinhis account, and fiip-
ported- it with further proofs ; and the Dr

~ feem’d willing to let the Difpute drop, by

his not writing to me any further-about it,

~or difcourfing Mr Bemwet concerniug. it, to

whom my Letter plainly refer’d him. - In this
Miftake was I, for Two Years and an- half
after the Edition of Phalaris 5 till at laft

'Dr Bentky's Differtation came out, and con-

vinc®d me, that he had had Vengeance in
his Heart all the time, and fufpended his Blow
only till he cou'd ftrike, as he thought, to
purpofe. In. this angry Difcourfe of his, he
tells the World the fame ftory ( bating a Cir-

umftance



< Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin’d. 3
cemftance or two which he has alter’d) that
he had ‘told me before in his Letter. His
words .are thefe: 4 Bookfeher came to me in
the . name of the Editors, to beg the ufe of the
Manufeript. It was not then in my cuftody :
but as foon as I had the power of it, I wemt Dig. p.66-
voluntarily. and offer'ad it- bim, bidding him ek
the  Collator not to lofe any time;, for I was fhort=
by to go ont of Town for two Months. "Twas
deliverd; ws'd, and retwrn’d : Not & word [aid
by the Bearer, northe leaft fufpicion in me, that
they.bad noe finifly'd the Collation.

" Startled at thefe’ Affertions thus revivd,
after a-long Silence, and improv’d in Print,
1 examin’d: Mr Benner again very ftrily and
particularly, He aflur’d me, that every
word he had writ to me upon this occafion
was - punCually true; and that Dr Bemley’s
account,; where it differ’d from his, was en-
tirely:‘falfe. "He drew up the Matter of
Falt in:writing, and fet his Hand to it ; gi-
ving me liberty to make it publick, and to
affurd:the World, that he was reidy to ju-
flific the truth of what he had written with
fiis Oath, when it fhow’d beduly requird of
him. .He added, that Mr. Gibfon, the Colla-
tor, cow'd confirm fome circumftances of his
Account ; and that his Brother ( who was
his Apprentice at that time, and was fent by
him both.to Dr Bemley, and to the Collator )
wou'd huve atteft’d the Truth of the whole,
had he been alive ; buthedy'd fome Months
after .this Matter happen’d. However, if
bis own Teftimony, and the Collators, fhovw’d
be liable to Sufpicion, yet ftill there was a
Gentleman of known Credit in the World,

. o : B3 . Dr
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Dr King of the Commons, 4ho 'was witnefs to
all that pafs’d at one meeting, between him
and Dr Bentley ; and wou’d, he hop’d, be fa
juflt to him as to give an account of it. He
was not tniftaken; for Dr King being apply’d
to by a' Frignd of mine, prefently wrote him
the following Letter, which together .with
the feveral Certificates of Mr Beésmer and
Mr Gibfon, 1 bere offer tothe Reader.

Hereas the Reverend Dr Bentley bas
thought fit, ‘in the Appendix ro Mr.
Woton's, Refleltions oen Ancient and Modern
Learning, ( p. 66, G 67.) to infert the folowing
words as Matter of Falt, [ viz. A Bookfeller

Paffage at came to me in the name of the Editors, .}

length,
rs-

Fthink my [elf oblig’d to give the World the fol-
lowing account, wherein I bave faithfully related
what paffed on that occafion. o
I was imploy'd by the Honourable Mr Boyle,
(and by bim only) to borrow the MS of Phalaris:
from Dr Bentley. After abour Nine Months
Soliscitation, it was deliver’d into my cuftody, with=
ont any time limited for the return of it.” Withir
few days afier, Dr Bentley calbd upon me,
10 have it reflor’d, and Then told me, that be whs
20 go into the Country. . He ftaid till Ifent to the
€ollator, and word was brounght by the Meffenger,
that it'was not collated. 1 then beg’d bim 10
kt me have it but 1ill Sunday Morning, ( it was
Saturday Nocn when be came ) and 1 engag’d to
vblige the Collator to fit up all Saturday Nighs,
2o ges it finifl’d.  But ke wsrerly refus’d to leave it-
with me any longer, demanding to have is fent
that Day to Weltmindter, (whichwas done ag-
cordingly) and nor giving me any the leaft hopes,
' ' e N e thas

/
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Epiftles of Phalaris Examin’d.

that if I apply’d o bim upon bis return out of the
Country, 1 [how’d have lewve to get the Collation
perfetted.  Thefe Circumftances I am thas particu-
lar in, besanfe I had occafion to recolle “em s
dong afterwards, when My Boyle’s Book came out,,
and Letters pafs'd between him and Dr Bentley,
concerming the Paffage in his Preface.

It may not be proper, confidering my Imploy
ment, for me to add an account of the Reflettions
Dr Bentley was pleasd to make from time to
time, when I [poke to him from AMr Boyle | for
the Ufe of the MS. Fe has reprefented me as
having [aid too much on that [ubjelt. *But, by

- good fortune, Dr Ring was prefent at one of the

Meciings, and beard all shat pafs'd shere. Ihope
be will do Fuftice on this eccafion.

F:Ig I - Thomas Bennet.

I'e

I Very well vemember, that* Mr Bennet fent
~ bis Man to me for Phalaris’s Epiftles, whilt
I was collating ’emm 5, and being wnwilling to pars
with them, before I had gone through ’emy 1 fent -
the Man back withour them. But be prefently
return’d, and told me, that the Gentleman, that
own’d_them, faid at their Shop for them, and
cow’d not [pare them any longer : This is the
true xeafon, why I co'd collare no more of the

abovefuid Epifties.

T Witnefmy Hand, .
Faly 5. ~ Geo. Gibfon.
B4 -SIR,
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Am bound in Fuftice to anfwer yowr - vequef?,

- by cwdeavouring, asfar as 1 cm{o‘; rgoﬂeﬁﬁ )
what pafs’d between Mr Bennet «nd Dr Bent-
ley, concerning a MS of the Epifties of Phala~
fgis. 1 cannot be certass as to any otker particu-
bars, than that, ameng estber things, the Dy_[aid,
thar if the MS were collated, it wou'd be
worth nothing for the future :  Which I rook
the more notice of, becanfe I thowght & .MS good
Jor metbing, unlefs it weve collated. The whele
Difcourfc was manag’d with [uch infolence, thaty
after ‘be was gone, I told Mr Bennet, .that be
ought to fend My Boyle word of it ; that, for my
own part, (I faid then, what 1 think fik ) 1 did
not, belscve thas the ¥ayious. Readings of any. Book
were [0 much worsh, asthat a Perfon of Mr Boyle’s
Hononr and Learsing, fhow'd be usd fo [eurvily
99 obtain *em. Thas fcorn.and contempt which [
bave natwraly for Pride and Infolence, makes
me remgmber that, which otherwife I migbt have

fogoe,  Believe ey Siry tobe T -
' Your faithful Friend,

" andhumble Servant, .'
Dsllors Com- _ Yo L
mons,080b.13

T The
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The Cafe thea between Me and Dy Bentley
ftands thus : There is, on the one ({dc, Dr
Bentley’s fingle A{I‘emon in his own canfe;and
theff feveral concumng Accounts, from Per-
fons of Probity and - Worth, on the other.
The queftion now is ( if it be a queftion )
which of thefe ought to be credited; the
Point 'to’ mie is fo clear, that I dare troft
the moft partial Friend Dr Bemley hastode-
fermmé‘ft

Mr Bennet, and Mt Gibfon, | think, are fb
littie ‘interefted in this Difpute, that they
thay be entirely depended ypon. However,
Dr Kirg is. 4 Witne$ without Exception :
aﬁd ‘the accoung)he gives of one o thofe

ree ‘Conferences
siet, 1§ full and home; and I do affure our Lear=
ned‘Cﬁuc, that what ever bccomes of Pha-
laris's Letters, this of Dr King’s is not Spu-~
tious. I havc the Original of it by me un-
de¢r 'hi§ own hand, as I have the Otiginals
tpo ‘of ‘the other Papcrs which fhall be at
Di. Bemley's, or any mansfervnce that plca-
fes to command a fight of em. :

And now had 1 not reafon to fay what
1 did, and ' much more than I did,  of Dr
chlcy, in my Preface to Phalaris? Couwd I
refent the harth Treatment he had given me
in Gentler Terms than I . there made ufe
of ? Sipce he had denyed me fo common a fa-
vour, and fpoken of me with fo much con-
tempt, I was at Lxherty, I think, to have re-
tor’d his Civilities in what way I pleas'd ;
apd to have given him any Language what-
eyer that it was not bglow me to give : Ahl::d

Shat

r Bentley held with Mr Bew-
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Dr. Bentley’s Differtation uponshe
that is a Reftraint which, I hope, I fhall al-
ways be able to lay upon my felf, whatever
the Provocation be.

Dr Bentley then, confrdering all things, was
really oblig’d to me, for ufing him with fo
much Tendernefs. What way did he take
of owning his Obligations ? He immediately
enter’d uFon the Honourable and Chriftian
Defign of expofing me ; and refolv’d, what-
ever Time or Pairs it might coft him, to

‘prove, that the Epiftles I had put out were a

ridiculous Cheat; and that I (or whoever the
Editor was) was to be pity’d, for giving my
felf fo much trouble about them.

I fee Monfieur Rochfaucant drew his Obfer-
vation from Nature, when he faid, We ofren
pardon thofe that injure us, but we can never for-
give thofe that we injure. '

In. about’ two or three years time he had
atchiev’d this mighty Work, and compafs’d
a Diflertation as big as Phalarss it felf, to
make his Point good. There, that he might
be wanting in no Inftance of Humaniry, he
tells. the World, that the Edition of Phalarss
was not mine, but only «fcrib’d to me; and,
be it whofe it would, that ’twas a faulty and.
a foolifh one : and then tells Me too, in the
fame breath, that nothing of this was imend-
ed as a difparagement to me ;5 to fhow his Rea-
der, 1 fuppofe, that he had as mean an Opi-
nion of my Underftanding, as he had of my -
Learning, He names me not .indeed, but in
his civil way~ of Circamlbcution, calls me, .
That young Gentleman of great hopes whofe Name
i fer to the Edition. But what great hopes = -
cou’d the World have had of a young Gentle-.

= - man,

[ 4
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man, who fhou’d have fuffer’d the Lye to be
publickly given him, in a matter, where his
Reputation, both as a Scholar anda Man of
BHonour, was nearly concern’d, and yet had
either not Senfe enough to difcern the Af-
front, or not Spirit enough to refent it ?
Dr Bentley was mnot fatisfied with giving
me ill Ufage, unlefs he did itin il Words
too ; and therefore has cull'd out the very
worft he cou’d find, to beftow on me: for
furely no man of Liberal Education coud put
together fo many unmannerly and flovenly
expreflions without ftudying for ’em. He
charges me with Calumny 2, weak Detrattion®,a p. 66.
Injufiice *, Forgery and " Slander 2; with the
bafeft Tricks b, and a wvile Afpertsont, He tellsb p. 71,
me, that a certain Perfon, #ho® & forry Criticy
was as yet a degree aboverme ©5 and, that Printing c p. 75.
# & Sword in the hand of a Childd 5 meaning, 4 o,
I fuppofe, his humble Servant.
" He likens me, by a very clegant Simily, to
" a Bungling Tinker mending Old Kestles ©, inone e p. 76,
Place ; and by the help of a Greek Proverb,
calls me downright 4 f in another. Ther P74
corredting the faults of my Verfion is, in his -
- polite way of writing, the cleanfing of Au-
geas's Stables € ; and,to carry on the Metaphor,
he fays, The Firft Epiftle coft him four Pages in® ' 73
. Jeouring b, ) " b ibid,
' Thefe "are the Flowers, which Dr Bentley
_ has, with no very fparing hand ,* ftrew’d
throughout every Page almoft of his Learned.
Epiftle. It can hardly be imagin'd, how one,’
that lives within the Air of a Court, fhou'd
gevail with himfelf to deal in fuch dirty"
Language : the Chairmen @t St ‘Jam’:l » I
pupliagh s Wb MIATAM ' dare
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Dr. Beatl¢y’s Differtation apon the
dare fay, manage their Difputes with more
decency. I find the Dr ﬁas not profited
much by the dependence he once had on a
Great .Man, who might have taught him,
wouw'd he have vouchfaf’d to learn it, the
Secret of engaging - deep_with an Adverfary,
without Lol% of lgempcr, or Breach of - Good
Manners. e
- But he will tell me, that few, or none of

' thefe expreflions were levell'd at Me; and

that for a very obliging reafon ; becanfe I
am not included among the Edisors of Phala~
ris, Let 'em have been levelld at whom he
will, they are inexcufable. Chew’d Bullets
are not more againft the Law of Arms, than
fuch ways of fpeech are againft the rules of
good writing. . -
Dr Bewtley cou'd not have taken.a better -
way of juftifying me in what Ifaid of him,
than by writing in this manner he has done ;
and with fo little of that Humanity, the want
of whichl obje&ed to him. Moft Readers
will -be apt to think, that he might proba-
bly always want it as muchas they fec he

- doesnow, So that if I needed further Voy-

chers than thofe which I have already brought,
I'wowd call in his own Diflertation to wit
nefs for me, that I have not wrong’d him,
nor given him any Chara&er but what he
h'::)d fince been courtcoufly pleasd to make
8 But Our Critic appeals from me to more
Equitable Judges; and tells me, that he can.
prodyce feveral Letters from™ Learned Profeffors
abroad, ( whofe Beoksin time I may be fit toread)
wherein thefe very fame mards [ pro ﬁngulia_réi
i 4 W -
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s : ) . .
ol humanitate  are [aid of hink [erieufly and
cuandidly. For I endvavonr (fays he) 1o oblige
-even Foreigners by aB Conrtefie and Humanity 5
awuch more wow'ad "I enconrage and affift any ufe-
Sl defign at bome: . o
“Bot why muft wé gb to Fore'ign Nations
for atrue account of Dr Bemley 21 thought
Mens Gharalers had been beit learnt from
thofe among whomthey convers’d. The Law
of England is, that every man fhall be try’d
by his Country and his Neighbourhood : .and
this i$ not more reafonable in the Caft of Life
and Deith, - than in that of Reputation. But
Dt Bentley pleadsito have 'a Jury of Foreign
Profeflors impanell’d to fit upon him : a very
fufpicious Defence, I ¢hink ; and which ought,
withoot any more ado, to condemn him.
Shouw'd -a- man tax’d - with il breeding herc
at Lomdon ( where he has livd all his time §
produce” Certificates in his behalf from fome
Correfpondents in Cormwall, or Cumberland,
wow’d' this Plea pafs ‘at Court? Grantin
'Dx Bentley's Foreigners-to have faid thofe
«things ‘of him which he fays they have, %is
becaufe they are Foreigners; We, that have
the happinefs of 4 nearer co_nverf‘atidn with
kim, know him better ; and may perhaps
take an-opportunity of ftting thofe miftaken
Strangers right in their Opinions concerning
Thus much, upon the Suppofition that he
has thefe “Teftimonials by him: but I, who
have had fome dealings with him, havelearnt
a ligtle*to: miftruft his accounts 5 “and fhall
therefore; before I makeany more Remarks
upon ghis paflage,-tellthe Reader i S’tbx;}f.‘h '
Ll . cre
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There was, not many Years ago, a Difpute
about a Point of Hiftory, between an [nge-
nious Gentleman and a Learned Prelate of our
Church, well known to Dr Bentley, When
the Gentleman was atalofs for Proofs, his
Iaft refort always was to a certain Cheft at
Ticomkill,- where there were MSS, it feems;
never feen by any body befides himfelf, . that
prov'd every thing he had amind to. This
prefently put an end to the Controverfie : for
there wasno difputing againft Invifible- Au-
thorities, How f:IIJr this may be Dr Bemley’s
cafe, and whether the Letters from Learned
Profeflors abroad, which he talks of, may"
not lye in fome fuch Cheft as thofe Records
lay in, I will not pretend to determine.
However, fince they are MSS, I know his
Fondnefs for thofe {)recious Jewels fo well;
that I believe he’ll be fhy of making ’em
publick. Till he does, ‘the Printed Proofs
that have been given of his great Humani
will ftand good againft whathe tells us has
been written to him.

Sure I am, there are fome Learned Men
abroad, that are far from Complimenting
him. One of ’em, a Man of great note, has
complain'd to me, how ill he has been us’d

. by him, in aCafe nearly refembling mine ;

~and complaind in very expreflive Terms ;
which, not yet having his Leave forit, I do
not think my felf at liberty to publifh,

Another, that was defirous to have a fight -
of the Alexandrian MS, and applyd himfelf
to Dr Bentlcy very earneftly for it, met with
no other Anfwer to his Requeft, but that
the Library was nos fit to0 be fegn: A prcl_:fty

. : v 5
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Excufe for a Library-keeper to make, who
had been”four Years in that Service! And
this Inftance of his Humariry, I affore him,
is of no Old date; it happend fince he
purgd himfelf in his new Differtation, and
gave Learned Men encouragement to expe
better ufage. : :

If he goes on at this rate, as we have 1o
reafon to doubt but he will, Foreigners will
begin to fufped, whether we have, as we
pretend, the Alexandrian MS, or indeed whe-
ther the King has any Library.

But becanfe the Dr ftrongly argues from
his. being ready to oblige even Foreigners by all
Courtefic and Humanity, that he wow'd ywch
moxe be ready to do o to Learned Men ar Home,
I will add” one Domeftick Inflance of his
Courtefie too; that my Inftances may be every
way as large as his Affertions. - '

I have now a Letter by me under the hand
of Sir Edward Sherburn, ( a Gentleman of
known Worth and Learning ) wherein he has
thefe words ; 7 heve fent Rubenius’s Book, [de
vitd Mallii, put out by Grevis: in Holland,
and dedjcated to Dr Bentley ] the howour of
whofe Publication My Bentley bath ungratefully
robb®d me of. The meaning of this is ex-
plain’d in a Latin Memorandum enter’d by
Sir Edward in the Book it felf ; where he
fays, that he pme the AMS into Dy Bentley’s
bands , under-this Condition , that be fhow’d
Jend it 10 Graevius ro be publifd, letting him

kuow from whence he had 5t and defiring bim

20 make an bomurable. mention of him , as the
perfon that had ¢blig’d the World with it. The
Edjtion camq ont, it was dedicated to DrBel:nt-

- : €7y
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Dr. Bentley’s Dtﬁ‘ertahw wpon the
ley, the bonour of the Publicasion g;vm to him3j
and not ine word of Sir Edward Sherburn faid
in ir. The Sophifts are every where pelc=
ed by Dr Bentley, for putting out what they
wrote in other mens names ; - but I did noe
expeét to hear fo loudly of it from one that
has fo far outdone ‘em: For I think, ’tis
much worfe to take the honour of another
man’s Book to one’ felf, than to entitle ones
own Book to another man. o

But Grevins, it may be, was in fault ; and
forgot to do Sir Edward Sherburn juftice. *Tis
hardly to be imagin’d he cow’d, had Dr Bem~
ley told him plainly, that the MS was pue
into his hands under that expref$ Condition :
But if the Dr only gave fome flight inti-
mation of it, Grevins might indeed to
do what he did not know whether it were it

good earneft expetted of him, or not:

But fuppofing the Original Omiffioa to have
lain wholly at Grevius’s door, yet how camé.
the Dr to be fo very quict under it afters
wards? Why did he not fend immediately
to Sir Edward Sherburn to excufeit? Wh
did he not take care to have this Negle
repair’d in the next Holland Journal ? No-
thing of this was done and therefore; fhou’d
the Dr not have been the wiiling occafion
of the Miitakeg yet at leaft he was very wil-
ling that it fhou’d prevail.

Upon a view of this Stery, I am apt to re:
tra& my Sufpicions about Dr Bentley’s Letters
from Learned Profeffors. He may perhaps
have Teftimonials of his Courtefic by him

. i
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if he fticks at no method of procuring em :
Byfuch Arts as- thefe ’tis eafic for- a2 Man to
gct a Reputation of Humanity abroad, with-
oot deferving to be much commended for
his Honefty at home. ’Tis an hard word
and which I fhould not eafily allow my felf
to ofe, but that I think I may take a grea-
ter Liberty in another man’s behalf, than ig
my own, ~
. By Dr Bentley’s way of treating Sir William
Temple, Sir Edward Sherburn, and my felf, one
would imagine, that he had vowd hoﬁility’
- 0 all Gentlemen pretending to Letters ; that
he thought thc\brokc in upon a Trade,which
none but thofe' of the Body corporate of
ProfefS’d Scholars ought to deal in; and fo,
looking . upon ’em as the Eaft-India Company
doesupon Interlopers, was refolv’d to ufe’em
accordingly. -
» By this time, the Reader is able to judge,
how far my Charalter of Dr Bentley fuits him,
and how: far he might juftly expe& to have
that Chara&er publickly given him ; whether
his Humanity be Singalar, or not, and whe-
ther my: Opinion be Singular concerning it.
1 hope I have now fet the AMasters of Faltin
a2 true light ; I bave only fome few Re-
marks to add on fome Paflages in the Sto-
ry which Dr Bentley tells of this matter, in
which either his !Clemory or his Sincerity
fail’d him. :
- He begins his Account with a great ( and
I had almoft faid a wilful ) Miftake: He fays,
1 have told the World in my Preface, that
I bad €ollated the King’s MS as far as the qoth
Epiftle, and would have donec fo throughont, l;)nr
thas

17
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

that the Liberary Keeper , Cc. Whereas T-

told the World, not that 7 had Collated that
Ms, but that I had taken care to get it Cal-

lated : My words are, Collatas etiam [viz. .

Epiftolas] curavi cum MS® in Bibliotheca Re-

gia, &e.

The Difference here, as flight as it may
feem, is material 5 and Dr Bentlcy, one may

guefs, was aware of it. He faw very well,

that, unlefs I was reprefented as having col-

lated the King’s MS my felf, he could not

well lay the Miftakes of the Collation upon
me; which he was refolv’d however to do
to the utmoft, and therefore gave that con-
venient Turn to his matter of Fa& at the En-
trance, which might beft ferve to counte-
nance his Criticifins that follow.

With this View, he makes an unfair and

broken citation of my words in the Mar-
gin ; placing there only thus much out of my
Preface, [A4S° in Bibliotheci |Regid, cujus mihi
copsam mlteriorem Bibliothecarins , - pro fingulari

Jua bumanitate, negavit] and taking no notice

of the wordsthat introduce thefe, [ Collatas
etiam curavi cum’] without which the Sen-
tence is imperfeft, and unintelligible. '

Dr Bentley could not have given us a bet-
ter Earneft of his Integrity, at his firft fet-
ting out : The reft of his Account, we fhall
find is wrote with the fame degree of Truth
and Fairnefs. The true Story (fays he) is thus
A Bookfeller came to me in the name of the Edi-
tors, tobeg ( he would fay, defire ) the ufe of
the MS. He knows very well, that Mr Ben-
ner went to him in my name only ; Mr Bes-
net himfelf is pofitive in the point ¢ but lca;ﬂ:
- the
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the Dr fhould deny it, I have, by good luck,
referv’d fo much of his Letter by me, as re-
ates to this Particular, There he was
pleas’d to ufe thefe Civil Expreflions : My
Bennet defir’d me_to lend him the Mannferipe
Phalaris, to be collated, becaufe a Toung Gen-
tleman, Mr Boyle of Chriftchurch, was going
to publifh it. Itold him, shat a Gentleman of
thas Name and Family, to which I had fo many
Obligations, and fhow'd always have an bonour
Jory might command any Service that lay in
Power. But nmow he fays, that Mr Bemmer
tame to him in the Name of the Edirors:
How came Ito be multiply’d at this rate ?

unlefs. he has recolleted himfelf fince, and .

remembers the little Circumftances of this
Tranfaction better at two or three Years:
diftance, than he did immediately after it
happen'd.

He proceeds in his True Story. — It was not
then in my Cufody s but as foon as I had the
power of sty I went woluntarily, and offer'd it
b¢m. What he means by its net being in his
Cuftody; whether that he had lent it to
fome-body elfe, or that he was not yet fully
enter’d on his Office, or that he had it not
in his Pocket 5 muft be a Secret, till he pleas
fes to explain himfelf. Whatever his mean-
ing be, the Reader is defir’d to take notice,
that there was about Nine Months Sollicitati-
on us’d to procureit: A longer time than
he needed to retrieve it out of the Hards
of Thofe to whom he might have lent it,
or than the Ceremony of his Inauguration
to his Library-keeper’s Place coud require.
Pm fure he was much nimbler with my Col-

. C 2 lator ;

!9-
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lator ; for, inftead of Nine Months, he wonld
not allow him Nime Days time to perufe it
in. .
His next words are, bidding him tell the
Collator nut to lofe any time, (which, tranfla-
ted into Englith, is, bidding bim let the Colla~
tor know, thas he muft not lofe any time)-for I
was_[hirtly to go ot of Town for two Months,
This, I have reafon to think, is pure Fifi-
on; Mr Bemnet remembers nothing of it :
but he very well remembers, that when the
Dr came to demand the MS of him agen,
he rhen told him, he was to go into the
Country, and gave that for his reafon why
he could allow him no further time to col-
late it in. It was a mighty Treafure it
feems, the Credit of the King’s Library des
pended on the Alexandrian MS, and That 4
and therefore he would'not truft it out of
thofe Walls a day longer. Befides, (which
is a Circumftance, that tho' Dr Bentley- has,
yet Dr King has not forgotten ) bad it been
collated, it wounld have been worth nothing. for
the future. This was an Objeion not to be
got over ; efpecially fince Mr Benner had no
Orders from me to take the proper way of
removing it. } :

It follows, %wa deliver'd, us'd, and return’d,
not. a word [aid by the Bearer, nor the lea
Jufpicion in me, that they bad not finif’d the Col.
lation. This is roundly averr’d ; but the Rea-
der has Mr Benner’s, and Mr Gibjor’s Certifi-
cates 5 and, after comparing ’em with this -
Paflage, may belicve as he thinks fit.

well,
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" Well, (fays he) the Collation, it feems, was
e defédtive to Oxon, and the blame, / Sup-
pofe, laid npon me. Does he only fuppofe it?
Did - not I pofitively write him word, that
it was laid upon him, and fo laid upon him
that-1.was obligd to take notice of it
But heis to be excus'd for forgetting what
I wrote to him, when it appears, that
he has forgot what He himfelf wrote to
me.

- Aftér & few Months, our comes the new Edi-
tion, with this Sting in the mouth of it. Twas a
Surptize‘indeed to find there, that our MS was not
perui’d. Owr MS! thatis, His Majefty’s and
Mine. 1 thought indeed by the Price Dr Benz-
ley fet upon the MS, he fanfied hi mfelf to have
fomeIntereft init: He fpeaks out now, ’tis
no 1énger’ the King’s, but Owr MS, 4, e.
Dr Bestley's and the King’s in common: An
Expreflion as much too familiar for a Li-
brary-keeper, as Ego & Rex Meus was for a
Cardinal. [ will not, for the future, fo
nicely obferve his Indecencies, fince 1 find
;ne is fo general and undiftinguifhing in
em.. '

“2Twas & Surprize indeed to find there, that
onr MS was not perus’d. Could they not bave
ask'd for it agen then after my Return ? Yes,

I could, - Sir, and have been deny’d it again;, .

which I was not very willing to venture.
I neither thought my Self fo Little, nor
Br Béntley fo Great, nor the MS fo confi-
derable, that 1 fhould make a fecond Ap-

plication for it, after fuch a Repulfe; no,

not tho’ I had been fure of obtaining it =

much lefs could I ever think of asking it

: C3 ) agen,
N
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agen, when, by what Mr Benne had told me,
I had all the reafon in the world to think,
fhould be agendeny’d it.

But there 1 a veafon for every thing, (fays the
Dr) and she Myflery was foon reveald ! A
pretty decent Phrafe on fo light an occafion ;

ut this is not the only inftance, where the
Critick has got the better of the Divine.
Well, but how was the Myftery reveal’d ?
why, He bad the hard Hap, it feems, in fome
private Converfation , to [ayy that the Epiftles
were fpurious, and unworthy of a new Editien :
Hinc llte Lachryme. 1f he faid this, as he in-
timates he did, at Oxford,where the Book was
then printing, he faid a very uncivil thing ;
and what, in his Dialet, he terms his Hard
Hap, other People would be apt to call his
Ill Breeding. However, 1 ferioufly declare I
was utterly a ftranger to this Difcourfe of
his, till he told me of it in Print. [ might
hear, perhaps, of his being in Oxford, but
I had heard too much of his Difcourfe with
Mr Bennet, to be curious in making .any En-
quiries into his private Converfation. :

The Reader will excufe this Tedious De-
fcant on Dr Bentley’s Relation of Matter of
Fa&. The true Story of our MS was a polnt
of importance : my Honefty was concern’d
in this part of the Difpute, the reft only
touches my Learning, Having therefore, I
hope, juftified my Condu& where it moft be-
came me to do it, the Matters of pure Cri-
ticifm will - give me no Concern, I'm fure,
tho’ they may put me to fome lJittle Trouble,
I thall entér upon ’em with the Indifference
of a Gamefter,.who plays but for a trli]ﬂc,

S - which
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which °tis much the fame tohim whether he
_wins or lofes. :

I fhow'd now fall clofely to my work, the
Authority of Phalaris’s Epiftles, but that there
is an Introdu&ion of Dr Bentley’s that lies in
my way, and muft firft have a Reflexion or
~ two beftow’d upon it.

He begins it with telling us, rhae Mr
Wotton, by the power of 4 long Friendfhip be-
tween’em, eugag'd bim to write it.

I hope Mr Worton will let the Publick
know, that he neither engag’d his Friend to
write upon this Subje in this manner, nor
approv’d of thefe Difcourfes, when written :
which the World will prefume him to have
done, till the coatrary appears; and till he
has difclaim’d Dr Bentley’s attempt as pub-
lickly, as he feems now to countenance and
avow'it, ’Tis a little ftrange, that Mr Worton
in a fecond Edition of his Book, which he had
difcreetly taken care to purgeof moft things
that look’d like ill manners in himfelf, thowd
be prevail’d upon to allow aplaceto the ill
Manners of another man, But I hear, and I
am not unwilling to think, that Mr Worten
receivid this Prefent at a venture from Dr
Bentky, and let it be printed, without giving
himfelf the tromble of readingit. And [ the
rather fall in with this account, becaufe I find
Mr Worton in his Book * zealoufly vindicating* . 41g.
the Age from the Imputation of Pedantry ;& 416.
and affuring us, that tho’ the Citation of
Scraps of Latin, and a naufeous oftentation of
Reading were in fafhion Fifty or Sixty Years
ago, yet that all that is now in a great mea-
furedifus’d. Which, I fuppofe, he would ne-

A C4 ver
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ver have done ip fome of the laft: Pages of
his Bpok, if he had then known of the Differ-
tation that immediately followsit. =~ - |
A Gentleman of my acquaintance : was ob-
ferving tome, what a Motly, Unequal work,
thefe two Pieces make, as theéy now lie to-
gether, Mr, Woston (faid he) in his Refle@ions
takes in the whole compafs of Ancient and
Modern Learning; and endeavours to fhow
wherein either of ’em has been defettive,
and wherein they have excelld. A Large
Defign, fit for the Pen of my Lord Bacon!
and in the well executing of which any one
Man’s Life would be ufefully fpenti. Dr
Bentley comes after him with a Differtation,
half as big as his Book, to prove,. that
three or four fmall Pieces afcribd to.fome
of the Ancients, are not fo ancient as they
pretend to be: a very inconfiderable Point ;

. and which a wife man would grudge the

throwing away a weeks thought upan , if
he could gain it! and what then fhall we
fay of Him, that has fpent two or three
-years of his life, to lofe it?. Mr W’s mo.

.tive to write was, he tellsus, a piece of

Publick Service that he hop’d he -might do
the World; Dr Benrley’s plainly a private
Picque, and fach as ’twas utterly wofit for
him to aé& upon, either as a Scholar, or a
Chriftian 5 mech more, as he was one in
Holy Orders, and that had undertaken the
publick defence of Religion. Mr W, ( con-
tinued he) is modeft and decent ; {peaks ge-
nerally with refped of thofe he differs from,
and with a due diftruft of his own Opi-
nions : Dr Bentley is Pofitive, and Pert ;- has-

: no
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10 regard for what other méiihave thought
or faid, and no fufpicions that he is fallible,
Mr. W’s Book has a-Vein of Learning ran-
-ning through it, where there is no oftenta-
tion of it : Dr Bem Appendix has all
the Pomp and Show of Learning, withoutthe
Reality. In truth (faid he) there is fcarce
any thing, as the Book now ftands, in which
that and the Appendix agree, but in com-
mending and admiring Dr Bentley;, in which
they are fo very much of a Piece, that one
would think Dr Bentley had writ both the
one and the other.

Bat leaving thefe two Friends to the Plea-
fure of their mautual Civilities, I fhall go
on to the reft of my remarks on Dr Bem-
#y’s Introdudtion. After telling us then at
whofe Inftance he wrote this' famous Piece
of Criticifm, he begins to give us a caft of
his skilt in the Point. Sir #. Temple had ob+
ferv’d in favour of the Ancients, that feme
of the Oldeft Books we have are the beft in
their kinds. To this Dr. Bentley replies, That
Jome of theOldcft Books are the beft in their kinds,
¥he fame Perfon baving the Donble Glory of In-
vension and Perfettion, is a thing obferv’d even by
Jome of the Ancients. And for this. he very
learnedly quotes Dien Chryfoftome : But then
(fays he) the Authors they gave this Honour to,
are Homer and Archilochus, onc the Fatber of
Herojc' Poem o - and "the other of Epode - and
Trochaic, p. 7. What he means by fayin
that this had 'beengobferv’d ever by fome o
the Ancients, is not eafic to apprehend, nor
wibyhe quotes Dion Chryfoffome for it , whofe
Authorityreither in this, or any other cafe, is

ot
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not very cofliglerable and who befides daes
not fay that for which he’s produc’d : efpeci-
ally when there Is an approved Writer more
.ancient than Djon, that has diredly faid that
for which Dion is improperly brought. Djon
in the Oration quoted, after a tedious inﬁpicf
Exordium about the different talents of prai-
fing and difpraifing, takes occafion from thence
to mention Fomer as the famous Parent of
Panegyrick, as Archilochus was of Satyr 5 and
prefers’em to all others in their way, Bug

" be has not a word there about the Oldef Books
being the beft in their kind, or of the Double
Glary of inventing and perfecting 5 for which
Dr Bentley gravely produces him. But tho’
Dian fays nothing of this, Pelleins Paterculus
does: Non quenquam alinm ({ayshe) cujus operss
primus Aulor fuerit , in eo perfeétifimum re-
periemus preser Homernm & Archilochum. Lib.
i. Cap. 5. ’Tisalittle odd, methinks, thaz
Dr Bentley, wiho profefles in this Piece of his
to give Battel to Sophifts and Sophiftry, and
to decry ’em as a company of illiterate Scrib-
lers,  fhould yet think fit to grace the very
Entrance of his Work, with vouching the
Authority of as errant a Sophift and De-
claimer as ever was ; and with vouching him
for what he really did not fay ; and for what
had been faid by a much better hand, before
him. But great Scholars have very particular
ways with ‘em. N -

Dr Bentley goes on : But, the chojce. of' Pha. -
laris and (0D, as they are.now extant, for the
two great and inimitable Originals, is & picce of
Critscifm of & Peculiar Complexion, and muft pm.-‘

.. cee
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§ced from a fingularity of Palatc and Fudg-

ment.
" For A£fop it will be time enough to ac-
count, when I come to the entire Differta-
tion that concerns him. But as to Phalarss’s
Epiftles, many learned men of different Ages
and Countries, have been ‘profefs’d admirers
of ’ein ; never any man, till the Judicious
Dr Bentley arofe, pretended to defpife ‘em:
even thofe Criticks of late days, who fufpe-
&ed their being Genuine, yet allow’d ’em to
be finifhd things in their way, and excel-
lently well eounterfeited. And therefore the
value which Sir W. Temple profefles for ’em
cannot be faid to proceed from a Singulari-
ty of Palate and Judgment : at leaft this_ouwght
not to be faid by Him, who but four Pages
afterwards lets us know, that Srobess efteem’d
em {0 highly, as to infert fome of ’em inte
his Judicious Colle&tions; ard that Sxides
terms ’em "Emqads Qavuasias miv, moft admira-
ble Letters. Sir W. Temple, one would have
thought, might have been fecured from the
imputation of Singularity by the concurring
Judgments of two fuch men, for whom, we
may be fure, Dr Bentley on any other occafion
would have had a particalar regard 5 the one
an eminent Common-placer, and the other a
no lefs eminent Di&ionary-writer. °Tis a
pleafant Reflexion to confider, that Dr Bent-
ley, at the fame time that he is pafling this free
Cenfure on Sir . Temple’s Palate, is himfelf
advancing an Opinion contrary to the fenfe
of all Mankind that had ever written before
him, Will not a modeft Reader, on this oc-
‘ cafion,

27
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cafion, be apt to fay, that both the Criri-
cifmand the Criric too are of a Peculiar Com=

xion ¢ :
He forgets, 1 believe, when and where a

. certain Critic of our times maintain’d, that

Ovid and Manilizs were the only two Poets
that had wir among the Ancients. A very
extraordinary piece of Criticifm ! and which,
doubtlefs, proceeded not from any fingularity
of Palate and Fudgment ! Tis juft as if I thould
fay, that Sir . Temple and Dr Bentley are
the two beft-bred Writers living ; or, to put
it into the Dr’s more- learned and polite way,
‘That Nirens and ‘Therfites - were the only two
formofe men that yepair'd to the Siege of -Ilium.
Mamilius writes with juft as much wie as Dr
Bentley does with modefty : only the difference
is, that Manilus's fubje& would not admit of
wit ; and- therefere he might have it, for
‘ought we know, tho’ he did not fhow it:
-whereas Dr Bentley’s fubject, (which is gene~
rally Himfelf) -does not only admit of modcfty,
but requireit. - S = :
The reft of Dr Bentley's Preamble is taken
up in giving us an account how {purious Books
came to prevail upon the World. He fays,.

“This was & praclice almoft as old as Letters 3 but

thar it chiefly prevail'd, when the Kings of Per-
gamus and Alexandria, rivaling one another in
the Magnificence and Copionfnefs of their Libra-
ries, gave great Rates for any Treatifes thar car-
vied the names of Celebrated- Anthorsy and this
he proves out of Galen upon Hippocrases, de
Nasura Hominss, :

. Thére :
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There are othér Old Writers that tell this
Story, ard tell it more truly, thah Galer did,
tho’ a Native of Pergamws. He pofitively af-
firms; in favour of {h'e Point he i§ proving,

that tifl the time of thefe Rival Princes,

there was no fuch-thing as a fpurious Book
in the World ; which is neither true, nor a-
greeable to what Dr Bentley tells us in the cafe,
that the Prattice of forging Books was almoft as
Old a3 Letrers. Here therefore, as before in
the cafe of Paterculns, Dr Bentley fhould have
contented himfelf with vouching appofite,
tho’ common Authorities ; and not have gone
out of his way to have fetch’'d in a witnefs,
that, after all, fpeaks againft him. But he
loves to-furprize and dazle his Reader: for
who would expe& to -fee 'a point of Hiftory
fetl'd out of a Phyfician? - .

} thoughrindeed Quotation had been the
Dr’s peculiar Province ; -and that either he
could manage that to advantage, or nothing.
But thefe two awkward Proofs out of Diox
Chryfoftome. and Galen (the very firft he has
preduc’d ) have thook my opinion of him even
ix this Refpe&. As we go farther, we fhall
fee clearlier what to judge of him.

F will detain the Reader no-longer in the
Approaches to our Argument, than till I
have defir'd him to joyn with me in his
thanks to Dr Beatley, for the Intimation he
has given us of a certain' Supplement to Pee
tramius ‘found at Buda. He does not, 1 fup-
pofe, mean that from Albs Greca, which any
of his DiQtionaries would have told him was
Latin, not for Buda, but Belgrade: and there-

fore .

4
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fore I conclude, that this muft be fome new
difcovery, which Dr Bentley has had earlier

. notice of,than the reft of the Learned World 3
and that in time he will oblige us with a fur-
ther account of it,

R Bentley havidg declard open War

againft” Phalaris, and all his Party, and

aving in his own Opinion gain'd the Victo-

ry, thought that the more Captive Criticks

there were to follow his Chariot wheels, the

more glorious would his Triumph be : He

begins therefore with giving us an account of

the Number and Strength of the Enemy he
engages. He tells us, that the Epiftles have

been admitted asGenuine, ever fince Stobeus’s

time ; that He has quoted ’em thrice ; that

Suidas fpeaks of ’em with honour ; and that

Tzerzes has made large Extralts out of ‘em.

Thefe three, I think, fays he, are the only Aen

* D, 1y Amongthe Awcientsthar make any mention of Yem *,
They are perhaps the only Axcients, whofe
teftimonies are to be met with, in-any of the
Prefaces to Phalaris : but Dr Bentley methipks

fhould have dug deeper for his materials, and
confulted Original Authors. Had he done fo,

_ ... he might have found , that they are men-
() Epitt tion'd too by () Phorius in his Epiftles, that
(6 “g; 84 they are quoted by Nonmus- (b) in his Hiltori-
wrng s cal Comment on St. Gregory’s Invedtives, and
$dreers by the (¢ ) Scholiaft on Ariftophanes 5 that very
o ,

‘ ~
CASOAY

oo TTcefaaly e, &c. P ;?4. (¢) Plut. verf. 143, Kel & ®dpapts
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Scholiaft, whom, one would think, the Dr,
by his citing him fo often (¢), had through-(e) P.100,
ly read. “The lateft of thefeis fome Cen- 117,118,
turies older tham either Suidas or Tzerzes.[1913%
Indeed Tzerzes, who livid but in the 1athgh” '™
Century, deferves not to be cal’d an A4x-
cient 3 and Br Bentley himfelf is of this mind
- in another part of his Differtation (), where(f)P.s3.
he ftileshim 4 Zater Greek. But it wascon-
venient that he fhould be an Ancient here,
and a Modern there, in order to the diffe-
;;g'nt Ends which Dr Bentley had to ferve by
im.
Befides thefe, there is another remarkable
- Quotation from the Epiftles in Stobexs, which
Dr Bentley has overlook’d; *tis Tsz. CCXVIIL
where an entire Epiftle of Phalaris is tran-
fcrib’d, as it is again in the Colle@ion of Ax-
tonius and Maximus the Monks, which accom-
panies Srobens. Had Dr Benmtley had thefe
Authorities in his view, he might with bet-
ter Grounds, tho’ not with more Affurance,
have pronounc’d, that * The Epiftles bave the * P. 1a.
general Warrant and Certificate for this laft thou-
Jand years, before the Reftoration of Learning.
And thus far Ican agree with him: but
when he further affures us, that + A/ thet P13y
Scholars of thofe Ages receiv’d em for true Ori-& 3%
ginals 5 as willing as Iam to hear any thing
iR Phalariss favour, I muft beg leave to
diffent from him; becaufe I find One of
thofe I mention’d (and Him aScholar, I
think, if there wereany in the Age inwhich
he liv'd) fpeaking of ’em with fome diftruft :
>Tis Photins 1. mean ; who gives ’em indeed an.
extraordinary . charafter, and prefers’em ;o
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the Epiftles of Plato, Ariffotle, and Demofthe:

nes : but withal imtimates his Sufpicions that

they are not Genuine, when he calls ’em the
* Ep.2o7. * Epiftles that are attribused to Phalaris, and
Tdseés - joyns ’em with thofe that ( as he fpeaks ) are
Awpir 2va gfeyih’d ¢o -+ Brutus, ‘

i« With thefe  Ancients, he tells us, many
+ 1b. &, Moderns have concurr’d in Opinion ; parti-
Biros ém- Cularly, that Fazellusand Facobus Capelins,two
ytapsias. very Learned men, have afferted the credit
of the Epiftles; and that Selden himfelf de-

pended on ‘em fo much, as to determine a

point of Chronology out of ’em. And now.

what would a Modeft man ¢éxpe& fhow’d have

been Dr Bewtley's end in reckoning up all

thefe great Mens Opinions, but to ftrengthen

and countenance his Own ? whereas he brings

’em in, onlyto fhew how impoflible it was

for them to judge right, who had the mif-
fortune to live before him. In fpight of what

the Learned men of fo many Ages and Na-.

tions have - thonght and faid, Dr Bml?

(a) P. 64.kmows (&), and will demonftrate (b), Phalaris’s
(6)P.s. Epiftles to be [purions : Nay, he is very much.
miftaken, he fays, in the nature and force of his

Proofs, if ever any man bereafter, that reads

“emy perfift in bis O)l’d Opinion of making Phalaris:

(<) P. 13, 4n Anthor (¢). 1 will own to the Reader, that
had thefe words ofter’d themfelves to me be-

fore I had been acquainted with Dr Bemley’s
Manner, they would have given me fome un--

eafinefs. Phalaris was always a Favourite-

book -with me ; from the moment 1 knew it,

I'wili’d it might prove an Original : I had.

now and then indeed fome fufpicions that

’twas not Genuine ; but I lov'd him fo much

more
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more than I fufpe&ed him, that I wouvd not
Auffer my felf to dwell long upon ’em. To
be fincere, The Opinion, or Miftake if you
will, was fo pleafing, that I was fomewhat
afraid of being undeceivid, However; I ven-
tur’d to try, whether the Dr’s Proofs would
overbear me with that weight of demonftra-
tion they threatned. I read ’em, I weigh'd
%m 5 and I found, to my fatisfaction, that Phas
laris might ftill be an Author, notwithftanding
what Dr Bemley had faid againft him.. Nay,
I affure the Reader, that my Doubts about the
Authority of the Epiftles, fince 1 read Dr Ben-
tley’s Diflertation, aremuch leflen’d ; and if he
thould write once moreupon the Subject, per-
haps the point would be clear to me. :
. His Arguments againft the Epifttes ( they
are togo for fuch, till I have prov’d ’em not
to be Argments) when taken out of the Con-
fufion -with which he has delivgr’d ’em, may
be dittingifh’d into fuch, as affe the whole,
or touch only thofe Particudar Epiftles from
whence they are drawn. The firft of thefe
are of" greateft confequence; for it any One
of %em holds, the Authority of the . Epiftles is
in danger: and I fhall therefore, with Dr
Bentley’s leave, confider ’em in the firft place.
In order to come at any of thefe, I muft over-
look a great many of his Pages for .the pre-
fent ; not without intentions of returning to
’em : for he has advanc’d nothing on' this:
Subjed; but what fhall, in its proper Time
and Place, have a thorough Examination. ‘
The Firft ofthefe General Proofs, that I meet:
with, (for 1 fhajl take %em as they lye) is in
the 12th Paragraph, where the Dr. objeds:
S : againft
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(a) P. 44

(6)D. 41.

(c) D. 41.

Dr Beatley’s Differtation apon the

agdinft the Dialeét Phalaris ufes; who reign-
ing in Sicily, and being, as he tells vs (4), born
there, fhould have fpoken Doric, the prevai-
ling Language of the /fland ; whereas he
writes Artic, the beloved Dialelt of the Sophifts,
in which they affctted to excell one amosher even to
Pedantry and Solecifm (b).

Tho’, it be no very material point, yet I
cannot grant' the Dr that the Language of
thefe Lettersis properly Attic. There aresin-
deed feveral Attic ways of fpeech in ’em
but fo there are in other Authors, who con-
fefledly wrote in the Common Diale&. >Tis
one thing to mix Atticifms in one ftyle, and
anather thing ftrictly to write Attic ; Homer
did the one, Thucydides and Plaro the other :
however no body. will fay, that Homer wrote
in the fame Dialect with Thucydides and Plato.
Dr Bentley has abundance of pure Anglicif/msin
his Latin, and Latinifms in his Englifh ; buthe
will not for all that be willing to allow, cither
that his Diflertation on Malala is in Englith,
or that this on Phalaris is in Latin,

Well, but fuppofing the Letters to be in
Attic, what ufe does he make of this 7 why,
he argues from hence, that they were written
by the Sophifts; who, he tells us, affeited to
excell one another in writing Attic, evento Pedan-
try and Solzcifm (¢) A very deep Refle-
&ion! fo deep, that I muft confefs my felf
to be alittle at ‘a lofs  for the Meaning of it.
The pegufal of a late Author indeed has gi-
venmed clear Notion what itis to be 4f-
fected evcn to Pedantry : but the being affeCted
even to Solecifm, and in _Arric too, is to Me,
I confefs, a very incomprehenfible degree of

LY
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AffeQation. Fthought, the Arhenians, of all
the Greeks, {poke the moft Properly, and
Purély, and were the furtheft remov’d from
any fufpicion of Solecifm ; and that thereforé
no one could be guilty of it, while he fpake

as They fpake, any more than a Man can -

ftick ftriGtly to the Language of the Court,
and yet fpeak falfe Englifh. But Dr Bentley’s
Notions of Language ciffer much from mire
and therefore ’tis no wonder if I do not ap-
prehend him.

Tolet his Flourifh pafs then, and to come
to his Argument 5 1 will venture to fay, that
it is a fily onc: and I makethus fice with t,
becaufe it is my Own, and mention’d by Me,
in my Preface to Phalaris * as

35

one of the GroundsIhadto  * Neg cim Siculis Scripto-
fufpet the Authority of the 7ib placueris Jemper Didle.

\ K s s Doricay, Agrigentinorum
Epitftles ; tho’ I was far, even (qui anviquiziis “Dores crant )

Then, from having that high Tyranmusalia wsi debuir. p. 3.

Opinion of it Dr Bentley has,

or thinking it to be Demonftrative Evidence :
and the more I confider it, the lef§ Weight [
find in it.

For Phalaris was by no means oblig’d to
fpeak Doric, on'the account of his being 4 Si-
ctlian born ; for two good Reafons: becanfe
the Natives of Sicily (‘and fo of other places)
did not always write in the prevailing Dia~
le& of their Country ; and becaufe Phalaris
was no Native of Sicify. 1 fhall difpatch this
Laft point firlt, becanfe it will ggyeus the
leaft Trouble.

If the Credit of the Letters ftands good,
Phalaris, we are fure; was no Sicilian ; Dr
Bentley mdeed fays be was, and threatens to

- D2 prove
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+ P. 44 proveit from Good Authors + : but threatn’d
Hiftory, as well as other threatn’d things,
has the luck fometimes to live long; and fo
it has happen'd in the prefent point : for the
Dr, notwithftanding his Menaces, has not,
throughout his Diflertation, faid a Syllable to
fhake it. ..

7. I can help the Dr indeed to One Author,
+that {peaks fomething to his purpofe; and
Him an Old Scholiaft too,which will pleafe the

(o) In  Dr the better : Nonnses (a) fays, that Phalaris

Greg. In- wag by birth a Sicilian ; but he gives this, to

“elhp-143* gether with fome other Impertinent and Ri-
diculous Accounts of him, which he there
confutes, This is all I'can at prefent do for
the Drin the matter; and as little as i1t
is, it is more than the Dr has done for him.
felf. ‘

— But whether Phalaris were of Sicily, or no ;
' ) the Dris pofitive (), that
et sl vemiord Wjwe e was not of Afypales, 2
bjr:rj’(}wgmpbsr. Differt.  CILY 10 Crere, as 1 have re-
Pe 44 prefented him.  And wpon
Cur Diligent Editors made this fanfied miftake of mine -
}hftt 1)ili‘f[);ld€:{oi”be‘;l¢:§r';% } he is very mery, and throws
o bt cas 0 7 out a great deal. of awkward
where clfe. Differt: 258y ollery ; which, had there
' been an Occafion given for it, would, let me
tell him, have but ill become a Man of his,
Gravity, and a Reader of Old Scholiafts: but
as it is founded purely ona Miftake of his
own, is Jomewhat the more unfeafonable, and
unbecoming. For, after the Dr’s fit of Mirth
isover, I would ask him ferioefly, how he
. comes to impute the Difcovery of this new
City in Crue to me? do not the Epiftles
. ‘ them-

[}
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themfelves plainly fuppofe it ? and does not

He himfelf grow wife enough, or fincere

- enough, by the 58th Page, exprefly to own

that theydofo ; and fave me the trouble of
proving it? I have the fame Authority to

fay that Phalaris was born at Afypalea in

Crete, as that he was born at any place of that

Name. And what has the Dr to oppofe to it? *

why, he affures us, that there was no fuch

City in Crere. Has he thena Lift of all the
Hiundred Cities there ? if he has, ’tis a com-
pleater one by far than Prolbmy’s ; and a migh-

tier Difcovery in Geography, than that of

mine, with which he fo ingenioufly diverts
himfelf. He fhould however have had fome
Wifdom ‘in his Mirth, and have look’d about

him, before he refolv’d to be pofitive. Had

he done fo, he wou’d have found, that both
Golrzins (&) and Fazellus (b)

made this Difcovery before  (4) Hift. Sicil. & Mag.
me: the Laft of thefe Dr G, ex Numifm. p 120,
Bentley has vouchfafd to call pvc. retenfis, Lrbe 4.
a very Learned Man (¢); and  * (b) Rer. Sic. Dec. 1,1. 6,
Il ventureto call the Other C. 1. Phalaris Cretd Infuld
fo. Sothat if Idid miftake, Vrée Aflypbalide oreus.

I miftook after Great Names:  (¢) Differt.p. 124

and Dr Bemtly is unpardona-

ble, for not’krowing, or not owning, what

" One of thefe had faid ; for he quotes (4) the (d)Differt.
-very Page in Fazellus, where the Words 1p- 12
have produc’d from him are. If he hadread

it, as well as quoted it, he could not have

mifs’d ’em ; They ftand fo fairly in the Front

of Fazellus's thort account of Phalaris, that

‘they muft needs have ftar’d him inthe Face.

1 will not be fo rude as to call the Dr a

b D3 Sc-
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Second band Critic 5 but the Reader may judge

how far he has given me an occafion to

doit. ~ .

- But no Geographer, he fays, has mention’d this
*Diffp.q, City in Crete*, H

“ fuppofe, he means, no 0O/d one. -No more

have they feveral of the other Ninety Nine

* which neverthelefs were as furely there, as if

half a dozen Geographers had given us the

Names of them. It isenough for my pur-

pofe, that the Letters have mention'd this

Aftypalea. M Dr Bemtley will difcard all

Places. that occurr but once in Ancient Wri-

ters, he'll make mad Work in Geography.

* What does he think of Trinacia, the Sicilian

+P. 89. Tawn in Piodorus? -} what of the Kage yées
~ mention’™d by Scylax ? where elfe does he
meet with’em ? He’ll fay, they are corrupt
Readings, perhaps: but the MSS agree in

Jem. No matter for that! while the MSS

are for Him, heis for Them; and no lon-

ger. And therefore to fhorten the Work,

and fave my felf, and the Reader, the trou--

ble of more Inftances, I’ll put the Dr in

mind of what the Learned Palmerius fays up-

Fius Loci ON this paffagein Scylax:  The Wame of this
Jfeu Regiun- Place, or Region, {ays he, occwrs rio where, thas
cule alibi 1 know of, but bere. Neverthelefs, this is not a
quod [ciam fucient reafon why we [honld quit the word :  for
;q"; i o’ how many Places, how many Regions were there, of
Sed ides which there is but a fingle, " or no mention made in

f%ré non ' the Authots that have come down to ns 2. Does the
et exter- :

minanda ex boc loco Vox. Nam quot Loce, quot Regiuncula fuerums
quarum Authores, qui od wps wfque devenerunt, wvel femel, vel nun=
quam feceruny mensionem 2 " o s

¢ fpeaks unwarily 5 1 will’

Dr
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Dr think, becaufe Afypalea was an Ifland a
mong the Cyclades, and among the Sporades,
that therefore it could not be a Towr any
where elfe? Is not this jult the Cafe of Naxos.
which was an Ifl¢ amongthe Cyclades, and
yet a Town in Crete, and in Sicily too? Stra-
bo mentions Affypalea a Promontory in Artica,
another Promontory of that name in Caria;
a third Afypalea, the ancient Metropolis of
the Ifland Cos: and why might there not be
an Affypalea in Crete too? :

I have dwelt too longon this point ; how-
ever I cannot yet part with it, till I have
done right to the Learned Greek Profeffor of
Cambridge, whom Dr Bentley takes upon him
to correft, without the leaft Ground or Co-

“lour'of Reafon : to fhew, I fappofe, that he
was Impartial ;  and refolv’d to beftow his
Good. Manners, as he had done Himfelf, upon
Both Univerfities. _ , ,

Mr Barses wonld have the Ifland Afypalea,
where he fuppofes Phalaris born, to be that
among the Cyclades. Dr Pemley, allowing
Phalaris to have been born in the 1fland 4fy-
palea, yet fays it muft be that among the Spo-
rades,, for shis convincing Reafon: becanfe
thic . Latter was nearef to Crete, whither Pha-
laris’s Wife and Son are fisppos’d to have fled. Ep.
LXIX *. Giving the Dr L-ave to fuppofe
this Flight from Affypalea to Crete, why muft
it needs be from the Affypalea that was ncar-
et 2 Thofe that fly are afually glad to get as
far as they can out of the reach of their Pur-
faoers.” ‘But pow even the Flight, upon the

39
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Suppofition- of which this fine Reafoning -

turns, is it felf a Fi&ion. For neither in that

D4 , Epiftle
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(l’) *Agu- .

Dr Bcntley’; Differt ation apon the

Epiftle which the Dr quotes for this, nor iz
any other Epiftle, isany fuch Flight mention’d,
or fuppos'd, or in theleaft intimated. Was
it worth his while to forge this little Piece of
Hiftory, only in order to contradiét his Bet-
ters ? Is the Pleafure of inventing a Circum-
ftance, meerly to be rude with, an Equivaleat
to the fhame of being told on’t? '
* But he has found the Profeflor in another
Miftake, as Material as This, and as- well
made out. JVIr Barnes had call’g the !ﬂang
Aftypala, and not Afypalea; and the Exa&
Eﬁyp&;ﬂey therefore if fo kind, as tp infor

him how it fhould be fpelt. A'little fhare of
Good Nature would have made the Dr fu:
fpe@ an Error of the Prefs in this cafe, if
there had been any Error *, and a little ‘more
Reading thai he has, would have taught him,
that there was no Error in it: for the Pro-
feffor ‘call’d the Ifland but as Scylax («) had
call’d it before him. On both thefe accounts,
the Dr might have fpar’d his Criticifm : ang
fo Le would probably, but that Mr Profef-

~ forhad been guilty of a Fault not to be for-

(6) Differ.
_?. 44+

given by Gratuitoufly undertaking to Apologize
Jfor the Epiftles of Phalaris (b)), in his Elaborate
Edition of Euripides : thatis, (for I can make

. no other fenfe of it) by defending the. Au-

thority of the Epiftles, withous having ary
thing for bis Pains. ‘This looks as if the Br
thought Learned Men were to {et a Price upon
their Civilities, and never part with a Favour
till they had their Fee.

. But to return from our Digreflion ; Let us
. allow the Dr what he contends for, withont

any manner of Proof or Reafon, that Phela-
- o . _7is
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Yis was a Sicilian born: will he inferr from
hence, that it was neceffary for him to write
in Doric ? That I can never allow him, ~ For
we have Inftances without Number, of Au-
thors writing in a Diale& different from that
of their own Country ; and not a few Inftan-
ces of Sicilian Writers, who laid afide the
Doric = and why then fhould Phalarss, aPrince,
and a very Arbitrary and Lawlefs one, be
confin’'d toit? _Agathyrfides, the Hiftorian of
Samos, had he followd the Diale&t of his
Country, would have written in Jowic 5
and Chryfermus of Corimh , in Doric:
and yet both of ‘em writ in the Common
Diale®, as appears by the Extrads out of
*em, preferv'd in Stobeus. So did Andronicus
the Rbodian, who paraphrasd fome part of
Ariftotle, and Dionyfins the Halicarnaffian 5 tho
both Rhkodes and Halicarnafs were Cities of Do-
rian Oxiginal. Herodotus was of the fame place
with Dionyfius, and yet made the Jonic Dialect
his choice ; as Hippocrates of Cos, a Dorian
Town glfo, had done before him, Rbianus,
and Epimenides were both probably Crerans
that the Firft of thefe wrote not in the particu-
lar Diale® of Crete, we areas fure, as that the
large Fragment afcrib’d to him 1s His; that
the Latter did not, we have reafon to think
from the fhort Citation but
of him in St. Paul (a), where (&) Kpires dd Jsvml, va-
we find the Common word ds %6 Ongia, sastpes dpic
imploy’d inftead of «, which
the Grammarians tell us (b) (b) Fob. Philop. L
was peculiar to the!nhabitantg ( )'Rrimbusf }de Diale&is.
of that Ifland. Alceus, Sappho, :
and Simonides, were born in places where the
- ~ ‘ ’ Tonic
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(a) This

Dr Bentley’s Di]]'értation wpon the
Tanic was {poken, and yet wrote their Lyric

Poems in Zolic, or Doric. Dr Bentley in- .
deed pretends in fome meafure to account

for this, by faying, that the Lyric (or, as He
.loves to {peak, the Afefic ) Poets chofe the

Doric Diale@ for the fake of the Doric Har-
mony, which was fitted to That, and to the
Nature of the Qde: but why then did not
the reft of the Lyric Writers chufe it too ?
It wou’d have become Anacreor’s Odes, every
whitas well as Sappho’s ; and Archilochas’s, as
well as either: and yet both Aracreon and
Archilochus wrote in Ionic, So that no fure
Rule can be fix’d, or holding Reafon given,
for the Ancient Writers departing from the
Idiom of their Country : Hiftorians, Mora-
lifts, Philofophers, and Poets of all forts.
praltis’d it at pleafure; chufing: fuch a
Diale, as either pleas’d their Own Ear, or-
the Ears of thofe for whofe fake they wrote,
robably wasthe and whom they endeavour’d

Cafe of Callimachus, ¥ his
Hymn upon the Baths of Pal-
las, compos'd by him in Do-
ric, to compliment the Ar-
gians ( or Argivansy, as Dr
Bentley new names ‘em, p.
$2): tho the fame reafon will
not hold for his Other Doric
Hymn, dedicated to the ho-
nour of Ceres:nor can any rea-
fon 1 believe, be given for it,
but what will equally prove,
that he ought to have written
the reft of his Hyrons in Doric.

to pleafe («); or fuch, as
they thQught fuited Beflt with
their Subject : and very often
they took up with that Dia--
le&, which wasin Fafhion a-
mong the Polite¢’ Writers of
the Age in which theyliv’d,
For, that there wasa Fafhion
in Diale&s,and that the Chief
of ’em had feverally their
Courfe and Period, in which .
they flourifh’d, may ( not to

mention other Proofs of it) be gather’d from -
a Paflage in Dionyfius Halicarnaffens 5 where he .

fays of the Old Greck Authors, that rhey
chofe

-~
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chofe the Ionic Dialet to write in, asbeing
that which was moft in Vogne . . i
in their_time (b). 1 fuppofe  (b) 'O s 'ldle acs
this only as probable, Dr Ben- '";’,:‘";C evors pdnisn dvlE
tley would have faid it was gay. Dion. Hal.in Thugyd.
demonftrable. But no man '
fhould be Dogmatical in Cafes of this Nature,
where feveral other Circumftances, befides
the vaft diftance of Time, concur to make the
Subje& obfcure ; where all is but a Lucky
Guefs, and He that is moft Learned muft, if he
be fair, confefs that he has buta very dim and
uncertain Light to fee by.

It will then be very hard upon our Sicilian
Prince, to deny him a Liberty, which Wri-
ters of all forts, and of all other Countries
and Times have taken: and it will be harder
ftill, if we confider, that this is what has been
. done often, even by Sicilizns themielves. Dijo-
dorns and Empedocles are famous Inftances of
this kind ; the One in Profe, and the Other
in Verfe : Archimedes the Syracufian’s Works
do not all equally partake of the Doric Idiom ;
fome have more, and fome have lefs of it,
as they were written fooner or later ;and his
Treatife of the Sphere and Cylinder, the- moft
remarkable part of his Works, leaft of all.

To come yet clofer to our point : We have
a Letter writ by Dion of Syracufe to Dionyfinc 4 Plac.
Tyrant of that place,’ andyf;art of another + Epift- 7.
written by Dienyus himfelf; both preferv’d 2ionis
among the Epiffles of Plaro; where there %™
is not the leaft thadow of Doricifin: but as
well the Prince, as the Philofopher, have writ-
ten their Epiftles in fuch a Dialett, assf (to ufe x Difer.
Dr Bentley's Gentleman-like Phrafe) they badp. 43.
gone to School as Athens *. Nay

\
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DrBentley’s Differtation upon the

Nay.fome of the Princes and States of Sj-
cily, and other Dorian Countries, havecaus’d
Coins to be ftruck, whofe Infcriptions are not
in pure Doric. Abundance of Inftances of
thiskind are tobemet with in Golrzius, Parata,

* Asopucts AN Harduin : 1 fhall give the Reader a Taft of
Bamatwss them in the Margin *,

Tepwrv s
Banatag.

 Eycdexs isgs dyayGr, a Cretan mony; in fome otheg

Inferiptiond it is Zusw'ppas. “Téam, the Inicription of a Coin, be-
longing to Veliz, a Townin Magna Gracis.

-But the moft remarkable Inftance of all is
that of Zalencus, King of the Locrians, a Do-
ric Colony ; the Prefice to whofe Laws is
preferv’d in Srobews, an -exa& and faithful
Copier of Qld Authors, and has plainly no-

~ thing of the Doric Diale& in it.  Diodoras

Siculus, who does not fo ftritly tranfcribe,
but chufes rather to weave things into the
Phrafe and Body of his Hiftory, has the fame
Preface, with fome Alterations; but none,
zhat make it more.Doric than itis in Seo-
eUS. ) )

And now, upon a View of thefe Inftances,

. (and others of this kind, which I could pro-

(«) Difl.
1,’. 41.

duce ; butI fpare the Reader ) 1 might be- |
fpeak the Dr in his own pert way of Enqui-
Ty 5 Pray, how came Astic (or any other Dia-
le& but the Doric) o be the Court Langnage at
Syracufe ? How came Zaleucus, and Dionyfius
the Tyrant, [o to doat on the Dialest of a Demo-
craty (4) ? How is it, thatthofe Little Prin-
ces of Sicily, as Arbitrary and Jealous of their
Prerogative as the Mightieft Monarch what-
ever, allow’d of -Infcriptions on their Coins,
which were not in the Language of their
- : Country ?
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Country ? Any clear Solution that he fhall
pleafe to afford us of thefe. matters will equal-
Iy ferve to give wsan account, why Phale-
ris too might be excus’d from writing in
Doric. :

The Dr indeed has endeayour’d to prevent
me in fome part of the Evidence that I have
brought ; and has excepted againft fuch In- -
ftances as thofe of Empedocles, and Diodorus,
whofe Cafe he fays, is widely remate from that of
our Tyrant. The former being to write an EPIC
POEM, (hew’d an excellent fudgment in laying
afide bis Country Diale&t forthat of thelonians ;
for the Deric Idiom had not Grace and Majefty
eriongh for the Subjcét he was engag’d in = being pro-
per indeed for Miimes, Comedies, and *Paftoralsg
where Men of Ordinary Rank are reprefented, &c.
bus not 1o be us’d in HEROIC, without grear dif-
 advantege (a). " (&Dife.

I defire Dr Bentley to inform me, in whatp. 49.
Old Scholiaft, or Manufcript Author, he has
met with this Curious account of Empedocles’s
writing an Epjc Poem : as much out of the
way as he loves to read, he’libe hard putto’t,
I believe, to find an Authority for it. 1f he
can, ’tis plain he knows more of Empedocles’s
Works than Laertius didy who has been fo
abfurd, as toinform us particularly of feves
ral lefs confiderable Pieces of his, and to pafs
over altogether in filence this Epic Poem.
Dr Bemley will be pleas’d, at his leifure, to
- produge his Vcuchers in this point ; which I
am apt to believe he will do, at the fame time
that he letsus know where the Buda MS of
Pesroniusisto be met with, Empedocles wrote
many _things in Hexametersindeed ; but Dr
- Bentley
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Bemtley fure canpot be fo wretchedly ignorant
as to think, that every large Copy of Verfes
written in Hexameters, is an Epic Poem,
Avifforle would have inform’d him, that Em-
pedocles was fo far from being an Epic Poer, a
Poet of the firft Rank, -that he fcarce deferv’d
the Name of a Paet at large : There és nothing,
fays he, thas Homer and Empedocles agree in
but their Verfe 5 and therefore Homer indeed may

: ., juhly-becalbd & Poct, b Em-

* "Oudiy nouvéy 8y Oui- “pedocles rather & Naturaliff,

B B vty than a Poct *. Orif Ariftorle
J‘i(ﬂ,ov,uu-?v,'rbv 82 sumas- D€ o0 good a Book fOl: Dr
390 udnov s Thonrisd. Poctc.x.  Bemtley to  converfe with
there is a Writer of lefs fize,
Comp, of even his<Friend Mr #Wotton, who would have
anc. od tanght him the Diftinétion between Philofoph;-
mods f“"’ cal and Epical Poems y that is, fuch as Empe:
P3%  cles and Lucretins wrote on the one fide,
.and Homer and Pirgil on the other. He
who is fo nicely fevere upon Phalaris, fot
confounding wir® and iasydr (5), fould
. have takem care not to have given Phalss
(8) Differ.ris’s Friends an Opportunity of making Re-
?-59-  prifals. The Fatal Miftake in this cafe was;
that Swidas, the Dr’s Oracle, calls him izerords,
which ih-iély taken, fignifies an Epsc Poet,but-
in it’s loofe fenfe a Ferfifier only ; and the Dy
was not at leifure to take notice of this diftin-

&ion. '
And if Empedocles did not write an Epic
Poem, how did he fhew bis Fudgment - in laying
afide his Cownry Dixlet? Could not Phyfics
have been as Judicionfly wrote in Doric Perfe;
by Him, as in Doric Profe by QOcellns Lucanus,”
and the reft of the Pyrhagorcans ? His Trgzia_.
o tife
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tife of Expiations (c), why would it not have ()Kadep-
bora being writtenin Doric,as well as Theocri- ke
145’ Pharmaceutria ?  efpecially fince Lacrtius
intimates, that the Subje& of that Treatife
was in great meafure’ drawn from the Pyrha-
goreans : would itnot properly then have been
compes’d in the Diale@ thofe Philofophers
usd ! We have feveral fmall Remains of
Empedosles; but not aLine of his in Doric,
We have a Large Fragment of his direfted
to the People of Agrigenr, his Townfmen -
did he fbew bis Fudgment in laying afide bis Coun-

1y Dialelt there too, when he” was direing
his- Verfes to-the very People of his Country ?
Had the - Doric Idiom not Grace ard Majefty
enongh for the Subjelt be was engag’d in, when -
the Subject was no higher than an~ Account of
Himfeltto his own Countrymen? If Doric
be propur for, Mimes, Comedies, and Paflorals,
‘where Men of ordinary Rank are reprefented, why

is it not as proper for little Poems, where
Men: of ordinary Rank are addrefed to? [ -
believe it would puzzlea Man of lefs Sagaci-
ty -than: Dr Bentley, to tell us, for what rea-
fon Empedacies vs’d Ionic, but becaufe he had
amind to't ; and may not the fame reafon be
urg’d alfo in behalf of the Attic of Ppa.
laris 2 :

Dr Bentley- has bad very ill Luck in bring-
ing off the Poer, let us fee whether he has bet-
ter in-what he hasto fay for the Hiforian.
* Diodorus Siculus, he tells us, and the other
Hiftoriansof Darian Nations, bad great reafon to
dec/ine the Ufe of their Vernacular Tongue, as im-
proper for Hifiory's which befides the affettarion
of Eloguence, aimsat Eafinefs and Perfpicusty, and

. ”

* P, §Co
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|
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' Dr Beatley’s Differtation ipen the

és defign.d for General Ufe : bus the Doric is Comfe
and Ruftic, and always clouded with ap Obfcurity.
The Reader cannot but obfcrve in this Paf-
fage the particular Beauty and Happinefs of
the Dr’s Expreflion: but it matters not much
l}ow, he Writes, let us confider how he Rea-
ons, . o . S

" If the Dr’s Solution be juft, how came

Archimedes, and the Pythagorean Naturalifts,
and Moralifts, not to declinc the ufe of their
Virnacular Tongue, as well as the Hiffocians?
They all, I dare fay, aim’d as much at Per-
gzicui(y ; and the Laft of the Three, doubtlefs,
efign’d their Treatifes as mpch for Generd

Ule. 1 will not fay indeed, that they affected
-Eloguence  becaufe I do not think thata goad
Chara&er, whatever Dr Bentley may: but,
which is much better, they were Eloquent,
very Lofty and Magnificent, and withal very
Clear in their Expreflion: on both which -
accounts they are recommended by Dio:g {)m
y.

Halicarraffeus *, to be read by

¥ Mgarompirés 38 77 all thofe that defire to write
Met, & mivinok 8 5% well, And his Judgment in
ggAciTun il 2t 2 ehis Cafe is the more to be

P 70

o _ valu’d ; becaufe He wrote ex-
cellently well himfelf, and with great Per-
{picuity. :
. ’Tis true, as the Doric Dialef® grew. out
of Ufe and Requeft, their Writings grew lefs
Eafic and Perfpicuous ; and Porphyry had rea-
fon therefore to attribute the decay of the
Pythagorean Se& to the Ufe, or rather to the

- Decay of that Dialet : but without difpute
~ the Deoric, in its flourifhing ‘days, had the

fame degree of Clearnefs as the reft ; and i}_t;lﬁ
- . 1-
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Philofophérs, that writ in it, defign’d theit
Works to be of as General Ufe, and to laft
as long as thofe of the Hiftorians. - So. that
Dr Bentley has affign’d no Reafons for the Hifto-
rians not writing in Doric, but what will ferve
as well to prove Others riot to have writ in it
tho’ we are fure they did : a Way of arguingz
worthy his Adveriturous Pen! and which no-
body, I believe, will envy him the honour of ! -
Hitherto I have been proving againft Dt

Bentley, (1 hope not without fuccefs) that Pha- -
{aris was under no obligation of writing Doric,

tho’ he had been 2 Sicilian born : much lefs was

he oblig’d to write it, upon the account of hi§
Living among the Agrigentines, or Reignin

over them, as Dr Bentley pretends. - He was'd
Publican (faysthe Dr) or Cofleétor of Taxes; conld

not thar Perpernal Negoce and Converfe with the
Dorians bring bis Mouth to [peak alittle broader * 2% P, 46.
No doubdt it could; and perhapsitdid : butthe
Queftion is, whether, notwithftanding his ledar-

ning Doric, he might not retain another Dia-

le& with it 3 and fpeak it, and writé it at his
pleafore?  But would not He that aim’d at Mo-.
warchy, and for that reafon defign’d to te Popular,

bave quitted bns Old Dialelt for that of the places

and not by every word b [pake make the Invidions
Difcovery of bhis being a Stranger ? “The Dr
forgets, that every one of Phalaris’s Epiftles

were written afrer he was a Tyrant: He
might, for ought we know, fpeak Doric be-

fore he got into Power; but afterwards there

was no need of courting the People, for he .
‘govern'd by »is Blew-coars-F. And I think he P34
could not have taken a more proper way of
fhewing his Tyrannical Temper , than by

' E throw-
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throwing off the Language of the Country,
and ufing a Foreign Diale& in all his Di~
fpatches. The Conguerar is fuppos’d to haye -
;ﬁme much the fame thing by Us, when .he
hang’d the Language of our Law ; and ke
ew’d himfelf in nothing mbre a Conquerar,
than by Woingit. == L
¢ Butthe Dr has urg’d, that Phalaris, being
fuch a Tyrant, would not probably have been
fond of the Langnage of a Democraty, that was
cminently wumriearyGs an baser of Tyrants ¥, Was
not Doric too the Language. of the Lacederns-
pians ? and did not they hate Tyrants, as much
gs the Arhenians themfelves? At this rate, Pha-
laris could not have fpoken any Diale& of the
Greek Tongue, for every one of ’em was. the
Language of a Democraty,fomewhere or other.
If the Dr’s Reafoning be right indeed, it-may

.happen to prove that the Epiftles are not Ge-

nuine, becaufe not writtenin Perfic 5 but it will
never prove ’em Spurious, becaufe they arenot
written in Doric. After all, what Triflesare
thefe to amufe us with ?" that Phaleris, to hé
fure, would not fpeak Attic, becaufe the Athé-
nians sz bis time drove our Pififtratns ? Would
T give my felf leave to Declaim at this rate,
might I not with much better colour fay, that
Phalaris would, to chufe, make nfe of that
Diale&t; becaufe it was the Language of Pi-

- fiftratus, his Brother Tyrant ? I fee Dr Bentley

loves no lefs to argue, than read out of the
way ; and it is fo much out of the way, that I
am atham’d to follow him. : .

Were I {o very a Critic, as to love Wran.

* “gling rather than Truth, 1 might further di-

~ fpute it with the Dr, whethet Doric we-e

’ the
, :

L J
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thé Language of 4, 'igm, or no, and that

upon no lefs an Authority - than Strabo’s,

who ‘exprefly fays, that qu‘gcm was a Colo-
n

ny of the Jomians (a): A

‘Monfienr Menage (b) rely'd
upon this fo far, -as to ac-
count from hence for the
Ionic of Empedocles.. How-
ever, I muft freely own my
"Opinion, that this Paffage is
‘corrupted, and that we ought
to read Teawer inftead of "Idver,
according to the ‘account

(€) Kauapiva J’mxﬁ
Fvparsdar , Axpeiras
Tovay. L. 6, po273.

" (8) Certé uterds Agrigens
tum lonum Colonia, tefte Stras
bone, Agrigentini, licet Siculi,
(quiquidem Siculi Dores erant)
lonico fermone forfan uschan-
tur. Notz in Diog. Laert.
L. 8, fe&. Go. .

which that moft Exa& and
“Faithiful Writer Thucydides has given us 5 not
“to mention Polybins, and the Scholiaft on” Pin-
~ dar.”’ ‘And this Conjetture is the more pro-
‘bable, becaufe Sirabo feems to be fpeaking
there of Colonies drawn from one part of
‘Sizily to another ; fuch as that from Syracufe
tO Camarina, which he mentions in the words
“immediately foregoing. 1 wonder how this
‘efcap’d the moft'Learned and Acute Cafau-
bors obfervation. ' Not to infift upon this
‘therefore ; but allowing Dr Benrley, that A-
"grigent Was a Dorian Town, as I believe it was
éowin’g"him, that Phalaris was even born
here, if he pleafes, or in any other Town in
Sicily that he thall pitch upon, as I believe
the was not : and allowing further, that Phala-
#45 was oblig’d on'this account to. fpeak Do-
ricas Tong as he liv'd, yet ftill I bave One
%ueition to ask the Dr ; How can he prove,
‘that Phalaris did not write Doric ? ’tis true,
the Epiftles at prefent are not in that Diale@ ¢
but they might have been Originally in it
- E 2 ' and
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation apon the
and afterwards,upon the difufe of that Dialedy,
bave been turn’d out of it into.the Ordinary, Lan-.
_goege, at the Fancy of fome Copyer before the Days

* P. 49 of Stobzus *.  This the' Dr has irrefragably

-~ %

4

.~ = provid, in the very Article we are upon,. to
* . have hbeen the cafe of Qcelus Lucanus's Book,

el ol 7% Tlaslis gunies : and why may jt pot.
have been the cafe too of Phalaris’s Epiftles 2.
_If fome Copyer, fince Stobens’s time, thought

" that Ocellus’s Phyfics would look better .out of

- Doric, than in it, and therefore tran{dialeced

*+ " ’em; why might not fome other Copyer,. be-.

fore Stobaus’s time, think the fame of oyr Ty-
rant’s Letters, and do the fame to’em ? and:
.why, after this was done, might not the Ori-
ginal Phalaris be loft, as well as the Origi-
nal Ocellus ? It is certdin, Stobens thought

* _that this might fo happen, or at lealt, that-

Phalaris might not have written Doric.ori-
ginally ; for he tranfcribes {everal of his Epi-
ftles into his Excellent Work , in the very
Language we now find ’em, without ima-
gining in the leaft that they could not be
‘Genuine , becaufe they were not in Doric, |
Such a Confequence as that never enter’d .
into his Head: He had met with feveral .
Sicilian Writers, that chofe to write out..
‘of the Dialed of their Country ; particutér:g A
Empedocles, an Author of the fame Town with
Phalaris : (He had not indeed met with any
' Hervic Poem of his ; that’ Lpcky Hit was re-
ferv’d for the Inquifitive slr Bentley) and he,
had et alfo with fome Writers, whofe works
‘wereat firft in all probability penn’d in Do
ric, and ‘yet were in another Diale& in his -
time : for inftance,the Pieces of Periyome, and
Ari-
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Ariftoxensusy tWO Pythagoreans; and who very
probably wrote Deric, becaufe they were Py-
thagoreans; and yet in Stobens’s time it is
plain, that fome part of the Writings of the
One were in lonic, and thofe of the Other
(if 1 remember right ; for I have not Srobeus
now by me) in the' Common Diale@®. Let
Dr Bentley then take which fide be pleafes ;
cither that Perittyone, and Ariffoxenus, (and I
will #dd Zalencus too, who we are fure was a
thigorean.alfo from very good Authority ¥ )* Porph.in
cither, I fay, that thefe did write originally Vita Dy
i Dotic, or that they did nor. If they did,}% .
théy we have Inftances..in "em of Ancient Au- 113, p.84
thors tranfdiale&ted very early, long before
~ the-days of Stobeus ; if they did nat, then here
is 4-plaig Proof that Authors (all probably) of
Doric Countries (50 be fure Two of’em were)
mighif ‘neverthelefs not write Doric : and ei-
thérof thefe being granted me, the Reader
fees, there will be no difficulty in juftifying
thé Dialett of Phalaris. Indeed if the Laft be
granted me, it will be pretty difficult to jufti-
fic Dr ‘Bentley’s hardy aflertion, that the Pye
thagoreans would fooner have loft their Liver, '
than bave written out of Doric (a); and that, if () Differ.
they had'done it, it is muff certain they would?® 47+
bawe béen banifl’d the Sociery (b). And there- () bid.
fore Dr Besitley, 1 fuppolt, to make himfelfp. 48.
Confiftest, { a very hard Task!) will choofe
rather to grant, that thefe Writers were ori-
ginally'in Doric : and if they were, he will
pleafe to confider, how they got out of it;
and fhew ys, why Phalaris might not get out
the very fame way,

E 3 And
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" Di Bentley’s Differtation apoz the

And here I fhould take ‘my leave .of this
tedious Article, but that .1 hear Dr: Bentley
crying out*Evprxe, and calling loudly on the
Learned World to liften to a mighty Difcove~

. He undertakes to prove, that Ocellus
Lucanus did not repudiate bis Vernacular 1diom,
nor compofe bis Book [ @' 7us 7¢ Tlalds pioses
én the Drefs that it now wears, but in- bis own
Country fafbion * ;5 that is, in plain Englifh,
that he did not write it in th¢ Common Dia-
le&, as ’tis now extant, but in Daric. Upon
this the Dr {preads his Plumes, and fwells
beyond his ufual pitch : I dare.engage to make
out, and, If I may expest Thanks for the Difcor
wery, are Expreffions that carry ia ’em an
Extraordinary Air of Satisfation ; and feem
a little too Pompous for the Matter they in-
troduce, were it entirely New, and his Owa ;
but they much lefs become it, confidering it is
all taken, Word for Word, out of a Preface
to an Edition of Ocellus, as 1 fhall now fhew th
Reader. : S

Vizzanius, above fifty Years ago, put. out

. % Bononie @cellus + 5 and in his Prolegomena to that Piece

1646.

has faid every thing that Dr Bentley : has pro-
duc’d on this Subject, to a Tittle ; and (which
Is a little unlucky) has faid it almoft in the
very fame Words too : anly Dr Bestley ‘is dn
Englith (I compliment him when I fay fo)
and Vizzanius 1s in Latin., The Dr has
condefcended to tranflate that Honeft Edi-
tor’s Preface, without making the -leaft ¥m-
provement of a fiagle Argument there, but
not without worfting feveral; and. has the
Modefty after that to take it all to Him-
felf, as"the Inventor ; and to talk highgrhqf

this

~
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this Perty Larciny of his, than Fizzanius did

of the Original Difcovery; whiclf he thoaght

too Obvious to value himfelf upon. ~Perhaps.

Some, who have not the Opportunity of com-

paring this Editor with Dr Bentley, may be

glad to have a Particular Account of the Dr’%
Inggnaity in the matter : and therefore I fhall

take the trouble of going through all he fays

on this point, and plainly thew, whence he had

his Intelligence. , :

Ffind (fays the Dr *) it was agreed and co-* Differts
Védhted among the Scholars of thar Italian Set,P- 41+ ..
‘pof yph3u 1§ malpes (Jambl. Vit. Pyth) I can ~
teltBim; where he found it, it was in Fizza~
wius : who fiys the fame thing, and quotes
-the: vety fame Authority for it. Id certé af-
ferediens” crediderim Ocellwm Dorica Dialeéto
Sunrr Opas’ conferipfiffe , thm quia  Pythagoreps
grofliber 3 fudui]]b comperio, tim quia sd Py ...
thagire [uadeant Inftituta, qus femper Idiomatum.
Gracorwm’ Doricum maxime -voluit felari, thm
antiquins, tim etiam preftantius sllud arbitratis

‘téfte. Famblicho, in Vita Pythag. Indeed he

makes 1o fuch Inference as Dr Bemley does;

‘that thePythagoreans wonld fooner have loff their

Lives, than have broken this Agrcement , and,

“that *tis mof¥ cersain, if any body bad publifi’d a
- Book againft that Injuntion, he wonld have been
banifld the Seciety : becaufe he knew, this was

4ibt "obferv'd by Empedocles, nor by the Au-

thor of the xp{’;‘ tw, nor cven by Famblichus,
while he is writing this Account of the Pytha-

gorewls 5 00, nor by Pythagoras himfelf, if Dio-

gener Laertius may be credited. -

',é)'l“":i‘:'i pleadl E4_ . . ’Tis

ad.. .
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Dr Bentley’s Differsasion qu:k

*Tis true, Pizzanins fpeaks a littlenawearis..

ly ; and may be underftood to intimate; - that .
the Ufe of this Diale& among the Italizn Se& ..
was from the inftitution of Pyrhagores himte..
felf 1 a Miftake, which, if he were in, he was
robably led into by too flight a perufal of -
amblichus.  Dr Remley took all he found.
there for his Owm, and this Miftake among -
thie reft ; and when he had it, to meke it
look the more like his Own, gave,it the.
Confident Turn, Immediately thcfe,]nﬁim{;

- Pythagore grew a folemn Injuséion of Pythago-' :

+ _?.‘4'7.

tra

ras ¥ which the Dr talks as familiarly of,-
as if he had feen a Copy of it. But methinks.:
he might have infere’d, that there wasbo In- -
jun&ion of this kind, from what he himfelf
ad told us out of Famblichus but Three Lipes.:
before, that this Ufe of the Dialett procesd- -
ed from a Covenant and agrecmens among-the
Scholars -} themfelves: For they who krows
what 3n Itaplicit Regard was paid to Pyraago-
ras’s Orders by all his Scholars, will eafily "ae.
gree, that there could be no need of. theim:
entring into a Compad&, to do any thing that .
He had commanded. Dr Bentley's Adverfaries..
may be as fevere upon him, on theatcount:
of his Criticifims as they. pleafe : . but they,
peeds muft . allow him to have a Pasticolar-
Talent at Reafoning 5 and to have thussmuch
at leaft of a Good Difputant, that he:is. furgs
to make the bx}ﬂ of his'’Argument. . v .. 1
" Dr Bemley’s next Suggeftion is thid : Wes
are affur’'d thar the other Pieces of thés A:rlno:..
were made in Doric, as.oeof Law, okiNéwx, ciep
ted by Stobzus,  ¥igzansus too cites this Frage s
ment of. Ocellus’s Piece ekl N, ftom Srub::ﬁ_a
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and makes the fame \le: of it: Ocellem fisl,
Lscanup foimus. Libram de Legibus: feripfiffe —
s fragement um e xclibes, Stobexs =~ Doriss Dia--
Letds eicpueffiom; &c.
- Dr -
mionfrvaziam ,  Four Citations: are br by the-
[mmm’m of rhis wery Book, @i The 7%
sl guores 5 all which arc in Dovic, and not, as
they >are wow' extast, in the Common Dialed.
Vizaanius veferrs us to. thefe four very places
as they lyein Srobexs, and obferyes too that
they:are there in Doric : :n6t, as they are now:
extant, in: the Common Diale®. Decererss
tandem isbos. Ocelli Opafeulo consentis quis dubie-
ter 2 - Siewim primum refpiciamus Caput, textum
cjufdens nleimum ;5 fi fecwndum saput, textum. fox«
twns fi:tertium caput, pofiremam textis guarti
| parsos  X§ texctam quimtam © fextum: sifdems
Jorvasis secibusy immmtasa liset Dialello, ad
amsffim velnsi Ocelli dogmata deferibit Stobeus,
-Egom | bence  Dr Bemrley argues, that rhis
Trat of Ocellus now extant is 10 be acknowledg’d
Jor & Gevnine Works which HITHERTO Lear-.
néd. Mep bave dowbted of from this very bufinefs.
of she.Dialeid. So does Vszzamius, in the paf-
_{age before. quoted ; and agen, Greve Stobei -
Teftimotixin, nom . perfuniloric, fed [ummo. fudio-
Veteris. menimenta fapientia [imper bufivantis ilind .
[Opas de. Bage ab Ocello prodsiffe dubisare non fi-
a5 & tamen Dorice Idigmate videmus conferi-
prum, cujus ncg mimima inbyc [ aei. 7is 78 aw)ds
evows ) opere confpicimmar veftigin © sdeogy an
vere OcellM8 amranm. boc -opus conferipferit, jure.
quempniae fufbssari contingat — binc tamen cer-
sa pasvisquibus il opers fides.conciliatur, erympunt
egumenta..; The-oply difference between Fiz-
widti RABIHS

Bentley g0¢s o 5 Bur, which is plain De=

” .
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Dr. Beatley’s Differtation upon the
zanius’ and Dr * Bemley: upon this point-, is,
that Vizzanius does?{xot triumphp%ve; the
miftakes.of thofe that went bdfore him 5 nor
tell us that All the Learned Men of - Lat-
ter Ages had ‘doubted whether the Work
were Gemuine, even when he might perhaps
Nave faid this fafely, and truly : whereas Dt
Bentley fays it; fifty Years afterwards; and
affures the World, that HITHERTO Leirned
Men bave doubted of this matter, at the very
time that-he is Tranflating a Learned Man,
who was fo far from -denbting of it, that' he
was giving Reafons, why No-body fhould ever
doubt of it bereafeer. - 0 v o

+ Dr Bemley concludes his Whole Argnment
thos ;- Now W2 fes by thefe Fragments that every
Woord of the. True Book is fairhfully preferv'd ;5 - the
Doric only baimg. chang’d imo she ordinary ‘Lan-
Qunge, at the Fancy of fome Copyer, "zrte the
Days of Stobzus. Fizzanis does noet fpesk
quite fo ftrengly as the Dr; but he givesrimich
the fame account-of it : Quais dubirer de hoc
Opufculo, cwm viderie cofdev qitos retulic Stob2us
textus iifdem -quidem omwino verbis, at' diversd

Diakecto, Dorica [cilicet confcripsos ? ——indéque

temui ac facili immatatione Otelli Opera ad -Arti-
cam tradnita Dialetum? and i tlie Words
before quoted [ Hirnc certa potins; &c.} He an-
fwers the Cavils of thof¢ who- fufpe@ted Ocel=

Ius from his Diale@t, - ard handfomly turns

their own Arguments againft them. 'Bat I
muft give Dr Berrley his Due, 4nd own'he has
here made fome:Improvement : fork Vizzanins
never thought of carrying thi$ Argument 18
far as to prove, that becaufe thefe fewFrag-
ménts cited by .Stobews cxadly agréewish
v - Ocel-
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Occllus, as we now have him;, therefore sis cere
sain, that cvery Word of the True Book #s faiths
fuby prefervd.  This was a Confequence re-
ferv'd-for Dr Bentley, which a Common Cri+
tic, who reafons but like,other men, would
never have thought of : and it being the on-
ly one which he has praducd of his Own on
this Occafion, I fhould not be juft to him,
unlefs I fairly told the World, that he did no
borrow it. - ~ '

And now, why don’t the Critics, Great
and Srhall, rife vp to do him Homage ? How
many Letters can be produce from Learncd Men
abroad, who have paid him tkeir acknowledg-
ments for this Information ? What has he to
fay for himfelf ? can he pretend not to have
feen this Edition of Ocelas 7 how came he
then to hit juft upon all Vizxamins fays, and
no mere ! has he not feen the Amferdam
Edition of Dr Gule neither? To what pur-
pofe does he think that Dr Gale fet thofe
Four Paflages out of Stobens before his Editi-
on, but to let People fee that his Author was
.Genuine, and writ in Doric ? He did not
.indeed make a Stir with that matter in his
Preface, becaufe he knew that Vizzamixs had
exhaofted the point before Him ; and he
thought it pot fit for Him to take the humble
and difhonourable Task of tranfcribing ano-
ther Man’ Labours, either with, or without
naming him, :

- :Fam glad of this Opportunity of mention-
ing the Worthy Dean of Tork, and of paying
my. Pyblick Acknowledgments to him, for
the particular Kindnefs and Favours I receiv’d
- ffom him, while I was under his Care. l:The‘

LT oun-
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. Dr Béatley’s Differsation upon the
Foundation of all the little Knowledge I have
in thefe matters was laid by Him ; which I
gratefully own : for. I think my felf oblig’d
to let the World know, whom"I -have been
beholden t0; tho Dr. Benrley, 1 find, be of
another Opinion. : o ‘

And now I think I may without Vanity fay,
that I have outdone Dr Bestley in the way of
Difeovery : for Mine, as inconfiderable as jtis,
is.a Difcovery; and fuch an one, as proves’

His to be None. - .

R OM the particular JIdiom of Speech
which Phalaris us’d, Dr Benrley has prov'd*
nothing but this, that he can Conftruéa La. "
tin Preface, take a Learned Man’s Notions,”:
and calmly put’em off for his own ; and thex™
imperioufly fammon in the Men of Lettersto?’
do Obeyfance to Him, as the Difcoverer ¢ aﬂ"‘{
which I, and his Readers would readily have >
allow’d him, without putting him to the tron- ..

ble of proving it. Having therefore thus fire~
nuoufly manag'd the Argument of rhe Dialcet, .

he now turns his Formidable Pen to another-

_kind of Proof: He has found out, that ‘the ~
G'reck even of that Diale& is more Modern'than

the Times of Phalaris. N
His Arguments on this Head are {5 far

from making any thing to his purpofe, that
one would imagine he brought ’em only as "

fo many Inftances to illuftrate what he faid
in the 13th Page, that Men have been ‘deceiv’d
in their Conjectures of this nature, even to Ridi-

‘cule. For, could he make ovt what he aims

at, and produce fome Expreflions from tllaxct_‘e
. plo
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iles, that dre not' ws’'d by the Anciént
sreek Writers, what would he inferf from
_hence ? . that thefe Words were certainly
_coin’d fince the Age of Phalaris ? how does he
know but that they might be Then in ufe, and
dropp’d afterwards when the Learned Age
came oiry: and reviv’d again, as that declin’d ?
Hurace thought fuch Changes and Revoluti-
ons in Speech mot unufual :. and it might
cafily be prov’d, that: there have been many
fuch, both in the Greek and Latin Tongue ;
but that Dr Bentley has made the Proof of
it fuperfluous here : for he has not producd
any. Qoe Word, that is of that New Stamp he
pretends. . -And among all the Marks and

Moles (4) which, he fays, betray the Epiftles ro (4) Didler.

be & Thoufand Years younger than Phalaris (b), ?
_he has had the - Judgment to chufe out fuch,
as betray Him to be¢ as little.a Critic in
the Grgek . Language , -as- be is in his
own, Vit SRS

He has fo propos’d his Firft Inftance, that
'He and [ {hall bave no Difpste about it inThis
Place: epoyem, in the fenfe of accufing, is,
he fays, ax Innevation in Langnage, for which rhe
Ancients sid weeipe. 1 entirely agree with
_him, tis an lnuovation -in Langwage, and a
.very Modern one ; fo Modern, that I fafpect -
’twas firft broach’d by 4 Lirtle Greck, that writ
towards the latter end of the 17th Century :
(whom I fhall.not forget to talk with. on this

{core, when I find his Criticifm in its Proper

Place, among the. Fawirs of the Verfion) and
confequently. I apprehend the Epittles to be
in no.danger from This Word ; but the next
feems to carry Terror init. For the Dr de-

: ' clares,

6x
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$3  Dr Bentley’s Differtasion uport the
clires, that eesMvanim, which in the XVIIS
Epifp. muft figrifie, baving Ziven before, was
‘mever fo us'd by the Ancients, bur always for ba-
wing beray’d. Aind this is one of the Inftan-
;ces that 1s'to .bring down the Date of the
Letters a Thowfand Years lower than their pre-
‘tended Author. . Let it have its force, to the
_ _Confufion of Pbalaris, and all his Adherents:
bat what fhall we do for St Paxl? He comes
#far within this Period ; fb that the Writings
that carry his Name muft be ‘Four ‘hundred
Years Younger than We Chriftian$ fappofe
em « and: the Epiftle to the Romars-could nét
‘be the Genuine Work of that ApofHe; but vitis
penn'd (as Phalaris’s Epiftles- were ) by forie
more Recemt Sopbiff, whom Dr“Bentle 35
- detefled and wnmaskd by the -word ogsid'whb,
employ’d to fignifie, be gave before’, [ Rem.
‘ Xi. 3§.] butmever us’d in this fenfe, till rdify
. Ages after “our-Saviour. Wihat fhall we?
to this ? Shall we allow Dr Bentky to |
Scurvy Critic, ot fhall we in Teddernefs to
’his Honour, give up-our: Bibles ? | Pertap
the Dr may, for:this once; be'miftaker:
and Pm the rather inclin’d ‘to think=<be s,
becaufe I find eesd/dww and eeifoms us’d in the
_ -very fame fenfe by the Beft Wiritérs'of Antl-
(2)Kal 73y-QUity : Xemophon (&), Demojthenei (b, and #4-
7t wei(o fotle{c) 5 ¥ t'he‘Oecgn’omick: behissy * s
@enbusvoy ~ Coabenl ot Lot
(in margine rectiys arooperdudrer) dmisousy K Empuluds @ %\
dov 73 spdTivug WAV 0_095;‘;‘_-‘1"5&! éin* Which l;uu,gla-;x‘r%
¢ranflates, Pretérea Cyrus Stipendium privs illis Hebitund perfolvl,
€5 mentruem adiud ante tempas numeravit. Xen. HeR®ili x5 ps'kar.
(5) — panel:diuevQ vebrus, s &' vty debeusy Phigdad § w3 oo
S indso wpdan®  Orat. opdgTToavar. VR
(2) — i7d v €D ol enmy summpiar, Sre T, mpoeSopisln
Toipulusoy armgriay Swpidy astols Ndiyars OQecom 1ozl " T1.1 'r
, ' efe
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. Thefe are Great Authoritjes ; but if they
fhauld prevail with the'Dr to withdraw this
_Argument, we are not yet fafe ; he has ftill
a fironger Objedtion againft the Epiftles of
St Panl, and Phalaris, taken from the word
{edno, put for. folowing ; which, he fays, an~
shently fignified to purﬂge, when that which fled
feard and  fownn’d the Purfuer. - What pity
%tis, the Knowing Dr Fody had not learnt
this Secret Piece-of Criticifm fooner ? how
cafily  might he have prov’d the Septuagint
of a much lefs Authority, and Later Date
than Poffius contended for, by that Exprefi
on in-Ezra.(iX. 4. ) mis 5 diaxav. a6y €652 by
which however the LXX, 1 fuppofe, were
far from meaning , E'vzy one that perfecntes
the Word of Ged.  Awxe, as I remem-
bar:; is us'd once only by Phaleris in- this
fenfe 5 but; 'm fure *tis frequently fo em-
ployd by St Paul; and Remarkable it is

that im One -Paflage of his ‘Epiftles the Word

ig:taken both  in -Phalaris’s following, and Dr
Bentiey's pevfeenting Senfe, -within the Compafs
of two Lines : dmeeriay Jusmerre* "Evacyém 3¢
Judnovlag syas* Rom. XIl. 13, 14. Now:let
Phalarss fhift for himfelf; :but Iam agen con-

ceen’d to put-in one word for our dpofle. -

Would Dr Bentley give himfelf Time to con-

fider, he would find, that avére, inall itsva-

63

rious acceptations ftill implies the Notion of -

Following - fometimes the Thing folow’d has
reafon to fly and fear the Follower ; and then
it fignifies to purfue in Dr Bentley’s fenfe : but
fometimes. the Thing follow'd is” lefs fhy and
timerous ; and then it fignifies barely ro fotow.
Theosritusfays, A

-

13
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Dr Besley’s Differtation upon the

AEE 3 walen § Mn@ iy dhs Mrduar

" Now tho’ the Kid might be afraid of the

Wolf, yet the Cyrifus Is not fo apt to rul
awafy’ om the Kid: and Virgil therefore, -
who underftood the force of a Greek Wo!
as well as Dr Bentley, tranflates it thus,

Lupus ipfe Capellam,
Flovensem Cytifum fequitur lafciva Capella.

where the Word feguitur, which is of it felf
Indifferent, is, as the Greck Word ausne is
in Theoeritus’s Verfe, determind te fignifie
differently by the feveral things to which g
isapply’d. Inmuch the fame fenfe it is und
by Ariftatic, throughout his Ethicks, wheyer
ever he has occafion to exprefs a purfuit afsss
Honour, Riches, Pleafure, Virtue, and maay
fuch Objects, which are under no fearful apw

prehenfions of the purfuer. - If Dr Bestky

be not yet convinc'd, I refer him for his far-
~ ther fatisfation. 10 Pleto (4),

(6) Tao iy, @ Kipn,
€ Tis .S‘o,;ram' {peaks ) ’Eﬁ-
lwe ppale, zt‘.ee’m&"'" iy K>ay
up.o;r’;i, s S1onew® drenu
¥, & Eornsy ThuLERY®
33 °AfLucor . Phaed.
(6)’Oniys Oevesy tdiwny
s T abawe  Fauftulus
tollow'd Remulus into the
Citys P. g2

and Dion_%ﬁu: Halicarnaffens b3
and I defire him particularly
to. confider thofe Words of
Xenophon, in the Memoirs of
Socrazes, xeh T8 piraiTivs Ry
B 7 wyremwes diixew, which,

-according to the little SkilkE

have in Greek, is to be tran-
flated thus 5, We agghr ro fly the

Men of a Troublefome Temper, and to caxrs
she Candid. But if Juanew here fignified ro perfe-

~cute,
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cute, then gedyer, which is oppos’d torit, would
figdifie ro cosrt 3 and fo indéed wé Ihou{d haye.
a Precept for Courting Dr Bentley. =
' Hé inftances dgen i thefe 'words, wili
épasi, which in one of the Epiftles are meant,
to exprefs Lovers of their Children j Whereas,
fays he, this of Old would have been iakert fur a.
Flagitious Love of Boys; and he would argue
from thence,, that this ufe of the word moft
be introdac’d by foime Mdern Sophift. Now

és

to Me the Argument feems to Fye quitethe: .

other way ; and fince the words mude tpase

and mudpam . were, in latter times, of fuch
infamous -ufage, °tis not to be.imagin’d, that. -
a Sophift fhould put em into Phalaris’s Mouth, «

tonceivable, that this in Phaleris’s time might
be ad innocent Expreflion ; tha’ afterwards, .
as Greece grew lewder, it had a Double Mean-
ing, and was thercfore not fit to beus’d. I'm
fiiré, I can give a better reafon for my cons
jéGure, than the Dr can farhis; and it i¢
this : Whefever Phalaris has occafion to ex-
prefs the Scandalous Love of Boys, he does hot
ufe this word, as Later Authors'do; he call¢
Lycinw: ( Ep. V.Y abpor & wua , bot not
aad'spastis 5 which, if the Word had then born
as Vilea izenfc as it did afterwards, he¢ would
-probably have done: for he had alittle of
r Bentley in him at that time, and was be-
ftowing the -very worft ‘Names he could
think of upon his Adverfaries. = Befides,
aailor Ef;d;’d), and mudeoasal found very _diffc-
rently ; and if we take the Whole Sentence
in Phalaris together, aomol midoy trres fpasal
tomvurus woleg o bogw s "rinv‘,th; Connexion plan:;é
; ; : v

to-exprefs the Love of Childres = but 'tis very -



&4,  DrBeatlsy’s Diffstation sponele

ly:. Mewms, that mifaw ipasal can:have-mo it
meaning, .:Nay, long'after Phalariss time, we,
havé Inftances. where! thefe Word$ itre emy<
play'd in aVertuous Senfe : Plaro ufes’em &)=
olt every wliere; particularly in lis Zvumidior,
they.recorr often, and under ‘a:Chafte mean!
* Ndyme g%, if Plare’s own ward may be taken forit.
wudrd Tore- lf,pf _Bewrley thinks -otherwife, ahd ‘ddres ﬁ]:
7@ muie fp ] leave him to be feourg'd by MrNunds]
pesks 7 Bapiphe relk of the Platonifs.. e My
Hrles, del éiiwﬂvif daza?Lusv@, {a5s one of the Perfons i chiat!
Dialogue —-. Who immediately atterwards profefles, that hemeéany
not thefe V\Zprds of a Lafcivions Love: &M 332y & tFusont 1% W
dossdidwy Kizriayos dpa TETx Irina i160 D 750 yeipet funan ol 7o,
om pesdnd hdSs s AV EVE T Peemérn EiaTigs: § g
Ry, &c. p. vz, - /In the fame manner @ maidixgs which geners i‘.
had a Scandalous Senfe, is by Plara oiten us’din’ a Good one & fﬂiﬁf—’
cularly in b ’;71,'{4"{"55 wherg Socrases calls: Lyfas the Orator Saifps
™ n[J‘nu‘.’,"%tdrl Delitiiz, becaufe of Pbadrus’sadmiring-and de=,
lighting iné’%‘s’i()mt&ous: S p23e Lt gy
“TilLI am at Ieifute to look .outfor more’
Xuﬂ}drities,:-l hope Plaro may be thoght éon="
fiderable enough to countenance : Phalavis itk
the ufe of this Expreflion.: but the Bt his’
fiill a Proof. it réferve, which he takes: to be'
the moft diftinguithing Mark of a Lare Wiz
ter, Owaryes ( Ep. CXLIL ) is us’d for i’
deris ¢ this,” he fays,.is & moft manifeft token of"
a Larer Greek;, guen. Tzetzes intecprets it ©cpd-"
aaivas : that is; (if [ can make any Senfe of"
what he fays) this Ufe of the Word is fo mo-’
dern, that even Tzerzes ‘himfelf ‘was afham’d"
To.to employ it, and "therefore put Osparaivas:
Inftead of it. Butif Tzeizess Judgrhent'miay.
go. for any thing, he’s of my fide; for he'
cites the Epiftles as Genuine: and therefore:
to be fure did .not fubftitute @sgameiiag i the’
: S - rdom”

o
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room of éwazipw, becaufe he thought this fenfe

‘of the-word Modern,  And here again I muft

put-the Dr'in mind of his Bible. ‘Fdtin the

IXXowe: find, @enai bvyatipes inchCarre aaitor,
- Prov. xxxi: 29.) where foyariess muft mean
Weomer, ot Maidens : Bit thefe Maidens were
Some-body's Daxghters , and {o, I'fuppofe, were
thofe-that Phalaris prefented to his Friend.
The fime Expreffion récurrs too in the Evan-
gelifts, where they tell us what our Saviour

faid to the Wonlan that touch'd the Hem of

his Garment ; St AMatthew has it, 0dpom 00y vz,
§ Hag as shent vy and St Mark, 85yarep, 4 #isic

os dhmnémn* I need not go farther for Inftan-
ces, finée ’tis probable that this Criticifm is al-
together founded on a miftake ; and what we
now fead 8y arieas in the modern MSS of Pha-

laris}was in the more ancient ones contracted-

ly written g¢ss; , which might be read ceither
Buy a7heos, - o1 Bspgmaisac, as the Copyer chanc’d

to-hit upondit, Tzerzes therefore might truly

redd, and ot imerfret it 8epamaivas 5 and (asit
has :often happen’d in Other Cafes) this True

Reeading, which is corrupted in the entire MS

of-the Author,*be prefery’d in this cited Paf-
fage of-him: - If our great Dealer in MSS did
not ohferve this, where is his Sagacity ? If he

obfer¥’d,_it, without owning it, where is_his

Siacerity? He muft give me leave now and

then te -ask him an Infulting Queftion ; He

has-ask'd me d@'great many, But [ have One

Enquiry: more to make: of him on this occafi-

on ; and that i3, Whether he thinks, thathis
Philofophical Lettures fexve more to the efta-

blifkment of Religion, than his Criticifms do
to.overthrow it ? For is he not Pofitive, that

the Idioms of the Letters prove them to be
’ - F 2 # Thoys

¢



48 Dr Bentley’s Differtation uponthe
& Thoufand Years laser than Phalaris?  Aad are
not fome.of thefe very Idioms frequently -to
be met with both- in the Gofels and Epiffles ¢
Should not fo Proiound a Grecian and Divine
as He is have look’d a little into the New
Teftament, before he had pronounc’d fuch
rafh and groundlefs Aflertions? Could Men
imagine One, who writes at this rate, to have
.any Meaning, they would think he had a very
ill one: but the whole management.of this
Controverfie clears him from all fufpicions
Meaning and Defign. N
Thefe are all the Marks of Novity, which he
has given himfelf the trouble to take motice
of y They that will fearch, he fays, may find more
of this fort : ‘without queftion they may.; but
if they don’t find fome of anotber fore, they’l
have the Difcretion to keep their Difcoveries
to themfelves, and not expofe ’em:to be cor-
reGed: by every one that canzuan alll?' In;lex,
. .. ... -or.a Lexicon (a). - By fuch
e st 3 cnirme, &5 Helps: as thefe, twould be
rum remotus, ur non Indicem -€ali€ tocolle&t Authorities in
certé ex Bibliothecd fumptum abundance againft every In-
transferre in Libros fuospof- - ftance - that. Dr -Bentky has
fir. ~ Quint. Inftit- 130, brought on thishead : but I
" . am. {o far from valuing my
felf .upon a multitude of Qyotations, . &hat ‘I
wifh-there. had been no occafion for thofe few
I have produc’d ; and think I am oblig’d te
excufe my felf to the Reader for that mixture
of Latin and Greek, with which I am forcd
to vary this Odd Work : of mine. - I can only
fay, that I have been as fparing.in- this way
as Dr Bemley would give me leave to. be:
and I have the rather avoided being. tedious
ppon-the Particular Point in debate between
: : us,
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us; that I might have room to-examine the
General RefleGion which he has mage upon
the Change and Decay of Languages.. -~ - .
- It is eafie (fays the Dr) from the vory.surs
and fafbion of the Style to diftingnsfh: a frefli En-
Zhifs Compofition_from another a hundred Vears
old.  Now there are a real and fenfible Differen-
ses:on the Greek 5 were there as many that conld
wdifcern them.  But very fow are fo vers'd and
Praidicd in that Language, as ever to arrvive at
thar Subtiley of. Taft *. 1 can eafily grant,that » p;gey.
the Englifh Tongue has undergone very. confi- p. sa.
derable and furprizing Changes, efpecially in
this Laft Century ; till about the middle of
-which, we did not in good earneft fet about
~ the Cultivating and Refining it: and then
catried our Improvements fo far, that Seme
who.wrote at the beginning of this Centory
are.not now ealily nnderftood. At eor beft,
We are perhaps. a little too fond.of adopting
Foreiga Words ; and fancying, out of a Mo~
defty peculiar to our Nagion, that we have
not ftock enough of our own, axe continually
borrowing from our Neighbours: and this
brings a great many New rhrafes in‘upon us,
and .confequenty. gntiquates a great many
others.. Befides, we have few things in our
Tongue writ. with any tolerable Degree of
perfeftion ; and They therefore who would
_write or fpeak well, have no Patterns to look
up ta, no fure Rule; but the prefent Mode of
the: Age, to guide themfelves by : and as faft
_as Thatalters therefore, the Maonner of w@h-
ting muft alter along with it.. But mow, if
Dr Bentisy pretends to point out as Resl and
Senfiblg Differences in the feveral Agss of the
Lok " F3 Greck,

.
- -
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Dr-Bentley’s Differt ation sipon the

Greek, 23 a moderate ‘Critic  may in  the Zd-
lifh, 'm afraid his Sidrilty of Tafp- will fail
iim. Does. kic take the Greek of. Lucian £0 be
as difterent from'that of Plato, as our Ewglifh
Now is from that wihich was fpoken-fodn af-
‘ter the Conqueft ¢ Are not Momeraid Oppian
-much ‘nearer one-another in their- Langvage
than Chaiucer amd Cowly 5 tho’ in Time hey
are far more diftant 2 No body is: fo abford
“as to fay, that the Greek Tongue, did=nyad-
mit of fome few Alterations in Every: Age:
bu::i ’twas ifncbm]la‘arably the moﬂ;;ﬁx’d and
‘enduring of any that we aregenerally-dequain-
ted wil:k;g : and I'fhall offer agcen Some ‘Reafons,
‘that gave it this remarkable advantage over
‘other Languages. 'Twas ¢arly improvd -and
adorn’d by Men of the greateft Genius-that
‘ever appear’d in the'World 5 They polifd
mﬁ erfefted it to that degree, that::io: was
admirably fitted to-all the Purpofes of :Speech,
and Ways of Writing: imaginable :. They
wrought it'up into all the Majefty dnd Grake,
all the Sweetnefs and - Smoothnefs - -that* en
‘Happy Compofition of Words, -ah Harmoni-
-oas-mixture of Vowels, Diphthongs, and Con-
fonants, or a Juft- Cadency of Syilables.:conld
give it; Thebeft Greek Writers hid gegeérally
skill in Mufie; which was infug’d ifi¥q femsfrom
their Infancy, and none were reckon'd - wéll-
bred that wanted it. = This mades their Ear

juft, and fine» and the finenefs of theirEar£a-

- fily:flid-into their Tongte; modeld- thieir

-$peech, and made it. Tuneable. : Fhey: bronght

all-the Learning in the' World into-their kan-
guage; and wrotein the beft manmer, opon all

“the maft sleful and pleafing Subjefisshat wuld

beme-
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-baaefit, or entertaifr Mankind. - The:Nateral
‘Perfetion of theit ‘Tangeé, ‘and thediftine
guithing Excellency of: their-Authors im:all

Kinds of - Knowledge,"and Ways of MWriting,

madetem aJCompleat Standard andiModel tu
othér Nations, ands after-Ages 5 upon which
-@very:oile eadeavour’d to farm himfelf: So
that what'was fure always.to be lik’d, could
‘notehule bot laft -long. Their Emplre atfo
- didrarot <& dirtle contribute to the Stability
- and- Prevalence -of: their"Language : Thoy
ToveframeifrGreat part of the World, and ex-
tended their Tongpe by their Conqueﬂ:s ,asthey
. “hadsdonebefore by theit Commerce.. All Na-
s tronshorrow’d from: Them. but They had that
: *Comtemptof the Barbarity of other Countries,
- shat" thoy wwere fhy - of fuffering either- their
{-Mannery,:0t their Speech to be" introduc'd
amongiem : This:Pride they preferv’d -in 2
‘jgreqemeafire; even whem the Romwan Empire
+ Wd at itswotmoft heighth ; and while Rome
~foupifid with the: Glory:of Arms, the Seat

;. of sliearning’ ftill continud-at Arhens, This

. keptthe banguage - (d far entive:and’ unmix'd,
- thatwe have Greek Booke writ by Authors at
_almoft! o thoufand - Years diftance, wiho
+ difagre®J¢f8:an- their Phrafe.and - Manner: of
:: Speschy. thah'the Books of .any. Two: Englifh
~.i3Writars:dor, - who:1liv’d but Two hundred
3-Yearaisafender; : ‘This then was.a Peculiar
- ;. Hapbinefs jof .the ‘Grek Tongne; No other
1. dbanguagey: that has-been: of known and fami-
;- Hamdfesint the World, : not even the Latin it
o felfy xmoy’d ‘any thmg like it. AnT190 of

- 200 ¥ earswias the utmoft Length of Time that

w:ﬁhc dztix Purity.continv’d.. And therefore,

~5925 . . F 4 to



v Dr Bentley’s Differt ation upom the

to Compare the - Greek , the moft. Holding
Tongue in the World, with the Enghfh, the

moft Fickle- and Fleeting of any-; and .to J»-

ferr from the ebfervable difftrence “between

the feveral Ages of Englith, that there. was

a great a Difference between the feveral Ages

of Greek; is-a Comparifon-and an Irference,

which No-bady, but Dr Bemley, would have
allow’d himfelf to make : ‘that is, (to be phia

with him ) No-body but One, who has no.

true Relifh, no nice Taft of the Beauties and
Propriceties of Either of thefe Languages ; or

of any Other,-that he has yet preteqdca ito

judge of, or to write in. -By thofe Marks

and Moles of Novity which he‘has pointed out

in the Paragraph we are upon, the Readeris

by this time fatisfied; how able he is-to affigh

to every Greek Writer "his’ proper Age-add
Period, meerly by the Thread ‘ard Coloar of

bis Style. Indeed, tho’ he has the Vanivy -to

. declare this to be- his Extraordiaary Faculty,

yet he bas withal thcb Modefty nord to bope shur

:der, b fhall convince any body () ; and in this; 1
1(,_‘),]2‘““ datj'le"fay,hc is 1::{ miftaken. -For *tis fomte-
- . what hard to'imagine, how a Man ftbuld-en-
ter into the Spirit and Delicacy, and all the
Various Niceties of a Dead Tongue, who is fo
far from having any exquifite fenfe of thefe
things, even in that very Tongue, ' which-he
‘was born'and bredwup in. I {hall take an-oc-
‘cafion by and bye to give the.Reader fuch'a
Specimen - of -his Englith Eloquence, as wiil
difcourage any body (if there be any bedy
~ Ieft, who is nat yet difcourag’d) from chufing
‘Him for a Tafter. ' In the meéan time, to-ftay
the Reader’s Longing, I fhall inftance ia One
T T B HaP_
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y- Phrafg, newly minted by the Dr .in
gsp:gety Paragraph: he fpeaks here of the
Mien of & Face; which, as I take it, is much
the. fame thing with the Behaviowr of & Look,
or.the Carriage of 4 Smils: 1 do not know
how particular the Dr’s Mien, or his Face,
may be ; for, ta my knowledge, I never faw
him ; but-the Hien of the Face of his Style
the Reader muft allow me, even from this fin-
gleinftaace, is fomewhat extraordinary !

THE Ufe of the Artic Dialeit was made

-+ . one.fhrewd Objettion againft Phalaris

the Ufe of the Airsic Talent , Drc Bemley is
gefojv’d , fhall be another. This Way of
Counting, vecurrs .pretty often in the Epi-

ftles; however not fo often, as that an Ar-
gument built upon it fhould deferve to be

rankid amhong tke General Proofs : but I am fo

little feafible. of the . force of it, that I am
willing . to .allow it a place there ; and if

Dr Bemtley can make it out, I promife to
regounce, not thofe Particular Epiftles only

from: whence ’tis taken, but the Whole Sett

of them. : :

. The Dr, upon this Article, accufes -his

Mock Phalaris of miftaking the Sicilian Ta-

lent : and this Miftake of his, he, with his

ufual Gaiety, calls « Shppery Way of telling

Moany (4) 5 and therefore cautions us againft (4) Difer.
dealing with bim (b). He explains himfelfp. s;.
thus, — That the Sicilian Talent was the Low. (6) Ibid-
el of any ; that Phalaris promifing in his Epi-?* 4
ftles to feveral of his Countrymen Talents in
Gengral, muft be ynderftood to mean Sica;_l;;m
~ . ) : - B



24 Dy Bentley’s Diffartation-upmithe
" 'Falents, whereas he means nething ke i€
v New: (ﬁys the Dr) if & Bargain wer? madein
s England, ro pey fo mmy Pounds, or Marks’;
and the Puarry (on'd prerend: at laft; that he meant
-Scots-Marks, errcnch Livres; few, £ fuppaﬁ,
-waidd care 10 have Déalings with him.: .. And this
*Dillp.s4dsthe very Cufe-in fomany of ‘thefes Léters®,
.So:far from' being' the Cafe, that-the Cafe s
jufk contsary ! For if the. Sicilian Talentswete
~fo very Low, and. Phalaris muft-be thought-to
intend - them in his Promifes, andryes.
: Artic ones ; Thofe he dealt: with had ersaioly
- 1o reafon to complain of him: - Wauldemin
shink himfelf ill vs'd in Searlind, Wi thould
have 8 General . Promife made bmx of+ fo mb-
ny Pownds;: which -he expéfted to-be shade
‘good in- the Pounds of the Country 5 ind re-
- ceiv'd ’em afterwards in-good Engk]hﬂmlng?
~ ‘What could poflibly give this Perverf@-Fusn
even to Dr Benley's' Imagination ? - AN hat
Cloudy Author had he-been: converfing afith,
that 'covid put him into this -State of Pcrple-
xity dnd Confufioni ? : ‘We have ‘great hopes
indeed that the Intricate. Accounts of this:Ph-
ragraph fhonld be ¢lear’d -up, by fach anHead,
ir fuch Order! - Bat,: it may be, .the. Drd;d
net -intend this for a ‘Remark: that: was to
_Edifie his Reader ; -bot: for a pure:piece:of
harmlefs Diverfion -Having therefore, fport-
_ed himfelf alittle, .he refames the Ghm' and
- thus authorltatwely diftdtes tous; -1t
We are to know, ithae in Sicily, as mmoﬂwdber
Conuntries, the Name and ¥ulue of their Cohus,
" and the wayof révkoning by Swntm;: was.; pesrisar,
"Hae Sxm Talent, - ostSicilian idesompt,rane
#in’d 10 0P8 inSpcie vhan Three. Attic Dadvhiss,

“a or
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% Roman Denares 5 as plainly appeirs from Ati-
sftode ¥, w b wow IJ Treatife of the Sicilidn * Polxx,
;Gowetnment, ~.Ard she Wordr of Feftis afe - ix: ¢ 6
somoff. exprefs ; Talentorum non unum Genus::
Atticum eit fex milliom Denaridm, Syracufd-
‘num trium deénaridm. #har an Immenfe Diffe-
yence? One Attic Talkemt bad the resi-valxe o
T'wo thoufand Sicilian ’-I;d’mt:. jNov in all thele
- Epifties: the wery Circamflances aflure us, that
ol word Tal:x?t gmp{y nam’d, the "Attic Tales
‘45 wnilevftood.  But [hould not owr wife Sapb:Z}
‘harge imowen, thas a Talent, in thar Comntrywhere
- bebad laid she Seenc of bis Letters, was quste ano-
“ther thing ¢ Withoss Queftion, if the true Pha-
laris! bud penn'd them, be would bave reckon’d
“thefe Suimms by the Sicilian' Talents, encreafing
~onlyshe Number 2 Or fhould be have made. nfe of
“the Attic Arcompt, he fhould always have given
resprefiinotice of it  never [aying naslow alone,
withbur the addirion of Aty (a). : (¢) Difli
- 1:Now,. in oppofition to the Dr’s Reafonings ?-54 5
dnd-Authorities about this matter of the T«-
.- ienss, Yfhall endeavour to fhew, that what the
-Dr:fays we are 1o know, we are ftill t0 kvow,
.‘aftetr all the Information he has vouchfaf’d to
~give us 5 and that if we did know it, we could
- hot from:thence gather, that thefe Epiftles
‘.are Spurious. For if there is room to {uf]
- that the Dr’s Witneffes are corrupted, if their
. fFeftimiony is inconfiftent, if they tell us things
. demontftratively falfe, if the Dr fays more
_ - than his Witneffes do, if there be ftronger
""Authority to counterbalance theirs ; if, ad-
-mmitting ‘what they fay, or what the Dr makes
em fay, to be true, the Letters may be never-
thelofd Authentic:. if -thefe things ca;'age
. . e
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‘made,goad, the Dr will, 1 hope, pardon mes

.. Af grefufe to part with Phalaris ; upon any
. . Quarrel about the Talemes., .~

’} Dr’s Witnefles are Poliux, and Feftm,

.whom I fhall examine feverally. _4rifforle in-

Aeed is cal’d in for-a Witnefs ; but He .not

appearipg in Perfon, we have his T¢ftimony

only at fecond-hand : fo that irs force will

~wholly depend on the Authorfty of Polux,

.the Relater.  To Him we are refqr,r;gl in the

.Margin ; but it doth not act,lppcarﬂurom the

.Boo_g and Chapter there cited, that the Trea-

xife of Arifforle which, the Dr fays, is #ow

Loff, was ever fomd. That Ariffede wrote

. Tonrelas, op accounts of the State and Polity

of feveral Particylar. Citics, and of feveral

" . . . Sicifian Cities among the reft,

* Tonréioy maswp duoty - is {ufficiently known.*.; but

deilar iZiwla 5, ingTd, that, he wrote anyr.th‘mg

e e i e Which bore fich a Title gs

fons’ - DiogVisd ek 4 Treaife of the Sicilian -Go-

_ .+ - - vertument, we want the Lighg

of Jome other. Loft Tregtife tg make plain

to us. A Tréatife.of Ariffarle, but notunder

" thig Name, is cited by Poliux: in. this Chapter :

but whether that part of. this Chapter . which

. concerns the Value of Talewss be.genuine, we

.«hav; ‘Raom to do;xbtl; '.‘;:eberm, in-his, 130@-%

. on Polux, tells,ys,, that from Pgg. 435, v. 32

~of his Edit,igg,zt':’.thg_lindqf;‘f“the% Cs:l;;nér:

" (within which ,gp'ac%all that js faid of Talexts

lies) is wanting in One MS . But allowing.it
to {’e géf!mhl:?wh?s the. Dr Jaya??_sanlain
from that placg in Polug, is o far from heigg
plain from thence, that Polux mutt be chs 9$d,
and help’d opt from other Authors; before he
. = can

-
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< Eptftles of Phalaris Exsmin'd,
ean be made to fpeak'm‘ ¢ purpofe. - It
plainly appears to the Dr' from #rifole,-as
there cited by Pollux, that rbe Swmm Talent
3n the Sicilian Accompt contain’d no more i Sps-
gie than three Attic Drachms, -or Roman Dg-
narves. But tho’ the Sicdlinn Talent be there
mention’d, ’tis neither adjufted to Auic
Drachms , ‘nor Romap De- - :

-

77

nares (). Two fortsof Si-. . (2) To uhryw Souels
cilian Talents are there taken T@Aarroy, viggs' Th

it . cie _ﬁ'ér'a‘ ;\gfo.i,A_uf“:Apl;b‘lu!c
notice of 3 an Ancient, and A}_ya’f iy chom Tig

a Later: That:equal to 24 “phupiss . F-d8 Usvesy Poo-

Nummiy This to 12.  And  wideg: “Swsidas M8 2
the Nummns is faid to be equal  ripuar 7pba * subnia’

to three duine So that be-
fore the Value of the Sicilian

Talens can be fettled from this Paffage, the -

Value of the Nummus thould bé firfk agreed

on ; which it will not.be wvery. eafic -to fix
from its given proportion to the $ufna, be<
caufe that is a Species of Mony we are Strag-

gers to; and the Criticks are.agreed we, pwe
that Coin purely to a Corrupt Reading of the
Text : (which, by the bye, 1s much fych’an
Inftance of Equivocal Generation, ‘as that which

e Pol ‘1.9, o 6o

the Dr tells us of *, where he . makes .Mu- * Differt.
firoorms to grow.out of & Rotten Paffage in Seidlas),p. 118-

Some therefore for iutam read slue, ofhers
sunpénie:  This Latter muft be own’d to be a

greater departure from the Letter of. thg .
Text than the Former ; fo that if we admit .. -
it,dn oyder to onr fettling the value of the. -

Nuwmmus, and confequently of the Talent, we
do-not owe -out Light in this matter to whas
we redd in Pollux,but to what we gather from

ST . . our

-y~

Cetam



% - Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon thi

our. own Con;e&ures ot from other Authors:

When we have put dmoBiae for qmmz T

' %ﬁnte d, ‘that the Nummms, which is cqual to:

hrée half-Obolns’s, -or ome Obolxs and an half,.

is the fame with the Nimmnus Seftertins of the-

Romans : the value of which being known frem-

‘other Authors, and its pmportlon to the' Ro-.

* ‘man Denare ; the proportion of the Siciliun’

 Talent to’ tixe Roman Denare is thereby made-

* out. ‘But thofe who' go this way to work: in:

fetling the value of the Sicifian Talent from:-

* this obfcure and corrupted paflage,: feem- to:

take it for granted, that Greek word:
w18 in Pollux means the Roman Nusmmus.

or Seftertins; and then adjuft the ebfcure worJ

éwine (by changing it into swepéney to thes

known value of the: Sefferrins’

* O N piuul dons ‘But Pollux tells us, that tho’ *-

u‘"D Pﬂ#““ Tépe i . pi @ may foem to be a Reman'

Q- fadd EM&‘"" ‘Name of Mon
Yy, yet-itGis 42
ﬁ' wr' ‘?:;:t Cy é. Greek one, anda’Tennﬂﬁ ohe!

Dorians in Raly and:Siclly.:
ARR if fo, ’us more probable that the Siciian’

Talent is here compard to the ‘Doriax or>52-

cilian Nummi, whatever thofe were] thay t6:

the Roman Seftertii.  Had Pollux gives us- the

“Value of the Siciliun Talent in bi¢ own Namg
and Words, we might have foppos'd that: he
ad)uited it to the Roman Monies ;- bt is ub+
. furd to think that  Ariftorte,”

+ T mv dpyeier, d¢  whofe words }-are: ‘here ci
"Apwrians abyen xd'séu ted for the value: of the Ta- -
oy e ut f“P"" ~ lent, Thotld give it'vsin Re-
' " #an Seftereii, which were &'

Com ‘not ftampd at Rome, tﬂl aftet' s

ffaeley

. -




fanis time (). : So. that. 1

Ground upon ‘which the ré-

ceiv’d: Computation of the Si--

cili#s Talens feems to have
been ade, plainly fails. -But

advwitting the Nummus here to
be “the: fame: with the Rdrian
Seffertéus, which we have good -

réafon porro admit; and that
doplioa s rightly fubftituted,

which we .hdve no reafon to

g'r-ar_'!mi';;ihﬁf&ﬁ‘i‘-all,Dr'Bcnlley
hisriimpad®™ upon us in his va-
Iyatien of the Sicilian Talent.,

7
- T4) Whé dy’d Olymp. cxiv,
- *3.according ta Eéertius. And
Rlény tells ymy -Argensum fig-
ngsum- eft: Apnp wrbis ¢8g,
(others read 485 ) Quinto Fa-
bio Confirle, § annis anse pri-
mum Punicum belhum. X\fat.
Hifh-Zi3¢. <Andit is gene-
~rally underflood by the Wri-
ters de Re Nummarid that
Seftertii’ were” then firfk
“coind.” T ¢
Now 4. ViC58s, falls
. in with Ok .1§3i~ 4. . C.
483, with 94 133.

For the Value

of the; moré: Ancient Siciliari Talent, which is
equal to x4 Nummi or Scftertii, will be equi-
valent 216t to Three, but to Six Roman Denares,

or itio- Prachms 5 it being

agreed on all -

handsj. that each Seffestins is one fourth part
of a:Dziare ot Drachm: fo that the Dr kas -
funk the. valde of the-Sicilian Talent (admit-’
ting .thi: Computation) -half in. half. The
Later Sicilian Talent will indeed at this rate
be, as: the Dr puts it ; but the more Ancient
one will be double its Value. But tho’ the
Dr.in_his way of relling Money after- Poliux,
flips the Old. Talent, (which.it’had been fair
to. have taken notice of, fince Phalarss muft
be fuppodd to reckon by thofe Talents that
were maft ancient)-and gives us the value on-

1y-of thed Later one;

yet the difference be-

tweén siiefe Two Tai'ents is not, I own, fo
great,-keto be worth contending for : fince
’tis freedy acknowledg'd , that the Talents

mentiond-ir Phalaris muft be

put at a higher

rate. than even the greater-Sicilian Talent,if

that



8o

(2) "By "tuspaloy misreiy,
piav  (CApigréant ) &5 of
v 'Emsuonu 736 v Jan-
¢ $EdAlpa yanovem, T3¢ I
3, nuinrge L.

Dr Betitley’s Differtation apon’the
that was worth no more than Six Roman ;De3
nmares, OF Assic Drachms. The value of a De=

" mare, ot Drachm, is computed by all Authiors,

and may be proy’d by the Scales to be equal
to 7.d. ob, fo that fix of thefe will gmount to

3.4 94. the Price, as is pretended, of the
" - Greater Sjcilian Talent: and Three of them,
~ to half that Summ, 1 5. 10 4. ob. the valug ¢

Dr Bentley’s Talent. But now .if Polui. ha

- exprefly told me from Arifforle, that thefe
were the feveral Values of the Two Sicili

Talents, I fhould have made fome difficulty of
iving him any Credit in this matter. For I
nd, that the fame Pollux, as we now have

him, cites Arifforle for things of this naturé;

which even upon Arifforle’s Authority 1 tans

E . notadmit. He tells us frofj
Ani{}otle (a), that the Sicilians
reckon’d that Two Brafs Pied
ces (yanrsi) were equal tOSi¥
Litra  and that Six Brafs Pie<
ces were equal to half & Litra,
Now that Two fliould be

" twelve times as much as Six,

" is not according to the Ye-
ceiv'd Rulesof Arithmetics

4#C. 24

. .

(b) Tap’ wrd (Aptsors
Aet) s av & 7§ Tuspaiow
®oMTeg yydAA fupor Zine-
A&y Sydpuamay of iyyinn 3bn

Sularu yarnous W' % -

33:4&97::; Bap B 8o YA~

xals ¥ Told drarla; Sap
7pas L. g, C. 6. :

‘Three are mor

To puzzle us ftill more, Polbux

“tells us in another place (b),

from the fame Treatife of
Ar:ﬁa;lq,. that Six Talents aré
equal to Two Brafs Pieces;
and that Three Talents are
equal to Three of the fame
Brafs picces; that is, that
e than Six., Ibegtohbe ¢x-

cus’d. if I cannot believe Pollux, that Ariftorle

tounted at this rate 5 bec -ufe I always thought,
t

hat




.- Epiftles of Phalaris Examin’d, R{

that *‘.‘"ff’"‘ bad fomelittle Skill in Mathema-

ticks. ~ It would not perhaps be difficult to of-

fer fome Emendations, that might fet thef€ iy a4
things 1ight () : but till that is done, Polkx’$ be 100 re-
€alculations are of no great Credit with me, ferv'd with

Polixx, in the fame place which the Dr cites for ¢ A
bis value of the Tlents, informs us (b), that as g, bt
gy fes Pollux right : and I wifb the Dr bimfelf were as capable of E-
?niﬁon. My cgaujc&ure, for 1do not pretendfto Demnﬁgte tnotfb'fe

assery. is this, — That §¢ wirasla, or rather {Eerdrurny, &e. s 2n
Error of the Copyifts for iEdarrpor,8c and, thas the C of AiTpe
with the derivatives.of 7pSs,and Téasmpssyand ¢, were fuch Doric words
& fignificd 7 4.0y, Terprov, and 1oiroy 06 AbTgas; Jike the Sextans,
Quadrans,and Triensof th: Romans ; and were nothing bus Two, 1bree,
and Four *Ovpnia® Thas the Sicilian Talent was a picce of Sibver shat ans
Jover*d in former days 10 4 Talems-weight, or 6o Litrz weight of Brafs; end
thas this Quantizy of Brafs was then divided inso 3 4 picces,call'd you oty
each yipp® being equal to two pounds and an balf of Brafs, which the
Romans would bave calbd Nummus Seftertius ; as they would Four of
them, a Decuffis.  That afterwards, Silver fulling in Price, compard
with Brafs, it funk at laft fo low (and we know from the Romans bow
much more it funk a long time aftzr) as tha the Sihver piece calbd for-
merly & Talent, was, now worsh only Half what' it was, and grown egui-
valent but to Twelve Nummi Seftertii, or shree Decuffes § and that,
ascording to that Value therefore ¥elus (if the prefens Reading of bim
prevadls) expre(ed it by Three Roman Denarii.  That, by this time, lit-
tle Siluer Litrze being coin'd, equal, by the Later Value, 1o & Lisra of
Brafs, and in Quamtity to an A zinean Obolus, the Nummus Seftertiue
was confequemly equival:nt to Two and an Haif of thofe Litrz or Oboli,
that s, 10 a TpiTov WpaieCitey, 10 be underftood, as Pollux bimfelf will
direl® i that Chapeer : And that fo, I fuppofe, it mighs bave beew ex-
pee[s’d by Ariftotle, and fboxld be read in Pollux.

(b)- He wells us exprefly, shat the Mina of each Country is divided into
Joo Drackms of thar Counsry. “H uri &% &¢ wap’ " ABlwardoss ixatdp
gy Spayuas’ Alinds, Sume ) oG Tols daNug wis mywpiss Juva-
psrzs meds Abpy 18 xal ixasor maavls XT' T @eadixkns ) do . fpenr
L. 9, C. 6. Andif the Drachmz of cack Country rife and fall in pro-
porsion o the Talent, it s cuident, thas there are a5 many Hundreds }f
of them, that s, as many Minz, in one Talent a5 in another. And fo
Brerewood underftands Pollux: Omne Talentum, ut Suidas & Pollux
inquiunt, continet Minas 60, ut Mina Drachmas i0o. Prainde 6000

Drachimas continebat Talentum Omne proprias (cil. ejus re;ionis, cu=

juis Talenrum efle dicebacur. De Nummus, p. 26.
“Talentum quodvis fexmillia Drachmarum fui generis habet,quz ad
Atticas redukz variant. Gron. dz Pec. Vet. ¢. 3. .
: e




Dr Beritley's: Differtation upar the
the At Thlens was divided into Sixey drrid
Mine, and-€ach of thofe Afinz into an Hundr'ed

- Ani¢ Dtachms, fo the Talent Of each Gountry
- was divided into ‘the fame namber of ‘Mine 3

Fote and eachAinainto the fame number of Drachis,

o7 be jult Three Farthings ‘of our Money's' anf
" ‘the Sicilidn Drachm, the hundredth part of

PRI g:poreidnably to the value of the feverat Ta-
+ - lents!  Sothat the Sicilian Mina, the 6oth part .

of the greater Sicilian Talent, will at this yate

that

.. .. minute Smm, 4. e. more than three and thir-
* 'ty times lefs than our Farthing, Now it can-

* not eafily be imagin’d, that the Sicilian Drachani,

. which was a Coin current amongft them,{hould

~ be fo unconceivably listle as it muft be, if its

value were bat the three and thirtieth patt of
our Farthing: and yet we muft not ftop here,

‘but muft carry our linaginatior further,and Ttill

break that Particle of Metal into Two Part

- -if we would reach the Littlenefs of that othey

- Drachm which anfwers to the Lefler, or Dr

‘Bentley’s Talent ; being not quite the 66'h part

_of ouf Farthing,and that in Silver too : aSpe-
cies of Mony, not to be counted without the
"+ help of Microfcopes. Sothat when we haveoc-

cafion hereafter to exprefs the Value, or rather

* worthlefnefs,of any contemptible Performance,
- we fhall in compliment to the Di% Criticifm
- fay, it is not worth a Sjcilian Drachm.

1 beg the Reader’s Patience, while I take a
Review of what has been faid in anfwer to the

. Dry Firlt Authority. The Value of the Si-
cilian Talent.appears clearly to him from a Lof
- Trearife, which he owns has long fince difap-
- :pear’d, 2nd which I think never did appear. .

" ‘That part of Pollux, where be finds the Re-

_mains of this Loft Treatife, is of fufpected
o s . Cre.'.




" Epiftles of Phalaris, Exemin'd.- R
i, * ¥ it is Genuine, it is Inperfed ; ‘and
‘i%:f fupply’d by Guefs. Thie Supplys which

rve been made to it feem to have-been built
‘upon a Wrong Suppofition, that the ixu@ in
"Podinx was a Roman Word. Whenthefe Supple-
ments are admitted, they do rot, fink the Ta-
lent jn difpute quite fo low as the Dr dotfi.
Pollux, whofe Authority we muft depend upon
for, thus Citation from Ariffole, cites things of
this patare from him which, as'they there
Mand, are demonftrably falfe. * In his Divifion
of the Talent, he breaks it into pieces, which,
‘@dmitting the Dr’s Rate of the Talent; areof = -

Ao Value, and of noUfe.

.. I this Plea (for the Length of which f beg ™.,

. the Reader’s pardon) is fufficient to invalidatg- - - -
wthe Authority of Poliux, the Teftimony.of Fe- ~ ~

Jtuswill admit of an eafier Difpatch. For,not " -

to infift on any of thofe Exceptions againt Po/-

Ipx, which affe@ Feftus equally with Him, it is

ob’fervablc that the Book which we now -have

under the Name of Feffus, is not the Work of

Feftus,but compos’d out of fome Fragments of -

gﬁm, and an Epitome of Fejf:n, which Paulus

Diaconns, a mean Writer *,.

whofe PIAure Scaliger 1as 10 oot e e

drawn, as if an Acquaintance ki Fefto pejug potuir acii-

of mine had fate for it, made dere, quam gugd n bujus Pak-

in Charles the Grea’s time. Tite ¥ manus ”‘“"”g & ﬁ].°f' Scal.

Original Feftus, if we had him 1 3P, Ded- ad Caltizationcs

~ entjre, was but an Epitome of R

Ferrjus Flaccasy and Scaliger. thinks it a-Juft
udgment upon Feffus, for having abridg’d Flac-

€45, that his Epitome was Epitomiz’d by fo Ig-

agrant a Creature as Paulus. But, what, is moft

20 our Purpofe, thofe thatG give us thefe words

o 2 of



&4 Dr Beatley’s: Differtstion ajw‘c‘.ﬂm

of Feftus, (if they be.His) which the Dr.fay
‘are exprefi 10 his point 5 take care to warnu
that for Syracufannzm. irinrs Denaridia, We 0
to read, Syracufunum tvium millium - Denarium,
Which Error may be fuppos’d eafily to have
crept into the Copies of Fefius, by leaving out
the Capital Letter M, between the Words 7k
am and Denerivm. . . B
. 1have confulted:-all the Editions of ‘Fefws'I
* See Go- could meet with, - and find none * which doth
sbofiedi  not take notice af this Emendation ;: apd This
Maesd ‘che Dr could mot be a Stranger to: dod had
Fefti fag-He therefore been a Fair Dealer in this mattery
mewse do- Feftus had not been quoted at fuch a. Loofe
:f" Rate, to prove Phalaris ﬂfo‘l one, ., .- =i
1 o g Dy
-See the fame Gothofpednss Notes upon Feffus, p. 1821, 7
e e o otk ed b e st i e
Denariéim, but in the Margin, wivm Millidw. - 0 900
See Amanim Auguflinus's Notes npon Fefts, at the ward Talentyy
where e fays, Mendofus bic Locus eft, 5 qui non pasitur Emendation
Hoc somum certum eft, Talentorum non wium effe Genus, © Articum effe
Sex Millinm Densrigm : Catera incerta funt. CoT T
See Dr Bernard, de Ponderibus 5 Menfuris, who fuppofes the Talent
of Syracufe to be of 3000 Denares, and quotes Feftusfor jte-.: » 12
See Dacicr's Notes upon Feffus. S s

5

The Opinion which the Dr would have ns.
entertain of his Great Reading. wauld have
been better confirm’d, had he fupported ; hig
Notion of the Low Value of the Sicslian 1 alent
by good Authorities taken from approv'd Sigae
lian Writers, or others that purpolely treat of
Sicilian Affairs, But, whether the Dr knows it.

_or not, he had good reafon to decling thetefti-
" mony of thofe, who{o plainly declare againft
him.” For they give us better Grounds{or fer.’
‘ting an-higher Price on the Talimt, by which

Lo o
B >




v Epifler of Phalaris Exemit'ds. 8§

el Authors uyd'to reekon, ‘than Py and

Fehwssosuld give us-for placing it folow ; the

fliryolad .been more-exprefsto the Dr's pura

_ polctimd theyare. - o 70 T

- vaBiadorusa Siciliin, writing of Sicilien Affaivs,

frequentiy ufes the word Talewr, without any
ition ¢ which therefore, according to the

Dr, muft mean the Sicilian - and 'which yee by

the-Litcomftances, muft have as great 3 Price |

putupon it,as the Tulenrs mention d by Phaleris - -

ugﬁms He'tells us, that Agathoctes being pofe . -

fefi'd of a Garrifon of the Meffenians in Sicily, '

offer'd to furrender it to “ern for thirty Ta-- .

lents (o). Hetew Swbion Wi 0 0 "0 e
ter fpeaking of & Contra& be- n(‘;?‘ 3»43»1«:;{ n)-(:.' 2:;

tween the Prince of one Sici- . Meminig s ol
lian Town, and People of ano- - f\‘.m A28y :P:‘:ua::y.{é
ther, aentions Talenss, which —;'Z; TdAarla mpgdus ¥
maft be the Siciian, according: ™ . 1 -

£0 Dr Beritley’s Reafoning, bue - DiedSiekag-.
muft not be Siiilian, according to his Compu~ '
tation. For by his Reckoning, a Garrifog, up-

on a fair bargain, was to be parted with fgr‘

Yefs than Three pounds : which, if it be true,

’tis probable Apathocles got lefs by felling his
Garyiféns, than his Pots.™ .

' ‘Kgén Diodovis tells us, that Gorgias the fa-
mousRhetotician of Zeowr:um(b), had One hun-(5) rep)/ag
dred Afime a-picce from his,Scholars, (Sicilian é"Pamp
Afive- they muft be, according to the Dr) for #émm 3
teachirig "em his Art. This, tho’ taken notice **7* '::
of by the Hiftorian as an’Extraardinary Price, adylor sy
was Very inconfiderable Pay (¢) for fo great a xad’ ian-

. e > . T Tby ,:79'
Txraiutepnds apires ibaim, 6 o3 vl owpuselay T o5Tey TG
sz v 2 dov uddr ey g 7 ualeror pois dnsvir

Lega” (¢) Teamounts to 3 s 1 4. ob. of cur Mony.
R ' . 3 Mafter ;



4 Dr Rearley’s: Difary atiomsspowthe
Malters nnlefs.we-may upgofe; thathe tmghe
asdlﬁre:e%?mesr inpropertion ;£ tha doi-
provements of his $cholars¢.end then [ onnek
low the Dr that theye is a foxt of. Elaguence,
which zhad. ;bccn 00 dear a Punchal'ewcn.u

;Em.* FEFCIN o e
QH . ’k l-‘rom thq famke}g Autbm' ;m
5 ﬂ'a i.#earn (4) that Syrsgn
Zumncuml i &"’g agwa(ﬁﬁ%&lg pry&géﬁ&;;
ﬂ;ovm(‘fd ¥y 1}' hf b
oo :2éves TR Fhangiceadialy Mina to cach tb r &y
awwm Péyres umpﬁ«[nil t‘hat had' thﬂb’ »tbﬂmklvﬁ
bgsy Loxse 0 00t \welhnthehghe» . TheRelavor
‘ - 7 of this is;a Siqilien 5 thoft swhe-
we, and thofe who reccivethe Reward se.
sofliams \Of Syracufa; the very. place from
’whengg the Di’s Law Talent had Ks Denogii-
“fation’: The Perfons honour’d with, this G-
. “tuity are fuch as had diftinguifi'd themfelves by:
- their Bravery.; and for theic. Exomplary Gon~
‘v - - rageand Emmem Service totheir Gauntry they:
are crown'd, and each of themveceives,accay-
ding to the Dr ’s Eltimation, the swiery.of 7 hree.
Farthings, - A Noble Donagive !. far which.no
doubt ¢ c.States wereofgen remcmber’d bg tbc
Souldiery in the beft Wine of Syraeufe !
Tbeocrttm, another. Sw;hnp Wrtﬁcr, nue
of- his, Idyllinms. ine,
. _ . Drachme: The Bertons he insrainges fpeake
U mg (b) are two symcufu« Lﬂdtes Lhcy talk
- - Dorécy,

!

T ro = ,. T
: .nan,l"w, mdAdt Tor T3 x}bz?u%; eyﬁému& : :
. _Tssm wpimes. M%y#;%i e xartBa denidy’: isu;
‘ pa&evon’
;M. gv‘m, Toppt™ cﬁeér q)upfuuﬂqo”* viv
"H % ; g Idylrs "
,. Srepbm: in tiie margla réads pris *"




- Epiftes of Bhularls, Examin’dl<s 8y

“Berie, the: Languige of Syracwficvr The ‘G
admn'es the Othc‘é:g Bnerﬁgtm 5 'whidy: fhe had
‘Put on upon a at Feftival, to appear at
Cavtt in, and asksthe Price ofit: The ©-- L
sher anfwers her, that it coft fomewkiat'more -
than a Mina Or two ; ; and:feems to make an
Excuofe for -her Extravagance : which, if the
Ppaid -for it in ‘the Dr’s Mony, fhe necd not
havt done, conﬁdermg they were her Holl-’ N
day-lothes. TN
-In the fame- Jdyllizm we have an account of
Fve Fleeces () bohght for Seven Drachms. It is
Srut;, ‘we are told ) itwas bad ware:-but-the *
Womdn had po-gfeat Reafon to rail-at her - -
Husbend as a Speadthrift, and an ifl “Market- -
mad (23 we find.he doth) if the Whole Pur-
&M fell -fhort oE eﬁe Enghthpavn .of aFar-
ings-

+- 1e wosld- be eaﬁe, iE rdonablt to multl-
plyf Ipftamees of this Nature from. Sigilian
: Wﬂ&us, ‘or 'fuch as-treas of - chtngs mnﬁ&cd
‘m Sioly. A Nughbonmng.
State () isby a Bribe of 15 - (4)  Diod. Sic. L1s
ms;(b) pmmmmehw ) ke than 30 Sintings,

ake ehe Aprigentiues, theit - ¢y Thucyd. 5.
‘Allys, Slxtyg"}galents tare Thacyd-p. 353-
‘offerid:-by the Egéftanms of Sici- W) »471"“* 15 10d.0b,
lyfor 'a"Montlls pay:(d) for f’“‘ bglﬂtlu pg‘o{;.s‘bzp.
60'Stifps,  which they-Had oc- . k,f:,)& ot in Vied Timo-
.cafion to dorrow.- Fimbleois (e)
the Re(torcr of Syracufeto its. chmes and

—o

( *) Rauds momy ixa ¢'apa; P wgfx, Atauu‘é‘a; \
E%a. Poaxuiy wund s, ygefuw s N gy, ‘
l'lsm minws Eaap’ xlis, o'zuy fumeg——



"

(‘)" oo Fand of: (b ar‘l"houﬁlﬂ"!'c-ﬁ
8 L thin'scp s ‘lents sr(axg’tt by leting 108 :
v o2 Groend end Howfes to 60004 -

‘ .- -+ : men, for the'Recruit of Syha

~ Co UL clfes afdertivhad been iruiaid
(c) Pluts ibid, - . by a War (c). Dwu’s‘ib:é, :
(4) Plago, Ep. 7. (4) which lay at Syratufe,” is-

Dchhdey’sD;ﬁwﬁax upon'the

7 'was - imagnificently ‘buried? by: the

e, which.he'hisd deliverd, atvhe :Ghotige

v v cof: (a)ii 200 "Mina. i A Velt

reckon’d a Gmt one:; umr
its fall vake fiid eoﬂw ‘an’

(e) Lefs then 10 pundse - : Hiotdredt (&) mu “Fwo-
(f) 1’011-bf 249 . SicilianBrinees ‘(f) :
(g) Lefs s “"71"’“”"" Talents o the Rhoa'um- (7§

- for thearR elief | after: they
had been rum’d by anﬁ.mhquake bt could!
not raife fo great a Sem at once “and -thies.
fore fent ,if. by Parcels;: ihowrx,w after:
fome fearch-into - this mmer T.am- perfwas-
ded novone tnftance can' be: produc’d of Taic

lents, or other Moneys'mention'd by-any Sie -

lian’ Wmer or any'one that writes ‘of*Sit:-!
, which ‘will countenance or admit:of Ithe :
ow Valuation of the . Smixau Taicnt;‘thur

) . Dr Bentley efpoufes. - S

But becaufe I ﬁnd:he Modem Dcalemin

.- . ancient Moniés go' into the Opinion of a Bid~"
linx Talent of Low Value; without aay -other’

Authority, as I.can findy: but the obfcure: and
§nerpolated  Paffages: of- Poilux and . Feftus,:1

“fhall fay no ftrefs.upon the Exceptions that:

.]}-,'A—_.-—.-

have been.made. ag:unft sthat.Opiniom:. fince '
we may freely admitfuch a Low Value of - this
Talent,. and yet think thefe Letters Genuine:
for thereasight be 6>low Value of the: Stcz'llt‘m
a.
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Talentrin fome other Age, -and yet the Tsletme
of Pbalavis’s time might be higher. - Or-theve
might be a Talent -of this Low Value in othép
parts dfSkily,md yet the Taleat of Agrigentum,
a ditind@ State, might be higher. - ' Or there

might bea Low Talent of ba- -

fer-Metdl, fuppofe Brafs, e-
quaktoadswa; and yet the

. SibverTalents, which Phalariss

are exprefly>faid to be (b)
—nﬁght;—lll;e-?highef. Or there

might-be-a Low Value usd -

' (a) The Telengs, in Pollu;
being compar'd 10 yaaxo%, and
being, according 1a the prefems

reading of Pollux, lower in

Value than They, [eem 1o be
Brafs rasher than Silver,
(&) Epp. 118, of. "

by st Natives, and ancient [nhabitanes of §3- - = -
cily; fand the Talentusd- by the Greek Colonjes .. -

Or

tkatlzlao:dxthemfelves there, might be higher,
Opifin Hbalaeriy's time there was a Silver Ta- -

lerit:of thit Low Value,ofwfe among the Greek:
Colonies;-at Agrigent, and elfewhere, as pof-<
fibly' there might have been a Piece of Silverfq
call’d}+becanfe Equivalent toa Talent weight
of ;Bras ;~-and. fuch ‘Lirrd's there wore we. .
knost y.yet could it notbe properly term’da -
Talentrof Silver Money, when a Talent was
fimply mention’d; and without fpecification.
Forthen: it ‘muft mean the Common Taleat,
not that confifting of little Obolary Liwe, tet
prefenting’ Brafs ‘Pounds, ‘but That every
whese u¥d,-made of '‘Livre, or Aine of the
fame: Mytal; - and thofe diVided, each into an
100:Drachmie; and thefe'into Oboli : However,

if thefe.were not-to be-admitted; yet fill the
Reafons that may be offer’d for Phalaris’sufing
thedrric Diale® (to7fpeak lodfely ) tho’-a
Siciliany will juftifie bis reckoning the Talents;

as the . Mrhenians did! Or if thefe Letters
might by-a Later hand be chang’d out of the

Dorse



" Dr Beaslords-Biflert arion. spou'che
Borice Digled lingo the Artic, thefame hand
aight make,’am fpeak Arric, m the valuation
of khe Moaies. - Adlthefe Sappofitions. fnuft
he.fhewn: impafibic, before, any: convigring
Asgyment can be drawa from hence, woprove

___ thefe Letters Spuzieys. -Ox Laftly, tho’ nane

a1 of thefe Reafoniogs fhould held,: *tis egrest
Ln o oy by, thefe, who srestiof - thafe
.. Le} Taleneum Gealiedic  suatsers ()y'and give us, shis
one S%:m, s antiquys h!, Value thhé:,ﬁaa’lim«fdr

(SR

e w
'

Bl uica Grondte fygsshat mhereevar she Wand
Talentim ‘iciicum" c};:’ InfensAs f’d‘by? Gp:%k;.\m
i€ TdA ciptis Gra-  tegs, without -ny . wfidition

Zi: Laﬂmwbgrgm\rd. Jin ;tta?:ifric ka%mfﬂoﬁm

B e ek hunokibas 1 15904 5o far are the Licarned

( preter Sacxds )imbi Nomen v S0 thiaking,as the Pr doetX,

Talenti occhagigy ﬁ ipfuswy, , GURY ~ Phalatisy o hadst be made

€ g Do fof e i diompy ok

R Pt | Almays beve ivin; oxpeels, no-

ablotuté patato e, eyl di- 5 g6 of it & and meyendave fuid

flinftionis wansy ajiguid adi) M’W?tlz’gﬁ wd;gant-tl’a; k:b

joatur. o cepaey o oydfitdelsof "Adykan> Eor: T
B""”"‘%&?‘Tfﬁ*’ﬁ ‘pjﬁﬂ‘ahO;ﬁwczcz couvorfant irl.:();"f

woizn Tt 1 -ther Bogks 'hefide \DiGioag
Mow: were fepfible, that Siciliam Writers: Tres-
guently us'd the Word 7 akent in the Atticonfe
of, i, without, any fuch "exprefs Limitatien.
- Apd: Other Sirilian Anthors-might: ok prefs
Abemfelves-in this.ounaer,; wishopt being fiw
fpefied-as Spuriona; Khukeris'iszygjuitly fufpes
&ed by the Drygmthisacoonns. , As to -this
head,he ftands-or fatls, with she#efk of i his
Conntrymen : ,and F-donby mot but the'Reas
der, 'upon'a fair.and impartish View of what
. Jas been faid te: This Article .of \DF Beririey’s
Indidynent ageialt, Phaleris, :weilk protounce
b{q'._NOt Guiltys . - HI-




Wnaf?hhﬂsws %

EEN SN

" . - _'l
v

Y ltherto Dr Bemtcy has kcpt hlmfelfprds& 0T
~ty well within his Proviace,: and oritic .-
: %@dneﬁy npon: Words, - a:ldl’htafes ad
efts: in his. wexr Geweral Praofhe vend |,
tuses to criticife. upon: Things, ard to'fhew:
theLesters an Invpolture, from the Marrer
avd  Bufings ‘of ‘em . *,. mmut-‘ndk
Commen. lace, (he fays) without any Lsfcf
Spirit. from Atiou and Cirenmfbance : Wb
corize ro’om, . YOU-FIND . BY THE EMPT{«
NE5S AND: DEADNESS OF THEM; THAT
YOkl CONVERSE' WITH'A DREAMING'
- PEDANT, WITH HIS  ELBOW .ON HIS
DESK 5 2wt sith e affive :ambitious Tyrant,
with- bis. Kand: on. bis 8 &c. - Al thee
m&«sraﬁ&a You is a S cj}, wnd :Ssasels-
. mj}, and:Opevofewefs-of - Sgk, &c.whigh is quire A
wliens.:from  the \Charatler of lnlsais, . Mnﬂ
W and thp“cb +. - [ ﬂ‘ ?ﬂ':t-
SW ‘n Qperojme $ 2,63
Sgylc; is.dndeed quisse abicme from the Charaler
l”ﬁl\ﬂf B Cﬁ' mh for whi
sbefon, any body that seads Dr. Bens ould'
eafily :gnefs, that he is not & Aun -of bufinefs,
Aad: not beinga Man of Bufinefs, but ‘a £4-"
bracy keeper, it .is. not. overmodeftly dome of
him, 0. oppofe his judgment and Tafte in
Mto thatiof \Sic William Temple 5 who :
is.certainly a Man of ‘Bufinefs, and inom'»
more of: thefe thmgs, than Dr Bemiky. does
of Hefyohins and Susdas. - For, as his Friend
Nt #orson - has with Great Sagauay -obferv'd, -
It.s5¢ Univeifaly. ucknowledg’d, that- be who bas
Md,dq Subject.is abesser Judge of . vhwe S”a;- :

z{*fom.
P $5-

*$1.



o2 Dr. Baasley’s. Differiation sperisbe

B, thaw another- Man. who did never pirpofels
bend bis Thoughes that way 5 provided -they i
*Refle. borh Mewaf:kpenl Parts %, Sit ' Wikiaw Témph
wpomram - has fpenta good part of -his Life i -teanfack-
:‘d{‘:;"d iog Affairs of State ; He has writton to:Kings,
Learning, 8ad They to Him.: and thishas qualified: im
Ezo 80 judge how Kingsihould: write; much -bess
o tep than sl  Berrley's - Cosrefpondénce
R sth - Forreige Prefeffors.; efpeciably if they-be
2o .!%;b*?_rofeﬂbrs, as, have ‘the. Judgment-to-ads
" “mifre Him, agd His Humanity. 4. fhall mot-theret
targ offer ¥ Wprd an the General Pamoof ~this
Huad; in Jaification . ef the Epiftles.t, kil
kasely fecdownthe Paflage in which -Siriai
b Tample, . xprefles Ms Senfeof, thisi matd
teg.; and . fulliehen deave .t te the B dades
whafe:Opinipg  helll think fit. teteke; cithers
Hjs, . ov:.$he . Libvary-keeper’s  at:-St~ Fapnesdos
Sir. Wik anfs-admirable ‘Words.aee, . Jrobjsik be.
myf hgve it liotht shilk: in- Painsingy, thas cambos
.+ . find our this to be an {riginal. - Senb Diverfitf:
o fe Paffigns upes nsh Varicty. of Aions, iend: Pigf:
Jagesof. Life -and Government -, fowb . frsedom. f.
Wkt fech Boldnefs of: Expreffige s fush Boin-.
ty.:s0-kafs Friemds;: fuch. Scorn of bis Enemies,; fucht:
Honour of Learned - Men, [uch . Eftcem of Geods)
Jush, Knowledge of Life, fuch: Cantemps of . Dentib
Wish Juch Furcencfs:of Nature, andCruclsy of Res
umge uonld newer be. raprafenied but by Fhm st
N{ff;’d ‘em.. And 1 eftcem Lucian:. 20. heve dboow!
ng, wore capsble)-of, Writing than of . Mfting 2 as.
Phalaris did. - Ju ab Ore wric :You find she Scliosy
lary or the Sophift 5 and in wll the .otber wriry:
the Tyrans, .and the Commender. It.is phiiny:
Sir Willjam Temple does not write like & Dream=.
sug. Pedant, with bis Elbaw. on. bis Duk‘;t.h and.
g ere. ‘

¢
/

\



#barefore the Reader perliaps wilh b dpt to
* -¢ake-his Judgment, -when' he -tells ‘hins, P:hag -
Phabyrisdoes not write like one neither.” . .=
-1 camiot but o)bferve, that llDr Bentley ishste
#mlelfewhere (<) very Liberal -~
in diftvibusing theReproach of . . (1) 7T Linde Pedans,
Pobetiyicwhichis to.Me, | % Jtefllls dou in the
conféfs, - plain Proof that he-' “*'_{tir mrerched Pedan-
has nojuft Notions of it : for try #s rbe meveer, p. 65,
if-heshad; ‘it is fo highan Of- - —— afeded wexceleach
ferce apainft’ Good Manriers, ;:6"”:’ g ¥ Pedantry.
and:Good: Serife,that methinks 4"’ v
_befhduld ithpute it morefparingly. 1 will en-
deavour therefore to fet him right ;, which lper-
‘haps: I::fhall be the better able to do, - becanfe
having ortver9d much a late with fome Wri- -
tings,where this Beauty of Style prevails,I have "
very ftrong and fenfible Impreflions of it. . .
«.PEDANTRY is a Werd of avery various ="
and mix'd meaning, and therefore hard to be. .
Befin’d? but'I will Defcribe it to the Dr as»
well\asol can, by pointing ‘oot *foine of the . -
Chief Marks and Malesof it, .
Fite Firlt and fureft Mark of a Pedum is, to
write without obferving the receiv’d Rules of
Civiiity, and Gommon Decency : and without -
diftioguifhing -the Charaters of Thofe .he
writes t0,-or againft : For Pedantry in the -
Pen, . is what Clownifhnefs is in Converfation ;
it is Writeen Ilbreeding. - -
. -Itis Pedantry, to affe& the ufe of an Hard
Word,: where there is an Eafie.one; or of a
Greek or. Latin Word, where there is'an
Englifa one, that fignifies the very fame
thing.  And thefe Two Meanings of the Word
B N P Cotomy
- '



n Dy 'Bentley’s Differsation Mpon the
Wy Lord Rofeommion feems to have hinted
WioTe fitie' Verfes of Mis ; which are worth 3t
Yeaft haif a dozén Pages of Dr Bemtley’s Seyaps
of Calimachos, Notes and all,

" The Soil intended for Pierian Seeds - . - -
" Muft be wellpurg'd fromrank PedanticWesds
. ApoHo farts,and all Parnaflus fakes - -
/% the rwde- Rumbliing Baralipton mekes, -~ it
For none-were Cor mith Adniration read, 7
" But Who, befide thesr Learning, were wellbrod,
T . Effay on Tranfl, Verf,

How Dt Bemley will, on thefe Articles, exs

cufe his Familiar Treatment of Sir William
() Coud “Temple («), and his Courfe Compliments to
citber dif- Me (b) 3, how he will bring off’ his Greek and
;:::' ;‘fm Latin Proverbs (c), his aliene, and negoce, and
or true " concede, and repudiating & Vernacular IdiomyWith
Value of an Hundred other fuch Elegances of Speech,
bis Av-1leave him to confider at his Leifure. - .~

thors. p. 6. . e
— Criticifm of 4 Peenliar Complexion, and muft’ pracced, from & Siv-

..... -

arity of Palase and Fudgmens. P. 7.. [P fiss e
gﬂ(b) Sorry Critie, Bungling Tipker, Lucian’s Afﬁx c‘;‘-'qr Lt i\”\

(c) mars rd 78 mAtus, Afinus 4d Lyram, §5c. L

To over-rate the Price of Knowledge, arid
to make as great ado about the true Rendring
of a Phrafe, or Accenting of a Word, a§ if ap
Article of Faith, or the Fortung of a King-
dom depended upon it, is Pedamry.. And fo
is an Affuming and Pofitive ‘way ‘of deliver
ing ones felf, upon Points efpecial}y not wotsth
...our Concern, and not capable of being. per,
fe@tly clear’d. .Aud whether DY Bentley, bt

guilty in this refpect or no, the Reader vggf

» ' 3

\




 ByiPhs of Phalasis' Eximii?d, e

beable to judge, whesihie* hds ‘cat Bis B
on the Margin, and-‘confiderd, how’ fahy
times the Dr in his Dffertation, has freely
us’d”the Word Demonftrate of his owy Pers .
formances («) : and withak, how fond be Is of ;) _ orp
Negatives, (a very dangerous'way of $p&ech ! Demon-
a{éthaﬁ in Cafes oftentimes where the Con- firated,
trary Affirmative is moft certainly true? as®basbe
it is, 2ad fall be provd to be, in alf thofé ZF/ks of
Inftances,which this Mark + referrs to, N ' Spurions.
—ithar Demonftrate Anaxilaps 1o beve 1iv'd — P. 26, ’
— Demonftrate the Doric Dialeft 10 bave beeny &ci P. 43. -
oyBut pkich s plain Demonftration, Pig8. =~ -+ °
.5 Pl Demonftrate “em by and by 10 be an Impofture.” P. 116.
= I'fpall Démonttrate outs vo be of & modern date. P.138.
"« #s a4 Dethonftrative Proof. ' P.G41. . A
¥...There was no {uch thing as Tragedy while be tyranniz’d 4 Agri-
¥ -.ge;itum. "46' . . : . R ) “ .
. ‘edwxire never us'd by the Ancicuts in that feufe, D.gs.
" By that time I have dome with ’em, it will be po moré 4 Comtros
verfie, whesher they are Spurious. P. 89. IR
There i No MS above CCC Tears old, that bas the Fables accor~
ding 10 that Copy. o 146. o Co
® 41l that Trak of Time, not oie Siogle Author, thas bas given xa
the Lealt Hint that Ffop was Ugly. P.agg. =
Aftypalea, 2 City in Crete, never mention'd by any Geopraphet,
P.44" . ’;., ‘ . -
‘y.,; Difcovery in Geography, thas could not be Jearnt any where
e. P.s8 ... - - : o
- Egﬁathi:;s, _who appears nevet to have feen the true Athenzus.
P, 20 a

To depart from' the Common Ways of
Writing or Speaking, and fuch as have been
us’d by the beft Pens, on purpofe to fthew
ones felf more Exat and Knowing than the -
Reft of the World, isa Piece of Affectation, -
that favours of Pedantry. Tauromenium is the
word that is generally us’d by both Ancien;..
an



96 Dr Bentley’s Differsation upon the

Modern Writers. Dr Bentley has res
rm’d our Spelling, and will have it Tawromi- -
“swinm; becaufe Pliny, and Solinws, (and perhaps
fomebody elfe) have happen’d to call it fo,
. And bere I muft beg the Reader’s Excufe, if
"1 go a little out of the Way, to do right to
Sir # iBiam Temple, in a Cafe of the Like na-
ture : Mr Worton tells him, with great Plain-
nefs .of Speech, that He, of all men, ought not
to bave arraign’d the Modern Ignorance inGram-
" mar, who puts Delphos for Delphi, cvery where
* Refle®. 4, hyg Effays *: A Capital Miftake, and wor-
A nad. thy to be chafti’d by the Acute Pen of
Learning, Mr Worton ! But is he fure that putting Del-
2 s9-  phosfor Deiphi is an Offence againft Grammar?
I thought always, that what was according to
- Propriety, and the receivd Ufe of a Tonrgue,
could not be againft Grammar. It may in<
deed be againft fome General Rule of ‘Gram-
mar : but fo Wife a Man as- Mr Worton is,
fhould have known, that Grammar - has not
only General Rules, but Particular Exceptions
too ; and that the Comm.n Cuftom and Ufage
of a Tongue is capable of creating an Exce-
ption at any time ; and is as good a Rule a3
any in the Grammar. Now Delphos, for thé
Latin word Delphi, is us’d by all the fineft
Writers of our Tongue, 'and beft Judges of
it : particularly, by Mr Waller twice, in fome
()P.269,0f his Laft Copies (4); which, tho’ they dte
363 worfe Poetry than the reft, yet are in Cor-
refer Englith: by Mr Dryden, four or five
(8) P. 6,33, 41, 46, 48.  times, in "his Life of Plu
(¢) P. 4,20,23,36, 42,59 tarch (b); by Mr Dike (c),
(d) P. 280,288, 310 and Mr Creeck (d) often M
- their feveral Lives of Thefeiw, and Solos : and

Ps .



- Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin’d. 97
‘ caufe perhaps One Old Divine may weigh
' (ﬁ?:re with Mr Worron than all thefe Modern
 Witneffes ) by the Reverend and Learned
Dr Fackfon, in his Volumes on the Creed (4).(2) T. %o
Mr Wottos might have faid indeed, that Del-P- 364
pos, in the Singular Number, is not Good
Latin, or Good Greek: but when he fays, ’tis
~ bad Englifb, he only fhews, that lie does not
converle with fo Good Authors as he onght
to do, This Digreflion might have been
fpar’d ;, but that Mr Woerton, when he was
]fmrging his Book of fome unbecoming Paf-
ages inthe fecond Edition of it, thought fic
ftill to retain this Grammatical Refle®ion
there : perhaps in a third Edition, he’ll take
care that This too fhall bear, the ret Com-

ny.
pa[{erk_y will forgive me this fhort Vifit
to his Friend, now I return to him.
~ Pedantry confifts alfo in Low and Mean ways
of Speech, which are a Vicious Affe@tation of
what, is Natural and Eafie, as Hard Words
arc of Learning and Scholarfhip. And whe-
ther Dr Bentley has not offended this way, by
thofe Familiar Expreflions of Adether Clito the
Herbwoman, and Going to Pott, and ferting Fors
[es togesher, and Roafting the Old Woman, and
by his apt Simily drawn from. Bungling T inkers
meﬂdinﬁ old Kestles; any-body, but Pedants,
can tell. , -
An Itch of contraditing Great Men, or
Eftablith’d Opinionsuponvery flight Grounds,
is another Inftance of Pedansry: and ( not to
mention any thing that relates to the Prefeat
Difpute ) fomething of this kind there was,
Pm afraid, in Dr.BmIeyI’; brisk Cenfure of
: Gro-



L

() Bentl, Ep. ad Millium

in fine Malalz, p. 86.
! {6) In ke /gﬂiele of thé
Thericlean Cups. -
(¢) Modefté & circum(pe-
& de tantis Viris pronun-
tiandum eft, ne forté ( quod
plerifque accidit ) dasment
quz non intelligunt.  Quins.

(d) Ceftoit . une Enemie
Public, qui ne pouvoit fou-
frir le merite, ni la reputa-
tion de ‘perfonne. L. ¢,
Lettrs 5.

Dr Bentley’s Differ#ation stponsbe

Gratius and Scaliger for pot knowing the meas

fure of an. Anapeffic Verfe
(a), when ’tis plain (as 1 fhat}
fhew, before Ilay down mw
Pen (4), that the Dr would
never have cenfur’d’em, if he
bhad known it himfelf {¢):
Caftclverro, an ltalian Pedang
was famous for. fuch a ,$nar-
ling Faculty as this; He weg
(as Balzac fays very well of
him (d) a Public Enemy, thax
coxld not endure any-body [loirld
bave Merit, or Reputatiqny bus
bimfelf. . :

The Subjedt is fruitful ;, but I will. confing
my felf to one Particular more of the Pedanr’s
Charatter; and thet is, a Love of Quoting
Books or Paflages not extant, or never. feen
by him, in order to amaze and confound: his
poor Reader, and make himfelf Terrible ig

the way of Learning,.

.As Ariftotle fay; .0

bis left Treatife of the Sicilian Governuens, fays
* Differ. the Dr *; tho’ that Treatife be {o far if,

P55

that drifforle did really never writgit. Ang

agen he tellsus, what Monfieur de Meziriac
(&) P.133. has done in his Life of e£/op (¢), and yet awas
in the very next Line, that he zcver met with
this Book, but only gue/’d what was init. He
(f) P26, produces ( ) the Unknown Autbors Diodorus
(g)P. 62.and Lucian (g) tramferib®d, as fo mapy Wit-

(7P 28 he givesa very

nefles on his fide : and, in another place (k)

particular account of what 4.

Gelisus faid in a Loft Chapter 3 not from- agy
other Writer that had quoted it, but meerly

by dint of Conjefture,

“Thefe




Ephfles of Bhelarss, Eoxdmin'ds 99

Thefe are.all the: Murks'and Moles of | mbm-

#ry that | can now ftay té point out to- the
Dr" if he-ba ftillat a lofs to Jknow, what
the Pedents CharaQer. is, and: ‘where to
apply 1:( )I ret{:rr lhéhm kto Paﬁ”age in

¢ (4), where 1 thin
tbl?;attcr is very fuccin&tly (‘c)ur}‘;e%?ﬁl X °&1"
and. fu‘\ly handl’d. There are de? Ouvrages de’l’ E[ymop.
fays hej in Learmng, asinWar,
# forsof Inferiour and Subaltern Officers ; Mm,wbp
Jeers made only for Regifiers and Magazme: to
Jore up the Prodn&zom of betrer Writers. - Col-
tetors they wre, Tranfevibers; Plagiaries; They
never think themfelvesy they tell Tou onlj what
Others bave thought before them. They, beap, 9
Zebw - Marter in alnmdmce, withowe: Chaise or
Diftinibion 5 and care wot bow Worthlefs it is, jé
ihere be bur Enongh en’t, They Know notbmg
but juft 4s they Iemt it from tﬁtzr Boaks%, an
Learn iothing but whar every-body elfe defires o
be Ignoram of They bavea Vain, Dry, Infipid
Jfort of Khowledge rlm # Difagreeable, and Ufe:
Lefs:, e ineither. epliven C'omzerfmn, wor copdncy
#0 Bufinefs. We are fometimes [irpri’d at their
Reading, bat always 1ir’d with their Dj fw»rfe
their mmg: Theft are They, who. among Aﬂ
the Little Men; and Some Great Ones, go for Scho= .
Zars; but among the Wife and Senfible. part of
Ma»k_md for Pedants, -
-, This Account of Pedantry has drawnme a
little out of my Way ; 1 fhall now return a-
mnto it, and confider the Particolar In-
s Dr Bentley has brought to juftific_his

Genera} Affertion, that the Master and Bufi-
weft of ‘the Letters ‘betrays ’em not to be Gc-

fivinie, o
Hi: . The‘



Soo  DrBentley’s Differtation upomtbe

*P.56.  * The Hirft is'an Lnpribublé and Abfurd Story %
{(as he thinks) about Stefichoruss who dﬁ:g at
Carin, the Himereans -defird 'to ‘hive- his
Afhes brought back into his Native City F#s
mera ; but the Catancans would not part with
them. This occafion’d’ a" fierce Conteft - be-
" tween thetwo Towns,which Phalaris appeas’d,
. by prevailing with the Himereansto let Sref-
chorus’s Afhes fleep in Peace at Carana, and bujld
‘a Temple to the Honour of him, at Home.
‘Now what is there in this Story either b/,
-or Improbable ? that the - Himereans fhotldbe fo
‘concern’d to get the Athes of Stefickioris, and
the:Catancans to keep them ? Thisvery thing
happer’d afterwards in the cafe of Ewmripides
whofe Bones the Athenians Tent a folethn Em-
bafly to Macedonia, to retrieve, as A, Gellins
(o) L. 15. informs us (4) ; and that, not in 4 Loft Chap-
C.20.  rer. “And after the Denial of this Requeft, we
(b) L.y, learn from Paufanias (b, that the Arhemsans
P. 2.  builta Noble Monument to the Mémory of ‘Ei-
vipides, which continv’d even to his Time,
Somewhat ofthe fame Honour was paid'to K«
- fied's ‘Remains ; which being buried, whete
"Hlefiod was murder'd, a greatway off Afera, the
(c) Conv. Orchomenians, Plutarch tells us (c) by the Ad-
Sap. p.162 Vice of the Oracle, endeavour’d all they conld
. to get’em into their pofleflion, but They that
had ’em, would not be prevail’d upon to-part
'with’m. And if Ewripides and Hefiod were
honour’d with fuch Contentions as thefe, “after

their Deaths, why might not Srefichorus ?
- Ay, but faysthe Dr, a Temple, and Deifica-
(d) Difler. 270> were a little too Extravagant an Hononr+to
2.37.  bepaidto a Poec's Memory (d). Ithought fuch
‘things as thefe could not have furpriz’d a
: : man




. Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin’d, - 108
man of the Dr’s Polymarhy: but, I find, he
knows:nothing of the ‘fe(ireral ‘Jl‘;einpl? ereed
ta Hower. at Smyma, and in other Places; as ... .|
Strabo (&), and c%lizm (b) exprefly affizm s not . -
fo much as remembers that Known Paflage. i gomerypy
Taly's Qration pro Archia Poeta, which. 1s N0 Smyrnzi -
gecreteven to theFirft Begimners in Learning, fovm effe
‘Homer (fays he) rhe §£iyrnacans clasw as a Nag- confir-
tive. of theirs ; and therefore they have ere- f::::‘ .
d..m Temple to bim. From whence alfo Dr esan De:
Bentley .may pleafe to learn the reafon why.lubra B~
.Phalaris- would have the Fimereans content jvsinOps
-themfelves with ere@ing a Temple to Steficho- Pide eolles
rus; becaufe That would declare to Pofterity, (‘,')' ?_,,,"“
_that.h¢ was Born there (¢). C . ... Hemersm
e T - T Yarem fbi
;Qﬂgflbi'ti Sepulcrum, 7Templum, & Scatuas ipfius oftentans.
~Varros o S
. "Nay, it happensa little unluckly, that an
Ancieat Marble is preferv’d to this, Day,

(:which perhaps belong’d to fome Temple
ereGed to- the Honour of Homer, in fome of
the places that contended for his Birth) where
-she. Apotheofis, or Deification of that Poet is
- defcrib’d; and a Learned Man, Cuperas, has
mrita Large Comment upon it: which me-
“thinks the Dr fhould have been acquainted
with,. tho’ he be not 4 Foreign Profeffor.
- ..E’re. 1 quit this Particular, I muft obferve
“a Little Slip of the Dr's, in telling us, that
Himera in Taully's time was call’d Therme *. 1* Differs.
believe it was not; becawfe Tufy himfelf af-p 57
furesus, .that Himera and Therme were two
Different Towns; and the Latter built at -
_ fome Diftance from the Ruines of the For-

-



©3  PrBontleyls Difforrasion pon she

.+ o - cmer (a). And, withopt this
(4) Himerd: deletd, quos Diftin&ion - hetween - Himers
Cives belli Callinitas reli . 'and Therme 'tis impoffible ¢o
quos fecerat, it fe, Thme underftand Diodorus, where
o antiquo. Or. 7,9 ¥eer, ' . fack’d ‘and rasid by the Car-
c e AL Hbaginiansy it contin’d -alto-
.on4 o+ . . - gether uninhabited, even te
() Tig Macas ad-Kapr. His Days (b): which conld
xrdviov: yopulaons , w9 not be True, if Mimera.and
X agesne .gﬁl‘g."'..“ah.. Therma-wege the fame ; »for,
“@r ”g,”:u p: 3 8.-,- "lm‘ -that Therme was 1?"611 i-‘,lhabi"'
vt v ey oo - ged in Diodorus’s time, s paft
. -+n: Difpute.~ | wifl not:deny, but that fome care-
e difefs Paﬁ'a'ges'mady perhaps have dropp’d ‘fram
-+the Pens of Old Authors, where thefe Twa
e. - ave-not:niecly diftinguifd : but it'is not in
Works, where they fet up for being fevere
¥pon other- Mens .Miftakes ; and Teir want
bf Exactnefs therefore may be forgiven them.
But. Dr | Bemly, who profefles jto give no
Quarter, fhou{& take - care net to want

gny. . o o o
* His Laft - Obje&ion happily arofe from
contemplating the Matter of ©ne Single E-
piftle 5 the Dr will now compare the Epifties
together, * and. confute One by ‘another.
Thete is an Inconfiffency, he fays, berween the
1%4nd the LXIX® Gecanfe in the Li® Phalaris’s
Vifeis Dead, and in.the LXIK'™™ Sheis Abve
* P, 47 again X, As if it were neceffary that thefe
© 7.+ Lpiftles fhould bave been written juft in‘the
fame Order that they ftand ; which is diffe
rent in the Printed Copies from what it is
in the MSS, .and different in one MS frgm,
ST © 7 what

« oo . . -.45‘:-
< . . e
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what . is in, another. Upon fuch an unrea-
{onable Suppofition as this, how many Jrcon-
fifiencies might be found in Tudys Epifbles ?
or even in Thofe of St. Paul ¥ And yer, if
this Suppefition do not take place, there is
no manaer of Inconfiffency between thofe Two
Epiftles of Phalars. The Penctrating Dr
Bentley feems to have had fome Sufpicions,
.that this Argument was of it felf a little too
aveak to ftand its Ground ; and therefore has
ack’d it with a ftrong Referve of Four
Jther Suppofitions : and if All Thefe hold
good, he will fill prove the Epiftles Spuri-
ous. Firft he [uppofes, that Eryshia was poi-
fow'd by Pytbon, vt long after Phalaris’s Ra-
nifpment 5 becavfe otherwife, he fuppofes, the
ould not want Opportunisies to follow binm : then
he fuppofes, Erythia was poifon’d in the Ifland
Aftypalza, where he fuppofes, that her Prifoner
dyels, Here are more Poffulatums than Euclid
requir’d to build the Whole Body of his Ele-
ments upon ; and yet He muft be very kind
+ to Dr Bentley, that will grant him any One
of them ; fince there is nothing either in the
Epiltles themfelves, or in any Other Hiftory
I'have had the Luck to ‘meet with, that can
give ’em the leaft Countenance. At prefent
thegefore I take the fame Liberty to deny
eyery.ane of thefe Suppofitions,as He has taken
to sffume them :- If hereafter he can prove
them .in another Language, ’twill then be
tune gnough to fhew, that they are Nothing to
the Purpofe. ‘ .
.. In fomeg Other Epiftles, the Dr has difco.
ver'd -a Sceme of Putid and Senflefs Formatity *. * Differt.
A Man of Quality in Syrngfe, whofe Wife p. ss.
. 4 was

.
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* Differt.
P59

+ Differt.
’o L 1 8.

Dr Bentley’s Jﬁﬂ’matioa spon the

was lately Dead, fends his Brothet to -Phads-
s, ‘with a Requeft, that he would endeavour.
to prevail with Srefieborss to write an Elegy.
upon Her j Phalarss trys, and prevails: bot

.is not fo fuccefsful in a feco Attem'pt of

the fame Nature, that he makes at the In:
ftance of another Sicilian Gentleman. .1 pro~
teft, I can fee no Harm in all this : thers
may indeed, for ought I'know, be Purid Fer<
mality in it, becaufe I can’t well tell what thofa
Hard Words mean ; but | fee nothing Unna-
tural there, or Misbecoming the Charatter of
Phalaris. No! fays the Dr, what 2 can-any
One believe thas [uch Stuff 4s this bufied vhe Fread
of the Tyramt ¥ ? As Low thoughts as the
Dr has of the Epiffles, 1-find he has very
high ones of Phaleris : he feems to have Tés
prefented bim- to himfelf , as fome Mighty
Monarch that had Vaf Dominions, -and was
too Great, and too Bufie, to attend fuch Tri-
fles : whereas He wasonly a Petty Prince of
One Town in Sicily; and, as fach, 1 hope,
the Office here given him was no ways be-
low him. Indeed the Dr has, for the Ho-
nour of Phalaris, veprefented that Town as
exceeding Populous 3 for Diodorus, he fays,
counts 200000 Souls’ in Agrigent, and - Others
800000 -t. Divderss 1 grant, in the place
cited, fays, there were fuch,  Numbers in
it, when the Carthaginians took it, Olymp.
LXXXXIIL 35 when (as he tells us -in the
fame place) it was in its moft profperous and
fiourifhing Eftate : but muft there meeds be
as many Inhabitants in it, 150 Years before,
in the Reign of Phaleris ? - As for his-Other

Witnefs Laersims, his 8oonoo are given 'ilpti;ly ‘
: . e




. ~Epifiles of Phalatis Btamis'd; 10§

the.Learned, as a2 Grdfs Miftake ; which' Be-

chart fuppofes to have rifen from the change-

of .a Nomeral K into ani: or,however that

may be, the Account, h; ;‘93;3,

is incratsble, and wtterly falfe *. * Chm ves o
Inéredible as it is,ytho Dr fidem, wéwp}?;'{ﬁ%h
vouchfafes to take up with Fbales-p- 553.

it; and it grows under his :
Hands: for by that time we are got to the
. End of: this Article, thefe 8ooooo are « ML

bon of : Spbjects -+ : the 200000 are thrown in 4 Dier.
carcielly to make it a Round Number, Letp. ¢8.
it:beaMilion ; yet there have been Tyrants,

with many Millions of Subjefts at their Com-
mund;. who have thought fit to employ and
entertain themfelves much after this manner.

Has the Dr, who deals fo much 'in Fragments,
never-feen thofe of Augufus’s: Letters to Ho-

race 2 has he never heard, that we owe the

Fourthi Beok -of Horace’s Odes, and the fineft

of aikhis Epiftles, to that Prince’s Importuni-

ty ;5 who prefs’d, and oblig’'d him to write,

and to make mention of Him in his Poems?

And fach Stuff, 1 prefume, may very well be
atllow’d ito bufie Pbalerid®s Head, which found

room in the Thoughts of Axguftus. :

- .Bot:why fo much ado ? fays Our Keen Ob-
ferver; cuuld not the Syracufian have writtem
#o Stefichorus, and «t the price of fome Prefemt

mee with Swuccefs ¥ 2 1 agree with the Dr R

that & Prefent is fometimes an Expeditious ?m'“"
Method -of doing Bufinefs ; I have known fe- "%
veral-things in my Life-time fick for want

of it. ' However here it was Improper : for
Stefichorss was not only the Greateft Poet, but

one of the Greateft Men in Sigly. His B;r‘o-'

L. ~ ther
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Dr Beatley’s Diflertation apow the
ther  Helianax wag a Law-giver. [ Nouding 3

'Suidas tells us ; and He himfelf prabably .in

the Government of Himera; or at Jealt con-
fulted by ’em in Extraordinary. Cafes, 3s Qp}-
ears by his Apologue in Arifforle’s Rhetoric :
nd the true way of prevailing with fuch ,?

" a.man to employ his excellent Pen was to o

fer him not Mony, but a Subje® that.
fexvd it.  Some of his Brother Poets. jndge
were to be tempted this way: but they

- were Men of Mean Birth, and Educatiopg

and were to make their Fortunes by 'the

Pen ; and no wonder therefore.that they weze
Mercenary. o S
. It is objetted, that if thefe Letters about

the Elegy were Phalarigs, he would have ¢

refs’d himfelf properly, and not have ceff'd
he fame Copy of Verfes wines, and sreyéory mbich
are s differcnt from one another as Thcogﬂi‘g],)'z;;

i

(4) Differ. from Pindar (a): an Egregion: Piege of . Duln

P59

fays the Dr, and which proves him to be 4
meer Afigus ad Lyram ! = Now, to fec the
differeqt Caft of Mens Heads, allowing the
Error in this cafe, fo Egregionfly Dull am 1,
that I fhould have reafon’d juft the other way
from it ; that if 4 Sophiff had writ thefe Leg-
ters, he would never have confounded thefe
Two Words, the diftin&t Senfe of which
was {o well fettl'd beéfore his Time by the
Grammarians. - But in Phalaris's timg the
meaning of thefe Terms of Art might got. be
fo ftrictly mark'd out ; or « Prince might not
think himfelf oblig’d to take notice of it
and to-write with all the Exaé&nefsof a Scho-
lar. So that from this very. Miftake, if it
were oae, I fhould have inferr’d fomething

in
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-Epifies of Phalaris, Exemin'd, -
in favor of the Letters: byt,to our Misfortune,

kere is no Miftake. Phalaris did but as a Nlicer -
Man tHan He might have dore ; he calls the .

Poem “Easydor(a), when he asks it. of Séfi-(o) Epe
chorus, and did ‘not know in what Verfe it 244

would be campbs'd by *him ; and he calls it

#AG afterwards (4), when he ha’d.it, ‘and (5)Ep.79¢

found it was in Lyric Meafures. A

“Easy© and Easyéd originally fignified only a

» Mournful or FuneralSong (¢); =

an Elegy, as we fay in Enghifh

referring to the Subject of the ~ yomen pabes,

Sorig, and not to the Mea- -~ = = -
{ure. - But Elegies being gene-

(¢) ~Elegeia, flebile Carmen =
Ab! nimse ex vero nanc tibi

Ovid.

fally writ in Hexameters and Kol of "Enlusnds N bas-
Pentamerers, the Word came ¥4 ¢ R OplSors® wer’ wid,

wfterwards to be applydpure- %¢¥ ! Mon-

mrliuG-

o ' . W 78 weTd vy 8
1y to the AMeafure , Without fﬁa{ Emml.,n,

any Regard to the ‘Subject. . paulo ante finem.
However, this Second Senfe T
of the Word did not fo far prevail, as ab-
folutely to extinguith the Firfg; ftill *Easy&-
and 'Exeydie were now and then cmploy’d in
a Loofer Meaning than what the Grammari-
ans put upon ’em 5 and of this I will give the

Dr one plain Inftance, from a Darling Au-

thor of his, Dion Chryfoftome, who in his 4th

Book de Regno calls the Heroic Perfes written

OR Sardanapalzss Tomb, ‘Exsyéior :° And Ari-

ffophanes fpeaking of the Nightingale, has this

Paffage : ' '

o B0 drbver T s IATpug
"Armldares® -~ In’Opd.

Where &6 can fignific nothing, but a Me-
o Coe lancholy

< v
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o - .. lanchely Tune, or:AoxrnfM

2) Accordingly the Scho- “Sopg d 5 unlefs .our Gram-

Kt thos interprers i, T marian” can prove,  that the
~ L4 N ¢' 704‘ . . . p . . ’.

..:;. '-“-“?3151 WS R o Nightingales in that part. of

-

o the World fung in Elegiac
”"‘.‘ N ‘Meafure. . And the. Mis?o:_:-
o= tumeof it is, that thefe very “Eauw are calid

péan but a few Verfes before,” i .

Tip buds § o wnddinpes g e
Eacarfouisn dugesis Mﬁ"\‘“ RPN

And’I hope Ariftophanes underftood Greek,
and was no Afinus ¢d Lyran.  As ftrong-Proofs
-, as.thefe: may feem, I'have ftill behind Oge
- .. Authority mgre,‘.wiglch.wi_ll go farther with
= Dr Bentley than any 1 have yet brqughc‘_:;i’:cxs
- +'his Own. He, p. 139, of his Differtation,
© - tells us, that Séme-'bogy made an Edisjon of
'EOp’s Fables in Elegiac Verfe;, and after giving
us feveral Inftances of the kind, he adds, that
Somé of them (5.e. of the Elegiac Fables) were
(5) Difler. all in Hexameters (b). Id advife him therg-
» 140, fore to call in this Criticifin, and his. Dir
Proverb along with it, for fear it how'd flic
‘where has not a mind it fhould. N
- " He has ftill One way left of difproving
this Piece of -Putid Formalsty; and that is, by
‘denying that Seefichorus and Phalaris were ace
€e) Ibid. quainted (c). Tis a'Negative and therefore
P 6o retty hard to be made out ; fet us fee how
e fets about it. He obferves, that Lucian
fays nothimg of this Acquaintance.” ZLucinz
mentidns it not by Name indeed; but he
fpeaks in General of Phalaris’s Converfation
with Learned Men, and their great Eﬂeeﬁlgmof
3

LR,




“Kpitles of Philaris Examin®d. *
Wiy #nd “then gives zii Tnftance in Pyha-

v

Foras, ‘the mo celébrated Scholar .°f,'hii' o

Time (4)5 ‘and after Him,

‘there heeded no other Inflan- - © (&) "By M%) Hewlarr
¥es.’ Had a Lefs Skilful Hand 3‘3 pornin wuj b of oopa-
beent employ’d in making this ?M.E”“""’,“;" :‘Z'f

‘Oration, he would probably 3., c.in, o
have heap'd up all e knew" C:;"{, Rty
of Phalars, ard overacted his nuas, &c

Tivlayegs Juw o3

oaolw

part by too Great and Cir- Luc. Phal, 1.

cumftantial a Nicety. But Lx-

rian had more Art ; he knew when to leave off,
‘that the Piece might not look ftiff and unnata-
‘ral. Befides, if Lucian’s Silence be an Excepti-
‘onto Srefichorus’s acquaintance with Phalarss, it
i§ to Abarss’s too ; which yet Our Critic has
“before, for the fake of 4riffurle and Fambis-
<¢hwi *, been gracioufly pleas’d to allow.

* Difler.

" “But'Plaro is filent, as well as Lacian, in thisp. 15.

“matter 5 and that in an Epiftle written to a
“Fyrdnt of Sicily, where he # reckoming wp the
Priemifhips of Lcarned Men with Tyrants and

Magifrates +.  Neither has Plato mention’d+ Thid.
‘wiy thing in that Epiftle of the acquaintance?- 63

between Phalaris and Pyrbagoras; which had
Jbeen as Proper, and as Domeftic an Inftance
s the other, And yet the Pyrhagoreans all

‘dgree that their Mafter and Phalerss were ac-

"quainted ; and Dr Bemrley grants it: why

nld Plaeo’s 111 Memory be a proof againft
'Yhé one, and no Proof againft the other ¢ But
‘I‘rather think, it was his Good Judgment,

“thaly his' 111 Memory, that occafion’d this O-

Wiffion 1 Phaleris’s Name was detefted and in-
Fiious ih Sicily 5 and to have brought him in
‘theréfore among his other Inftances, wguld

- ave

RRIRER
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Dr Beadley’s Differsation upon thé
bave.fpoil'd the Complement to Dionyfius, wiid
might like well enough to have the. Parallc]
drawn between Him and .Hisro, or Perisles;
or Periander,, o Crafu 3 but would not .have
thought it a Givility, 1 believe, to have been

compar’d with Phalaris: whofe Charaéter;

~ when taken at the beft, and ‘as drawn in thefe
‘Epiftles, is not fo Amiable; as that aay man

? d) Differo
p.6i.

() Ibid.

fhonld be pleas’d with refembling him 5 efpee
cially One, who could not but be confcious to
himfelf, that he had made ofe of His Me.
theds, and had reafon to expe&t His Fate,
Plato was a Great Mafter of Decency 5 and he
never fhew’d it more than in this dextrous
management 3 which I am not farpriz’d ‘to
foi;;d that our Library-keepes bas no- Relith
His, laft Argument is from Pimdar; whe
fpeaks of Phalaris®s Cruelty with Deteftation;
And what follows from thence? that he ne-
ver heard of his Extraordinary Déarncfs wing
Stefichorus 3 for the fake of which, Pindar
had- lie known it, would certainly:-have fors
born giving bim fo Vile & Charaiter (a).  Thid
indeed isDemontftration, and not to be with-
ftood ! I will not Attempt to anfwer it ; only
1 will put the Dr in mind of One falfc Cos
lour,.that he has given to his Argument : for
it does not appear from any Expreflion in'this
Ode, that Pindar is there exhorting Hiero 2o'be
kind 10 Poets and Men of Lesters (b). - There i
not a Word of being kind to Poets and Mesn of

Lesters mention’d in the Verfes ‘themfelves;

whatever Guefs his Commentators (who per
haps knew as little of Pindar’s Intentions,. asd
6r Dt Bentley do) may make at their Remote

) . Méan-
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Meaning. . Pindar only praifes Fiere €or his
Hienafity and Hofpirality, at large; and telis

bim; Crafus was renown'd for thefe Vestues,

and  Phalaris. infamons for the want of ’em.
Which I would have obfervd ; becaufe if

be be not fpeaking here of Bemeficerce to

Pouts and Men of Letters, Dr Bentiey might as

well have undertaken to prove his point frem

dgrsov ugy.8dwe, as from the paffage he has pro-

duc’d. - He has lam’d it in his Quotation ; I

will give it the Reader en- .

tirg (a) = Creefiss, fays he, mik -, (4) "Ov ofires Kelrow orr
always. be renownw’'d for bis Hu- "°:°,"," ‘f"'%* ":;g ol
mawity and Benevolence 5 but the %;gf;:éf:; 3.,'1”, i
Menory of the Savage and In-  poing-

biruan Phalaris is every where

detefted. Could a better Panegyric be made

upom Hiero , in fewer Words ? Colld any

thing be more artful, than the pitching upoa

thefe Two Oppofite Inftances, to fet out his
Charafter by ¢ Were a Man to Complement

fome Perfon in Dr Bemlsy’s Station could he

do it more effettually, than by faying of him,

that he had all the Humanity and Good Na-
ture.of the Library-keeper at Cambridge *,and * Mr.
none of the Difobliging Rude Qualitiesof Him Laughsot:
at St Fames's ? :

-_Afrer all, the Dr’s Opinion and Mine up-

on - this point are net fo very diftant as he

may. imagine: for I agree with him, that

there was no Extraordinary Dearnefs between
Qaeeﬁchom and Phalaris § nor do the Letgers
- themftlves imply that there was. They fay
indeed, that Phalaris oblig’d and courted Stefs-

chorus , out of Vanity, or a Real Efteem of

his Merit. And Srefichoras could not butfpay'

ome
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Dr Beiitley’s D{Ifeftatioﬁ a'pb»' the
fome Regard to Phaleris on this account;
tho’ he could never Love Him, or his Cha:

raler : nor is there any Proof from the Epi-
ftles, that he did. Phalaris, after he had gi-

yen him his Life, defird only his Friendfhip

in return ; and Srefichorus was oblig’d both in
Gratitude and Prudence, not to ftand off;
but to be in as Good Teérms as he could with
a Man that was able to do him fo much Mif
chief. We have aLively Account of juft fuch
a management as this between Fulius Cafar
and Tully, in the Epiftles of the Latter.
When Cefar had got the better of Pompey,
whofe Side Tullytook, either out of a true
Efteem for Tully’s Vertues, or out of Defign,
he took all Mctgods of making him hit Own 4
y’d him a great many Civilities, and did
im a great many Services. Tully could ne-

~ver from his Heart love a Tyrant: but we

may imagine how he behav’d in this cafe;
he accepted Cefar’s' proffer’d Friendfhip,
wrote Civilly to him, and lay ftill. No
more than this, that T can fee, ever pafs’d
between Stefichorus and Phalaris, to fpeak upon
the Foot of the Letters : and if fo, what be-
comes of Dr Bentley’s Harangue about the Si-
lence of Authors, in relation to this fancied
Intimacy and Dearnefs ? Good Writers muft
needs fay nothing of that which never hap-
pen’d. Stefichorus’s Love for Phalaris could no
more be the Subje& of any of the Pens that
went before us, than Dr Bentley’s Humanity will
be of any of the Pens that (hall come after us,
*Tis Eafie then to anfwer for the ilence of Au-
thors upon This Head; whether it can be jufti-
§ied as well upon the Next, I fhall now enqulirgx.
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IN ‘my Preface to Phalaris, among the Ob:
- jeGtions that might be rais d againft th - E-
pifties, I mention’d This for One, that they
had, for ought we knew, /lain a Thoufand Years
without  being taken notice of. Dr Bentley has
been pleas’d to refume this flight Argument
of mine, as he did that of the Dialef?, and give
it a place among his Irrefragable Demonftra-
tions ; an Honour which, I muft own, it no
ways deferves. For, tho’ he has taken this
occafion of fhewing his Extraordinary Talent
in Wit and Raillery, and tells us, the Epi-
ftles were preferv’d in the Parchments of Jove,
and buried s fome Secret Cave under Ground ;

or clfe they bad certainly gone to Por * : yet I*Differts -

fuppofe he does not in good Earneft think?- 63

it any great Wonder, that Mortal Vellum
fhould endure a Thoufand Years; or that a
{mall Parcel of Letters fhould lye fo many
Ages without being mention’d by any Author
now extant : a Thing not altogether Incredi-
ble, becaife it has aGually happen’d to other
Books befides Phalaris. )
Vellejus Paserculus, an Elegant Writér, and
one that tells us feveral Particulars, not to
be met with in other Roman Hiftorians, might
with more reafon expe& to be taken notice
of than Our Author: yet perhaps Dr Bewt-
ley: won't meet with any plain meéntion of
his Writings for Five Centuries after he writ,
till Prifcian quotes him, and that only in a
point of Grammar. After this time he’ll be
as much at a lofs to find any Footfteps of
him for Nine Hundred Years more, down to
the Age of Aventiius: and yet the Criti:Cks
- , I ave
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have receiv’d him withont being fo nice as
to examine, what Secrer Cave he was conceal'd
in. Phedrus, as far as1 can find, was never
mention’d by any Author fince Avienms, till
his Fables were in this Age brought to light
by 14thans, after they had been loft above «
Thoufand Years. Laitantius de Mortibus Perfe-
cutorum, was a Book not fpeken of by any-
body  fince St Ferome , till, after & Thow-
fand Years, Baluze difcover’d it in the fa-
mous Library of Colbert, and made it pub-
lick. Now, .as our Differtator learnedly
argues ; if thefe Books lay wnrouch’d and un-
ftirr’d, they muft have moulder’d away ; if they
were us'd during thefe Ten Centuries, Sore-

- body wonld [urely bave [poken of ’em. Either

the Dr muft give up thefe Authors as
Spurioys, or thefe Objeltions as Slight
and Frivolous ; and own, that the Silence
of the Ancients is not a Direit, but € as
any -body elfe would. have thought , and

-calPd it ) a very Indireit Argument againft . .

* Preface
to my E-
dition of
Thalarss.

’em : tho’ ftill not quite fo indireft as ano-
ther, that he founds upon a Difagreement
between Lucian, and the Epiftes, in their
Acc-unts of Phalaris. This does not come
properly under the head 1am now fpeaking
to: however, becaufe he has thrown toge~
ther here Two or Three Paultry Proofs, that
would make no Figure by themfelves, I fhall
take ’em as they lye before me. The Diffe-
rent Relations concerning Phalarss given: by
Lucian, and the Epsftles, 1 urg’d formerly * as
a Proof that Lucian could not write them.
But as He has manag’d it, at fecond hand, to
fhew, that Lucian dues a good as exprefly d.etlazc
: ) e
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he never faw %em, it either proves nothing, or
proves too much; even that Zuciaz never
faw Timans, as Learned as he was, and as of-
ten as he mentions him. For Timaus relates,
that the Agrigentines threw the Brazen Ball
into the Sea; but Lucian fays, Phalaris fent it
to Delpkos. 'What I fthould gather from hence
would be, that Zucian overlook’d that and
many other Authorities, and did not confine
himfelf to ftri& Hiftory in a Declamation :
but, according to Dr Bentley’s manner of
drawing Coniequences it muft follow, that
Timexs no more writ his Hiftory, than Pha-
leris did his Letters ; for Lacian equally con-
tradi@®s Both; and for that reafon is a Bad
Evidence againft either of them. Now if Lu-
‘cian himfelf be of no Authority in this point,
much lefs are thofe Anshors he ‘follow’d ¥ which * Differts
Dr Bessley fummons up as fo many Witneffes?- 65
againft the Epiftles. I would ask him how -
. many Witnefles thefe are? where they livd ?
what are their Names, and the Names of the
Books they wrote ? ’Tis very hard to urge:
fuch Teftimonies againft us, as are not now,
and probably never were in being: For Lx-
cian, in this Harangue, feems to tye himfelf up '
to no Authors, nor to be guided by any thing
bot his own Inveation : and this the Dr him-
felf confeffes in another place +; where he tDifferte
fays, Lucian feigns an Embaffy fom Phalaris o ©*
Delphi. And if the Ground of this whole
Difcourfe were a Fiition, why does the Dr -
here argue from it as ferioufly as if it were
copy’d from the moft Authertic Hiftories
then extant ? how can he allow himf¢lf to’
put fuch an Air of Gravity upon what he

13 knows
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knows to be a Trific ? We fhall haye
him, ‘at this rate, in his next Differtation,
folomnly quoting Lucian’s Fera Hifforia 100,
and the unknown Authors which bhe follow'd,
Put 1 fippofe he refolv’d to make the beft

.advantage he could of thefe Poor Colours,

for want of Better Authorities : For the Two
Hift rians he brings to ftrengthen his Proof,
fay nothing that is inconfiftent with the Epi-
ftles. Jamblichus, he fays, brings in Abaris
in company with Pythagoras ro Phalaris ;*but in
the Epsftles Abaris refufes to come. 'Who would
not have refus’d an Invitation from Phalaris,
till he had good affurances that he might come
with Safety ? Report had told him very
difmal Stories of the Tyrant, and drefs’d him
up in frightful Colours ; 4baris perhaps did not

- know at firft, but that Phalaris might Live

upon Philofophers Flefh ; or might have a
Fancy to try, which made his Bull R oar bef?,
a Scythian, or a Sicilian. Thefe were very
Important matters, ‘and if he fhould not
have taken care to be fully fatisfied in ’em
before he ventur’d his Perfon, he had not been
?uite fo Wife a man as he was thought to be;
or one part of Wifdom 'is to be Cautions.
Pythagoras therefore manag’d at the very fame
rate ; he often refus’d to come (a), and yet
came at laft : why might not this be the cafe
of Abaris? This is a very eafie way of re-
conciling Phalaris with Jamblichus ; and he
does not differ fo widely from Heraclides nei-
ther, but that They too may be brought
(with Dr Bentley’s Leave, and in his Carriers

-Phrafe) to fer Horfes togesher.  Phalaris fays,

he was an Orphan, before he came to Agrigent d’
. an
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and yet Heraclides fays, his Mother was burnt
there. Dr Bentley has given a Clear Soluti-

on of this Difficulty himfelf; and frankly
owns, that his Mother might be burnt, tho’

his Father dy’d long before. Bur how, fays

he, came the Old Woman to be roafted at Agri-
gent, if Phalaris fled alone from Aftypalza,
neither Wife nor Child, nor any Relation following
him,, according to the Epiftles (4) ? 1 do not re- (4) Difer.
member any fuch Epiftle in My Edition of” 5*
Phalaris 5 but if there fhould be fuch an one

in the King’s MS, I'll anfwer this O jection

to it, when the Library-keeper is in fo good

an Humor, as to favour. me with a Sight of

it : Till then, I may be excus’d from profecu-
ting this Point any further. Only I muft ob-
{erve to the Dr, that either he ufes fome Co-

py. of Heraclides that 1 have not feen; or
elfe cites him for what he does not fay.
‘Both Here, and in the 3oth Page of his Dif-
fertation, he tells us, from Heraclides, that
Phalaris was burnt by the Agrigentines ; where-

as Heratlides only fays, o ¢ S9uG inpaps(are
Tis true, it’s all one to his purpofe, whether

he was burnt, or any other way put to Death :

but he has fuch a Facility of Mifunderftand-

ing or Mifreprefenting Authors, to ferve a
Turn’; that he does it, even when-it is of no
fervice to him. ' ‘

I3 1 Hope



118 Dr Bentley’s Differtation aponthe

/ Hope I have now fo thoroughly examin’d
\ Dr Bentley's General Argaments, that none
\/ - of’em can be thought to affe(t the whole
‘' Body of the Epiftles : if his Objections againft
. fome Particular Letters have no more Weight
" in’em, he’s the beft Patron Phalaris has yet
met with ; for the next Happinefs to
being very wel Defended, is that of being
very weakly Oppos’d. Al his Attacks of
-this kind are grounded upon Chronolegy: and
therefore, before he could make any Approa-
ches, he was oblig’d to fettle the Time of
Phalaris. And firft he gives us the account of
Eufebius thus. Ol XXXI. 2. Phalaris apud
« Agrigentinos Tyrannidem exercet. OL. XXXVIL..
% 2. Phalaridis Tyrannis deftructa : by which
* Differt. “ reckoning he gyzem’d 28 Years *.. In-
$- 14 ftead of 0/ XXXVII, he means, I fuppofe,
Ol XXXVIII, as ’tis in Eufebixs 3 or elfe his
*  Reckoning of 28 Years (which he counld bring
in here, for no other Reafon, but to fhew his
Skill in Counting) is falfe. However, he is
willing to allow, that (according to St Hie-.
vome, and Suidas) Phalaris’s Government com=
mene'd O), LIIL 3. and expird OL LVIL 3.
This Account, {ays he, I aliow of fer the [ake of
Ariftotle and Jamblichus, who make him Co-
+ Ibid.  remperary with Stefichorus and Pythagoras . .
P15 But by his Nicenefs in Computation he con-
futes himfelf in the fame Breath, and fays,
Pythagoras was not taken notice of in Greece till
80 Tears after Ol XX XVIIL 2. (for Pllfuppofe
XXXVIl a falfe Print) i.e. Three Years af-
~ter
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ter Phalarisdy’d. And yet Pythagoras had a
great Name in Greece many Years before he
came into Sicily. 80 that Dr Bentley has ma-
nag'd this Point with a particular Dexteri-
ty ; and provd that Pythagoras and Phalaris
could not be acquainted, by that very ac-
.count which he accepted of meerly to coun-
tenance their acquaintance. A moft. anfpici-
cus Entrance vpon his Chronological Proofs !
doubtlefs all the reft will be made out with
Equal Force and Clearnefs ! Here’s a Page
dpent to give us his Opinion about the Age
of Phalaris, where he has fo contrivd to fay
one thing, and prove another, that we are
ftill at a lofs to know what his Opinion is.
If Dr Bemley be fo Quarrelfome , that he
cannot agree with himfelf, how is it pof-
fible for other people to agree with him ?
I would willingly allow of any Date of
Phalaris that he is inclin’d to admit : but
fince he has exprefs’d himfelf fo intricate-
~ ly, that °tis hard to know which way he is
-determin’d, I'll take the moft receivd Ac-
"count; and go on to fhew, that, notwithftan-
ding any of Hjs Difcoveries, the Epiftles
might have been written before the 58th
.Olympiad.

He begins his Chronological Obfervations
with the £r4’s of fome Cities mention’d in
the Epiftles ; a very Slippery Foundation to

~build an Argument upon! for all thefe Ci-
ties are fo very ancient, that it would puz-
2le one of a Greater Reach in Chronology
than Dr Bentley,, to trace their Originals.
The Oldeft Hiftorians now extant had but
very Slender Memoirs (if thofe times; and
4 ac-

119
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accordingly we find their Accounts fo con-
fusd and contradittory, that No-body buta
Man of Dr PDentley’s Judgment would pre-
tend to draw Demonftrations from ’em. I
hear the Famous Mr Dodwell ( who furpaffes
Dr Bentley in Learning, as much as he does
in Candour and Modefty) is now printing

- fome LeQures at Oxford, in which he fhews,

how very obfcure and uncertain the Hifto-
ries of thofe Ages are; and that from the
Concurrence aof thofe Rude Accounts he
meets with, he has made it probable that
Phalaris muft be brought much lower than
even St Hierome places him. This perhaps
would cut off moft of the Dr’s Arguments
at One Blow : but for want of this afiftance,
I muft encounter ’em fingly 3 and be content
to wander with him thro’ thofe Woods and
Mazes in which he often lofes both Himfelf
and his Reader. But before I follow him in-
to this Dark Scene, I will confider a little
the Tendency of this way of arguing in Ge-
neral. He would prove that Phalarss could

-not poflibly be the Authtor of thefe Letters,

becaufe fome Places are mension’d there un-

.der fuch Names, as he thinks ;were given ‘em

fince the Age of Phalaris, Does he know
Whofe this gort of Proof is, and to what
111 Purpofes it has been employ’d ? it is famous
for being made ufe of by Spinofa, and others, to
ruine the Authority of Mofes’s Writings ;
which they would prove not to be His (juft
as our Chronologer here does) from Places
beirg mention’d in ‘em, more Modern than
He. Ought the Dr ina Doubting Age to
have employ’d fuch an Argument, wigho;]xt

. ' ' the
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the utmoft Caution and Guard ? Ought he
to have propos’'d it fo Generally and Crude-
ly, without informing his Reader, how far
* it held, and where itfzil'd? what Excepti-
ons were neceflary to be madeto it, and
of what Solutions it was capable ? Is he fo
Eager to' prove Phalaris Spurious, that he
cares not whether the Authority of the Sa.
cred Writings fink with him 2 But 1 hope -
he does n’t think there’s any more Weight
in Spinef#, thanl think there is in His Ar-
guments. One of the Anfwers I have heard
given upon this occafion is, that thefe Names
were chang’d fince Mofes writ, to make his
Hiftory more intelligible to thofe, to whom
the ancient Names of thofe Towns and Coun-
tries were no longer known. And this Plea '
therefore I might fairly lay hold of for Pha-
laris, if there were any need of it; and pre-
fume, that the Copyers of thefe Letters might
alter fome of the Old Names to fuch as were
of more known and familiar Ufe in their
Time. But I have no occafion to fay this,
til Dr Bentley has clearly provid fome of
the Names of Cities Mention’d there to be
later than Phalarss 5 which, I think, with all
his little 8kill in puzzling Accounts, he ha
‘not been able to do. o
- For Methods fake, he begins at the Laft
Epiftle ; from whence he cites thefe words 5
“YBadior ¥ rricis, and fays, the Sophift was care-
ful to mention [uch Cities (he means, People) as
he knew were in Sicily (4). Which 1s un- @ P. 13-
luckily faid juft in this Place, becaufe the
Sophiit (if he be one) happens to mention a
People that were not in Sicily ; for in s;lﬂ
the
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the Copies of Phalaris ’tis “Tarsinr. Indeed I

uefs’d it fhou’d be “TBaziu, and am there-

ore oblig’d not to bear hard upon him for

making ufe of my Conjetture. Granting it
therefore to be “rgiai, whether any cf the

Sicilian Hybld’s be here meant is dubious, and
therefore he fays nothing to it: but when he

comes to Phintia, which every-body owns to

be iu Sicily, he brings abundance of needlefs
Authorities to prove ’tis there. One of

thefe, Djodorme, fays, that Phintia was built

by Phintias of Agrigent, long enough after the

Time of Phalaric 35 upon which Dr Bentley

begins to triumpha little too haftily ; ima-

gining, he has certainly prov’d this to ke

the Phimtia mention’d by the Mock-Pbalaris.
Whereas he ought te have confiderd, that
Diodorss, in the very place he cites, fays, that

the Phintia built by Phintiax was a Maritime
*ohglse- TOWN * : but there’s another Phintia, which
Adan® - both Prolemy (b), and Phiny (c) tellus is a
(6)Geogr. Mediterrancan  Town. Now if Phaleris’s

f’c}k‘;g' Friends fhould be as Pofitive as Dr Bentle
Hift, J, 3, fometimes is with lefs reafon, that %is the
e.8.  Mediterrancan Plintia that’s mention’d ia this
" Epiftle, how would he difprove ’em ? This

has certainly as good a Title to be there as

his Maritime Phinria has ; nay, according to

his way of arguing in the next Paragraph

from the Company that Towns keep, t

cafe is evident in its favour ; for Aybla, which

it is here joyn’d with, is Meditterranean.
Perhaps the Dr will bravely ftand to what

'he has here inconfiderately faid, that all thefe
Authors mean the fame place: if o, (which

lam far from Granting) why may not Dip-

dorus
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dorws be miftaken as much in the Dase of this
Town, as two Good Witnefles prove him to -
be in the Situation of it? unlefs this Phiuria
be fuch another Place as ,:!‘grt;genr,a Seaport
Town in the middleof Sicily *. * Differt.

From Phintia the Dr marches on vi&ori- . so.
oufly to Alefa; where he finds Stefichorss in
danger of being fnapt +}, in his intended Jour- 4 ypyq,
ney from thence to Himera.  And here agenp. 6.
he appeals to Diodorus, whether there was
any fuch place as Alefa in the Days of Phala-
ris. Diodorus gives him a lefs fatisfattory an-
fwer than he did in the Cafe of Phintia; and
tells him, that there was indeed one Alefa
built by Archonides in the 94th Olymp. (which,
according to the Dr’s Arithmetick, is above
120 ; another man would have l’aid, above
140 Years after the laft Period of Phalaris)
but that there were feveral othes Alefa’s in
Sicily 3 and therefore Archonides gave this Ci-
ty the Appellation of Archonidixm. So that
we are at liberty to chufe any other of thofe
Alef«'s for Phalaris ; unlefs Dr Bentley by his
Arbitrary Power can confine us to "Archoni-
dinm. He fays he can, and by this Stratagem :
Alefa is here joyn’d with Aimera and Alunti-
um :, and the Alefa of Archonides is upon the
fame Coaft with thefe Two Cities : therefore
’t1s evident from the Situation that this Alzfa o
Archonides is meant in the Epiftles. A Surpri-
zing Argument ! and I verily believe his
Own ! 1f he be not too unreafonably fond
of it, I defire to borrow it for One Moment,
to prove juft the contrary to what He has
prov’d ; that shis Alefa is not apon the [ame
Coaft with Aluntium. Twlly fays; Halefins,

Ca-
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Catanenfes , Panormitani, &c. and agen, Hale-

X Orr. in fini, Catanenfes, Tyndaritani, &c. * ’Tis Evi-

Verre.

+ Differt.
) 2 7.

dent therefore that Alefs is upon the fame
Coaft with Carana ; that is, upon the GCoaft
direttly oppofite to Aluntium. 1 could con-
found " all the Geographers in the World with
this Argument, but muft detain it no longer ;
I return it to the Dr with Thanks, and with
a Promife never to ufe it again. If any-body
be of fo flow a4 Fudgment, as not to be affeted
with the evidence of this proof, the Dr, who
isa man that guards againft al poffible Cavils
and Exceptions, has another ready to fupport
it ; which plainly thews, that the Alzfaof Ar-
chonides muft be meant in the Epiftles, becanfe
there was ne other Town of that name in the days
of the Sophift +. The Queftion is, whether

‘thefe Epiftles could be written by Phalaris ?
No, fays Dr Bentley ; becaufe the Alefa of

Archonides is mention’d there. But how does
it appear, that, among the feveral Alefa’s in
Sicily, this of Archonides muft needsbe meant
there ? That, fays he, is plain ; becaufe
there was no other Town of that name in the days
of the Sophift : i, e, 1f a Sophift writ thefe Let-
ters, he muft needs mean the Alefa of . Archo-
nides, becaufe there was no other then ftand-
ing. " But the Dr forgets that he is difpu-
ting with a ftrange fort of People, who won’t
allow that a- Sophift writ thefe Letters ; and
if he could prove that a - Sophift writ’em,
they would ftill deny his Confequence: for
might not a Sophift mentiona Town he had
read of, tho' ’twas not ftanding in his time ?
If he might not, *twill follow, thata Sophift
could not write thefe Epilties, whereﬁw;
. n
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find the names of dfypalea, Himera,Zancle, &e.
Towns out of Date” long before the Days of
the Sopbift, - It has been the Dr’s fortune in
this Section, to ufe fuch perverfe arguments,
as will fooner ferveto any purpofe than to
what he applys’em. Inftead of proving the . -
Epiftles Spurious, he has prov’d ’em Genuine §
-inftead of fetling the true place of one City,
he has unfetled all the Geography that ever
writ, A
However he is not difcourag’d with this ill
Succefs at Alefa, but proceeds to give Battle
to the Zancleans, upon the ftrength ofanold
faying and a true, maad wwd 70 matus (a),(9)Difere .
‘Phularis in the 8g5th Epiftle fays, Taveouyeira?” 3%
% Zayxn-fus b5 7ea D pevivna, and infcribes the
arft Epiftle Mealudors 5 vpon which Dr Ben-
ley makes this Remark : Here we have mention
madeof Zancleans and Meflenians, 25 if Zancle
andMeflana - were two different Towns (b)) : and (6) Tbid.
- agen, the Zancleans, by the reckoning of Paufa-P+ 24
nias, had been- an obfolete forgorten Word 100
Tears before the date of thele pretended Epi-
SHes (¢).- Hf the Author had mention’d Zan- () Differ.
cle and Meflana too, Dr Bemley might havep. 27.
faid with fome Grounds that he miftook ’em-
for two different Towns: but to fay, he did fo,
from his mentioning the Zancleans and Meffa-
nians, is a Confequence too nearly related to
fome we have lately parted with. For from
the Meflunians taking Zancle, and calling it
after their own Name, does it follow , that
there were no Zancleans left in the World ?
Were thefe poor geople annihilated upon the
Lofs of their City ? A manlefs rathin pro-
rouncing their Name forgorren and obfolere
: - might
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might have Sufpeted, and a man better ac-
quainted with Hiftory might have Known ,

that they continwd many Ages in a-Diftin&

"Body, ‘and under the fame Name. Puufa-

lize, "85 (), where he obferves, that during the

(o) Eliac. 4 1 Temians abfence from Peloponnefe, but_Two

P 345 " of their Nation won the Prize at the Olym-.

picks, adds, that the Sicilians fay, thefe were

not Meflenians, bar defcended

» X0t Smsnidno g riTes  from theold Zancleans ¥, This
?‘ "&C:‘“" Zayxrdiov, ¢ implys , that the Zancleans
swlwles gass® were not fwallow’d up by

. the Meffanians, but kept their

* Families unmix’d with their new Conque-

. rors. And-this appears more clearly from

4 Lib.g1. Diodorus, who tells us -}, that in the 79th
Olym?iad the Zancleans vecovered their City

out of thefe Strangers hands, that had . pof-

fefs’d it fo many Years. Nay, fo far were

the Zencleans from being obfolete 100 Tears

before Phalaris, that we are fure they pre-

ferv’d themfelves in a Separate Body even

* I, 3.6.8.till * Pliny's time, who exprefly diftingnifhes
' ’em from the Meffunians 3 and tellsus, Mefa-
na wasa Free City, but the Zancleans were

+ Meffana Tributaries . Thefe Teftimonies will foffi-

Civium  ciently juftific Phalaris for mentioning. the
Romano-  Zancleans, and if we can bring him off as

rum qui P . . 23
Mamer. Well for. mentioning the Mefamians, that sn

ni vocan- cxc'uf‘ble 'Igﬂarﬂﬂce iﬂ this matt@r, WhiCh Dr,

mr; La- Bemley prefles fo hard upon the Sophift,
tinzcon- muft lye at his own Door, "till he can remove
2:”1". it. But this, the Dr fays. Thucydides wid

SF nor fuffer, who relates that, as the time of Xerxess

Expedition, Anaxilans  King of Rhegium be-

fieg’d Zancle, audrook it 5 and calld it Meflana.
' Thue

\
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Thacydides * fays indeed that Araxilaus beat *L.S. 5.
out the Samians from Zancle, and call’d it
Meffana;y but fixes the time of this aion no .
otherwife than only by faying, ’twas mot long

- afterthe Samians, flying from the Medes, poffefsd

it. Dr Bentleycalls this Xerxes’s Expedition;

as if the AMedes had never made an Incurfion
upon Greece, till the time of Xerxes. 1 don’t
know how he will excufe himfelf for mifre-
prefenting that Excellent Author, but only

by pleading that he has dealt as freely with
others, For, after the Words laft quoted
from Thucydides, he adds ; the fame fays He-,
rodotus ; whereas what Herodotus + fays, is

fo far from being the fame, that it contra-:L. 6.
dis both the Story which Thucydides him-
felf tells, and that which Dr Bentley makes

for him. For Herodotus fays, not that Anaxilaxs
expell’d the Samians from Zancle, but that he
afliited ’em to take it; not that this was
done at the time of Xerxes’s Expedition, but

in the Reign of Darins. A Common Reader
would be furpriz’d to hear him profefs, im-
mediately after thefe Two fair Citations,
that he lovesto deal ingemuonfly (a): but I be-

gin now to underftand his Figurative Ex-(2)Differ.
preflions; when he offers an argument, thatp: 25.
has no Confequence, or\ Meaning in it,. then -
his Phrafe is, #is Evident ; When he has tran-
fcrib'd two or three Pages together from:

. another man, then he crys out, « Difcovery ;

and when he would put a falfe Colour up.

on any thing, then heloves to deal ingenmufly.

But :to deal a httle more ingenuoufly than

He does, I will give his Authorities allf the
C orce
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force that they will bear, tho’ not ail that

he lays upon ’em; and then confider, how

far the Pofitive Teftimony of Paufanias may
prevail againft ’em. That Anaxilous charig’d

the Name of Zancle into Meffana is agreed
between Dr Bentley and Me ; the only quefti-

on is about the Date of this Change,  Ths-
cydides fixes upon no date: Diodorus places

the Death of One Amaxilans in the 76th
Olympiad ; but does not fay, this was the 4-
naxilans that nam’d Meffana. Herodotus, in

the place cited , fays nothing about the
Change of the Names, but tells a Story of

the Samians feizing Zancle, a little after A+

Jerus was taken ; that is, about the.7oth O-
lympiad : and all the Ground we have , from

Chis Paffage of Herodotus , to conclude the
Change of the Name Zancle into Meffuna to

have happen’d after this time, is, his calling

the City Zancle, and not Meffana, throughout

this Story: which I think, proves nothing

more, than that the Old Name was not yet

fo ut?erly abolif’d, but that it was call’'d
indifterently either Zancle, or Meffana ftill :

and this I take to be the moft Natural In-
terpretation of another Paf-

* O Kidu@ #@— fage in Herodotss *, (which I
Sipare és Snuailw Bz .2 fhall produce in Terms becaufe
iug;’;:weggz )‘:; tg ’;?;‘“Z’; hDr Bentley h{gs ot ). where,
\ =y . having occafion to mention
Mewliclo wﬁ“’;t%?:é :‘ Zam‘leg, after the Samjans had
: poflefs’d it, he calls it Zancle

_ ftill ; only letting us know,

thatdt had alfo a New Name, Aeffane. So

that hitherto we have had no dire& and pofi-

tive Teftimony about the Time of Zancies

: changing
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changing its Name. Paufanias is the only Au-
thor, that fpeaks fully up to the point ; and
He exprefly affirms this to have happen’d in
the 20th Olympiad, and tells the Story with
a great deal of Solemnity and Circum-
ftance. He fays, the Flight -of thofe Aeffe-
nians [who nam'd AMeffuna] was after the ta- -
king of Ira by the Lacedemonians, in the
28th Olympiad, when Chionis the Spartan
carried the Prize the firft time (4): that, @P.isg,
upon their Flight, Anaxilaus Prince of Rhe-,g,." 7"
gium, who had War with the Zancleans, in-
vited ’em to joyn with himj that they did
fo, and together with his Forces tcok Zan-
cle ; and had it giver ’em to inhabit, and
new nam’d it Meffana, in the 29th Olympiad 5 -
when the fame Chionis won the Prize the Se-
cond time (b). That this Anaxilaus was the 4)p .66
Great Grandfon of Alcidamidas, who fled 261,
with his Family from AMffene to Rhegium, af-
ter the taking of Ithome, and the Death of
Ariftodemus (c) 3 which happen’d (he tells us(jP. 166
in another place *) the firft Year of the 14th + p.a¢y:
Olympiad, that is about Threefcore Tears be-
fore ; fo that all the little particulars of Pax-
fanias’s whole Story are adjufted with the ut--
moft exactnefs : He fpeaks hometo the point,
fo, as to leaye no poflible room for interpret-
. ing his Words to any other Senfe ; and we
have as much reafon to depend upon him in #
This, asin Any ZEra of Chronology what-
ever that he has laid down throughout his
Writings  And that Paufanias, who gives us -
thisaccount, was not unacquainted with what
\ K Hero-
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Herodotus had faid, appears

* Ty 3% M Spiwbor 7% from his quoting Herodptus ¥
70 ‘HelforQ- lpw & 70is in reldtion to Micythus, the
i @ f‘;,dﬁ"é‘ Te - Servapt of dnaxilaus: fo that,
”’ﬁway”v;’gac.}. 340 his cannot be. thought an

- Error of his, owningto his,

want of Memory, or fufficient. Light; but

his fixd and fettled Judgment after the

Matrer had been by him throughly confi-

derd : And doubtlefs, when he laid down

this Account fo peremptorily and with fo

much Exa&nefs, he had fuch Authorities in

his View, as he judg’d fufficient to bear him.

out in it; and to be more than a Counter-

poyfe to’ the Teltimony of H.radotus s

which he rejedts, not only as to the Age of
Agaxilans, but as to the Circumftances of his

Life alfo; giving us a very different relation

of them. The moft Eminent Chronologers,.

and Men beft vers’d in thefe things, (having.

never feen that whole Tenor of Hiffory confirm’d

by formany Synchronifms and Concurrences, which,

I fuppofe, Dr Bentley keeps by him in re<

ferve) fall in with this account of Paufanias.’

Vbbo Emmius follows it, in his Hiffory of Az -

(oL 1. cient Greece (a) 5 Lydiar, in his Notes onthe
. 18, Chronicon Marmerenm Jofeph Schaliger, in his
(6) P.27. Animadverfions upoR Enfebins (b) 5 and in bis
Ayarypaen ‘Oavumidday T ¢ 1O

+ It was compogd by Sca- doesPeravius too (¢ ), who ne-
liger bimfelfsho’ many Lear-  yer agrees with Scaliger when

ned Menhave quoted it fince, | help it -

as an Ancient Piece. : ¢ can helpit ?nd Menrfises
(¢) Rat. Temp. par. ‘1, (@),Whohasadiftin& Chapter
. 38. on this Subject. To fum up,
(4) Led At 1. 2. o 23 our Evidence then; againft an
' Indirect and Dublous Proof, .

o - buile
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built chiefly on a Difputable Paffage fn Fero-
dotus, we have the exprefs; dnd fall, and’
uindoubted\ Anthority of Paufanids’; and. the"
Opinions of Ubbo Emmissy Lydide, Scaligery!
Pesavins, and Meurfigs, to counterpoife Dr
Bentley’s : and if thefe “are riot Enough to do-
it, I ‘promife thé¢ Dr to throw halfa dozen
more into the Scale; the next ‘time h¢ and I’
talk together. B o

In the fame Epiftle, from whence Dr Bentky
took an occafion of giving us this large’aﬁd’
ingenuous account of Zancle and AMeffans; the -
Tauromenites were mention’d with the Zan-
cleans ; [ Favgpsreros, 1 Zaynreisik HAG veining 1L
upon which I expefted, that, when'he had’
difpatch’d the Zancleans, he would have fallen |
upon the Taxyomenites : but to fhew his Aver-~ - .
fion to any thing that looks like Ordex®dv « * -
Method, he poftpones ‘em, to intermix fbing'
Proofs of a different Nature. 1 have already*:
excus’d my felf from following him in His”
Rambles, and fhall confider Tauromeninm here
in its proper place. The only Authority he’
has brought to prove Tanromenium fo nam’d
fince the time of Phalaris, is that of Diodorus,:
which [ mention'd in my Preface ; and own’d”
to be a clear Proof agiint Phalaris, if it
might be rely’d on, : But Diodorus is in‘two -
Stories, which, as Dr Bentley (after his way
of citing Authors) has put ’em together,look
plaufibly enough ; but, as Diodorss himfelf
tells "em, are utterly inconfiftent. In his
14th Book he fays, that fome Sicilians plan-
ed themfelves upon Tawrss, and from their
Settlement there call’d the place they built,

K2 . Tan-
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(a) ¥ 6.
S. 15¢ ,

Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

" Tauromenium : In the 16th Book, he fays, that |

about 40 Years after this, Andromachus plan--
ted fome of the Old. Nuxiasis upon Tauras 3
and. from his . long {tay there calFd the place
where he planted ’em, Tauromenium. Thus
Diodorus. plainly gives us Two different ac-
counts of the Time. when the Place was
nam'd 3 .cither of which , I confefs, would
ferye . Dr Beathy’s purpofe: but fince they
contradi& one another, neither of themis to
be depended on. If Dr Bemeley pleads, that
they do not contradi& one-another, becaufe
the Place might be twice call’d fo, for One
and the Same Roafon ; why will not the Same

Reafon equally. hold for its being call’d fo,
long before Phalaris liv’dd ?  Doubtlefs the

Sicitians had often before his time reforted to
the Strong Holds of that Mountain, Nay,
Thucydides exprefly tells us (4), that there
were of old People that imhabited the Hil--
ly parts about Naxos: and ’tis not improba= |
ble, that Thefe might be call’d Tavpousreirus,
before they were form’d into any Politick
Body; and afterwards, when they were col-~ -
le¢ted together, and a City was built (tho”
we don’t . know when that was) that City
might be cal’d Tauromenium. >Tis obferva-
ble that Phalass, tho’ he has very oftenoc-
cafion to mention thefe People, yet never
names any fuch Town as Tauromenium; ne-
ver calls ’em Citizens, nor ufes any fuch Ex-
preflion-as implys, they belong’d to any Ciry.
This could fcarce have happen’d, if a Sophift
had writ thefe Letters: but 'tis no wondeér
that Phalaris fhould write fo ; becaufe there
might be Tarromenites, as there was a River '
T auro=
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Tanromenius (i\f ¥ibins Sequefter be to be cre-
dited, who fays the Town had its name from
thence) before there wasa Tawromenium. So
that Dr Bentley would have no reafon to tri-
umph over the Defenders of Phalaris, if he
could prove Tauromenium of a Later Date
much lefs, fince he cannot prove it, oughe
he fo infultingly to call upon ’em, i# bere
are thofe thas cry wp Phalaris for the florid
Author of thefe Letters, who was burmt in
bis Own Bull above 150 Years before Tauro
menium_was ever thought of (a) ? Ere I an- (;yDifer.
fwer this Queftion, I defire to ask Him one : p.’31.
Where does he find that Phalaris was burnt
in his Bxk? Does this Great Hiftorian take
up with the Trifling Author of the Verfes
wpon 7Zbis; when fo many Grave Writers
have given us a different account of Pha-
laris’s Death ? In another place indeed he .
cites Heraclides for this Story ; but, as I have
already obferv’d, fallly. However, Phalaris’s
being burnt in bis Bull before Tauromenium
was thought on, was fo refrething a Quibble,
that he would rather venture upon Falfe
Hiftory, than lofe it. The Witticifm is
fomething remote, as it ftands here ; but
when he is at leifure to put this Differ-
tation into Latin, ’twill receive aGreat Ad-
‘yantage. , :

K3 *Twas
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fecure Points concerning the Building

and PeoPIm Ancient. wam fhould be
fo far cleard and fettl'd, as to'make ’em a-
amount to a Plain and Dire& Proof againft
the Epiltles : ‘However it was a piece of-
Learning not unworthy of a Scholar’ Fains ;
and by a Skilful Hand might have been iadé
ufeful to fome Other purpofe. Iwould not
therefore be thought to difparage Dr Benrley
for enquiring into this matter, tho® he has

TWas not to be hop’d, that thefe Ob-

- happen’d to leave it more obfcure than be

found it ; His Attempt was Commendable,

- whatever ’hxs Succefs §as been : but Now,

methinks, he itoops very low ; from the
lee and A£ra’s of Cities, tO thc Chronolo-
gy of Old Sayings and Proverbs. This would
make a much more fuitable - tgpmalzx- to'a
Pocabulary, than to an Hiftory of Ancient and

. Modern Learning. Tis fo dry and fruitlefs,

and fo little to the porpofe, that I am al-
moft ‘tempted to break my promife, and
leave this part of his Diflertation unexa-
min’d. Whilé Men of Different Times have
a Like Frame of Soul, and meet with Like
Accidents of Life, i.e. while they have the
fame Faculties, and the fame Occafions of
thinking, what Wonder is it, that they fhould
happen upon the fyme Refle@ion? or that
Authors, who write the fame Language,
and ugon the fame Subje&, frould put the
fame Two Words together ? Yet this is
what aftonithes Dr Bentley ; he cannot be-
lleve that there fhould be fo ftrange a

7ump-
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Fumping of Good Wirs, without fome filching * : * Differt,
and therefore concludes, thefe Letters muit be?- 33-
be writ, not by Phalaris himfelf, but bya Se- ...,
cratary (&) of his ; who is not fo Dutiful as §f> o
a Secretary fhould be in attending his Mafter," 3
for he comes a Thoufand Years after him. e

The Dr takes this Secretary sripping- (b) in\l’)z Thid.
his ufe of the Proverb srves 8ixwr, of which? ™
the Dr can prove Crefu: to be the Author ;-
beeaule, when be femt a Mefageto the Lam-
pfaceniy that if they did nor fer Miltiades
free, be wonld extirpate ’em #itves ved muv, the men
of Lampfacus underffood not the meaning of tha '
Expreffion 5 The Phrafe, he fays, puzzld the
whole City(¢): What if it did ? muft an Ex-() Tbid,
preflion needs be New and Unbeard of, be-

. caufe the Mayor and Aldermen of Lamp/acus,
and perhaps the Recorder too, did not ap-
prehend it ? But how does he prove, it
puzzld the W HO LE City ? plainly ! be-
-caufe One of the Eldeft itizens bit npor't, and
told the meaning of it. This is very Nice
Reafoning : but he goes on to refine uponit ;

and fufpe@s that Herodotus bimfelf was rhe
firft Broacher of that Expreffion: for (fays he)
thofe firff Hiftorians made every-bodys Speeches
for ’em.  Therefore Herodotws made this,
which is no Speech, but only a Adeffage!
However, let Herodotus have worded this
Meflage ; does the fame Herodotss tell us,
that the Lampfacenes were puzzl’'d with an Ex-
preflion invented by Herodotws? Werethe
Men of Lampfacw: in Crefus's time at a Lofs
to underftand a Phrafe, that was not thought

of, till Herodorns an Hundred Yearsafterwards
. K 4 coin’d
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coin’d it? ?Tis wonderful to Me, how fuch -
a Piece of Reafoning as this conld ever enter
into an Head that has Brains in it ! All
the Dr has to counntenance it, is the Title
of a Loft. Chapter in Gillims ; trom whence
he takes occafion to guefs at what’s Loft
there, and to give usa wrong Tranflation
of what's Left: Cefam, which in Herodotus's
Greek is txxord(a, he renders Lopp'd, inftead
of Cut down: MNow, that a Pinetree pe-
rifhes by Lopping, is, 1 believe, News to the
Naturalifts. 1 could not avoid taking notice
of this little Miftake becaufe he repeats it
over and over again ; and endeavours, in his
awkward way, to fquecze Mirth out of it.
Gekius indeed, remembring a Paflage in Hero-
dotus, where it was afflrm'd, that the Pine
was the only Tree, which would not fhoot
out after it was cut down, might fay, Qud
parum wvere dixerit Herodotns, &c. becaufe he
did not nicely examin upon what Occafion
this was brought in by Herodotus; or what
was faid in Herodotns, he might in a Quoti.
tion fay well enough, was faid by him: but
to tell us the Storyof the Lampfacenes beingat
a Lofs to underftand the Meflage of Crafus,
and yet to think this Expreflion firft broach’d
by Herodotus, is fuch an Inftance of Ofcisa-
(&) P 11g.ti0n (4), as I could not eafily imagine, that
-7 even Our Differtator could be guilty of. He
tells us of Dreaming Pedants, with their Elbows
on thejr Desks 3 but furely the Man that writ
this muft have been faft afleep ; or elfe his
Imagination could never have rambled- at this
rate. If Herodotus is to be believ’d, Crafus
T ' - usd
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us'd this Expreflion ; if he is not to be be-
liev’d, why is he brought to prove any thing ?
Herodotus is fo far from aflerting that Crefus
was the Author of this Proverbial Saying, that
from this very Story we may gather, that he
was not the Author of it: For when he fent
a Meffage to the Lampfacenes, which he ex-
pected thould immediately be obey'd, would
he put it into fuch a_Phrafe as they were not
likely to apprehend? It ftands to reafon,
that he thought the Expreflion Common
enough ; or elfe he would not have us'd it
on this occafion, All that we certainly learn
from Herodotusis, that this Saying muft be as
Old, at leaft, as Crefus ; from whence one
would be apt to conclude it to be propably
as OId as Phalaris, who is plac’d but very few
Years above him.

When the Dr’s head ran wpon OId Say-
ings, how came Nihjl %/P dictum quod non dictnm
prius, to efcape him ?  This One, well ap-
ply’é, would- have done him more fervice
than all the Greek, Latin, and En lifh Pro-
verbs with which he einbellifhes is Differ-
tation ; it would have fhew’dshim, how vain
it is to pretend to trace the Originals of
Words and Phrafes ; and that even the e£ra’s
of Cities may be fix’d much fooner than
They. However the Dr launches ftill out
into further Difcoveries of this kind ; he has
met with aSentence of Moral %, Aty@ Egys aud : * Diffart.
which notable Saying, he tells us, bad noe Pha-p-33-
laris modeftly binted that Otbers had [aid it be-
fore him, we might have taken for bis Own. He
feems here to blame Phalaris for being modeft,
and for hinting that he borrow’d this Ex-

) prefiion

I
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reffion from others, when he might as well
Eave put_it uvpon us for his owx: the Dr, I
believe will never be blam’d upon either of”
. thefe accounts. But would he really have ta- |
ken this Saying for Phalaris’s Own, if there
had been no hint of his borrowing it? and
yet when Phalaris fays, ’tis Older than him-
felf, will he take it to be Younger ? He
reckons up feveral Aathors that pretend to
it, Democritus, Simonides, and the Lacedemoe
mans; and decides in favour of Democritus,
for a very good reafon; becaufe otherwife
it would-be of no ufe to him in the prefent
Debate, But I am fo far from yielding it up
to Democritus, that 1 fay Democritus lays no
claimto it. Plutarch fays, Abyos ¥eys end x2
Anudreror 5 perhaps he had met with this in
fome Paﬂ%ge in Democrituss Works,: but ‘it
will not follow from heénce, that Democritus
was the Author of it. Many Proverbial
Gmme , in all Languages, are to be met
with in the Dr’s Diflertation ; but No-body
will allow this Way of Arguing from ’em
Either thefe Gnoma are Dr Bentley’s own, or
clfe he is a Sorr} Plagiary. Laertine, the other
Witnefs produc’d for Democritus, is as far
from making Democritus the Author of this
Sentence, as Plutarchis. In his Life of De-
mocritns we find, Tére 8 g 73, ASHG Ypyu oussie
ife of But in anozher place he tells us (&), Solon us’d
gﬁol;fte OFtO fay, Abyy adwrw ) 7 Fpyar ¢ So that Demo-
critus, accotﬁmg to Laertins’s account, and
Dr Bentley’s Reafoning, muft ftill have filch’d
this Saying.  And from the Variety of Opini-
ons concerning the Original of it, I have
more reafon to Tuppofe it older than Phale-
‘ : ris,

s
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v, than Dr Bentley has to prefime it Later.
Here are Four Authors that bave an Equal
Pretence to it 3 and if it be given to any of
the Four, except Democritus, Phalaris might
have us’d it after him : but I rather think that
none of ‘em have any Title to it.. It is notan
Obfervation of fo deep a Reach, but that it
might have been hit upon an hundred times,:
by Men no wifer than Dr Betley, or my felf,
before the Pens of Phalaris or Democrisns made
it famous. :

Dr Bemley goes on dete®ing Phaleris’s
Thefts ; but for Ornaments fake, the Phrafe
isvaried. He finds him, in the next Para-
graph, filching a Moral Semtence *; in the Laft, * Difer,
it was a Sentence of Moral : which is the Onlyp. 35.
Change: of Style, that I have obfervd in ’
‘Dr Eentley’s Differtation for the better; and
therefort I ought to give him the Praife of
it. 'g‘he Moral gentehce isthis , ©mric 58
Syras diavaror Sp3ls Exew, os TvES § yees 3
which is 1'ton::fn', he fays, erZf an lmbmrié
cited in Ariffarle’s Rhetoric, "Addvazor ipyld s
guraie Omrdc v But why might not this
Iambic Verfe be as well follen from Phalaris ?
or why might not both the Poet and the
Prince be equally beholden to a Moral Sen-
tence more ancient than either of them ?
Were there no Moral Sentences before the
Days of Phalaris 2 Or, fuppofing the Letter-
writer had this Iambic Verfe in his Eye, how
does it appear, that this Verfe was not Older
than Phalaris ? Arifforle, who cites it without a
Name, leaves us in the dark, as to the Time of
it. And how will the Dr’s ConjeQuring Facul-
ty help him out here ? will hc,pre;cnd‘zlghyfgh;

rea
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Thread and Colowr of its Style to judge to what
Century it belongs ? Ay, but it is & Proverbial

Grome, he fays, and therefore PROBAB LY
borrow’dfrrom the Stage;, and CONSEQUENT-

LY muft- be later than Phalaris, let -it belong'to

(#) Difler-what Poet You pleafe, Tragic or Comic (a). \éhy
P 35-  more probably borrow’d from the’ Stage, than
from Archilockns’s fambicks? the Fragments -

of which are full of thofe Wife Sayings,

-which Dr Bentley calls Proverbial Gnome ;

ard which do not, I think, look a whit the

Wifer, for having that Hard Name given

m. But fhould I grant him-his Probably, yet

his Confequently 1 can never allow; becaufe I

am very well fatisfied, that there were both

Tragic and Comic Poets before the Days of
Phalaris. 1 fhall talk with the Dr about the

' Age of Tragedy in another Article ; here I
fhall confider "Comedy only. The Chronscor
Marmorewm informs us, that it was brought

: into dthens by Sufarion; or

X ‘: h;\:ﬁzﬁgpg_efrgguliz rather, t?at a * Stage for the
- alting of Comedies was by

Epon. & (e e him Birlt erected in Avhens:
Sceni Tabulara. ~ the Date is indeed worn out
: of the Marble; but it muft

be before the Tyranny of Pififfrarus, with

which the next Epoch begins : and the Ty-

'(6) Differ.ranny of Pififfrasus Dr Bemley owns(b) to
P41+ haye been fomething before that of Phalaris.
Thofe Learned Men, who have taken pains

to illaftrate this Chronicle, have by the Con-
currence of Other Hilftories plainly fhewn,

that the time of Swferio muft fall between the

6roch and 480th Year before Ciriff. Take

fairly the Middle of this account ; and it falls

out
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out before the Reign of Phalaris. Mr, Seldeys
indeed, and fome others, would have Sufarjo
the fame with Sammyrio, which would bring
him down to driffophane’s time ; but the Ex-
cellent Bifhop Peasfon , in bis Vindicie Igna- -
tiane (), has prov’d beyond all Controverfie, @) P-2,
that Sufarie is adiilin& Poet from Sammyrio, 1 **¢
and older by above 140 Years. . But Comedy .
was yet Older than Sufario himfelf; for it .
was Older than the Word by “which it was .
call’d in ‘wfarios time, and had the fame
Common Name with Tragedy, long before .
the Divifion «f Dramatic Poctry into.thofe !
Two diftin& Branches was form’d ; as I fhall
prove from Atlerens, and Others, hereafter,
in my Enquiry into the Origin' of Tragedy.
Sufario was only the Improver of Comedy,as [
fhall thew Thefpis to have been of Tragedy: He -
polift’d it firft perhaps, and gave it fomething
of a Regular Caft ; which was handle enough
for Diom: des Grammaticus (b),. the Scholiaft on (®) L. 3.
Ariftophanes (¢), and Clemens Alexandrinus(d), g") In Pro-
to attribute the Invention of it to him. Fut (Z‘%os";‘mm_
that he was not the Inventor of it, the Mar-}, .
ble it felf does more than intimate ; when .
it fays only of him, that he firft ercéted a
Stage in Athens, to a&t Comedies upon, In-

deed the Cities were beholden to the Villages
" for the Ufe of both Tragedy and Comedy ;
as we learn from Ariflotle (¢) : In the Coun- (e)Poet.).x
try thcy began, and continu’d fome time
rude and unform’d, till the City took ’em
out of the Peafants hands, and polifh'd ’em,
Allowing then Dr Bentlcy all his unreafona-
ble Demands ; that Phalaris had a regard to
the lambick Verfe cited by 4rifforle, and 1{23: ~

' . at
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Dr Bentley’s Differsation apon the
That Verfe belong’d to the Stage : yet we fee;
it might belong to the Stage, and be more an-
cient than Phalaris. v o ‘

Our Critic himfelf feems but ill fatisfied
with this Proof, (a Thing which rarely hap-

‘pens to him ! ) and therefore cafts about for

Another ; ‘and’ will find this Saying fome- .

where elfe. 1 fee the Charge. of Theft be-
gins to clear up ; we fhall eafily Quafh an In+
diGment, that is’ thus laid" in Two Places.
Well! but who is this S¢cond Author, that
Phalaris has purloind?  why, Euripides, in
his Philofteres. And, fays Di' Benmtley *, from
Ariftophanes' the famous Grammarian (who
(after Ariftotle, Callimachus, and Orhers) writ
the Mrfearnari u, 4 Work (were it now exrant) moft

. wfeful to Anciens Hiftory) we kiow, thas this

very Fable Philo&etes was wrirten Olymp. 87 ;
which isCXX Years after the Tyrant’s Deftrution,
Was ever Scholiaft urg'd to clear a more Knot-

- ty Point ? or urg'd more Knottily ? He might_

as well from the Chronicon Marmorenm, .com-
pard with' Laugbain’s Fafti, have undertaken to
prove, that Thefpis was before Dryden,  Enri-

- pides's Words are,

° Oy xet 73 ey s Fou,
”mse@dm:zn& s dpplus ?j:av
"Abdyaroy e
Now (fays the Dr) to him that compares
thefe with the Words of the Epiftle, twill be
EVIDENT, that the Author bad this very Paf-
Jage before bis Pen : there is txew and agmine s,
not only & Samencfs of Senfe, but even of Words,
and thofe not necefflary to the Sentence : which
conld not fall our by Accidens. AW that is Evi-
-’ . dent

~
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dent, 1 think, is, that there is a Samevefs of
Reafoning - runs  throughout the Dr’s whole
Diflertation : let Phalaris fhift for himfelf ; I
am refolvd not to anfwer this Argument,
Inftead on’ty I fhall be bold to make an Ob-
je&tion to the Dr, which I defire him to an-
fiver ; and that 1s, whether it were proper
and prudent in him, to accufe Phalaris of a
Theft, bya Pair of Quotations pillag’d from.
my: poor Notes on this Epiftle ? and whether,
among his other Proverbial Gnome, he fhould
not have confider'd That about the O/d Womax
¢ the Quen ?

Hitherto Phalaris has ftollen difcreetly, and
borrow’d Expreflions proper for him to ufe;
but now, it feems, he fteals without Decency
or Diftin&ion, out of Callimachus, and Pixn-
dar. Forave find Two Words clofe together
in Him, that are found as near one another
in each of thofe Authors. Phalaris has éripe
Palpons, Pinday has Paivwr Trepes, and Callimacbus
&7spas dddywr : the Drisina Quandary here to
determine, which of thefe Phalsris made bold
with ; Pindar be flould be inclin’d fo guefs, but
that he is more inclin’d to guefs 'tis Calima-
chus. Indeed Caliimacbus, Dorizing in this
point , is One Letter farther off from him
than Psndar : but then agen in Another place,
which has nothing to do. with This place,

Callimachus has Two Other Words exaétly the.

fame. So that between Pindar and Callima-
chss, and Callimachus and Pindar, the Dr s,
as [ obferv’d, in a Great Quandary. To re-
lieve him in this Streight, I take leave to
give him my Opinion, that Phalaris mighﬁ

: ro
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rob neither : for I can fee nothing o Extra-
ordinary inthefe Words, butthata much lefs .
Man than“~Phalarss might have hit upon ’em.
The Dr fancies, he fees 4 Quaintnefs fomething
Poetical in the Expreffion 3 a Man, that dealt
lefs Tenderly with Him thanl, would be apt
to fancy, he faw a Quaintnefs fomething Pe-~
dantical in the Obfervation. Which of the
Words is Poetical, &7s;¢ or daipay ? {repog
- has no -other Senfe here *,
* Phalaris’s Words are, - ¢hap it has wherever ’tis us’d
:’;P;”’",};';’::j“}jxff in any Profe Author ; for the
i3ds sy wAow wruyey Dr may refine upon'it, as he
Sotw* Epoize pleafes ; it fignifies here nei-
' ther more nor lefs than 4wo-

ther 5 tho” being opposd to ‘vruxsvmw, this

Other Fortune muft, by conftrution, be un-
derftood to mean 7/ Fortune. Is Jfaiuwi then
Poetical ? ’tis taken here for 7vp; in what

Author almott is it not taken fo? I could be

very Learned here in my Citations; and, if I
follow’d Great Examples, twould be a pro-

per occafion, for there’s no Need of ’em :

I will only in the Margin point out to the

Dr a Place or two from Dionyfius Falicarnaf-

(8) 75 wdy fens (a), and eAfchines 3 and put him in mind
$9d¢ed 7¢ of thofe words of Ewfatpins, Tév méowr 83 G 3
Yoipew ¥ daipar, 1§ 1 7oy xai dupitemis Exvow ai AtSes aels

tawTiis - Yypgsar dyabiy 78 xad i ToradTin, &e.

pover e L, ,

gyt P 172 — ¥ éuwris xanews Jaigora natodueouivn p. 180.
(b) Tiv deduova, wai v 76 5dw Tho wpudpguorsdis, 76 Lvlewmre

euadfasu  In Ctefiph. p. 94. Ed. Ox. ’

Tully, in his Third Philippic, has thefe Two
Expreflions, Fatum extremum Reipiblice, and
MagnaVis eft, magnum Numen wunwm €& idem

. fen=




Epiftles of Phalaris, Examin’d, - 145"

Jemientis Senashs. Fatum extremwm and Numien
here have, in my Judgment, fomething more
of the Air of Poetry in %em, thanirep@ dipr 5
and accordingly we find the Firft of ’em once,
and thé Laft often us d in that Senfe by #ir-
gil. But I fuppofe No-body will be fo wild
as to inferr any thing from thence to the dif-
advantage. of that Philippic. The fame isto
be faid for the Words *Oacf¢or edps in the
122d Epiftle, which with great Sagacity he
finds in Callimachns. The Latin of that Greek,
Invenere Tormentum, isin Horace : will he reje&
at Random. any Profe-writer, in whom I can
find thefe Two Words together ? if he will;
I’ll engage, at a venuure, to find ’em. But till
1 know his Mind, I defire to be excus’d from
- the Trouble: for, b:éging the Dr’s pardon, 1
take JIndex-hunting after Words and Phrafes

to be, next Anagrams and Acrofticks,the loweft
Diverfion a Man can betake himfelf to.

As trifling as thefe Two Criticifms are, yet
Dr Bentley is fo fond of ’em, that, to make -
’em immortal, he has lately reprinted %em,
with his Fragments of Callimachws. *Tistheon-
ly part of his Differtation, which, notwith-
ftanding his Threatnings, he has yet thought
fit to pur into Latin ; and, if I guefs right, ’tis
the only part that he ever will.

HE Laft Sort of Proof thé Dr has eni-
ploy’d to fhew the Epiftles Younger than
Phalarss, is the ufe of fome Terms, or Words of
Art,which wereinvented he fays after Phalaris’'s
time : he inftances in thefe Three, Thericlean (Z') S I;I.
Cups (a), Philofophy (b),and 'I'mfed_y (c) | In(( ’ )) \§ %
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In: the 7cth Epiftle, antong other thisgs
with which Phalaris prefents his Phyfician,men-
tion is made of Ten Conple of the Cups of Thevi=
cles 3 whom our Critic thinks he can prove to
be a Corinthian Potter, that livid an CXX Yeats'
after Phalaris. Before he provesit, I beg keave
to interpofe a Guefs, abont the true Readingof
this Paflage ; which, if accepted, may fave bothi = .
Him and Us the trouble'of his Learned Argus
ment. The Text of Phalaris, as it ftands now,
is, Kai Timeiwy Onprxatiar Jevyr Hoxa 5 whiat if it
fhould heretofore have been Tlempiar 8 ‘Hegarewr
&c? ’Tis avery inconfiderable Alteration,
and yet it falves all : for that there was foth'a
Cup, nam’d from Herenles, and therefore Old= -
enough for Phalaris to vie, Athenaws, and Tally -
will inform us ; the firft of which, in ks Ca-
talogue of Cupsy mentions the ‘Hparaewr as a dis.
(£)P.469- ftinét fort, in one placé («), and oxse@- fpanrei-"
. vide Calutbe Aninn mxds in another ¥ : and the!
by hv‘d‘ ofatb. . Latltcr reckon; up Two 1?«' ;
" icisur babere eum per-  vaclean Caps + among . the !
bar‘li; ﬁiﬂ%ﬁ 3 in bis pogm Wealth ofP Verres, whigch he! .y
duo quadem que Heraclea had amafs’d - together out:of"
nominanur. A& 6 inVerr., Sicily 3 the very place whete ™ 1
the Scene of thefe Letters lay. LT
. This fmall Alceration, which I take the:Li~ ‘
berty to fuggeft, might eafily creep into -the
Old MSS, that were in Capitals,without any di- -
ftin&ion of Words : There the Original Read-
ing might have been TTOTRPION®HPAKAEION 3
and afterwards, by a flight Change of an A -
into an I, it might be corrupted into what it .
is Now by fome Tranfcriber, whofe Head was
full of the Thericlenn Cup.; and who liv’d when -
the Heraclean Cup was -difos’d and forgotten.
And
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‘And this is. not the Only Inftanee we Have of

' Onenf thefc Names being miftaken forthd

Other ; the Archon inthe 6 Olympiad,whofe
Negw in Diomyfims Halicarnaf~ =~ =~ "
Jems () is “Bpwaafis; in. Diodo- () *Argrey "Ainng

» rws () is call’d @monris @ and P 244 ,

" Incha Change, I hope, might = ( b1 Ages1S "Alnypn Oy

happen in thefe Epiftles,ashas  iréss x3' 70 £ "OAvur.

n certaialy happer’d in Ohe of hx,cerpt. ¢ Diodoro,p. 241.

thofe Authors. Nay, Salma-  (c) Plin. Exete. p. 734,
foes (¢) will not allow the Pre-  Jra vuigd legitur, fed vix miv
fent Reading of Heraclea Pocu- i, dubium efty quin legendum
la, in: the Qratian againdt Ver- Jis Theridlea.

. resy batylike & true Critic, without any Autho-

E rity, fubftitutes Thericlea,in the roomof it ; and
" fays, itmuft be receiv’d as an undoubsed altera-

~ tion: not remembring, I fuppofe, Then, that
Atheneus had faid any thing of a Cup nam’d-
from -Heréulesy tho’ but Two Pages afterwards:

»  hequotesthe very Place in him where’tis mem-:

t  tiomd. A Candid Reader then, that confitders:

what ade theré is made about the Ongixac@: xing.

r, In Philplogers, and how rarely the ‘Hedzazoy is'

mention’d; will perhaps think this Conjecture. -
of mine not Improbable, and grant me the bes
. nefit of it. But Dr Benrley; 1 believe, will'enter
his. Proteft : ¥ remember a Saying of his, with
relation to 2 Word in Tully, which Quintilian’

- read, otherwife than He would have had him : iy
Bft 1, fays he, would not belicve Ego werd Cileronem ital
Cicero to have [aid fo, tho Ci- [feripfiffe ne Ciceroni] quidem
cero himfelf fhoild affirm it : and i affirmanti crediderim. Ep.
defpairing thereforeto get this 24 Ifh“' infin, Malal. p.80-
Poor Guefs of mine to pafs with him, I muft
¢’en take the Term as 1 Aind it in Phalaris, and
. fee how far it affedts our pxiffent Argqmcat.f .

: . : 2 (3]

'wacﬂéxf ’ ,Q A U[J.’" Eé .

}




148 Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

= “To fix the Ageof Thericles, from whomthefe
Cups are prefum’d to haye their Name, the Dr
cites Asheneus 3 One Witnefs indeed, but &s GOOD
* Differte a5 8 Multitade,he {ays, in a matter of thisnatwre >t
#19-  he might as well, Ithink, have faid a5 AMany:
for why fhould One Witnefs be as Good as 2
Multitude ih Cafes of this Nature ? in Other’
Cafes, 1 amfure, it isnot: He may attaint Pha-
laris indeed upon a Single Evidence, but he can
~ never in the Common Courfe of Juftice convig
him 3 and yet the Dr promisd us to gltve him
* P. 39. & Fair and Impartial Tryal-t. 1f now there are
feveral material Circumftances that difparage
this One Witnefs’s Teftimony ;, if he livd at a
great diftance from the Time he writes of ; if
he fpeaks by Report and Hearfay only, withost
vouching any Authority; if he expreffes him-
felf fo, that we have room to doubt whetber
we know his mind 4 or, fhould we knew his
mind, yet if he contradi@s himfelf immediate-
ly afterward: 1 fay, if thefe things appear
againft him, then this One Witne/s is fo far from
- being as good as a Multitude, that he is as good
as Nene. And I believe That will appear - to

be the Cafe, after I have examin’d him. -
- Had Athenens given us an account of the Au-
thor of an Invention in his Own Time,ora little
(2) Sape before him,we conld eafily have credited him up-
Arbeneum on his Word : but when he fpeaks of an Inven-
B tionof 600 Years ftanding,and pretends nicely
& fu- _ tofix theDare of it,without telling us from what
7um Excer- Author he drew his.Account,we may beallow’d
prorum fi- to fufpedt his Exaltnefs. His Miftakes, where
dem Jequi- he depends upon his Memory, or even upon his
Fomes afas Commomplacebook (), without confulting. the
adit, mulris Jocis probatim nobjs (avis fuperque. Anim.p. 377.

- N

very
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very Authors themfelves,are frequently taken
notice of by his Learned Editor ;and he could
pot niiftake in a point that lefs deferv’d to be -

- remember d than this. H.d he known bimfelf
from what Author he drew this account, he
would without fail have told us; for he treads
not a fingle Step without an Authority, if he
can have one: and we may therefore canclude,
that he had none; and that theonly reafon,
which determin’d him to fix the Age of Theri-
‘cles about Arift:pbanes’s time was, that he had

not-fet down in his Adverfaria, nor did at pre-
fent call to mind a mention of the Thericlean

‘Cup in-any Writer more ancient than He. For
obfervable it is, that among the Several Quo-
tations in which he ahoundson this head,there
is none that runs higher than the Age of that

- Poet. One there is,;and but One,brought from
a Loft Play of his, Philonides, where the Theri-
clean Cup is mention’d,at large ; but not a word

“faid, by which we can make any Guefs at the
Age of Thericles. Our Critic indeed is of opi-
nion, that iz 4ll probability Athenzus had this In-
dication Labout the Age of Thericles) from fome
Play of Ariftophanes wow Loft,where that Corin-
thian was mention’d as one then alive (4). But in ¢4) Differ,
all probability, Athenens had not this Indicati-p. 19.

- on from any fuch Paflage; becaufe Then,inall -
Probability, he would have been fo Communi-

" cative as to have let his Readers have it too.

" Had Ariffophanes nam'd Thericles, as Living, in -
any of hisPlays, and had this been Athenens’s
reafon for making ’em Cotemporary, is it cre-
dible, that among fo many other Paffages he

- produces, relating to Therscles, he would have
omitted This, that was worth all the reft,and

‘ - Lg © fet-
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(2) Ejus Ego quidem Di-
li>entiam in nonnullis, Judi~

fettl’d that very point of Chronology ]%a_(t di-
fpute, which he was then laying down ? efpe-
cially, fince-he had not overloaded us on this
Head, with Ariffophages's Verfes; having cited
him but Once s whereas' Alexis, a Writer of
much lefsCharatter, is produc’d four times to it,
within the compafs of Twenty Citations'?
Could he be fo Lavith; where there was no
need of it ? and f{o Sparing where the very
Strefs of the Point lay ? 1 have no great Opi-

“nion either of Arhenans’s Judgment or 'Exa&-

‘nefs, (and when I fay fo, I fpeak but the

+ Words of Cafaubon (a); how=

ever, I cannot think him Inju-

cium in multis requiro. dicious and Carelefs to fucha

t

f * .7
P A

_Animadv. p. 37¢.  Degree as this : and therefore
' ’ : I conclude, that he brought
no Quotation of this kind out of Ariﬁég]hnm:,
becanfe he had none to bring. i
Indeed, as he quotes No-body for this ac-
connt of the Age of Thericles, fo he fpeaks of
-it himfelf with diftruft. Dr Bently, “tis true,
in his Tranflation, has put him into the Pofitive
" Style 5 and made him roundly affirm, that the
-Cup WAS invented by Thericles, a Corinthian
“Potter, in Ariffophanes’s time : but Athenen:ex-

-prefles himfelf with greater Referve.’ His -

el & aind Words are ¥, One Thericles,

1z it Onenniis 4 Corinthian Porter [ who livid

& Koglybios neexmads , Y130~ ahout the Time of Aviftophanes

\ ~N
q&){ :1'0“
Py

2%,‘."1;; :“'" ¥ ”%“e_" the Comeedian 1S SAID, or IS
Sort of Cup: and FAM A EST & Corinthio
FiguloThericle fattos,fays the Honeft Latin Tran=
flator, ‘Which manner of fpeaking is the more
to be obferv’d, becaufe it appears from feve-

ral
]

REPORTED to bave made this



r3) Paflages in him, before and after.this, that

He himfelf was not fatisfied of the Truth of
this Repore : for he immediately gives us fome :
other accounts of the Original of the Word *,* P. 471.
without the leaft Intimation which he pre-
ferry, 1 allow, that thefe Derivations are
forc’d ones, and to be given yp : for that the
Name of the Cup came from the Name of a
Man, is not to be doubted, Ithink ; at leafl,

it was not to be doubted, tjll Dr senrley at-
tempted to proveit. Let us ftep-out of our
way fo far, as to hear his Extraordinary Ar-

ument. Does not Common Amtlgy fhew, fays
%e, that as from ‘Beexniic comes “Hpduneiws , and
412 from 0pmARs comes Soponaescs 5 fo from @npinaiis T P 2%
A Bot Qnly may, but) MU S T come @ngixreios 4 ? '
“Wonderful ! Who would have thooght that”
fuch Certain Conclpfions conld be built on

the Rules of Analogy ? or that there .was fo
near-an Affinity between Logic and Gram-
mar ? Let us try it in another Inftance : as
from Amwic comes "Axiveos, fo from @anis the
Philofopher muft come ey Virens : Here is

the fame Analogy, and yet the Inference
from it is fark paught. The Dr.then was
too rafh in afferting, that ©ngixaes muft come
from ©wmais, by the Rule of Analogy : it
_does come from it, I grant 5 but does and muft
.are very different Thipgs. The Englith
-Rhime goes a Tryer and Surer way to
work

 As from Goofe cames Goflin, :
So from Sir Pof, comes Sir Pofliizs

La But
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But to return to our, Serious and Weighty
int 3 Arhenens, 1{ay, propofes fome other
erivations of ©mgizacus befide that from

©ngixiis 5, and tho’ Dr Bentley and I are pretty

well agreed, that they are frivolous ones, yet
it does not appear any -way, that He under-
valo'd ’em; or determin’d which had the.
better claim to ©mpixrews, They, or Thericies,
which is a Sign, I think, that He himfelf was
not fully fatisfied in the matter. And ano-:
ther Shrewd Sign it is, that but a few Lines*
before this famous Paffage, he cites a Frag-'
ment from a Play of Alexis, where, as he in<

(2) Kal piwmay "Anetss
(fays he) ©mpinclp mue ¥
‘Hegrata ~xivorla; and does
not Alexis. introduce Hercu-
Yes drinking out of a Theri- '
clean Cup ? 1In the Paffage
from - Alexss , as it now
fands in Athenaeus, Thericles
is not mention'd : but ’tis
plainAsbeneus thought, from
fome Expreffions in it, that
this Cup might be intended
- or elfe he would not have
ask’d'a Queftion about it.

Dramatic Poets

terprets it (a), Hercules is:
brought in, drinking out- of
a Thericlean Cup : and this he,
does without taxing the Ab-
furdity of the Poet ; which:
he could hardiy have omit.’
ted to do, if he had believ’d:
the Invention no Older than
Ariftopbanes : for, at this rate,
the bringing Hercules, and a:
Thericlean Cup upon the Stage: -
together, would have been as
ridiculous, as if one of Our
fhould reprefent William the

Congueror drinking in Dwight’s Ware. Alexss

one would think, could not have committed:
fuch an Abfurdity, who livd but Threefcore
Years after Ariffophanes 5 at leaft Arbeneus
could not have pafsd it by uncenfur’d, if that
Report about the Age of the Therscleaz Cup had

ftuck with him.

But
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But that it did not, we have this further
Reafon to believe ; that he quotes Lyncews Sa-
mims, in the 469th page, for a Paffage, where«
in this Cup is reprefented (not as a Corintkian,
but) an Athenian Invention : for that, 1 think,

.is thedNatural Conftrudion of Lynceus’s words;

which 1 fhail produce, and leave the Reader to « Lynceus
judge of them *, : Samius s
' ' : broughs ir

by Athenzus [zying, thas the Rhodians did ( “Hivmindes arndn
weryladu @gis s "Abima Ompinacss ) work a fort of Cup
(calld yjdumimd'es) in imitation of the ikricl:an Cup, made at
Athens.  This Expreffion of Lynceus was probaily in bis Epiftle to
Diagoras mention’d in another place of Athenzus ( p. 647.) where
Lynceus does ( in mapgmins mlevar 1 o3 78 *Avlonles eBarpime
Hvopsya 70is ¢ 7§ Pody ) compare the fineft Athenian Manufa-
&ures with thofe of Rbodes.  This implys, I think,that the Thericlean
Cup was an Athenian Invention ; at leaft; we bave Lynceus Samius’s
word for it, no Contemptible Writer, and of pretty Early Date 5 a5 be-
ing the Scholar and Acquaintance of Theophraftus. 1 know the Words
( ¢ 'ABivym Onpixaciss ) are capable of another Senfe s but it is 8
foréd and unnatural one. ' ;

Now if Lyncens Samius’s Teftimony be re-
ceiv'd, there’s an end of dthenaus’s Repore
about the Corsnthian Potter. The Authors of
that Report, whoever they were, mightbeas
well out in the Time, as in the Coumry of
Thericles: "If he were no Cornthian, but an
Athenian 3 he might poflibly be no Porter nei-
ther, bot an Arehon, or fome Great Man:
and the Theritlean Cups (as the "Armpridzs and
Zeacvnidus mention’d by Plutarch together with
them ) might be call’d fo from him, that InVitd
#sd em firft, and not from Him that jwvenzed T “Z™¥
’em. Which their Size and Worth alfo '
would make us apt to believe : for Arhe-
nans tells us, they were Extraordinary Largc&

an
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gnd of a Vaft Price ; and could therefore be
the Purchafe only of Great and Wealthy
men, till the Rhodians found out a way of
making “em Slight.and Cheap ; and thep ghey
* Atheng, Brew Commoner % and therefore, I fay, one
p 460, would be ready to think that fome Great Ma
' who firft us’d em, gave ’em their namd; an
not He that invented em. And if the moft
Learned Mr Dodnwel’s Opinion about the Age
of Phalaris take place, (whem I hear he brings
down to the LXX¢h Olympiad) we have th¢
mention of an Archon preferv’d in Dioderus,
who liv’d early enough to give the Name tp
+ He mas thefe Cups : for he muft be, by this accoungy

glrchqndin above Thirty Years Qlder than Phalaris . -
ymped . o
the 618k ; a5 beforc, Page the xgq7th of thefe Papers.

But becaunfe fome of the Greek Comeedians,
and from Them the General Stream of Later
Writers mentioning Thericles as a-Potter, di-
reétly oppofe this account; therefore I will oot
pretedd to build any thing.uponit. ladeed I
aced it not, in order ta difparage the Authori-
ty of Arhenaus: from what I have produc’d oug
of him, I think, it manifeftly appears, that ne
Weight is to be laid upon what He fays in the
point, who talks fo loofely and waveringly: a-
baut it ; who produces Opiniens on one fide,
and Opinions on t'other ; who takes upa Re-
port,.on Hearfay in one page, and contradidsit
by a Subftantial Teftimony from an Approved
Author,in anotherg and is all over Inconfiften-
¢y, and Confufion. - A Witnefs that thus talks
forwards and backwards,in a breath, ought.to

be fet afide by confent of Both Parties.; and
: leave
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Yeave the Merits of the Caufe to be decided by

clearer Teftimopies, . -

And ndéw what becomes of the Poampous
Charafter with which Dr Betley intraduces
this Single Evidence? One indeed, but as good
as a Multitude ! 1 agree with the Dr, if he
means a Multitude of fuch Suborn’d Witnef-
{es as he has brought to blaft the Credit of

" Phalaris ; One good Honeft Downright Wit-
nefs were worth ’em all : bit Such, I think,
1 have prov’d Atheneus not to be in the Pre.
fent Debate, However, if after what has
been offer’d, the Reader fhould ftill bein-
clin’d to believe this one Hearfay Witnefs,
1 defire him to remember, that his Evidence
lies within a Narrow Compafs, and that he
affe@s but One Epiftle ; So that fhould That,
whete the Thericlean Cup is mention’d, prove
Spurious, yet the ather 147 may, to oamr
Comfort, be Genuine ftill. And this Confi-
deration I hope the Reader has carried along
with him thro’ all the Particuler Proofs, that
they touch only thofe Particular Epiftles from
whence they are ‘taken, but do not affe& the
whole Bady of ’em; for a Paffage, or Part of a
Book may be Spurions, and yet the Book it felf
. pot be Spurious : ‘efpecially when it isa Col-
‘le&ion of Pieces, that have no Dependance
upon one another, as Epifles, Epigrams, Fa-
bles 5 the Firft Number of which may have
been encreas’d by the V§antonnefs, or Va-
nity of Imitators in after-times, and yet
the Book be Authentic in the main, and an
‘Origimal fii}. -~ - .~ L

' There

N
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. There are fome Other Important Contro-
‘verfies which Dr Bentley has occionally han-

dled in this Paragraph ; as whether Thericles

was a Turner, or a Potter %2

* Dif.p.18. This Great Poins  whether Bulls and Cotws may
o ﬂmﬂ‘,;‘,{“"'b;”’éfa e 4, be properly call’d Oigss, as
i‘: bis Exercitations ;;Isd’ well as f.’yom? and 7:&."" ‘t..?
shence Dr B. bas taken ~ But thefe things making nei-
every word be bas fuid upon is:  ther for, nor againft oar Ay-
sho’ ﬁfzf‘fffﬁfe r';’;wi;’; af‘;fo’ gumcelnt, Iamnot at leifure
5 12 Juch £ AT 2 T to  difpute ’em with  him:
"»f‘i’bif'ﬁ. z;ofeﬂ.” éime " The Misfortune of it is, that
\ : the Great Variety of Read-

ing which the Dr has produe’d on a very
Trifling Head may perhaps mifchief him

in the opinion of an Intelligent Reader;

~and make him thought a Man, who, with

Il Judgment, employs moft of his Time

on thofe things that deferve it leaft. To

take off thofe Sufpicions, and to do his Cha-

racer right, I aflure the Reader, that he went

no further for almoft all the Learning he dif-

(2) Hefych. plays on this Article than his Di&ionaries, and
invoce . what Oneof thofe («) referr’d him to, Cafax-
?:5";?:“ shon’s Notes on Arhenens. However, fince he was
Notes up- fo much oblig’d to that Great Man, I wonder
enit. ~ that Common Gratitude, and Common Senfe
fhould not hinder him from falling upon Him,

as he does, at the very time he is tranfcribing

Him. Cafaubon,ina Paffage of Arheness relating

to this ControvesBie, was willing to read awei-
Jovre,inftead of @vrdorze . and gave his Reafon

for it, that he found it fo in the ancient Epito-

mizer of Athenews: to which ourDiffertator,with

an Air of Superiority, replys, Ore may be ’qugi
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TAIN *twas a Faunlt ONLY in that Copy of him
thet Cafaubon ws'd: for Euftathivs, WHO
APPEARS NEVER tobhave feen the true
Athenzus, bat only that Epitome, read it in his
Book airdwle, &c, * Which is faid with an
Equal Degree of Truth, Deceney, and Rea-

fon, For, in the firft place, itis certain that
Euftathins had feen, and does fometimes quote’
Arbenens himfeli, tho’ he generally goes no fur-

ther than the Epstome of him : and therefore

-

isg

Cafanbon fays only of Enffathins.that he did («):

OFT E NufethcEpitome, without
confulting sthenzus bizfelf, and

that he did NOT SELDOM
make ufe of the Reading which was
anthe Excerpta, negleiting thas
sntheText, which was Truer and
Better : And T’ll tell theRea-
der One Reafon among an
Jwndred, why he fhould foon-

(«) S £ PE uti Epitome, in-
tegro Athenei Codice negle-
&o-~-NON RARO
fequi le&ionem que in Excer-
ptis, {pretd ei quz in Coa-
textu Jongé interdim melior
ac verior. Animad.p. 2.

er in this cafe trult Cafaubon than Dr Bentley 5

?tis; that Cafaubon had the Excerpra of Athenaus
entire, and could conmpare’em therefore with
Atheneus himfelf, and with Exfarbius : where-
as Dr Bemley will not pretend, I fuppofe, ever
%0 have feenthe Excerpra ; for -

they.ave unprinted (b) to this  (5) A11,6ur fo much of 'em as
-day: and when therefore he jfupplystbe Room of what we
Ppronounces it to be apparent, bsve loft of Athenzus bimfeif.

that Exffathins never faw the ,

true Arbenens, he talks of a thing that he knows
nothing of, and can inall prébability know no-
_thing of, hut from Cafauben ; and yet ventures

to contradi® him. Had I not reafon to make -

the Itch of oppofing Great Names upon very
flight or no Grounds,a Chief and Diftinguifhing
Mark of Pedantry ? But
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_ Bot what. if Euffahins had feen only ghe
Epitome of Arhemaus ? and His Copy of the
Epitome had differ’d from €ufgubgn’s ? does

it follow, that all the Reft didfo too ? Thisg

is our Critic’s sdmirable Inference; becaufe
in Eufathinss Copy ’twas airdoie, and nok:
an/Sovle , therefore one may be certain it was:
fo in «/ the Copies, but that which Cefasbon,
us’d. [Ican eafily bear his Contempt of Me,
and my Knowledge, when 1 find himoppo-;
fing one of the Greateft Men that ever the;
Commonwealth of Learning produc’d, with4,
out fo much as the Skadow of an Jrgument to;

“back him in it.

The Reader, I hope, will 'Fgrdoﬁ me, i 1
wander a moment or two from my Subjecks .

" to give him a Like Inftance of the Unteafonar |

Ar the

alala.

ble Freedom Dr Bestley takes in reprehends -
ing Learned Men, cven where there is no.:
manner of Ground fer it.. In his Epiftle to :
Dr Miil +; upon mentioning an _dnapeftic:..
Verfe of Grotius, [Prifca demos dedit Indigendl ;.
he takes occafion to repreve Him, and with.-
Him, Fofeph Scaliger, and Al the Moderns,. that..
have written in this fort of Verfe, for not;:.
knowing the True Meafute of it ; which, he:..
fays , will never admit of & Trochee 5 0f : -
a Tribrach in the End of it, but when there is

fome kind of Stop and Reft there : and for-

this reafon Senecs the Trageedian, he affures,

us, has not imploy’d a Trochet in that plage,

‘above omcé or twicq throughout all his Plays; -

and then only when there was a Full Chft.
of the Senfe : and concludes, that if Scelsgery. -

* Grosinsyand the Reft had liv’d in Arbens,or Old-

Rome, and taken this Liberty iatheir Plays,

they'
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¥§9.

ﬂ‘lg would have been hifi'd off the Stage with
Infamy for it («). One wonld think that Dt

Bentlcy, with all his Stock of
Self-fufficiency,could not have
allow’d himfelf toufe fuchiin-
fulting Language towards
fack Eminent Men, but when
s perfectly fure of his

otht : and yet nothing can
be falfér and ifuller of miftake
than what hie has here afferted.
It is Ufual arhong the Greek
Tragetdians to end their Ana-
peftic Verfes with a Trochee
or a Tribrach, even where
there is No Paufe ; of which
I will give him feveral Inftan-
ces out of One Play of e 4/chy-
lus (b): and Semeca is fo far
from- having done this not
above once or twice, and where
there was a full Clofe of the
Senfe, that 1 believe he has
done it at leaft forty or fifty

(a) Tribrackys eft Loco A-
napafti 1 qued vitium com-
mune et Grotio cum Fof. Sca-
ligero, Flor Chriftiano, Aliifqs'
opinor Omnibus qui Szculo
hoc & fupeciore vel Tragee-
dias Grzcas Latiné verte-
runt, vel ipfi{cripferunt no-
vas : quibus {olenne eft Ana-
peftos fuos paflim, ubi nulld
Clagfula eft, nec interpun-
&um, Tribrachi, vel Tro-
chzo, vel Cretico terminare.
Nz ifti,fi olim ftante Re Gra:-
ci vel Romahd fuas Fabulas
edidiffent,Sibilis & xAefjusts &
Sceni explofi fuiffenty p. 26.
Quin & Seneca Tragicus, ut
fcias eum de Indaftrii tem-
peravifle, femel.zamtum arque
wrerum Trochgo Anapeftos
clauvfity nec nifi finitd jgmcn-
tia : qui {cilicet Paremiaco
Locus eflet, nifi is Saiptor,
nefcio cur, verfum illum re=

pudidflet. Jbid.

times, where there is either no Clofe at ally
or notie beyond aComma. [ fhall give the Dt

as many Inftances out of Seweca*, as I

have
done

) .... O Joréco!
Tayds dunly elgoryvedm olip-Ac.
A1d F Aldr ginbnila Bogriri Vo2
Nuig® aifiery rivuy’ o Ak
Ex8ey% emlaaglet wemBa. Vo5 6.
Eis apBudy ¢mol 1) gintrala
Sawdor — Ve 191,
Tov &' yarudis & mvplvoin
Xeyual opcvoy — V. 565¢

., — ses ot & nony
Eipiwvsn —~ Ve 10840

* Trucibus monftris ftetit impofita
Pelion Offz — Agam. V. 337,
—— Sparzéret aftra
Nuobefq; ipfas. Med. V. 334,
Nos Cadmeis Orgia ferre
Tecum {olitz. Oct. Va5 94.
Nec Parrhafid lentior arce
Sceva ceflir Oet, V. 1282,
~— Nunc Corybantes
ArmaIded quafiatamann. .
. Oet. V. 1877,
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done out of Zfchylus; and then ask him,
how he durft oppofe men of Grotius and Sca-
liger’s Chara&ter, with fuch groundlefs Affer-
tions, as it was in every-body’s power to
difprove, that did but caft their Eye on Se-
neca, and the Greek Trageedians ? .

But to return to our Bufinefs — I have
now examin’d, I think, all that is matggial
in Dr Bentley’s ObjeQtion about the Thericl
Cups, as far as the Authority of the Letters is
concern’din it : his Exception againft My way
of Tranflating the Word, fhallnot be forgot-
ten in its proper ‘place ; when I come to con-
fider the Faults he has found with my Edition
and Verfion. .

This has, T confefs, been a Long Article,
but the next will make us amends; for I
can hardly perfwade my felf to fay any thing
toit. He finds fault with the Letters for
making Phalaris, in his Addrefs to Pyrhagoras,
call his Dottrine Philofopby ; and Him, in ano-
ther place, Philofopher ¥ : why ? becaufe
Pythagoras himfelf invented thefe words *.
Could Phalaris therefore pay him a greater
Compliment, than by ufing’em ? Queen E-
lizabeth firft coin’d the Word Feminilis in
a Speech of Hers, ag I remember, to One of
the Univerfities ; could that Body have
fhow’d her am handfomgr piece of refpedt,
than by ufing that veryﬂ\lflord to Her after-
wards as freely, as if it had been of the beft
Age of Latin ! Pyrhagoras affcited to be
call'd Philpfopher, and fram’d the Term to
that very End and Purpofe : Would Dr
Bentley have had Phalaris, when pe-defign’d

him
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him an- Honour, rob him of the Title he
was moft fond of ? He knew better how
to Pleafe the Man he was to Profit by:
as little Good Nature as he had left, yet
he had fome Civility, and a great deal of
Senfe; and, by the help of thefe, efcap’d
that Abfurd Management, which Dr Bentley,
I find, had he been advis’d with, would have
ot him upon. - ' ,

But how came tht Fame of [o [mall a Bufinefs

163

[as Pythagoras afluming this Name] o reach -

Phalaris’s E«r 2 He may as well ask, how he
came to hear hisName was Pyrhagoras ? Fame,
that told him the One, muit tell him the

Other too, after once }gthdgoms had fet up -

his Pretenfions ; and I defire Dr Bentley to
rove that our Letter-writer nam’d him fo be=
gote : and, till hedoesThat the Epittles are fafe
from any'Harm that This fmall Obje&idn can
do’em. o
Before I go further, I muft obferve to the
Reader an Inftance of Dr Bemley's great
Goodnefs, which deferves to be taken notice
of : 1 could fhew (fays he) from a whole Crowd
of Authors, that Pythagoras firf} invented the

“word : but 1 content my [felf with Two. To .

content himfelf with Two Quotations, when
he could produce fo Many ; and that upon
fo Clear and Manifeft a point, that he need
not have produc'd Any, ( in which Cafes He
is ufually moft Liberal of his Learning) is no
Gommon Favour; and | onght therefore (as I
do) thankfully to own it. It almoft tempts
me to drop a Queftion or two that I had to
ask him here ; as, what he ﬁeans by fayirlx)g,

that
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that Pythagoras firff wan’d Philofophy ? Whe=
ther, that he firft nam’d That Philofophy,
which before was call’d Wifdom ? and why,

(@) 8iuloplay epar® erh-
paey Tubeyopag, fays Laer-

_tius, whom be tranflates 5 but
it follows prefently , Oazlov
¢ trgréim Eople :  which
makes the Expreffion nos fo
improper in Laertius’s Greek,
ss Dr Bentley’s Englifh,

(6) Diflert. p. 3.

if he meant fo, he did not fay
fo (a) ? And what again he
would be at, when he tells .
us, that Pythagoras invented
the word firf ? and who it
was that Invented it Laft?
Something ‘too I had to fay
to him about Narfes talking
Philofophy (b) : But hehas . -

been very merciful in this Paragraph ; and I
forgive in my Turn. : ‘ .

There is ftill behind Oge Exception to the
Credit of the Epifties, taken from the Names.
of fome Tragedians, there, and no where ..
elfe to be found ; and from the Age and Date
of Tragedy it felf. The Setion in which this
Argument is manag’d is a fhort one, but very "
fruitful in Miftakes, and thofe of the Firft
Rate ; for which reafon, and becaufe it is the
Laft trouble of the kind Iam likely to give:
the Reader, I fhall infift upon it fomewhat .

largely.

\ Ariftolochus and  Lyfinws, he fays, are Tws .

* P, 39. Tragic Poetsthar No-body ever heard of * 5 and
~ in another place, with great Humor, he calls

+ P 120.%¢m Two Fasry Tragedians |- : tho' methinks
One of ’em at leaft feems not to he of the

Race of thofe Little Beings ; one would guefs
Aviftolochns, by his Name, to be rather a
Gyant than a Fajry, EBut to let that pafS, —
: " Is
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1s he fure, that Neither of thefe Poets tan

be tracd in Old Writers?
think of the Nurerus Arifto-
lochins (a) in the Namelefs
Picce ufually printed with
Cenforinus ?  does it not come
from Ariftolochus, a Poet ; as
the Numerus Ariftopbanius in
the fame Chapter does from
Ariftophanes ? But becaufe the
MSS differ in this paffage, I
will not infift upon it. T will
allow him, for the prefent,
that No-body ever heard of
cither of thefe Trageedians

what does he

(a) Inthe Text, as it flandy
printed Now, ’tis Archebo-
lion : upon which Ludovicus
Carrio bas this Note, Vulgd
Ariftolochium, Merabrane A-
riftodalium : fo that Some Edi-
tions (from Some MSS, I fup-
pofe) have it Ariftolochium 3
or if she Editors made thic
cbange withous the aurbority
of MSS, ’twas becaufe they
knew more of this Ariftolos
chus than I own ¥ do.

but in Phalaris 5 and I will give him a good
reafon for it : neither their Works, nor their
Names were ‘worth preferving, Phalaris has
drawn their Charaters in fhort ; the One o

e he calls 4 wvery foolifh .
(6) duaBianre Aveive*

Feltow (b), and the other 4
Sorry Poet, and an Impotent Ad-
verfary (¢) : and the Writings
of fuch Men can never laft ;

- Ep. 97

(©) Kande udy mntiss
dvannss M sxl9's * ,
Ep. 68:

nor even their Names, butby
the Help of better Writers : and by the way
therefore I would advife Dr. Bentley not to
be too Vainupon his Performances, Bavius
and Mevius had a Scornful Verfe beftow’d
upon ’em by Firgil; and That it felf would
have made ’em Scandaloufly-well known to
Pofterity, tho’ No one elfe fhould ever have
nam’d’em. If Sir William Temple fhould make .
fuch a Slighting Mention of Dr Bentley in
any of his Future Writings, He too will Live
M2 - by
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by that means, and not otherwife. Will the
Dr expimge out of the Catalogne of Mankind,
(as his Terrible Words are ) all Poets that

“have the 11l Luck to be mention’d but Once in

Old Authors ? I thought, asa Critic, and a
Philologer, he would have had more Regard
for an dm& ae) buwworr  What, at this rate, will
become of Poor Xemocles and Pythangelus ?
( Two Trageedians, juft of the fame fize
with our. Two Fairy ones ) whom Ariffopha-
nes once mention’d with contempt, as Phala-
ris does Thefe; and Whom (‘at’leaft the
Firlt of %em) Dr Bemley will be hard  pu

. to’t to find mention’d by any-body befides

him. But not having confider’d This Piece
of Hiftory fufficiently, I will not be pofitive
in it: there is Another, in which I have
fomewhat better Grounds to go uponj ’tis
the Inftance of Chlonthachonthlus. He was no
Poet indeed, but pretty ncar akin toope; 8
.Lymaker by Profeflion, and a famous Mifre-
prefenter. Perhaps the Dr has never heard
.of him to this day ; and perhaps he’ll know
as little of him two or three Years hence, as
he does now : and yet I affure him, He’sto be
met with in a Celebrated Greek Author, in
Whom he lies buried, and unknown to many
of the Great Lights of the Commonwealth of
Learning, becaufe that Good Author has the
Misfortnne to be put.out without a Good
Index. Now TPl undertake to trace Ariffolo-
chusy Or Lyfinus, as fcon as Dr Bentley fhall
Chlonthachonthlns : and when he lights upon
him, he'll find, that the Author, where he
is, is confcfledly Genuine, notwithftanding he

men-
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mentions this unheard-of Monfter of a Man,
whom no-body ever mention'd fince or be-
fore him,
~ But Dr Bentley has a better Objection than
the Silence of Authiors againft thefe Tragee-
dians ; he fays, they could not have a being
in Phalaris’s time, becaufe there was then no
fuch thing as Tragady it felf : neither the Word
nor Thing being known, while Phalaris tyran-
niz’d ar Agrigentum.  But Thefpis was the
firft Invemtor of it, who atled his Firft Tragady
twelve Years after the Dearh of Phalaris: and
both tﬁe {:hzme abnd the Thing were then ‘g and
not till then ) born together *. In Oppofition x ..
to this, I fhall ende‘g\rour to make out thefe, IZ:,‘T“F
Three - things: firft, that, tgranting, The(pis
to have been the Inventor of Tragwedy, yet
he found it out early enough for Phalaris
to have the tfe of the Word from him : in
the next place, that Tragedy was much
Dlder than Thefpis; and that He was only
the Improver, but not the Inventor of it:
and yet further, that the Werd Trageedy was
'mote angient than the Thing, which we now
underftand by it.” I think thefe Three Points
to be clear beyond difpute: if the Reader,
4fter I have producd my Proofs, thinks fo
too, he will, 1 fuppofe, have a lefs Opinion
of Dr Bentley’s Leaming and Modelty than
even ' he has already, and be fomething
nearer toward thinking thefe Epiftles Ge-
nuine. -
~ Let us fuppofe for the prefent, thag Thefpis
was the Invenger, (or as Dr Bentley Emphati-
cally fpeaks) the Firft Inventer of Tragedy ;3
’ ' - M3 us
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(a) Vit.
Solon.
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%is plain, Phalaris might have the ufe of the
word from him. That Thefpis was Cotempo-

rary with Solor, Plutarch (), and DiogenesLaer-
tins (b) exprefly affirm ; telling us very particu-

(6) In So- 1arly what paf’d between Solon and Thefpis, in

done.

relation to the Plays of the Latter., And this
account of Thefpis’s age Our Differtator him-
. felf , in his Soft Epiftle to

(¢) Neque Thefpis es qué Dr Mill (¢) allows. Now
rentur sempeftate vixit's nam  Solon Was Archon Olympiad
5°‘g;‘;“g;f::,’::f“;’;m£’; dﬁ;y XLVL 3 (d).; Phalaris began
Diogenes Laersius in Solon. 118 Reign Ol LIil.3,and end-
Eufebius, in his Chronicon, €d it Ol LVIL 3, according
puts it a Year latet. to the account which Dr

(¢) Differt. p. 15 Bentley () allows. So that

(f) Vin
Sl

between the Beginning of So-
low’s and the End of Phalaris’s Government
there are full 44 Years: Time enough in
Confcience, for the Word Tragedy to come
from Arhens to Agrigent ! And Eufebius’s Chro-
#icon allows near as much Room for it, pla-
cing the Rife of Tragedy at the 47th Olym-
piad, a lictle after Solon’s Archonfhip.” But
to take our account at the very loweft ; let us
fuppofe that Thefpis’s firft Plays were thofe
that Solon faw, towards the Latter End of his
Life : Solon dyd at the end of the LIII¢', or
the beginning of the L1V*h Olympiad, accord-
ing to the account which Plurarch efpoufes(f);
that is, a Year or two after Phalaris took the
Tyranny upon him. Take Two or Three
Years before Solon’s death, when Thefpis is

fuppos'd by this Low atcount firft to have

written ; and from thence to the End of Phs-
laris’s Reign, there is a fpace of about ‘17
o R : ' Years,
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Years, for Phalaris to hear of Thefpis’s Tragae-
dies : for it does not appear, but that thofe
Letters, where the Word 7esyefia occurrs,
might have béen written at the very End
of his Tyranny. However, let ’em have
been written in the middle, or at the very
beginnin% of it, yet ftill there will be time
enough for Phalaris to learn this new word
in. . That Pififfratus {feiz’d the Government of
Athens fome Years before Solon’s death, Dr
Bentley, 1 dare fay, will grant me : that he
was turn’d out in, or rather before Phalaris’s
Reign, he will not, I hope, deny me ; becaufe
he has own’d it in Terms, p. 41, of his Differ-
tation. Allowing then that Solon and Thefpis
were Cotemporary, there can be no doupt,
‘whether Phalaris might hear of Thejpis’s Tra-
geedies,

All that can ftartle us in the cafe is the
Authority of the Arundel Marble, which feems
to fix the alting of Alceftis, one of Thefpis’s
Plays, about the 6othOlympiad. But that all
the « £r4’s of that Marble are not rightly ad-
jufted, is certain, and Learned Men have
prov’d beyond difpute : and if there be mi-
ftakes in it, why may not this be one of ’em ?
when what is faid there is contradi®ted by

fuch an Univerfal Concurrence of almoft all -

the Hiftory of thofe times, which we have
left 2 Dr Bemley, 1 am fure, ought not to
infit on the Authority of the Marble in this
cafe, becanfe He himfelf has quitted it in an
Inftance of the like Nature. The Arundelian
Marble indeed (fays he) differs from all thefe in
© the periods of Gelo and Hiero; which would

M4 quite

167 |
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quite confound all this argumentation from Notes of.
Time. But cither that Chronologer is quite ot §

or we can [afely belicve nothing in Fliftory. Dif-
fert. p. sg.f 7 The Mi&a’l{e. of gh:.yMarblc-
may be in putting Thefs’s name inftead of
Fhrynicwi his Scholer : and-diceftis, the name
of the Play, would make ope think fo,. which
Suidas exprefly mgnt,io'ns ‘as one of Phryni-
c#ss 3 but is no where, that I can find, rec-
kon’d among Thefpis’s. And fuch a-Miftake
might eafily, I fuppofe, arife from the Negli-
gence of the Graver, who, when be had gone
as far as «p’§ Otams § Tlom7is, might throw his
Eye upon a Lower Line, where there was an
account of Phrywicus’s'Age ; and-finding the
Word Iomrds there. exatly in the fame- Si-
tudition, might think himfelf right, and-ge
on with the reft that follow’d it : which is a
Cafe that is known often to- have happen’d in
the copying of MSS ; and may the rather be
fuppos’d to have happen’d Here, becaufe the
next e4ra in the Marble falls as low as O-
lympiad 67 ; before which time it is a0t to
be doubted but the .'41%1/};‘: of Phryniens (vhat
Pél;r):icm » Who was Thefpis’s Scholar )- whs
acted. B . : . C s
- But, without the help of this:.ConjeCture,
and without laying afide the Authority of the
Marble ; what is faid there may poflibly be
true, and yet Plutarch’s and Laertiss’s acs
counts be triue too, and the Epiftles Ge-
nuine, For fome of Thefpiss Plays might be
a&ted in Solon’s time, that is, about the g3d
Olympiad 5 and yet his 4lceffis be thown net
till about thesath : which being a Play. writ+
t S
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en: after - t Experieace, and when he
E::q im %{r::urqft Judgment, might be the
Beft of his Works, for ought I, or Dr Bem-
Jey, can tell, and That by which he carried
Itzc Prize from his Rivals ; and. the fiteft
therefore to be taken notice of to Pofterity.
The Dr indeed fays, it was his Firff ; and
fays-it in foch 2 manner, as if the Marble had
faid it before him: but that is only accord-
ing to his Ufual Way of putting . Hiftory
uponus. All the Inconvenience that arifes
from hence, is, that The/pis muft then be fup-
pos’d to have written Plays at the diftance of
at leaft Seven whole Olympiads : and what if
hebe? there was yeta greater diftance be-
tween Jr;ﬁopham’s Firft and his Laft Play;
cven the Interval of Nine - entire Olympiads,
or 36 Year. And I believe, ’tis much about
the fame¢ time, fince Mr Dryden wrote his
Firft Play ; and the World has lately had a

wvery convincing Inftarce, that he is not yet:

difabl’d. . Should Dr Bentley pretend ’tis im-
-probable, that if Alcefis were Thefpiss Beft
Blay, it fhould not be mention’d by Swidas ;
-my anfwer is, that I think it is as improba-
ble, that Swidas fhould not mention it, if it
.were his Birft - and therefore I have told him
“my Opinion before, that it was neither his
- Firft, nor Laft ; but Phrynicus’s Play erro-

| -neoufly apply’d to him by the Marble. .

- Graver. : :

1 have not mention’d Swides’s Teftimony
- about the Age of Thefpss, becaufe 1 think it
-of no manner of Confequence; he being fo
often and fo egregioufly out in things of this
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have of him, or the Errors of thofe Authors
which he at a venture tranfcribes. 1 con-
fefs, as he ftands now, he feems to bring
Thefpis fomewhat lower than even the Mar-
ble may be fupposd todo; for he fays, he

flourifh’d ém' + epans § £ Onvumdd @, inthe 611t

Olympiad : but ’tis obfervavle, that the De-
cads in this Number are not exprefs'd by a
Word , -but a Numeral Letter, which is
more liable to alteration ; and a = therefore
might eafily.creep into the place of a N : the
reftoring of which would make his account

confiftent with better Authe-

(a) Taque, ut reé monuir
Meurfius in Solone, graveter
errat Suidas, qui in ©iamg,
Olymp. 61, eum fabulas pri-
mum docuiffe feribit. Menag.
Comm. in Solon.

(b) P- 460

rities (4). However that may
be, Dr Benley muft remem-
ber, that He himfelf has pro-
duc’d (b) this account in his
Letter after Malala, as Con-
fitent with' Pluravch’s Story,

_ which makes The/pis contem-
porary with Selon ; and is oblig’d therefore
to reconcile the One with the Other, as much
aslam : and he muft remember too, that Si-

.das in the fame place tells us, that Thefpis was

the Sixteenth Trageedian from Epigenes Sicyo=
mins 5 and if he admits This part of his ac-
count, he’l lofeas much by it, as he gains by
the Other, ' - ,

For whether Thefpis was as ancient as So-
bn it matters not much, if Tragaedy was yet
more ancient than He: and that it was fo,
there are fuch Flain and PregnantsTeftimo-
‘nies as are not to be withftood. Plaro’s words
on this'occafion are very remarkable and- fall.
Tragedy, fays he, is df ancient Ufage in-this
Country, nor did st take its Rife from Thcfpi‘si

‘ an
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4nd Phrynichus, as Some Imagine (it feems,
for Dr Bentley’s comfort, there were Men

Ignorant enough, even in Flao’s Time, to
think fo ) bat if You confider the thing welly Yo

will find, ‘that it is extremely
ancient ()¢ and the Reafon
of his introducing this Re-
fle&ion thews,that he thought
it almoft as ancient as AMines,
1 was aware of this Obj:&ion
from the Pate of Tragedy

(@) ‘H M Tegyodia isi
maaaudy €v08e, ¥, o5 510y Dy
o Oiomid G deZauin,bd”
gas Spuriys: daAn’s dfires
emoii(as, mivu muauidy adrd
sUpHGEls) &e.

Plato in Minoe.. -

when I put out Phalaris ; an

thought therefore that I had ,
prevented it by a fhort Note on the oyth
Epiftle, where I referr’d the Reader to this
Paffage in Plato. Dr Bemtley, who has made
fo frec an ufe of many Hints in my Book,
againft Phalaris, fhould mot in Juftice have
over-look’d this Note, which made fo ftrong-
ly for him: butI find he has the Secret of
feeing nothing in an Author, but what ferves
to countenance his Own Opinions.

Plato’s Teftimony needs no Support with
any man that joftly efteems him ; which for
fear Dr Bemley fhould not, 1 will produce
another Witnefs,whofe Chara&ter and Works,"
I believe, are better known to him : It is Dio~
cues Laertius ; who in the Life of PJaro has
thefe Words, A NTIENT LT (fays he)
the Chorus did alone fuftain the Tragedy; AF-

T E R W AR D S Thefpis found our One Attor,(b) T3 me-

and gave the Chorus time to brearhe (b): to whom

o wesTeew piv ubr® & xoe's fuJ‘pam'nCer s Irvogy 3 Otammns ra

T "JEeveer; N T aywmavidas ¥ xoegr &

/ - Ay
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uﬁ{clylx;, he tells us, added a Second ; and
Sophocles, a Third. So that Trageedy, accor-
ding to His Opinion too, was mare ancieng
than Thefpis 3 and He only an Improver

of it. :

Laertins’s account falls in exaltly with what
Ariftorle has faid on the fame Subje®, as far
as Ariftetle goes; only it is more particular
and full. _Arifforle ¥, reckoning up the Gra-
dual Advances that had been made towards
the perfection of Tragedy, afte}- its Firft
Eftablithment, tells us, juft as Laertius does,
that e£fchylus improv’d it mightily, by bring-
inga Second A&or onthe Stage; and that
Sephocles perfetted it by the addition of a
Third. Thefpiss Invention of a Firft AQor
is here imply’d alfo, tho’ it be not exprefsd 5
and .indeed it was not to Arifotle’s purpofe
to mention it, when he was confidering the
Improvements of Trageedy, as an A,_rti%ci?&
Poem, which had a Fable, and an Action di-
ftin€ from that of the Chorus; that is in<
deed, as it came out of the Hands of 7/ hg‘[pi:;
who in this refpe& muft be own’d to have
been the Founder rather than the Improver of
it. The not confidering thefe Two different
States and Conditions of Tragedy is what has’
bred great Confufion in the Writings of the

Criticks, and led Dr Bem'ey into all his

Numerous Errors in this point. If he wilf
fuffer himfelf to be taught by fo Inconfide-
rable a Writer as I am, 1 will endeavour to
fet him right, and to give him a clearer Ac-
count of it. , B

‘ 'I_‘i“-_




. Epéftles of Phalaris, Examin’d: . 173

. Tragedy at firft was nothing but an Hymn

to the honour of Bacchus, fang by a Num-

ber of Peafants, after their Vintage was over,

whilft the Goat lay bleeding upon the Altar;

The Company that perform’d this Sacred

Song, either alternately, or altogether,

as it happen’d, were what in Succeeding

Times was call’d the Chorus ; in which there-

fore it muft be remember’d that the Founda-

tion of Tragedy was laid. Afterwards the

Subje& of Tragedy was much alter’d and va-

ry’d: for the Compofers of thofe Songs toge-

ther with the Praifes of Bacchus joyn’d the En-

comiums of Great and Famous Perfons, and Sa-

tyrical Reproofs t alfo of the Vitious Men, 4 Ibid

and Manners of their Times. Butftill All this

was perform’d by the Chorus 3 and (as Laertins

. obferves ) continu’d fo tq be till Thefpiss

time. He, to pleafe the Audience, and re-

lieve the Chorus, brought a fingle Ador

upon the Stage ; who, at fit Intervals, came

out from the Reft, and imitated the A&ions

of fome Illnftrious Perfon, andretir’d agen,

when -the Chorus had taken breath ; which

was {till the moft Confiderable Part of the

Entertainment. However by this Invention.

‘a new Turn was given to Trageedy, the Bufi-

pefs of the Chorus was leflen’d, and part of

it brought into the hands of a fingle A&or,

and fomething like a Plor, or Fable was intro-:

duc’d. eAfchylus improv’d upon this Model,

and grew ftill more uponthe

Chorus, byadding a Second * . * }EfT‘EYI;’A‘gPW’d f"z";

A&or, and diverfifying the ¢ 7 A0

Fable; and Sophocles at. laft . ]

compleated the Poem, by the addition of a
Third
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Third. And by this time the Chorus, which
was at firft Effential to Fragedy, and did all
init, was grown only an Acceffory Orna-
ment of it; and employ’d to relieve the
Adors in the fame manner that the A&ors
were at firft found out to relieve That.
Nay, to fee the fate of things, the Chorus,
which was anciently the Play it felf, now
ferv’d chiefly to reprefent the SpeCtators, and
to fuggeft fuch RefleGtions as They, obferving
what pafs’d upon the Stage, might be fuppos’d
to make. '
- Tragedy being now a thing fo very diffe-
~ rept from what it was before, and Thefpis hg-
ving made the firft Step towards this great
Change, it is no Wonder that he fhould be
call’d fometimes the Author of it; that is
the Author of that Sort of Tragedy,’ which

confited in Imitation, and a Fable, ex- - -

clufive to the Neceflity of a Chorus; and
which had now, among the Men of Art, who
fpake nicely , and reafon’d fubtilly about
things, almoft-engrofs’d the Name. Ifay, ex«
clufive of the Neceflity of a Chorus: for tho’,
in remembrance of the firft Rife of Trageedy,
and in complyance with the Ceremonies of
Religion, the Chorus was ftill retain’d ; yet

it came in only by thebye as it were, and the
Adion, upon which the Play turn’d, wasEn-
tire and Perfe& without it.

What was faid of Irageedy then in the
Second and more Confin’d Senfeof the word,
Dr Bensley in his great Wifdom and Learning:
took as faid of it at laige ; and proacunc'd
ata venture that there was no fuch Thingas
Tragedy before Thefpis's time, becaufe there

. was
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was no fich thing as that Sort of Trageedy
which Thefpss invented » which is as if I fhonld
fay, the fralians firft found out ®pers's, a Ba-
ftard Sort of Trageedy, in thefe Latter Days;
and therefore the Iralians firft found out Tra-
geedy. There is no difference in the cafe bue
- this, that what the Jtalians did was a Debafe-
ment of Trageedy, whereas Thefiss Inventi-
on was #h Improvement of it : but fill Tra-
geedy it felf was equally before the Imprave-

ment of the One, and the Debafement of the -

other. -

Our Critic was not contented to make but
One Miftake on this Point ; He has doubled
it, by urging alfo a miftaken Authority for
it: for thofe Verfes of Horace, which He,
out of the Depthof his Reading, prodaceson
this occafion, are far from countenancing his
Rafh Affertions. At firft fight indeed he
might think- they did ; butaSecond Thought
(and fuch Thoughts, one of his Greek Proverbs
fays, are the Beft) ‘weuld have inform’d him,
that Horace had exprefs'd himfelf with the
utmoft Caution in this matter ; and diftin-
guifh’d Critically between that Sort of Tra-

geedy, which was before Thefis's time, and

That which Thefpis himfelf introducd.

Ignotum Tragice Genus inveniffe Camaene
Dicitury & Planfiris vexiffe Poemara Thefpis.

It was Zgnotum Genus Tragice Camaene, an Un-
known Kind of. Tragic Poetry, which T hefpis
found out 5 and that implys, I think, that
there was Another Kind of Tragic Poctry in
ufe before him, And that this is no New

' I~
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Interpretation of the Words, made to ferve
a Turn, the Dr may be fatisfied, if he plea-
fes to confulteéhe Commentators on the place :
they are not in Greek indeed; but they fpeak
as Good Senfe, as if they were ; and fome of

~ the Beft of ’em give this very accoynt of it, .

* I the

i

4 M the
Life of
Thefeus.

Upon this Bottom we can anfwer for all

the unwary Expreflions, that may have d
at any time from the Pens of Old §Vriters,
in relation to Thefpss ; particularly for that
Paffage in Plutarch *; where he reprefents
Thefpis, and thofe of his time as dexdusro: xoiiy
7l 7payedier, What he means by that Am-
biguous Phrafe, may be difputed ; whether it
be not, that They firft gave Life and Motion
to Trageedy, as they certainly did, by taking
it in fome meafure out of the Hands of the
Chorus, and thaking it an Imitative, or Dyaes
matic Poem : but whatever he means, § think
I haye prov’d, that he could not mean; con-
fiftently with Hiftory; that there was no foch
thing as Tragedy of any kind before the
days of Thefpis. 1 add, that neither could
he mean this, and be eonfiftent with Him-
felf : for he exprefly tells us in another
place +, that the A&ing of Tragemdies was
One partof th¢ Funeral Solemnities which
the _Athenians perform'd at the Tomb of

Thefens. oL

he Reader may remember a Refle@ion
quoted from Pulejus Paterculus towards the
beginning of this Difcourfe, where Homer is
reprefented as the Author of Epic Poetry,
and Archilochys of Iambicks, or the Epode :
not that they were cither.of them fo, ftriktly
fpeaking ; for Arifferie feems to fay, that there
: were
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were many Epic Poems. before : Homer, the’
they happen’d to be loft ; and tiat. Fomers
Margites was written, interchangably in Heroic .
and lambic Verfe, long before rchilochus. ‘f”P"f{?“”’
Parerculus’s meaning was, or thould have been, gysr:n”‘
that they each of ’em brought the feveral prefy
‘Sorts of Poetry they pracis’d, and which be-
fore them were rough and unfinifh’d, to fuch
‘a degree of perfetion, as that they jultly de-
ferwd to be call'd the Fathers of ’em. And
«in This Senfe it is that we muft uaderftand
thofe: Authors, who make Thefpis the Inven-
-ter of Trageedy ; er allow, that they fpake
. inconfiderately, and againft the Clear  Truth
-of Hiftory. I queftion not, but fome Hun-
-dreds of Years hence, Butler will be thought
.the Anther of Enghfh Burlefgue; tho’ there
-were many. Little tﬁings written in that way,
«before His Hudibras: but He having fo far
-ontftripp’d thofe that wrote before him, and
~ ~carried that Sort of Verfeup to fuch a pitch -
. of Excellence, will probably be efteem’d and
call’d the Inventer of it ; and his Predeceflors
not be thought worth mentioning, or remem.
bring. - ' - ] '
By this time I hope the Reader is fatisfied,
:that Two of the Three points which Dr Ben-
ley has advanc’d on this head, are altogether -,
miftaken ; that, allowing The/pss to have been
the Author of Tragaedy, yet he might have
"winyented it time enough for Phalaris to hear
of it; and that Thefpis was not the firft; but
(to coteply with the Dr’s mapner of fpeak-
ing ) the Second Inventer of it. His Third
- Affertion is .yet more extravagant, and fur-
-ther from all Colour of Trlll\tlh,'than either gf
: the
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the former : it will be eafie to confute it, if
we can hot underftand it. [ -

Neleber was the Nameo of Trageedy (fays he * )
more ancien than the Thing ~ What does he
mean? Names 1 thonght were invented. to

fignifie Things; and. that the: Things them-

felvestherefore muft be before the Names .
which they are call’d : ‘but he opens himfe

© = as fometimes it happens when an Old Word'is

borrow’d and apply'd ta a New Norior.: Right?

-it fometimes happens that a Word>is' Older

than the Thing to which. it is apgl:ly’d;? bat
Names cannever be before the Thirngs they
belong to. But to forgive him This want:of

. Exadnefs, among a Thoufand ; I agree per-

feQly with him, that the Word Trageedy was
not more ancient than the Thing ; -they were,
as he fays, born sogether, or at leaftprett

_near-oneanother : but for that very reafon

inferr, that the Word Trageedy was: long bev/
fore ﬂdg: becaufe :J have prov’d that fhe
Thing it felf was : and he:conld not:thereforé
favour my pretenfions more, than by 'allows
ing that they weve born sogether. However,
this Twin-Birth nruft be underfiood of. Frds'
geedy in its firft Infant State, -as' it:took fts
rife from the Dithyrambicks of Bacchns’ fof*
the Name of Tra%wd'y was undéubtedly mipge.
ancient than the Thing, that-is now, or hds:
generally been for Two thoufand Yearsuns
derftood by it. It cannot reafonably be qne-
ftion’d, but that thofe Bacchic Hymn they fiing

~r

-in Chorus round theit Altars (fron whence .

the Regular Tragedy came ) were call'd by

this Name ; the Etymology.of the word fhews -

that it belong'd to ’em 5 for whether it be de- -

v

Lo v
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riv’d from ey [visdemia] or frem ralyG
Lhirews], joyn'd with &84 in which the Gram-
marians are dIVidecll1 *)cidz?- o

way it very naturally expref-- . .
,.{’esy'fome of the GreatpCir- Jogy g”&”ﬁ;?%: 2:\;,
cumftances of that Solemni- sbe Lees of mine; and Gy
ty: according to its Firft. 4urshe Redfon of is fulls in
Derivation, it points out the ik tbar of she firf:
Time of it, which was upon T

the Gathering in of their Vineaget 5 accord- + fupih
igg to its Second, the Sacrifice It folf, at the ©¥ wry

Offering-of which thefe Odes were fung, ;:: (:I;‘;y’

dp’ $ 39 pvyedic » @iy daniln 3 wouadia:  Bxce. Athen, J

. Bat as to This we are in the dark, and
have only Probabilities to guide us ; it may
*with more affirance be faid, that under the
word Trageedy both Trageedy and Comady
were_ at firft comprehended : which double
Ufe of the Wortbcontinu'd alfo, after thefe
Two Sorts of Dramatic Poetry were fuffici- - :
ently difinguif'd ; as we may learn from(e) dp' &
- Arhenans (a), from Arifgphames, and his . Scho- 5 ﬁi;’l’;z
ligft () 30d from Hefychins (¢). If This be fo, 213 1"
68) Tn_his Notes on thi¢ Verfd in AXAPNHE, 4.1, 5. 5. Mirnw
o 7ic i gug Tpu) pdi e wasdsr ) Kaowpdian® it va 7odsa maBnoy
M[L@uﬁrﬂ?{r' 8 véor Bayor® i e Tk By Teaw BEIWT ey Tl et )ity
'r%zi X0téSu s iesse  And 22ain’in his Notes on this Verfe in
ZOHKES; ~ dril; yvscon, ¥ ueilov®- # &3 Touypdvis ) drn ¥, ueilo-
312" vl Koupliay &c. p. 476.  Andin the 12th book of
Agbgnm,;; 13, there is a Fragment of Ariflophanes’s THPYTAAHS pre-
ferv d,‘w_hcre Tearphs Ggnifiesa Comadian, ~ wopra ey Taryupioy
~'Am X Teg) pdier* ;ﬁie fame word Tpuy pdfa fignifies Tragcedy.
properly fo cail'd,in this iflage of Ariftophanes, alzig &° Ly dra-
Bddlu mué —~Tovysdiay (AXAPN. A& 2, Sc. 3+) for This is {po-
ken of Euripides. “Befide Thefe;there are Two other Pafiages in the
Prolgomens o Lriftophanes : = s adrlis’ M (1.5 wpppfiar] g Teu-
yah.w‘ pan, Ha 7, XK. Srol. ad Arift. el Koupd" %5348 i riw
a7és 4 Tegyediay, diove T vyediar mvats, én Tpuig xpasbpos
© swwppdount 1bid. ,(’:) Heﬂcg. hi\] Voce TQusz\éW’ f f
' 2 and-

7
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and Comedy was more ancient than Thefpis]

(€)P.140,3s T have prov’d before («) inthefe Papers;

141,

it is‘clear that the Word Tragedy was be-
fore Thefpis too. 1 will detain the Reader no
longer upon fo plain and known a point, and
which 1 did not think any man, that had the
leaft Skill in thefe matters, would have put

~* me to the trouble of proving,.

I have mention’d once or twice the Early
Mixture of Satyr and Ridicule that crept into
this Serious Poem ; it certainly did fo, and
continuw’d very long in it, even after Comce-
dy fet up for adiftin@ fort; and itisto be
thought, even to the days of Thefpis himfelf,
if not afterwvards. His movable Stage, a Cart,
was not probably free from that Scurrility and
Boffoonery which were fo ufually utter’d from

‘ that place, that taudfer,

(2) Bogspl 3 dpila vo-  and (b) £ dpafns Abyew, be-
petlov darsp ¢F audfns—— came Proverbial Expreflions
Demofth. contra 2{ch-$ 37 for Gatyr and Jeering. 1 de-

‘ fire this may be obferv’d, be-
caufe it gives us an eafie and natural account
of that expreflion in Phalaris [n7 tus Tpdyodie
ndgew] which Dr Bentley has made fuch hi-
deous work with : for the meaning of that is
no more than this, that they wrote Lampoons,
or Satyrical Verfes upon him ; with which
the Trageedies before and' about his time
( I have faid ) were ufvally twifted. So that
tho’ Phalaris could not be-the arginment of Tragee-
dy while bhe liv'd, (as our Critic learnedly ob-
je&s) yet he might be tite argument of that
Sort of Satyr which ufually accompanied Tra-
geedy : and the Dr may perhaps, before he
dies, have a convincing Proof, that a Man

may
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may be the Subjed of fuch Tragadies, while
he is Living, . -

_ And now, upon the whole, is. not Dr Bem-
ley a_moft Difcreet Writer ? who has chofen
out fuch .an argument to prove Phalaris Spu-
tious, as his beft Friends would have pitch’d
upon to prove him Genuine ? for 7pe)edia in
the days of Phalaris took into its fignification
fomewhat of a Lampoon, or Abufive Copy of -
Verfes, \according to the Ufe of it in the Epi-
ftles : but it had nothing of that Senfe in the .
Sophift’s time, letthe Dr place him as high as
he can.

I bhave nothing more to fay to.the Dr upon
~any of his Arguments. againft the Autho-

rity of Phalaris; I have confiderd ’em All,

with great Fairnefs, I am fure; and, I fear,
with mere Exactnefs than they will be thonght

to deferve. 1 will not follow. his Pattern fo

far, as to fhut up thefe RefleGtions by faying,

that I have bad too miich Regard to him in giving
- bimthe Honour and Patience of fo long an Exa-
mination ¥ ; the Regard I had was to my Self,
and to thofe Excellent Perfons, who were in- * Differt.
jurd on my account ; and, to do right to?" 5
Them, averfe as | am to Employments of this ‘
natare, -1 could think no Trouble too great,
100 Task too mean. ‘

If I am capable of judging either of Dr
-Bemtley’s Performances, or my Own, the Cafe
ftands thus between us : . Of the Five General
Argwnents he has produc’d, the. Fowr firft are
Evidently againft him; neither rhe Dialeit,
nor the Age of the Greek, nor the way of Count-
ing by Talents, nor the Matter and Bufinefs of the
Letsers, can-in the leaft fhock a Confidering

- . Nj3 Rea-
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" Dr, Bgntley’: D{[Lér_‘{_atibnypqg the

Reader; the Only Point that can soﬁbly :
i for s

prejudice Bim, is that of their Ly;,,g";,v or a
Thoufand Years : and how far 1. have ta’kg'n"oﬂ'

. the Foree of this Obje&ion the Wprld muft

ud €. - . . et T e
) gm’ong his Perticular Proofs, That which ret
lates to the Towns is fo involv’d in Obfcurity,
that I mift own ’tis perfeQly clear™ on nei-
ther Side * that Three of %em, notwithftanding
what He has faid, may be as Old as Phalaris,
1think I have made out ; and for the Fomrth,
T anvomeninm, 1 have fhewn that the Singl
Author he depends upon gives Inconfiften
Accounts of it: and fhonld either, of thofe
accounts be admitted, I have further fhewn,

- that theEpiftles no where neceffarily imply,

that there was fuch 2 Town when They were

_ written.

| Authors, are fich Slight and Infignificant Ob~

The Proverbs and Expreffions found ‘In Latet

je&tions, that ’tis no piece of Vanity-'to fa
1 have ¢ffe@ually remov’d ’em. = -~ © 517
And as to his Wordsof Art 5 the Firft of’ent,
about the Thericlean Cups, has indeed “§ Shew
of Proof,but no’ Proof at the bottom ; the
Next, taken from the Term Philofophy *ﬂﬁgr:
d

SWICT

1

not fo' much as the Shew of a Proof [ [ m;_
Laft, from Tragedy, is indeed a Proof, antd a
good One ; but it makes dire&ly agaifft
im. - . : A
Fhere are then in" his Whole - Differfation
but Three Points, that can'be fhbﬂgﬁt’fb%dfe&

~ the Epiftles even by a Carelefs Reader 5 Thidt

of their Lying bid for a Thoufand Tears; thatof
Tauromeniism, and that of Thericles+ Oftnéfe

!

~ ~
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B B . - . : o
thg Two Firft he borrow’d from Me (a), with- .,y _ ¢,
out acknowledging the ‘Debt, or making the cur 4.5
leaft Ig) rovement of Either ; the Laff he was sem 1
probably fo happy as to light upon in turning Phalaris
a Dictionary : all that Glitter of Quatations, /" 00
with which he fhines upon this Article, Was neg; ‘emims -
drawn from Honeft £lefychis, one of the great facile po-
Storchoufes.of his Alphaberical Learning, :i:?&‘;’
" Viro ven Infigni feripra, € in fuo gemere abfoluse, ;dm mille annos
ignetz penitus latere —— .
- Quéd fi yera refert Diodorus Siculus, Tauromeninm, 4d cujus crves |
ljc Anor foribit, € condiram fuiffe, €5 eo nomine donssaw poft Naxmm
Dionyfio %um'ore dirutam, aflum eft de Phalaridis Tisulo, (S ruit en-
ni malé fuftensasa Conjelturis dushoritas. Praef. Phalar. '

The only thing in his Piece, that is clearly
made oat, and may feem material, is his Proof
of Occliwe: Lucanws’s being Gemuine : but ’tis
fuch an one, as proves at the fame time, that :
Phalaris too may be Genuine, and deftroys the -
farce of all he has faid apon the Article of the
Diakit ; and is fo far from being New and
bis Own,; ( as he has the Modefty to pretend )
that ’tis taken Word for Word ont of an Au-
thor (b) that writ above fifty Years ago ; the (5) Vigs
Scarcity of whafe Pook,, and the Probability »-
of: not being trac’d, encouragid him to fet vp
for.a Difcoverer, '

.~ Thiels a Short and ‘True Account of Dr
Bentley’s Whole Performeance : if he be of Opi-
gion, that | have undervalu’d any of his Argu-
menys, 1am willing, Weary as 1 am, to try 'em
grondnmbm Subnigt?; to propofe ’em in their

. Natural Light and Force, and fee whether he -
will admit the Conclufion.

N 4 If
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DrBeatley’s Differtationupon the .

7

F Dr Bentley's Differtations fhould " ontlive:
fome Centuries, which I am far from

~ thinking they will ; and (hould be read, which’

1 am ftill facther from fufpecting :, and fhould
the Criticks. of fucceeding Ages. ftart:an im-’
pertinent Difpute, whether they be Genuine

" ornot { Iam of opinion as Strongand Con-

cluding Arguments may be brought to prove

- em Spurious and falfly-afcrib’d to. Dr Bemrley,’

asany the Dr ‘has us'd to fhew the Letters
now in Debate to he a Thoufand Years Later
than Phalaris. 'They may carry the Dr’s
Name in the Front of ’em;, as the Letters do
that of theé Tyranc ;:butazl‘ihofe who examine’
’em clofely, and try ’em:by the Rulesof Cri-
ticifm,: which the Dr has lere eftablifh’d; will
eafily Difcover cthe Impofture, For we will
fuppnde,’ that after thofe Papers have lain hid

- dnd neglected for fome Ages,.they ‘may -on-

Iuckily. fall :into.the hands of a Critic ,:who'
has Leiforcand 11 Nature: enough to -trouble
Himfelf and.the World witlia Nice Enquiry,

‘whether they:are Genuine, or not: ] think

he would, or imight,-in DosBedleys Way
and Manner, and for the moft past in is wei'@
Words: too, drgue. agdiagt stheir beig-truly

# The lines His'_to> whant .they - are aiferilidui vi X< 9 The

g’:' bave ¢ Sophift . whoever he whs,: thathwrote: thefe
mmz2 2 % Loofe Diflertations in the Name:and, Q<.

on the fide
are in Dr

“ racter of Dr..Bemly, (:give. me:ldavaito-

Bentley'’s * fay this now.which '{ fhall. pfavé by and.

A

: 2::; :_;m. ¢ by) had not fo bad an Hand at humoring

¢ and perfonating, but that Some may be-
. ‘ C ' ‘“ lieve
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¢ lieve it is the Librarian himfelf who talks
¢ fo big; and may not difcover the Afs un-
¢ der the Skin of that Lyon («) in Criticifm () Difr. -
and Philology. ¢ But 1 fhall examine Dr?* '*
“ Bemley's Title to thefe Diflertations, and,
< fhall not go to difpoffefs him by an Arbi-
¢¢ strary‘Sentence in his own Dogmatical Way,
*¢ but proceed with him npon a Lawful Evi-
¢ dence, and a fair Impartial Tryal. And I
" ¢¢ am very mueh miftaken in the Nature and
<¢ Force:of my Proofs, if ever any man here-~
¢ after that reads them perfift in .his Opi-
¢ nion of making Dr Bentley the Author of .
¢ thefe Criticifms (b). : " (b) hid.
- ¢ Had all other ways failPd us of deteing p. 13.
¢ this Impeftor, yet his very Speech had be-

“ tray’d him, for it is neither that of a Scho- -

“ Jar, nor-an Englilman; neither Greek,

¢ Jatin, nor Englith; but a Medley of all

“ Three: He had forgot that the Scene of -

¢ thefe: Writings was Lendon, where the En-

« glilh Tongue was generally fpoken and

‘¢ written ; -as, befides other Teftimonies,

“ the very thing fpeaks it felf in the Re-

* mains of ‘London Authors, as the Gazerts,

¢ the Cafes written by ZLondon Divines, and

. others. How comies it to pafs then that

. our Dr writes not in Englifh, but in a Lan-

¢ guage farther remov’d from the true En-
¢““glifh Idiom than the Doric Greck was from

¢“.the Attic'(c) ? "&hy does Dr Bentlcy, an (<) Tbid.
Englifhman; write a New Language, which?: 4% 4*-
no-Englithman before ever wrote, or fpoke ?

How comes his Speech néeithetr to be that

.of the Learned, nor that of his Country ? but

a mix’d particolour’d Diale®, form’d %uthof

EE . oth ¢




186

Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the -
both? * Pray, how * came that Idiom to be

* Differt.  the Conrt-language at St. Fames’s * ?

ran

But fhould we allow, that in fome Palt Age
fucha Manner of Speech might have pre-
vail’d among Englithmen; yet there will fill
% lye another Indi@tment againft the Credic
“ of thefe Diflertations, on the account of
“ the Englith of the true Age of Dr Benrley
“ not being therc reprefented ; but a mare
“ Recent Idiom and Style, that by the whole

 Thread and Colour of it betrays it felf to

 be written jn an Age very diftant from His,

. % Every Living Langnage, like the Perfpiring

+ Difler.
y 1

“ Bodies of Living Creatures, is in perpetual
% Motion and Alteration ; which in Tractof

% time makes as obfervable a Change in the

% Air and Features of a Language, as Age
“ makes in the Lines and Mienof a4 Fase, All
® are fenfible of this in their own Native
““ Tongues, wherecontinual Ufe makes every
“ man a Critic: Yo that there is no Englifh-
¢ man but thinks himfelf able from the very
“ Turn-and Fafhion of the Style to diffin-
* guifh a frefh .Compofition from anpther an
¢ hundred Years old t. Now whén..we
compare thefe Differtatiops with the Writings
of Archbifhop Tillotfon, Bithop Sprar, Sit, Wik
lram Temple, and Others, we find the Styleof
that Age had a quite different Turn and, Fa-
fhion from that of our Differtator, * Shopdd
¢ affirm that 1 know the Novity of thefe Dif
¢ fertations from the whole Body and Form
‘¢ of the Work ; none perhaps would be con-
“ vinc'd by it, but” thofe that, without ‘my
¢¢ Indijcation, could difcover it by thernfelves,
% Ifhall Jet that alone then, and poiftt out

’ ¢ only

|
\
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“ only a few 'Marks and Moles in ’em,

€ which eyery one. that pleafes may know -
¢“ them by *. .In the 14th page, the* Differty
molt rimid ; for which the Ancients would ?-52

“have faid, the moft doubtfal, or ferupulous: in

the 46th, Negoce; for which they would have

faid Dealing, Commerce, ot Intercourfe: in the

a7th, repudiated their Pernacular Idiom ; for

which they would. bave faid, laid afide their
Mother-Tongue : in the 16th page, a {mall Dofe

of Sagacity 5 for which they perhaps would

have fajd a {mall Share ; in the goth, Manufa-

{ture, for the forging of a Story; never us’d

by the Ancients in that Senfe, but always for

the work of the Hand, mot that of the Brain.

They that will make the fearch, may find

more of this fort, as brittle Compliments (4)y(s) P.21.
incrirable Botches (b), broaching of expreffions (¢, (b) 1bid.
lopping off branches of Evidesce (d),aScene of E?)Il” 28.
Putid Formality (e) ; Men [pringing up like Mn- .y p. ’;9,'

" [hrooms gut of Rotten Paffages of Authors (f), and (f) P.118.
many Others of the fame Strain : ¢ but I fup-(®) P. 53.
t¢ poft thefe are fufficient to unmask the Re-

“ ‘cent ‘Sophift under the Perfon of the Old

¢ Librarian (g). o .
_ But were it poflible to dprodwce an Author
of the fame Country and Age with Dr Benz~

- ley, whowrotein the Language of this Difler»
tation, yet ftill it is abfurd to think that one
.of his Education, Chara&er, and Station
fhould be_thc'Autﬂor of it. For Dr Bent
is knownto have appertain’d to the Family
of a Right Reverend Prelate, who was the
Great ‘Ofnament of that Age; to have had
an Univerfity-Education,and to have convers’d
much in, the City, and at Court ; and v;‘i.t}l
LT T " thefe
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

thefe. advantages; he could not but be more
refin’d than the Writer of this piece of Cri-
ticifm ; who by his manner ef exprefling hima

felf thews, that he was taken up with quite

\

@) P27,
(b)) P. 32,

P 34
(DP. 36.

(e) P.s7.

() P.65.
@ P.63.

other thoughts and different lmages from
thofe that ufe to fill the Heads of fuch as
have had a Learned and Liberal Education.
For this Sophift is a perfe&@ Dorian in his

Language, in his Thoughts, and in his Breed-

ing. The familiar expreflions, of reking oxe
tripping (a), coming off with airhole Skin (b),
minding bis hitts (¢), a fricnd at a pinch (d),
going to blows (e), fcteing horfes rogether (£, and
going, 1o pott E{g ; with others borrow’d from
the sports and E

fhew our ‘Author to have been accuftom’d to

another fort of Exercife, than that of the

. Schools.

’,“':Di{fert.
Poa3e

“ Some Perfons perhaps may Gratuitoufly
‘ undertake to Apologize for Dr Bemicy. a+
“ bout this taatter ofthe Dialect * : they may
g}ead in his behalf, that he was born in fome
Village remote from Town, and bread among
the Peafantry while Young ; and for thatrea-

fon ** might ever after have'a Twang of the

. Country Diale&.. Now if any one know
. % an Exprefs Teftimony that he was bred in

+ P 45.

% Ibid.

¢ the Country, he can teach me more than [
¢ at prefent remember. This I know in - ge-
¢ neralt from Anthony Wood,and gthers, that
many have come from the Employments of
the Country to be Doctors in the Univerfity 5
““and fo He may come in among the reft.
“ But then muft his Language be ever after-
“ wards  Doric, becaufe he had once Footing
¢ ina Country Town *? The fame ‘A“h(l)lr

. o - o tells

»

mployments of the. Couptry,, -
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tells us of feveral born and bred in the Coun-
try, who yet in Procefs of Time have learnt:
to fpeak a different Dialet from that’ of
their Mother-Village. “ Why then muft
“ Dr Bentley's Diale& fill needs be Doric ? -
*¢“ and that fo tenacionfly, that twenty Years
¢ living in the Univerfities and City could '
 not at all alter it in one of that Education-- ? 4 p, 4&.
He was part of that time a Library-keeper to
a Learned Dean, and afterwards to His"Maje-
fty ; a Member of one Univerfity, and a So-
journer in the othery a Chaplain in’ Ordinary
to the King, and a Tutor in extraordinary to
a Young Gentleman: *“ and could not that
¢’ Perpetual Negoce and Converfe with Gen-
“ tlemen and Scholars bring his Mouth by
 degrees to fpeak a little finer ? Would
“ not he that aim’d at the Reputation of a
¢ Polite Scholar, and for that reafon had ap-
“ ply’d himfelf in a particular manner to the
““ belles Leteres, have quitted, his Old Country
¢ Diale&t, for that of a Londoner, a Gentle-
* man, and a-Scholar ? and not by every
¢ word he fpake make the Ridiculous Difco-
« very of hisbeing a Perfe& Stranger * to+p, ¢,
_ all Polite Learning, and Gentleman-like Con-
verfation? .- -
¢ Bnt let ‘us hear a Second Apology that
¢ may be made for the Dorifm of Dr Bent-
“ ey : He may perhaps be defended from
¢« the like Prattife of others, who being Lon-
““ domers born or bred, have repudiated the
¢¢ Vernacular Idiom of the City for that of-
" the Country ; as Sir Royer L2 Effrange in his
¢ oAfop’s Fables, Sir' Jobn Suckling in his Bals
¢ lad, and Mr Dryden in his Harvef ‘lzome.
' - So
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the
¢ go that tho’ Dr Bemrley be fuppos’d to be a,
¢ Native of London, or bred Liberally, yet
“ here is an Excufe for his quitting the Ci
¢ Janguage. But I conceive, with fubmif
¢ on, that this argument is built upon fuch.
“ Inftances as are quite aliene from the cafe’
“ of our Diflertator. For Doric might ia-.
‘“ deed be proper for Fables, or Ballads,.

_  where Brutes, or Peafants are.broyght in.

¢ fpeaking ; or for Scotch Songs, .and the:
¢ Chorus of a Comedy, on the accdunt of:
¢ the Doric Mufic : but it has not Grace and -
“ Majefty enough for the Subje& Dr Bemley
“ is engag’d in. What affinity then is there:

- between Dr Bentley’s cafe, andthat.of Wrie-

¢ ters of Fables, Ballads, and Comedjes.?:
¢ what mighty Motives can Here be for affu..
% ming a sFo'rei'gn Diale@ ? Bis Pieces are,
« dated in the midft of Lendon, directed, ta,
¢ the very next Street, addrefd to A _S.ci\o-.
% lar, about a Controvesfie in Criticifm,.de-
* fign’d for the view of men of Literature,
 and not written to.¢xprefs the humor. of ::
¢ the' Country, or -to entertain men of. Low -
¢« Rank and Charafler. If any will .ftill ex+}

‘¢ cufe the Dr for Dorizing inthefg Girdum,

(¢) Differ.
P' 90’ s x.

“ftances, ’tis hard to deny them the glory: of .
“ being the humbleft of his Admirers and::
“ Vaflals (4), L : ot
DoT'he ﬁmef}}pollc{)gy that is made for the:
ric way of {peaking, may perhaps bensgid: -
alfo in favour oIf) that gj«ﬁx’d plmgﬁ}:;ﬁhkh:é
runs throughout thefe Diflertations, The
Speech of _dlexander Bendo by the Earkof g *
chefter, the Pedant in Bew Fobnfon, and ofher:
Writers of Comedies, do fhew, that the Au-
o thor

<

<)
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thor of thofe Refle&tions, tho’ he carries this
way of fpeaking fartherthan any ever before
him did, is not Singular in the Ufe of it : bu¢
this Plea alfo will admit of a Ready Anfwer 5
that tho’ this manner of {peaking may be pro-
r for Mountebanks and Pedants, whofe bu..

nefs it is to appear Learned to the Ignorant, -
yet that does not jnftifie the ufe of it by one,
who was reckon’d a Scholar, in a Difcourfe
addrefi'd only to Scholars, « *Tis very
“ftrange that a Critic, and fuch a Critic as
“ Dr Bentley, fhould fo doat on the Diale&
“ peculiat to Pedantry, who was fo eminent- .
"fy‘pm - the hater of Pedants () ? and (s) Dy,
fo well known to be o, that even” onr So. p. .
phift in' thefe very Differtations reprefents
him' as One whofe Ai;, I:’rofefmo?, and in}-

loyment it was to pultoff the Difpuife from thofe
E‘it’lz FPedants, that have falke o l(f:g aont, in the .
Apparel of Heroes (*). - () Ibid.

~** ButIlove to deal Ingenuoufly 5 and will #- 2s-
‘“ not tonceal One Argoment, which the’ it
“ will not do the work, let it go however as
“ far asitcan (), in favour of their Opini- () P- 25-
on who ‘may afcribe thofe Differtations to
Dr Bemley, There is ftill extanta Lesrey of
DrBentley’s tothe Reverend and LearnedDr 47,2
which'is'confefs’'d to beGenuine, in which there
are frequent Scraps of Greek intermix'd with
Latin ; which might give occalion to our So-
Phift:to think that a Cente of Different Lag-

guages was a Chara@teriftic of this Author :

but the tafe of this Epiftie is widely different

from that of thefe Differtations, For the
Auther of the Epifle. writing to One: who

had-a particular Value for the Greek T&ngug,

SR Y ‘fhew’

oo
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fhew’d an Excellent Judgment in pafling fuch
* a Compliment on that Language, as to ufe it
inftead of Latin, even where Latin would have
“done as well. But befides, he had occafion to
exprefs himfelf in. Terms of Archnefs and
Waggery, which the Latin Tongue would
not come up to. - For Fohannule was not in ufe;
and therefore 'leawidior, ‘or Little Facky, was
v the only word that could ferve to exprefs
that in fhort, which the Latins cannot fay
¢ but by a Periphrafis : Whereas thofc Differ-
" tations were defign®d for the benefit of En-
lilh Readers, who hid as great an Efteem
%or their own Tongue, aseither for Greek,
or Latin ; and the Uncouth Words here in-
terfpers’d do not add any Beauty to the Style,
" nor do they convey the Author’s thoughts to -
our Underftanding with more Difpatch, or
~ Cleaynefs than plain Englith wonld do.
D 26 o) Jonbt not but our Sophift had that Letter
(9236 of Dr Bentley to Dr 24l before his Pen (a),
~  when he counterfeited thefe Differtations in
the Name of that Reverend Doftor. For 2tis
very obfervable that the Preface of this Let-
ter to Mr Worton is borrow’d from thePre-
face of that to Dr Ml ;, which begins with
the Author’s remembring a Difcourfe be-
: tween Him and Dr 24;) abost
(b) or Malelas, or Mala-" Aalela (b), and a Promife
la’i d C"";}r’l“rﬁ’e gb"o’m‘fg: that Dr Bentley had upon that
righs “spelling this Word i OCcafion made to his Friend,
 nos yet fully. decided. of which he was to acquit
o himfelf in that Letter : this
our Sophift tranfcribes, changing only the
Names, and afcribes it to the fame Dr Bem- |
ley. Had that Dr really wrote thefe Differ-
: . tations,
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tations, his Invention was not fo narrow and
itinted, that he fhould be forc’d to borrow
from Himfelf ; efpecially having fo large an
Acqpaintance, as he appears to have had,
with Works of the fame Stamp and Charaler
with the Epiftle he was writing 3 as Prefaces,
Prolegomena, Apparains’s, Introduétions, &c: but
it was Natural Enough for a Sophift in his
Mock-Bentley to filch an Exordixm from the
Undifputed” Writings of the true Dr Bent-
- ey, ‘
]The fame Letter to Dr A4l which has
farnifh’d us already with one Detedtion of the
Impoftuse, will, if ftri®ly examin’d, makea
- Second Confeflion frem thefe

193

Words. 7 badthis,Sweeteft Sir,
to fay of Alcmzon, and Alc-
mzonides, whick I prefume no
man ever /:id before me; for 1
do noe like their ways;, whe,being
pittiful  Jackdaws, by begging

here and there a Feather, pretend

-Hzc habui, Milli Jucun-
diffime, quz de Aemezone &
Alemzonide, ore ut opiner
alio indi®a dicerem: nori

. enim placet eorum ratio, qui

cuim merz Corniculz. fint,
emendjcat' hinc inde Plumi®
germanos Pavones fe polli-

centur. DP.20.

to fet themfelves off for righe Ge~
nuine Peacocks. ¢ Now here C
“ agen am I concern’d for our Sophift, that he
“ is taken.tripping. For he values himfelf
“ higlily, and expeéts grear Thanks for a Difco-

“ wery * about Ocelus Lucazus, which had* P. 47:

béen long before made and publifh’d by Fiz-
zanjus, in his Edition of that Author ; and
whence ’tis evident it was tranfcrib’d by our
Sophift -into his Diflertation. Now would
Dr Bemiey, who profefles himfelf fuch an E-
nemy to borrowing, have thus plum’d him-
felf in borrow’d Feathers? “ It is a very
 Notable Difcovery, and we are much

| ~ o) “ oblig’d

{
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the
‘“ oblig'd to the Author of it : but thenthere
“ was either ‘a ftrange Jumping of Good
“ Wits, or the Differtator is a' Sorry Plagia-
“ ry. What fhall we fay to this matter ?
“ Dr Bentley had the Characer of a man of
“ Probity and Purts, who had neither Ih-
¢ clination nor Need to filch the Sayings of
¢ Others («). Thofe muft be unacquainted
with his Chara&er, who think he would fay
in his Own Name what hé found fajd to his
Hands. In the Letter to Dr 2#/ he’ omits

. feveral things very proper to his purpofe,

Ne fort¢ qui Me minus

- Lt perchance (fays he) thofe who

are not fo well acguainted with

norunt, Pault me Leopardi me fhould think 1 had plundePd

Scrinia compilare exiftiment.

Ep. p. 4.

the Efcritoire of Paulus Leopar-
_ dus. Would he be there fo
afraid of being thought to tranfcribe Leopar-
dus?  and would he here valve himfelf upon
Difcovering firft what he plainly copies from
Vizzanins ¢ Muft thofe who think he counld
borrow be fuch as did #nor know him? and
can we, when we know him upon his Own

- Declaration to be fo averfe from borrow-

ing, imagine he would korrow That from
ancther, for which he folemnly befpeaks
Thanks from the Learned World? “ This
“ bears hard upon the Author of the Differ-
‘“ tations : but how can we help it? he fhould
¢ have minded his Hitts better, when he was
“ minded to at the Dotor. :

But that Lettet to Dr A/l will afford us
ftill greater Conviction that this Diflertation
could not be the Geruine Work of Dr Bent-

. lev. For that L etter, in the Page above men-

tiond reprefqats Dr Bently proving , that
- ' he
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he could not eafily be deceivid in knowing

whether a Greek Verfe were afcrib'd to its

proper Author: For in fuch ey o .
things a thefe, fays he, I do not l;ni:l‘:l:lril: a}:; gfggﬁ; l:‘
. r . 9. 3
eafily [uffer my felf to be impos'd  qui, uc fcis, Fragmenta om-
spon 5, who, as you know, had once nium Poctarum Grzcoium
a defign to publifh the Fragments ~cum Emendationibus,ac No-

. . tis, Grande Opus, edere con-
of all the Greek Poets,with Emen fitueram : miine, ut ajunt,

dations.and Notes,a grand work : y I
but now asthey fay:uézothcr fort of ‘l?:? ’gi.o, Do Jiela
Life,another fort of Diet. Now is

it probable, that Nne who had colle@ed the
Fragments of all the Greek Poets, amended
them, and wrote Notes upon them, could mi-

.ftake Empedocles for an Epic Poet.? But I fhall
not infift upon this ; fince the Paflage pro- AR

.duc’d - carries in it a more Diret and Exprefs

- Proof that Dr Bentley could not write thefe
Differtations. He bad defign’d once it feems,

-to publith his Grand Work, the Fragments

-of the Greek Poets: but he was now, he tells

-us, engag’d in another way of Life, and muft
therefore apply himfelf to another. fort of
Studics : for that I take to be the Import of
the Greek Proverh. Now the Diflertations
Ain difpute bear date after this Declaration ;
they pretend to be-written by Richard Bentley
Dr of Divinity, and Chaplain in Ordinary

- to His Majefty ; they would be thought to
come into the world fome time after his Le-

Gures were printed in defence of Religon.

'He was now therefore engag’d in another
Profeflion ; and would not, we may be fure,
meddle with a-Subjet fo foreign to the bufirefs
of a Divine, nor handle it in a manner fo ill
becoming that Character. He who fcrupld

' 02 pub.
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publifhing thofe Fragments, which'might have
been of good Ufe to the Learned, and might
. fome of them have fallen in with Divinity,
would much lefs have taken up with fuch
Thin Djer, and mifpent fo much of his pre-
cious Time upon fo fruitlefs Enquiries as thofe
are which are purfu'd in thefe feveral Differ-
tations. “ There isanother thing, befides a
¢ pretty Invention, ufeful for a Lyar, and
¢ that is Good Memory. We" will fuppofe
"¢ our Authior to have once known fomething
¢ of this Declaration of Dr Bentley ; but - he
¢ had, it feems, unhappily. forgot it, when
* Differt. “ he afcrib’d thefe Pieces to him *,
r 17 The Sophift is not more happy in perfona-
ting Dr Bentley, when thro® the whole Courfe
of théfe Differtations he reprefemts him as a
Fierce and Angry Writer; and One, who
when he thinks he has an advantage over:
another Man, gives him no Quarter. For the
Writer of tfxe~Epiﬂ:le to Dr Mk, when he
had juft eccafion to be very Severe-on’fome,
who had taken wrong meafures in deducing
* the Etymology of a Greek Word, thus repref-
Sed nolo aliauid incle- fes ‘his Indignation: Bur-1 will
menter dicere ; nzn.noﬁrum '.IOt.f ay any thing Jeverely of &y
eft xeqtpors smepupeiveny. i 45 10t in my nature to trample
" Ep. p- 4 #ponthe Proftraze. 'This fhews
him to have been a Man of-
Temper, and Good Nature : but our Sophift-
reprefents him as one that has no Mercy upon
his Adverfary, when he thinks he has bim in
~ his power. The fuppos’d Editors of Phataris
for an imagin’d miftake in a pointof Criticifii -
are expos’d as Nonfenfical Blunderers, Perfons-
‘who had nesther Skill nor Induftry, neither
Know-
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Kmwledge nor Ingennity ; to be like Leucons:
Affes, a degree below Sorry Criticks, to write di-
reétly againft Grammar and Common Senfe 3 and
are fet out to the world under this Low and
Rude Similitude : Here are Your Workmen, to
mend an Author, as bungling Tinkers do Old Ket-
tles?. What a difference is there between the
Two Letter-writers 2 Mr Bentley is calm and
forgiving, but Dr Bentleyis furious and un-
relenting : Dr Adi#’s Friend fcorns to infult
over the Proftrate ; but Mr Worton’s Friend
purfues his Blow: “and don’t You yet begin =
“to fufpe&t the Credit of the Differtations*? * Differ.
Dr Bentley was celebrated amongft the-63- -
Learned Men of his own and other Countries ‘
for one, who was much vers’'d in the Learned
Languages : and, as it appears by his Let-
ter to Dr A4, he was very converfant in
Suidas, Hefychins, and other Greek Pocabula-
ries, Onomafticons, Etymologicons, Lexicons, Glof
faries, Nomenclators, and Scholia ; fo that he
muft at leaft have been acquainted with the
Significations of Greek Words : but it appears
from what this Sophift offers ahout the Senfe
of fome Greek words |, which he finds in +From the
. Phalarif, that he was not only a perfe Stran- 62d totbe
ger to the beft Claflic Authors, but that hefsg‘l"‘g’
wanted that Light which any Ordinary 3,y
Dictionary would have afforded him. The
Librarian was fo well read in One of thefe
Inftructive  Writers, Hefychins, as to affire .
Dr Mill, between Verfcy and Profe, that,
whenever a New Edition of that book came
forth, ke could, if he would, corrett five thoufand
fanlss in i, more or lefs, that had til} that time
. : 03 de-
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defeated the Sagucions Conjectures, and Laborsoses
Diligence of other Criticks (+). Now couldany
thing that a&ually i in Hefychins, efcape his
knowledge, who had foeh a Deep Infight:
into what # mor, but ought to be there ?
could He who had difcover’d what had efcap’d
the Utmoft Diligence of Others, mifs what-
was obvious to every one that look’d into
Hefychins ? Would Dr Bentley have given
ps fuch a Caft of his Skill in conftroing Greek
Words, as to tell us, that fuaw anciently figni-
fied to purfue, when that which fled ‘[car’d and
{hunn’d the purfuer 5 and that it never fignified to
follow, in any other Senfe ;, when Hefychin: gives
us no other words for iexs,- but Ziny, mridewe;
which are far from a Perfecuting Senfe ?
" Dr Bentley is known to have liv’d’ in the
fame Age, and at the fame Time, that the
Edition of Phalaris, with which this Sophift
is fo angry, came out: it appears, from tie
Editor’s Preface, that the Dr, being then Li-
brary-keeper at St Fames’s, deny'd a Common
. Favour to the Editor, which is complain®d of
in that Preface : This doubtlefs gave oecafion
to our Sophift to forge th-fe Differtations in
the Dr’s name, to fhow his pretended refent<
ments of that Complaint.  Now the Dr-him-
{61f could noe be ignorant, that this Edition
was put forth by Mr Boyle, whofe Name it
ftill bears. But Our Sophift, who liv’d-at‘a
greater diftance from thofe Times, fuppofes
it the Joynt-Work of feveral: he talks of owr
B ' S - Late

,".("') 1d Tibi de plano poffum promittere, Milli,
O\umqu.e plus minus'millia mendorum Me correurum effe,i libuerit,
2.;3 aliorum dwseydar & laboriofam diligentiam haGenis iffuferunt,
._1P03-9< . ~ - L P . 3 LN
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Late Editorsy of thofe Great Genins’s, with whom
Lcearning , that 1s leaving the World, h.as taken up
ber Laft Refidence 5 of thefe Annotators, of our
Ingenions Tranflators (a) : whereas thefe Edj-(2) Differ.
1875, Genius's, Annotators, Tranflators, could notp- €6, 71
but be known to one that thea liv’d, and
were known to Dr Bemley (as appears by a
MS Letter of his to Mr Boyle, now in being)
to be one and the fame Perfon. It is true,
that in the Preface to the Edition there are-
thefe Expreflions, Quantum {~imus, and Nofiro
Labore; and in the Dedication, Txa ope adjutws:
which might lead our Sophift into a miftake,
that this Edition was the Work of More than
One ;. and that the Perfon, to whom it is de-
dicated, had affifted in it: as if it were un-
ufual for the Plural Number to be put for the
Singular; or as if a Perfon in that Station
could no otherwife afliit a Young Gentleinan
of his College in the Edition of a Book, than
by collating Manufcripts, tranflating the Text,
and writing Comments. '

Dr Bentley is known to -have enjoyd the
advantage of a Public Le@ture inftituted by
the Hononrable Mr Robert Boyle,and by reafon
of that Poft muft be fuppos’d to have had a due
refped for his Name and Family ; fo that it
cannot rationally be prefur’d, he would treat
a Gentleman, who had the Honour to be near-
ly related to that Noble Perfon, « ith fo much
Contemptand Indignity,as is plainly expre(s'd
in feveral parts of that Diflertation.

_Dr Bentley did alfo flourifh during the Life
of Sic William Temple, whilft that Eminent
Perfon was in great Reputation for the Sigr.l
and Extraordinary Services he had done for

04 the
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the Proteftant Intereft, to the Englifh Nation,
and to the King who then reign'd; as alfo
for his Learned Writiags, which were then
in very great Efteem amongft all thofe who
had a true relifth for Sound Senfe, and Noble
Thoughts, exprefs’d with all the Beauty and
Force of proper and fignificant Language.
Now tha’ the Dr might without any offence
differ in his Sentiments from that Worthy
Geantleman, yet it is not credible that a:Schoe
lar, a Courtier, and a, Divine would fo fat
break in upon all the Rules of Modefty, De-
cency, and Civility, as to infult over a Per-
fon of Sir William's Chara&ter, and Merit, as
an Ignorant and Illitcrate Pretender to Lear-
ning ;, who could neither difcover the frue Tinre,
nor the true Falue of bis Authors; and whofe
Cheice of Phalaris and FEfop, as then extam,

' for ¢wo great inimitable Originals, was a piece of

Criticifm of a peculiar Complexion, and muft pro-
sced from a Singwlarity of Palate and Fudgmen.

. ¢ It muft needs be a great Wonder to thofe
¢ who think thefe Diflertations Genuine,
*“ how or where they have been conceald ;

- % and in what Secret Shop, or unknown Cor-

“ ner of the World they have lain hid? fo
¢ that no one has ever taken notice of ’em
¢ for fo many Ages. Had thefe Differtations
 been feen and read, fomebody fure would
* have quoted fomewhat out of %em ; efpe-

¥ cially fince fo many have had occafion to

() Difler.
2 Q;.

“ dofo(4): for all thofe who have written
concerning Sophifms, ‘and 11l Confequences in
arguing, might have furnith’d themfelves from
hence with all Kinds of Loofe and Incoherent
Thinking. ~ And thofe that have publtihﬂ".d

- " their
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their Cenfures upon the Incongruities of Lan-

guage, and Innovations in Speech, might from

every Page of this Author have fetch'd pro-

per: Inftances of the Groffeft Improprieties,

¢ 8o that, by their Silence and Pretermiffion,

¢ they doas good as’ declare exprefly, that:

¢ they never faw our Differtation («). () Differ.
But that which ought to weigh moft withp. é4.

thofe who have any Honour for Dr Bentley,

toward clearing him from any fufpicion of

‘having written thefe Pieces, is this Confidera- -

tion ; that That Learned Do&or was chofen

out by the then Fathers of the Church, as a

fit perfon o vindicate the Truth of Religion

againft Atheifts, Deifts, and all other Oppo-

fers of Divine Revelation: whereas this So- -

phift is found to make ufe of fuch Argu-

ments (b) to difprove the Epiftles of Phaleris, (b) Vide'

as are of Equal weight to prove the«Writings . 121/t of

of 2fofes and the New Teftament to be of bis Bosk. -

mach Later date, than they can be confiftent-

ly with the Pretences of the Jewifh and

Chriftian Religion. ¢ So little regard had

¢ this Bold Writer to fit his Difcourfes to

¢¢ the CharaQer of that Reverend and Lear-

¢¢ ned Pefon ; and I have had too much Re-

¢ gard to Him, in giving him the Honour

“ and Patience of fo Long an Examina-

¢¢ tion (¢) ' ‘

~

(C) Di‘ref-
P 65.

Since
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Ince I have given my felf the troubleto exa-

mine¢ all the tedious Proofs Dr Bemley has
heap’d together againft the Epiftles, whichI was
not in the leaft concern’d to vindicate 3 | am
oblig’d to fay fomething to his Criricsfms
upon the Edition that relate entirely to my
Self. I fhall confider ’em with the fame In-
difference that 1 did his Arguments: for as
1 never profefs'd my felf a Patron of Phalerss,
fo neither was it ever in my Thoughts to
fet up for Exaftnefs in that Drys Sort of
Learning. [ enter’d upon the Work meerly
as an Exercife of my Pen; 1 faw that Life
and Smartnefs, which 1 fill relith in thefe
Epiftles, quite loft in the Loofc Periphrafes,
and piaig Cowmtry Latin (as the Dr- calls it)
of the former ~Interpreters.  This put me
upon trying “whether I could exprefs the
Style as well as the Senfe of the Original in
another Langvage ; and reprefent it with
fuch advaantage, that They, whoare no Ma-
fters of Greek, might fee fome faint refems -
blance of the Author’s Spirit and Genius, in
a Tranflation : in which whether I have been
fuccefsful, and to what degree, muft be left
to the different Humors, and Opinions of
Readers. 1 abhorr Vanity, and the more

- fince 1 have read Dr Benmtley's Book, where

I fee it makes fo unbecoming a Figure: yet
This 1 will be bold to fay, that even in thofe
Tranflations of the Greek Authors, which
are efteem’d the Beft, would 2 man oi;[ fome

now=

~
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knowledge in Criticifm exercife all the fpite
and skill he has that way to find out Miftakgs,
he might be able to mufter up fuch a Plen:ﬁtl
Nomber of ’em, as would keep my-Poor Ver-
fion and Notes in Countenance. 1 qucftion
notbut there are Errors and Overfights enow
in my Tranflation : I was very Young when |
did it; and, to confefs the Truth, after I
had got a little way intoit, and made my
. firft-Effays, went thro’ the Reft of it .without
any Great Guft : and ’tis no wonder therefore
if I fhould not be awake fometimes ina Work .
that Twas not very fond of. However, as
Many, and as Eafie to-be found as my Faults
are, Dr Bentley has yet had the Ill Luck to
mifs ’em ; and to except againft fuch Paffages
as can I think, to any Unprejudicd Man, be -
fairly accounted for. TheyTown, Iown, is
Weak and Defenfelefs enough in confcience ;
but he has had the Judgment to attack it on
thiat fide; . where perhaps it lies leaft expos’d.
Upont Scouring the frﬁ‘ Epiftle (as heCleanlily
exprefes himfelf) he finds thefe Words there,
Juxis % v8Cov ameds idnu Bdver@, b9 dvsvayBicdler
&c* wessdiys. Which in my Latin , ‘runns,
[ Animi antem Morbum Medica Sanas Mors,
am quidem nulli graven, &c. cxpeita]. Heis
pleas’d to render it thus, [For s Difeafe of the
Soulthe only Phyficiant is Death : do Tox there=
“fore expelt a moft painful one] and fays, My
Tranflation of dvereydisdor [y nulii gravem ]
produces a flat and far-ferch’d Senfe t. 1 muft
ownl do not yet fee why it 1s more flar to
), fay aVillain fhall dye an Usnerural Death,
than that he fhall dye a Painful one : and as I
little apprehend why he calls.this 3 far-ferch’d
i ' ' Senfe ;

+ Diﬂ‘ﬂ'tb
P‘ 9‘0

/
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4 Difler.
P. 690
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Senfe ; I fuppofe he canmot mean by.a far-
ferch’d Senfe, a Senfe that the Word drey fiic
is not commonly us’d in ; becaufe I. newer
could meet withit us’d in any other Senfe,
till Now he has thought fit to tranflate it moft

ainful.  All the Criticks before him render it

Y non gravis, non invidiofus, or by fome word

Equivalent to thefe : and Hermogenes thought
this a proper fenfe of the word, when he in-
titul’d a Chapter @spl 7% dyerayfisiaurds smprér ;

which I would advife the Dr to read, not on- -

1y to get a better acquaintance with the Word
in queftion, but to learn too the modefty and

difcretion notto commend himfelf fo often,

with fo very ill a Grace. Iam fure he wants
to be taught this; and fince he has juft now
taught me what I knew nothing of before, I

could do no lefs than make him this Grateful

Return.

He goes on to inftru me. The Greek, fays ‘_

he, is in the Superlative degree 5 let “em put it then,
nulli gravifimam, and “twill (hew ’em the Error
ftf their Perfion ¥ that is, let Me tranflate it
or ’em, and '\Pll undertake to make neither
Grammar, nor Senfe of it. But if he will
give me leave to tranflate it my felf, fince it
muft be in the Superlative degrec, inftead of

nulli gravem, | would put minim: invidsofam s -

and then 1do not yet fee any Error in the
Verfion: and I am the more inclin’d to think
there’s none,becaufe the Dr flides off,and takes

- Refuge in his Strong and Secret Hold the MSS.

The MS, he fays, reads it ov & émexBicalor 5-and
They (as he calls Me) might bave embrac’d his
Reading, when they [aw it there.  What MS is
this? “None of the Bodly-MSS read it fo
{ nor

|
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nor the .4rundel, a Collation of which the

Learned Dean of Tork fent me, after my Edi-

tion was finil’d. Sure the Dr cannot mean

the King’s S ; he knows I never faw That

my felf; and I hope I am not anfwerable for

my Collator’s Eyes. And, fince No-body can

fee it but Dr Bentley, 1 have no great Reafon

to depend upon his Ingenuity. However, if

this be the Reading of the King’s MS, ’tisfri-

volous and fit to be negle&ed : for to Me the

Commeon Reading feems to have rather a

Quicker Semfe, and (haviug fhewn Dr Bentley

to be no great Mafter in Propriety of Speech)

I may venture to fay, as much Propriery. Pers-

haps the Dr might have thought fo too, but

that he has a Peculiar Fondnefs for the Para-

pleromatick Particle v, which he takés to be

u rare and quaint ufage (a) : and having met .,y pier.

with it Hefe therefore, is refolv’d notto part . 70.

withit. To diminifh his fondnefs for it, I

pramife to furnith him upon demand with 30

or 40 Inftances from Homer, and the Greck

Teftament (to gonofurther), where the Parr;-

“cle dv isus’d as Parapleromatically every whit

as it would be here, fhould his Reading pre-

vail. ' ' :

But to wave entring into a Controverfie

with him about Particles ; let us fee whether

he be not as Exquifite a Judge in Latin as he

isin Greck : He charges me with Barbarifm,

Nonfenfe, and New Difcoveriesin Language, for

tranflating ddfunudrey i drovster, Scelera non in-

vita ; for he is very pofitive that Jnvitus al-

ways means the Agent, is always fpoken of the

- Perfon, never of the Thing, &¢. ButI hope

Ptopertins, who liv’d in the Pureft Age of La-
tin,
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Dr Beatley’s Differtation upon the
tin, may beprefum'd to underftand his owt
Tongue as well as Dr Bentley : He ( El 16;
L. 1) expoftulating withan Unkind Miftrefs,
fays, that tho’ fhe was Cruel and Unrelenting,
yet if fhe did but hear his Complaint,

Non—ipfa fuos poterit compefcere Ocellos
Surget & InViLis [piritus sn Lachrymis.

Is Invitis here joyn’d with the Perfor or the

" Thing 2, if Propertins had faid, as he does in

other p{aces, thad Tears would flow 4b /nvi-
tis Oculis 5 tho’ an Eye be improperly call’d a
Perfon, yet in that cafe 1 might allow it to be
taken Perfonally : or had he attributed any
Attion to Tears ; as, if he had faid, invire fur-
gent Lacryme, Lacryme might be confider’d as
an Agent : but as it {tands here, Invite Lacry-
me muft be render’d Involuntary Tears 5 and to
explain it otherwife is, I think, contrary to
Good Senfe and Good Language too. Were
Dr Bentley as well acquainted with the Latin
of the Great Men in Auguffus's Age, as with
that of the Pedants in ’g'his, he would have
another Taft, and another Style. To know
the Grammar of 2 Tongue, and to have a juft
fenfe of the Propricties and Elegancies of it,
are two different things; as different almoft
as Conftruing Euclids Words, and being
Mafter of his Demonftrations. Any-body
that will take the pains may be Critically
exa& in the Signification and Syntax of
Words ; but to enter into the Spirit and
Beauty of good writing is an Happinefs that
None have but thofe who are Born with it;
nor All of them neither : for a Long Coigv.cr-

ation
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fation with Bad Books may deftroy a good
Natural Taft. Idomnt fay, this is Dr Bentley’s
cafe; for I am not a Judge whether he ever
had any. ‘

To come alittle nearer to AHijs Ages of La-
tin, I will give him a Couple of Inftances of
the fame kind out of Stetins: One of them
from the oth Thebaisy where Young Dryas,
_after he was mortally wounded, fends this
- Meflage to his Mother,

—— Merui, Genetrix, panas; invita capeffens
Arma Puer rapui, ncc Teretinente quievi. V,891.

Invita is here apply’d not to the Perfon his
Mother, but to the Thing Arms taken up a-
gainft hey Will. In the 7th Thebais the Gre-
cians are encourag’d by Fupirer to make a furi-
ous affault upon Thebes ; and Bacchus in his
‘Speech to Fupiter on this occafion, fays,

Efto olim invitum jacwlatu: nubibss ignem ;
Credimus : eniterim atrarefers incendia terris,
- NecStyge juratus, nec Pellicis Arte rogatus?
' V. 158.

Fupiter, by his Vow to Semele, was oblig'd,
againft his own Inclination, to grant what
fhe ask’d : and therefore the deftru&ion he
browght upon her was Involuntary : 1think In-
vitum _can bear no other fenfe here, andI
therefore leave thefe Paffages with Dr Bentley
to confider at his Leifore ; Let him try his
Skill upon ’em, nexttime the argry Fit of Cri-

ticifm returns. '
I fee there is no way of pleafing an In-
cens'd

207
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Dr Bentley’s Differtation ‘izpon the
cens'd Differtator ; I have juft cleard my feif

. from the Imputation of ufing a Word in »

different fenfe from other Writers ;5 and now
he accofes me for ufing a Word in the fame
fenfe withall the Authors that ever writ.
I tranflate eesrpizess Hortaris, which I inter=
pret by Provocas, as Budeus does 3 who in his
Learned Commentary has thefe words, ees7pé<
me), provocant, cient 5 G ufus eft [atis frequens -
and [ tranflate it fp, becaufe I could find no
other Signification of it in any Greek Wri-
ter ; and Dr Bemley himfelf owns as much,
that it is no otherwife us'd by any of the An-
cients.  Now.I never defigning to make a
Noife with ghe Correttions and Improve-:
ment of Old Vocabularies, was contented to
ufe words in the fame Senfe that every-body

. had us'd’em before me ; and for this Error of

mine, my Indi@ment runs, that I am an Jiire-
rase Fatherer of an abfurd, ridiculons, and incon=
gruous Senfe upon my Author. My Plea is, that
it feems to Me no more abfurd, or ridiculoas,

-that Phalaris thould fay to one of his Enemies,

+ Yox provoke me 10 be cruel, than that he fhould

* Differt.
P 750

fay (as Dr Bentley would have him ) Tou sp-

‘braid me with Cruclty. And I believe his Cavil

againft the Syntax of & éuoi eesmperes is no bet-
ter grounded than that againft the Sesfe. He
won’t indeed find wesrpirw in - his Grammar
with a Dative Cafe, but e may pleafe to inlargé
it from this veryplace * : and as for his & o,
or i’ &, we have no occafion for either of
’em : in the days of Sophocles 7aild o eermpims
was no more abfurd and incongruous, than
Que me hortaris was in Tuly's, But Dr Beme-
ley thinks he has fhewn already, that @& Tvimw fiy-

nifies
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mifies to reproach * ; where has he fhewn it?y p,n,
mas ncfr where faid any thing of it, but inp, ;:’.["
the 52d page ; and there he only fays, that
@ TsTe, 10 acchfe, is an Tnnovation in Language,

¢ Jor which the Ancients us'd wespigew ¢ {0 that po-
fitively to averr, and affume the thing in que-
ftion is in his Langunage to fhew, and prove it.
Let us fee now whether his Second Thoughts
furnifh him with any better proof of eesvetran
fignifying ta accufe. One would expe that
he fhoyld produce the Authority of fome
Greek Author, that ufes wpsreéimes in this
fenfe : but he bas given this argumentquite
another turn, and proves, that ’tis us'd fo
here , becanfe *tis never udd fo by any ancient
Author before the Sophift - ; he might have ad- 4 ;.
ded too, nor by any Modern Author fince.p, 75,
This is a furprizing way of arguing, but I
find it familiar to Dr Bentley ; he has ano~
ther juft of this ftrain in the 115th page: he . -
fays there, One may know Sabirius Pollo 10 be #
Roman ; how {0? does he find any fuch Fami-
ly among the Remans ? no, that’s too Obvi-
ous a Way of arguing for a man of his Parts :
he knows him to be a Roman, becaufe he does
not find [uch a Family as the Sabirii, or fuch a
Sirname as Pollo : and he improves this Ac-
quaintance with Sabirius fo far, that within
Three pages he calls him bis Friend Sabirius
Polla. Such are the New Ways of Reafoning.
made ufe of by this Incomprehenfible Author: ’
He has furnifh’d us with feveral ; and, to fthew .
that he is, not yet exhaufted, he brings This
argument to prove that epo7eimer fignifies to
veproach : apegigew, and vitio vertere fignificro re«
proach 5 therefore eporgiwey does fo too: and

: in
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in the fame Paragraph, he after the fame man-

" ner makes it out, that 8iazeive is 20 perfevere ;

* Epiftola

is not dvareve exattly the fame with pertendo ?
(meaning, 1 fuppole, that 3:2 is per, and rdre
tendo) and ss mot pertendo o perfevere 2 1 al-
ways thought that Ufe was the only Rule and
Meafure of the Sifnification of words; but
Dr Bentley, a great Adventurer in new ways
of thinking, will' determine it by dint of Ar-
gument. Would he allow Others to argune
as He does, from One Compound Word to
Another, and from One Language to Ano-
ther, we might enlarge our Diltionaries with-
out End ; and foon produce not only (what
he pretends to* ) five thoufand, but five Mil-

in fine Ms-Jions of Emendations and Additions to Hefy-

lale, p.3ge

4 Differt.
P73

chiws 5 tho” not fuch as are worthy to keep
Company with the Admirable Bifhop Pear-
for’s Obfervations on that Author: and there-
fore fhould they hereafter come together (as
*tis faid they will); and fhould tﬁe Bifhop’s
Name not happen to be fet to His part (as
’tis poffible it may not) ; it will be no difficult
matter to diftinguifh between ’em. According
to the Dr’s Rule ( not to go far from the
words he plays with) becaufe fapigen fignifies
to differ, thercfore by a Like Metaphor, and
Analogy, we may ufe Sratpizew to exprefsthe fame
notion { : And thus agen I can prove, that
raverto is to exhort, ; for is not preverto exalt-
y the fame as wofpire ? and is not epTpéire
to exhort ? or that ifaw is to perfedere; for
is not Jimw exaltly the fame with perfiffo ?
and is not perfiffo, to perfevere # So that for
ought I can fee, it muft be allow’d, either
that all words may be us’d ’en as we pleafe,

) or
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Or elfe that ewampire muft fignifie, as it has
done for above Two thoufind years, hortars
that is, not always to Exkors, (2 Wotd he
makes fuch wretched Mirth with) but to ex-
cste by any other methods : unlefs when /ir-
gil fays, Fam Vitulos hortaye;, and Ovid, Horta-
tirgy Canes 3 they mean, that Dogsand Bulocks
are to be made traftable by gooﬁ Advice and
Exhortation. ‘
If our Critic is unalterably determin’d, that
the Senfe of this Paflage muft be [ rhe Crimes
which You upbraid me with] why fhould he not
chufe rather to read spospézess than weg7pimess ?
for tho I no more know*an Inftance of
wospére than of eperpéze’s being us’d for
érediw, yet the Formation of the Word will
more eafily and naturally allow of this ufe :
&y tuol eposgimes may well enough fignifie, gue
mibi vitio vertss 3 but eeTeemes, in that fenfe,
- 1is, I think, a very improper and unnatural Jn-
wovation in Language. '

One would wonder that Dr Bentley thould

be fo eager in imputing this Miftake to my
Tranflation, which he is fo little capable of
making out ; but he had a double End init :
My Explication of the Word offended him
fo  much the more, becaufe it fpoilt an Argu-
ment that He urges, to prove the Epiftles
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Spurious : 1 fhall draw it uf in fhort, but in

~its full force and ftrengthy and leave it to
the Confideration of the Reader. MNeapine
was never usd for wedile in any ancient Author
before the Epiftles, nor by any modern Auhor fince
the Epiftles 5 nor in the Epiftles themfelves :
therefore the Epiftles are. Spuriows. =~ This
Weighty Point is fhut up with a Piece ‘of -Hi-

Pz o .ﬁorYa
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(o) Differ.
p 73

(b) Vide
Prefp. 3.

Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

ftory, that is worfe founded than his Criti-

cifm ; and proceeds from Something which

was always thought a greater Blemifh to a

Divine, than want of Judgment. He fays,

The Edition afcrib’d ro Cujacius, and another of
Aldus ; tho’ the Two Principal of All, and Both

of Yem in the Public Library at Oxon ; bad yee

the Odd Fortune to lye all the while conceal’d from

our Late Editors that liv'd there (4). Iam ata
Lofs how to deal with a man of this Extraor-
dinary Confidence, that can fo boldly affert
what ’tis impoffible he fhould know.. What
fhall 1 fay to One, who will face me down,
that I never faw, what I know my felf to have
often feen and us’d ? nay, and will prove
this to me out of my own Preface ? the place
he quotes is this, Codices Impreffos quatuor pre
mantbus babwi qui codem plane Textu utuntur
apud quos Verfiones funt due, altera 2 Naogeor-
£0, altera in Ufum Schol. Soc. Jef. edita (b).
Two of the Four Books I here particularly
mention’d, how does he know but thofe he
mentions are the Other Two I mean ? as in-
deed they are. 1 had no occafion to name.
’em, becaufe I found little Difterence in ’em
from thofe which I had in my Own Study:
the Verfion afcrib’d to Cujacius, is exaltly the
fame with That, put out for the Schools of the
Fefuites, which I have exprefly faid I made
ufe of. A man of any Candour and Fairnefs,
or indeed of any: Common Modefty, would
not have prefum’d, upon fo flight Grounds,
fo pofitively to aflert, that I had overlook’d

what lay fo plainly in my way : but I am the
lefs furpriz’d to bear this from Dr Bentley,
who wotlld fain perfwade me that I never faw
my Own Edition. - In
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In the Body of this Differtation there are
Two other Miftakes, which the Dr has found
in my Verfion : I took no notice of ’em where
they lay; but, to avoid Confufion, referv’d
’em for this place. The Firft is, my rendring
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wrnekay ©nan éiwv, poculorum Vicreorum, as Swidas,

Erymologicon Magnum, and Favorinus had done
before me. Thefe are Eminent Names in that
Sort of Learning, which Dr Bentley feems beft
.acquainted with, and moft to value himfelf
vpon ; and therefore, one would think, thould
be able to excufe me with him : but his Maxim
is, to value nothing any further than it is to
his purpofe. When Suidas is brought in for

preferving fome few Fragments of Babrius *, * Differt.
then he isa man that converfes with Writersp- 140-

of Size and Quality : but when he is produc’d
or that, which will leave us not the leaft Fortftep

of our Corinthian Potter (), and whereby the (4) Tbid.

argument ‘abont 1 hericles would wvanifh into no-

- 27.

thing (b) ; then he is a trifling Scribler, his (¢) Ibid.

Lexicon confifts of Excerpta from Scholiafts and

Gloffaries (¢). 1If once he begins to quarrel () 1bid.

thus with his Good Friends the Lexicogra-
phers, I can expe& no mercy from him : But
I would ask him, why he fays that in the par-
ticubar paffage before us neither the Ufe of Lan-
gnage nor Good Senfe will allow ©Ongixrcie worvese:
to be tranflated Glaffes 7 When Phalaris is faid
~ to fend Cupsof Gold and Silver;and befides | Ten
Couple Ongixrciwy mmgior, to me it feems agree-
able to Good Senfe, that thefe Cups, which
are here diftinguif’d from Cups of Gold and

""Am’;ul\-
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Silver, fhould not be as Dr Bemsley coriceives,
Silver at leaft, if not of a more precions Metal 5
unlefs there be fome other Metal befides Gold,
more precious than Silver. He may be as Mer-
ry upon thefe Glaffes as he pleafes, and call
Yem Odd and Stingy Prefents, Cheap and Brittle
Compliments 3 1am not anfwerable for Phala-
ri’’s Generofity, Befides, I freely own my felf
Ignorant how cheap Glafles were in Sicily two
thoufand Years. ago ; for ought I know, they
might be Grest Rarities, and fit to bear the .
Reft of bis Prefents Company ; efpecially be-
ing of fo Vait a Size as they appear to have
been, and feat in -fo much greater Number
than the Other Prefents were : for the Epiftle
tells us, there were but Two Cups of Silver, and
Four of Gold; and Ten Couple of thofe of
Thericles. From whence one would be apt to
conclude, that they were of a Bafer, and nor
of a more Precious Mesal than Silver and Gold,
as the Drimagines. [ can bear all his Rail-
lery upon Phalaris here for a Stingy Prefent :
but why is he offended with Me too for a Pre-
fent 1 never defign’d him? He fays I have
prefented him with an Emendation of Poculo-
yum Vitreorsim, whereas the former Interpre-
ters honeftly tranflated it , Thericlean Cups.
But I muft put the Dr in mind to quote thofe
Honeft Tranflators honeftly : he knows One of
the Two  tranflates it Pocxlorum Vitreornm, as
I do; I mean Cujacius (or whoever elfe be
the Author of that Verfion afcrib’d to him)
iv’.vhom the Dr is pleas’d to fay, I never
aw. IR '
" With the fame Sincerity he tells me, that
whereas I have render’d #n@ divkw, in morem
o o ardme
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arundins (a) ; the Tranflation in the former ()Ep.g:.
Editions was, inftar pinis (b). Here again 1 (5) Difer.
have follow’d the Verfion, which he advifes . 20.
me to confult in my next Edition (c), the (<) Ibid.
Verfion of Cujacius, which has it, in morem?" 75

Arundinis : and this Idid, becaufe I thoughe
it would be a greater piece of juftice to my
Author, to make the Paffage in him Clear
and Intelligible, than to tranflate a Greek
Proverb Literally, which would have been
no Proverb in Latin. Dr Bentley would pro-
“bably have interpreted it Literally, on pur-
fe to have had an occafion of explaining
it; T could have done fo too, and have
cramm’d a Page of Erafmus into my Notes,
as He has here into his Differtation : but I
am glad I tranflated it as 1 did ; for tis pity
the Dr fhould have wanted an.Opportunity
of fhewing how exceflively Witty he could
be upon this Proverb, *Ex7pile airis i@ dixkw,
fays Phalaris, I will extirpate them like a Pine-
Tree; and this Tree (according to the
Dr’s Natural Hiftory) perifbes by Lopping. He
takes this Hint to tell me, that I have lopp’d
off a Branch of his Evidence ¥, that I have
executed this Proverb upon it [elf, and extirpa-.,

ted the Pine-Tree out of my New Perfoon * 5 that *Pe29,30.
1 have roored np the Pine-Tree, and tranfplanted
Reeds * thither : which he. confeffes 1 above
his Small Underftanding in Gardening ¥. What
a Deluge of Wit is here ! all thefe fine things
are faid within the Compafs of half a Page:
who can refift a Writer, that thus takes care,
that his Fancy fhall ftill keep pace with his
Judgment; and that the One fhall not In-
ftru&t You ‘more than the Other Entertains
v P4 You?
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You? Howeyer, after he has refref’d him-
feif a little, he muft give me leave to tell him
that his Underftanding in Gardening is indeed
very Small (as fmall as his Knowledge in Na-
tural Hiftory) if he thinks that it has any
thing to do either with Reeds or Pines ;
which, I take it, grow as rarely in Gardens,
as Mufhrooms arife out of Rotten Paffages in
Authors, Dr Bentley muft indeed be allow’d
to underftand Some parts of Gardening very
well ; particularly Tranplanting and Weeding :
The Firft of thefe he has proy’d his Skill in
by thofe Few . Notions that are worth any
thing in his Piece ; for they are tranplanted
from Other Mens Prefaces, the Nurferies of
all his Critical Learning: His Skill in the
Second is made out by all the Reft of his
Appendix ; which is nothing elfe but a Col-
lettion of IIl Weeds, pul’d up out of Good
Writers. There is, I remember, a Paflage in
Athenens, where this Happy Talent of Weed-
ing Authors is very well expref$'d : Ifhall
give it the Learned Reader, tagether with
three or four Lines that introduce it; be-
caufe it is, all together, one of the Shorteft
and Livelieft Accounts I have met with of a-
Man poffefs’d with the Spirit of Criticifm.
(+)The E- Quléy ?\M n‘\‘b':."’uz f?ys' Cynulcus to Ulpian,
pitomizer © A07%¢ tsfaft?uf eimeivy ix igics ponSida, § tiis &
of Athensg- Mo21s xd017Gr dmiebacsal mre: dared yeyvoy dmyle el
us, at the 7aume xa7wrpins (nmiy, x6D), s x8) (4); dendsix &ends -
very entrance; tells us, this Ulpian was fuch an infufferable Pedant,
that he would neither Eat nor Drink any thing, till he had ask’d the
Queftions x&;), ¢ x&D ? and fatisfied himfelf in what Greek Author
the Word, by which it was call’d, was to be found; from whence, he
fays, he got the Name of Kesréuerr&@ :  which, 1 defire Dr Bemtley,

may be added to Chlonthachontbius, as a Like Inftance of the Name
of a man but once mention’d in old Authors.

¢Eoru-
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&Zonx iless 7v mivle v apocminlorra. Tois eundiarsyuierg,
7 d5vfos oud 00, :
Qg &y Byvimedas, § dved Teny éin " Ovwmty
del duatpifor, ‘Avliav H idiqy iy auwaboel fars
L. 3, C.17. A Charafer, which wil] fit the
Ulpians of Our Time, as well as thofe of
Athenans’s ; for the Race of ’em is not yet ex-
tinguifh’d. D
I have folow’d our Differtator thro’ a lon

Scene. of Impertinence ; and am come at la(%
to That Part, where he Places his greateft
Strength ; that is indeed, the. moft Trivial
Part of all, the MSS. I told the Reader in
my Preface, that I only made ufe of fuch dif-
ferent Readings in the MSS, as conducd to
the better underftanding the Text ; for I al-
ways thought it a Ridiculous piece of Pedan-
try to load a book with Various Le&ions to
no purpofe: but this I find Dr Bentley calls
Skill in ufing MSS. He and 1 differ in our
Notions about thefe matters; and I hope we
always fhall, '

- In the ¥4th Epiftle, the Printed Copies
read 8 N ideicepor i gedomw mivlas dBeaarg -
I faw the MSS here had a Various Reading
i 46 for i, which 1 pafs’d over with that
Contempt it deferv’d, and guefS’d it fhould
be saresiseerr ; a Reading, that with a very
fmall Alteration made my. Author {peak Senfe:
Let us fee, what Dr Bemley, and his MSS
make of it. Phalaris fays, rus 83 7o¥s dvafiaso-
miTois Spapas *§)0 I ¥rdiseoy idn o110 mivTgs dybed-
- wes: wowy 3B ¥Te wap dois Tolv, ¥T &0 piaesg BiPasay
evesrs Which I would render thus, 7 am not
Jo much as feen by my Neareft Relusions; and I

nom
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now the more carefully avoid mankind, becaufe I
bave found no Faith nor Truft, not only
among Other Perfons, but even among
Friends themfelves. Dr Bentley fays, we muft
take ? &% here for a certain Correftion. But
fince the Tyrant is giving a reafon for his
prefent Reclufe way of Living in_oppofition
to his former freedom and opennefs, methinks
#¢n can’t well be fpar’d here. Befides [7 svoid
alt mankind lefs than I ought to do]] feems to
Me a very improper expreflion; efpecially
after a Man has faid, that he avoided all man-
kind to fach a Degree as "nor to be feen by his
Neareft Relasions, would he add immediately,
that he avoided Company lefs than he ought
to do? What would Dr Bemley have him
do more ? or how cana Man be more re-
ti’d than by feeing no-body ? I defire the
Dr to have fome Regard to Senfe, as well as
to MSS.

This éxfeicepor returns agen in the 68th Ep-
ftle, tuavrds ivdeisepor dvplone ndn xpretirnn mudds on
se7éiy  Now here too, he fays, Every one of the
MSS bave it§ 4. As for the King’'s MS, no
body knows whatit has, or has not; and this
Epiftle is wanting in one of theBodley MSS : fo
that all thefe MSS that 1 have overlook’d
prove at laft tobe but One; in which per-
haps I might not obferve this Various Read-
ing. But if I had obfervd it, I think I
fhould fcarce have made ufe of it ; for if we
put # M5 in the room of §dw, ivfeisspoy muft be
an Adverb, and referr’d to wawszér : and the
Rules of good Language will hardly allow,-
that the Adverb fhould be joyn’d in Place to

one
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one Verb, and in Senfe to another, at fiich a
diftance : not to infift on the Ambiguity that
arifes from its Neighbourhood to suavriv, to
which it feems to be naturally joyn’d as an
Adje@tive ; and ’tis with fome difficulty, that
we bring our felves to underftand it other-
wifé, evenafter the Corre&ion of ids into § N3
is allow’d to prevail. Had the Author in-
tended #disseor for an Adverb, he would pro-

21’

bably have put it after évpisxe, and not before -

it T4m fousd to Dr Bemly’s Language,
~ that I can eafily bear his telling me here, that
I make meer Nonfenfe of the Context: whether [
do or no, muft be left to thofe who will take

the trouble of confidering it. Indeed fuch a

fair and ingenuous Tranflator as Dr Benrley,
that renders i obg 7% mre)s airbpusy® than I want
ﬂl;{oney to give, may make Nonfenfe of any
thing.

Tghere is yet one Inftance more of Unskil-
fulnefs that he charges upon me, duareer érdis
®w, Itranflate, perpendens [uam Conditionem,
confidering the Circumftances be is in , as
Naogeorgns had tranflated it before me ; the
Dr renders it, perfiftens in propdfito, proceeding in
his prefent ways, according to Cujacius : nei-
ther of us produce any Inftance of our Ufe of
the word dvarebe , nor pretend to do it ; we
are meerly upon the Guefs, what it muff fig-
nifie, by its relation to the Sentence: and
which of us gueffes beft, is tobe determin’d
by our Readers. Had I been never fo much
out, he might have taken a more Courtly
way of letting me know it, than by faying
that Lewucon carries one thing, and his Afs ano-
ther 5 that is, the Writer of the Greek Epiftie
' means
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means differently from the 4/s his Editor :
This is fuch a Compliment as there is but one
Proper way of Returning ; Gentlemen do
not ufe to refent fuch Language with their
Pens only. But I forgive him; ’tis @ Mode
of Speech familiar to hirm, 1 find, and which
he beftows on every one he has to deal with:
In the 11th page, the Sophift is an Afs under
the Skin of & Lyon ; in the goth, Phalaris Bim-

felf is « meer Afinus ad Lyram. Since he is fo -

fond of Afinine Proverbs, 1will throw him in
One out of Ariffophanes, to compleat his Col-
lettion. . It is, “Ov©@ &yev uusipia ; upon which
Erafmus has this Remarkable Glofs ; Afinus

portans Myfteria, in eos dicebatur qus prater dig- ‘

nitatem in Munere quopiam verfantur 5 velnt fiquis
ignarus literarum Bibliothece praficeretwr 3 in
lfnglilh thus, The Proverb of an Afs carrying
Myfteries was apply’d to Thofe who were preferr’d
to fome Place they did not deferve, as when a Dunce
was made a Library-keeper. And if that Library-
keeper thould fo far miftake his Office, as to

think he was put there, not to fhew Books |

to Gentlemen that came to fee em, but to

unfit for the Place. | have had Worfe Treat-
ment than this from Dr Bentley ¢ for he has
not only deny’d my Collator the ufe of the
King’s MS, but dealt with me all-along, as
if I had feen it,.and us it my felf ; once
before, in the cale of &feisspor i e, and here

- agen in relation to Marever. . Having no Au-

thorities to countenance my Verfion of Jiare’
vev by expendens, 1 laid hold of a different

keep the Door fhut, he would ' be ftill more

Reading in the King’s MS, fent meby my |

Collator, where he affur’d'me it was v mer

Dr
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Dr Bentley puts on his Critical Spe@acles, and
finds, that tho’ it be 8« maer now,, it was ori-
ginally dvazever 5 and that the ; hasbeen ¢ras’d
by a modern hand, as appears by 4 Puid Space :
and upon this he triumphs over my Skill in
pernfing the MS, when he knows it” was fifty
Miles off of- me, all the Time of the Edition.
What #0id Spaces now appear in that MS, how
many Erafings there are, or by what Hand,
it matters not much to difpute, or enquire.
I own I overlook’d the faife accemting of thefe
words, which he charges me with : but to fet
down my tranflation of d%a 7iver, 0b ¢a, and at
the fame time to fay, I make it an Jnrerroga-
tive, is according to Dr Bemley's way of te-
prefenting things : he fhould either have been
lefs fevere with Me () on the .
account of My miftakes of (4) Nos Phalerin Gram-
this kind, or have takenmore pearéglzri Pata s, qui ;f;
care to prevent his OwWn; punit. Ci. in Pifom.
Some of “which, fince he .
condefcends to thefe Trifles, 1 fhall fo far
comply with him, asto give the Reader an
account of, :

P. 8. siyag v for slyas'dv.. P. 19. Evedfe for
trevds. Do 18, und® dy for und” dy. P i
o7e 7 for oire. © P. 34. ¢ edm mves for as PasiTves.
P. 45."Tdvag for “Twvag.  P. 48. {dufor {we" Ibid.
tred” for ¢7d 8. P. 61. miylufor myf.  P.70.
dv fordye Do 94 cunbreadt &% for oubypade i
P. 129, xPAimospsy for xT Acimusper. P 138, dmsdulw
for imedulw. P. 139. td]ds for tadlase. 1bid. Og¢
oi for €48 é. . Ibid dde for Jde.  P. 146. Erupor
for §ndpor &c.

The
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The Reader wjll think the Controverfy runs
low when we begin thus to difpute about Ac-
centsand Encliticks ;and indeed I thinkfo too:
but how can 1help it? My Excufe muft be,
that I was oblig’d to engage the Dr in what
way Helik’d beft, and had not the Choice of
my Own Weapons.

And now are not Thefe, which I have gone
thro’, ‘Mighty Blemifhes to my Edition? and
fit to be infifted on by the Dr, in order to
Humble Me and my Teachers? He takes care
to tell me, that he canproduce more Inftan-
ces of this kind ; I queftion not but he may:
but if he can find ont no more Confiderable
Miftakes than thefe, I think he may leave off
Criticifing upon this Subjet.

" For my part, I am not much concern’d
what the Men of Letters think of my Skil
in Languages or Manufcripts : but it concerns
Dr Bentley to confider what the Men of Sin-
cerity will think of his falfe and difingenu-
ous Dealing ; what the Men of Madefty and
Humility will think of his Lofty Infulting
Language ; what the Men of Good Nature
and Candor will think of his Fierce and Vin-
di&ive Temper : how the Men of Tafte and
Breeding will relifh his Scurrilons Language,
his Frigid Jefts, his Low and Clowni/h Ex-
preflions ; how the Men of Reafon and Judg-
ment will approve his Weak and Incanclu-
five Ways of Arguing - itis a mighty Impa-
tation upon Him, to have.any of thefe Bad
Qualities, or to want any of thefe Good ones:
but it isno Great Blotupon Me, if I fhould

. appear not to be exa@ly well skilld in the

Learned Languages. :
o I was
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I was fatisfied from fome Books lately writ-
ten, what a wide difference there is between
a Man of Clofe Arguing, and Rambling Lear-
ning ; and how unnatural a Step it is for an
Amanuenfis to ftart up a Profeflor of Divini-
ty. This indeed made me not expe&t much
from Dr Bentleyin the Reafoning Way : but
when he came to Matters of Pure Criticifm,
I thought One, who had bent all his Thoughts

-and Reading that way, One who has now the
fole Ufe and Power of the King’s Library,
and had for many Years attended upon one of
the Greateft Scholarsin Exrope; One that fet
_out with all thefe Advantages, I tiought,
might eafily have confounded a Young Wri-
ter, that never aim’d at being a Critic in the
Greek Tongue, or made the Niceties of it
his peculiar Study and Bufinefs. But, to con-
fult the feveral Editions, to collate the Ma-
nufcripts, to turn over Ditonaries, nay, and
“to make ’em; and " all this ado, only to find
a falfe Accent, and an Efcapein perufing a
Manufcript ( which I have fhewn to be the
utmoft of theDr’s Atchievement on this Ar-
ticle) feems to Me to favour too much of the
Charadter of thofe men, who, as he himfelf
makes the Obfervation, without confidering

whom it hits, love to make a Noife about"

Trifles; or (not to wrong him of his Own
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more Elevated Expreflions) zo make.a Tide and

a Flood in a Bafin of Water. :

" Nothing has done Learning more differvice

- among the Senfible part of Mankind, than

that indifcreet Value, which Men of Letters

oftentimes put upon the moft trifling parts

of Knowledge; that wmpepiromuie in the wayf
o
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of Scholarthip, of which Theopbraftus has gis
ven us a Charafter, ds it relates to Humman
Life and Affairs. Tis this that has bropght
fo ill a Report upon Criticks and Critici%m,

- and funk extreamly the value of that Sort of

knowledge, which has been of fuch Excel-
lent ufe to the World, when wifely em-

ploy’d. - ‘
A Good Critic is a Name that deferves Ho-
nour ; for it carries in it Probity, Learning,
Relith, Good Nature, and Good Senfe, with
a great many Other very defirable Qualities :
but as the Word is now generally employ’d to
fignifie a €aptious, Vain, Opinionative, Half-
learn’d, lll-natur’d Cenfurer of other Men;
Labours, I muft confefs, I think mothing can
be more defpicable, Let us ftop a while, €’eg
we take our Leave of this argument, to con-
fider their feveral Charaters.  *~ ° ' [/
A Good Critic diftinguifhes himfelf always
by the Choice of his Subje&; it is fome Point
of Importance, and worth determining :" an
111 One is ever bufied in things of no manner
of Ufe nor Confequence ; and yet is as full of
Himfelf, and his Performances, as if “the
Commonwealth could not {fubfift withoit ’em,.
A Good Critic is m»deftand Decent in’ 'his
Cenfures, Candid and Impartial ; he tréads
warily, ufes his Judgment much, but diftrufts
it more : fpeaks with Refpect of thofe he dif=
fers from ; never takes a pleafure in infilting
over their Miftakes, or leflening their R gpu-
tations. Ifaac Cafanbon, Ger. Voffins, and €ro=
tius, were all men of this Caft an,({ {0 was
Menage too, *till Bailer, toward the Latter
End of his Life, provok’d him. The Cha-
ralter
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&er which our Excellént Pearfon * gives of * 1, 4,
im, is very remarkable, and fit to be confi- Zetzer 10
der’d by Dr Bentley before he appears agen Menage
in the way of Criticifm. Quanta.animi ,moderno'l;{:"‘;né
tio ! gquantus Candor ! veram Critivim cxm nullins Lac%tiusl
fame difpendso “exercere 5 mullius Exiftimationem
ledére, nallins Erroribus infultare, nufquam ex.
Muftaceo Laurcolam querere 5 per quos profeceris;
aperec proficcrs 3 a Viris Dottiffimis non, nifi [alyo,
ersim honore,aperte diffentire: ut exclamare cogar,
© Jecur were Criticum fine Splene ! "In which
alfo he drew his Own, as well as Menage’'s
Chara&er. . - . . . ..
Salmafins and Scaliger had nothing of thig
in ’em, they were all Gall, and Pride, and
Pedantry ; which made the Vaft Learning
they were Mafters of fit fo ill upon ’em, that
the World hated and defpis’d ’em, at the
fame time . that it was profiting by ’em 2
Mr Waorton tells us, There are fome now alive
whofe Fame will-one day equal. thas of the Scalis !
ger’s (or, as it is in his Laft Edition, the
Salmafins)s) and Grotius’s of other Nations . T Refelt..

If he had put Salmafius into Grorius’s, and not “77 <

into Scaliger’s Room, I would fo far hay® 1.sming:
agreed with him, that there are fome. mow p. ;85.
alive, who will inherit Their Fame, as to
One great part of their Chara&er ; for they.
have All their IIl Qpgalities in PerfeGtion —
with but a flight Mixture of any of their
Good ones, For my part, were Dr Bentley
as great .a Scholar, as Some fay he is, or even
as He thinks himfelf to be : yet I had rather
pot know the Greek Alphabet, thanr have his
Knowledge and his Manners together : f.or,a}s-:,"

. much
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fivuch as I value Learning, I value Good Senfe;
“and Common Civility more.

- A Good Ciritic is rich in his own Store;

he has a fure Fund of Good Judgment and

True Knowledge, which he can truft to up-
on all Occafions, without needing to rifle his
Neighbours: but an Il Critic, who fets up
the Trade without a Stock to manage it,
muft be perpetually upon the Plunder: the

at Employment of his Sagacify is, to find
‘out Hints in Odd Corners of BooXs, where
%is probable no-body elfe will louk for ’em;
the chief Exercife of his Fudging Talent lies
in diftinguifhing, what Borrow’d Notions he
may moft fafely put off for his Own, and with
the leaft danger of being Difcover’d. .

A man of a found and well-weigh’d Judg-
ment is afraid always of ftanding by himfelf
jn a New Opinion ; but a Smatterer in Criti-
cifm is bold, and forward ; loves to maintain
Paradoxes, and to defie the World. ’Tis
énough to make him think a thing true or
falfe, that every-body elfe has thought the
contrary ;: for he has no way of Diftinguifh<

. ing himfelf, but by being Singular.

" A Critic Really fuch, always proportions
his pains to the difficulty of the matter he is
engag’d in; and dwells upon things more or
lefs, as they want more or lefs to be dwelt
on: but a Pretender is conftantly improper
and impertinent in his Learning ; where the
Knott of a Difpute is, there You find him
very referv’d and filent ; but he lets loofeall
his Criticifms upon Yon in plain points, that
No-body is in danger of miill)l'nder&anding. P
: °
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So have I feen the lofy Clonds ponr

Into the Seas qn Ufelefs Shower

Whilft the vex’d Saslors curs'd the Rain,
For which Poor Shepherds l:my’d in vain,

To compleat the Charalter of a Critic,.it
is requifite, that he fhould write well in that
Way he pretends to cenfure ; and be a Good
Pattern, in order to be thought a Good Judge.
The Ancient Criticks were generally fo, as
Ariftotle, and Longinus, Tully, and Quintilian :
but Seme now alive have ventur’d tn Criticize
upon the Performances of very fine Pens,while
. they themfelves had the worft in the World
and have fet up for Judges of Good Writing
by a Taft form’d upon the Opinions, and in
a Stylc drawn frgmthe Expreflions of Modern
Prefaces and Comments.
>Twere endlefs to reckon up all the Parti-
oulars that diftinguifh their Characters ; in-
ftead on’t, take a Refleion or two which
Monfieur St Exvremont *, (a Fine Writer, and * Oeuvres
aGood Judge) has made on this Subject, méleés,
Troifieme
I have feen (fays he) of Late Tcars, Great ;l"o::xge,
Criticks sn absndancg, but few Cood Fudges.” ™
That Learned Tribe is my Averfion, who are per-
petually bufic in reftoring corrupted Faffagrs, that
when reflor’d are at laft worth nothing. They fer
the higheft Price on fich Knowledge, a ore would
chufe to be without, and kiow leaft of thofe things
which moft deferve to be known. ~ Having no fine
way of thinking and [peaking tiem[clvesy they can
never enter into the Delicacy of another Man’s
Thowght or Expreffion. They would [fuccced wvery
Q2 well
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well in explaining and commenting upon a Gram-
marian 3 for His mind is thrown into much the
fame Monld with Theirs, and- bis Studies have

“luin the fane way 5 bur when they come to one of

the Senfible and Wellpred Writers of Antiquity,
they neither velifly, nor underftand him : bis Senfe

and way of Thinking muft reeds be lock'd up to’cmy

tis fo very different from their Own.: Iz Hiftory,
they know norking of Men, or Affairs, they turn
ali to Chronology + and fo they be but able to tell
Tou, what Tear Such an One was Conful, they
care not whether they are acquainted withbis Cha
ratter, o the Great Events that happen’d dn bis
Time. Cicero with them goes only for a Maker of
Orations, Cefar for aWriter of Commentaries;
the Conful, and the General, are loft to’em. The
Genivs that animates their admivable Writings 3
not felt 3 the Remarvkable and -Infirictive Pafages
there are wot obferv’d. .

I beg the Dr’s Pardon for leading bim infa
fuch Writers as Bruycre, and St Euyremont
who think well, and f{peak Juftly, and quote
little 5 T know, upon all thefe Accounts, they
are not for his Taft: to oblige him therefore,
1 will throw in a Little Latin here from the
Preface of a Modern Critic , and 1 hope it will

~go down with him the better for the fake of
the Place where [ find it. Hic Criticum, fays
my Author, non Pwdagngico Eaftu tumenscm, aps
Farrayine quadam ijuna Eruditionis onuftusm fors
mare aggreffus fim, fed non minns Fudicio quam
Alemori fud wtentem 5 G qui probe calleat, quim

R . . . . . I
Janca penitus in Peterim Monzmeniis intelligamis,

ircagy Modefte de allis judicet, & ab Ommnibus di-

Jewre fit paratus,  Folo cum ante ommia nits sntell-

g ert
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gere quid Vercres velint 3 & fibi diligenter cavere,
we Opinetur fe Scire quod Nefciar ¥.  Which * Le Clen
Good Meafures had Dr Bemley, in his Criti- i”‘ é“
cal Studies and Attempts, vouchfaf’d to ob- "™ -
ferve, he had fav’d himfelf and Me the trou-
ble of this Public Difpute about Phalwis: He
had not rathly enter’d the Liftsuponan Ar-
gument which he is by no means a Mafter of ;
nor bégun an Indifcreet Controverfie, without
confidering where it might End.
* He threatens me and the World with fume
further Remarks of ‘this kind in Latin: 1 am
not, I confefs, very apprehenfive of that ; be-
caufe, if he had intended to write jn that
Tongue, it had been proper to have dope it
atfirft : for in that Tongue the Refletion,
that has given hkim all this Uneafinefs, was
wiitten ; and in that Tongue therefore one
would think it fhould have been anfwer’d,and
this whole Controverfie managd. Sut what-
ever He may do, 1 cannot promife him that
No other Language will be employ d againft
him ; nor that the Enquiries of Some, whom
he has affronted, will not be extended a little
farther than thefe Differrarions.

I was indeed in hopes, when I firft put pen
to paper, that the Difpute would have lain
purely between Us Fwo, and have been deci-
ded by an Appeal to the Learned Men of our
" Own Narion: but I find the matter is not
likely to reft here 5 Dr Bemley’s Boalts of his
Correfpondence abroad, and of the Compli-
ments that from thence have been paid him,
have made it neceffary to fet Him and his Per- -
formances in as true a Light towards Foreign-
ers,as they do or will appearin here at Home :

o Q3 par-

N
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particularly to let Monfieur Spanbeim , and
Monfieur Greviws know how miftaken they
have been in placing their Civilities upon One
that does not deferve ’em ; and can never be
valw’d, but where he is not known, ‘

If therefore I have not made ufe of -all the
Advantages againft Dr Bemrley, which he has
given me, nor difplay’d Him fully in all his
Colours, thofe Defe(ts, I hope, will foon be
fupply’d by a Better Hand, that intends to do
right to the Subje&, and to' the Dr’s Cha-
ralter, in a Tongue that will laft longer, and
go further : for fince Dr Benrley has appeal’d to
Foreign Univerfitiesy tO Forcizn Upiverfries he
maft go. e -

. Dr
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~ ueoN iHhi';' |
Fables of £AS O P,
 EXAMIND..

Had laid together fome Short Remarks
upon the Reft of the Dr’s Appendix,
which were intended to' accompany
Thefe : but I fhall be oblig’d to leave
England before 1 can put ’em into Or-

der. However, I cannot part with the Dr;,
till I have given him my Thoughts of his
Performance on e£fop ; and examin’d, whe-
ther he has any better Grounds for oppofing
his Judgment to Sir William Temple’s, in the
cafe of the Fables, than in that of the Epjftles.
1 cannot ftay long enough.on the Subjet to
do right to it; but what | fhall be able to
fay, will, I hope, fufficiently prove, that the
Reafonings and Difcoveries in this latter part
of his Work are perfe&tly of a piece with
.thofe we have already had to do with ; and,
let him difpute againft Phalaris, or «£fpp, or
: Q4 what
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what elfe he pleafes, that Dr Benrley will be

. Dr Benmtley till,

4 Difert,
238

. He fets out well — 1 am glad, fays he, 20
find & good pare of the ivork done ready to my
band. ~For Monfexr Bachet, Sieur de Meziriac,
has writ the -Life: of &lopin French *. Which
Life the'Reader now filppofes that Dr Bem
has read, and found to agree exaétly with his
own Sentiments ; bt to his Surprize twill ap-
ear, that the Dr has neither read it, nor feen
1: forid thé Negt Line he confeflds that™he
ould mever meer with i, So that he finds his -
ork ‘done to his hands in a Book that he
has nct yet found : BooksLoft, and Books
notvyet icotne to -his View,, dre as inftrudtive
to Him as any Bnoks in his Study. There is
no dealing with fuch a Profound Schelar. as
this, who is as well read in what he hasnot
feen, as in what he has. - But'perhaps here,
s in Other" cafes, he has his- agcounts.at Se-
cond Hand : -not! foneither, he is purely wp-

on the: Conjedture ; and can gwmfs: from rhe

grear Learning of the Author known -to him by bis
Other Works;sthat - bie has in @ manver, exhanfred
the ‘Subjeé?,.  ‘That is,- by his Mathematical
Notes bpon -Diophantus he can gueff -what-he
fays upom &&fop’s Fables.  But, methinks, "tis
a little nicely guefs’d, that Meziriec has iz a:
manncr exbuanficd the Subje&t : why fhovld not
a-Man' that had written fo well'wpon Diophan=
twey have guite exhanfted it? I degin now to.
guefs fomething too; and may be able to make
out my Guefs e're 1 am a Month Older i .k
gm going into a Country where Miziriat is,
1 fuppofe, to be had ; and when [. have {een
him, perhaps I fhall ﬁnd_, that D ﬂmi#y}ipgsf
R ' ' ‘ cen
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Jeen him too tho’ he has forgotten it.
For he pretends to prefent us here owly with
Juch Things as bave efcap’d the. Obfervation of
Orbers; and 1 now know him fo well, that I .
fofpe& him a-Courfe whenever he fetsup for
‘Difcoveries. The Bufinefs of O¢e/lus has given

vs One Remarkable Inftance of this kind ; and
.this fmall Piece we are upon will prefently,
even without the he¢lp of Aeziriac, afford us
Another.- _

- The firft of his few loofe Things which be fan<
.cies bave efcap’d the Obfervation of Others, is, thas
tis wery uncertain if ((he would fay whether)
EAop bimfelf left any Fables bebind him in Wri- .
ting. ‘T'bis Hint has I believe efcap'd the Ob-
fervation of Others : for they that have ob-
ferv’d any thing about it have obferv’d the
contrary.,. The Phrafe of "Antiquity is the
fame -when they mention any thing of e £fop’s, .
as it ‘'would have been, had they thought -
"H/op really to have wrote it ; the Ancients -
quote him juft as they do Other Authors:
whenPRlaro, Ariftotle, Ariftophanes,Plut arch,G alen,
Themiftius, Gellins cite any thing from him, 'tis -
¢ Loy as Epame, wstrens xT ¥ Aowwoy, x3 ¥ Awiws
pofor, dnguit, &c : and how would they have
‘exprefs’d themfelves otherwife, if Efop’s Wri-
tings had confeffedly lain before them?. Dr
Bentley fure will not be fo Captious as to fay, -
that thefe Forms of Speech are not exprefs ‘
enough ; among all Authors that quote from .
others, ¢ fpr and & ¥xaler, are Equivalent, .
and us'd indifferently.  Bithop Pearfon has
largely prov’d this. in his Pindicie Ignatia-

na ¥, againft Daslleé, who laid hold of this + py,. ;.
Cavil to difparage the Epiftles of ngnxm d p- 82.

' ' n
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‘And 1 the rather referr the Dr to that Incom-

parable Work, becaufe be confeffes with fome

_ Shame, that be had cither never read it, or atterly

* Differt. forgor j¢ *, A good-account of his Acquain-

P13 ‘tance with One of the Firft Books in the

World, in the Way of his Profefion! They

that read Books at this rate, will be fure to

write Books that will be fo read. But not

to forget our bufinefs — The Word fxaler

ic felf 1s applyd ta &fop, as an Author, by

“ L . Suidas , Aphthonims (&), and

4‘5‘39‘ P&”'f’”ﬁ'xr‘? others : What Suidas fays

# TOMET deferves a Refle@ion; his

. (B) "Exeals 7d iv erodls  Words are (b), ZEfop wrore

@rs auuBdyra e EEMUSC “To Books of what befel bim

s 3 ks gpam ¥ ,AZ"”‘Z': at Delphos 3 bur Others are

o AT IR Y yarher of Qpinion that b wrote

_ .. . nothing but Fables(c).'. 'S0 that

., @ S{:d{" explains ﬂh";", tho’ fgme doubted whether he

very place, Abyses 18 2T wrote any account of what

" " < " happen’d to himat'De'Igho:',yet,

according to Swidas, no-tody doubted ‘but that

he wrote Fables.  Enffarhins calls him exprefly

not Acpmuds only, ‘but uvlexdps® ; expounding

4 Adini- the one by the other +, The Words too of

m‘h" the Old Scholiaft on Ariffophanes are fo. full, I

" think, as not eafily to be eluded ; 5;*Af;mgb-,

(4) Sch. in fays he, ér wic wiboss 7@ alrd Abses (4),” Thas Few

Piut.x1z4 fay in Terms, he was a Writer, is becaufe
No-body had any Sufpicipns to the contrary:

and when the Doubt was not ftartéd, nor

thought of, there was noneed to guard againft

it. I have produc’d fome Ancients that fay,
he did” write ;, Dr Beptley does not pretend

to inftance in any that fay, he did;mnﬁju&
. . €3
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fieid of that, his beft Arguments for this
New Point are thefe that follow.
" The Old Man in Ariftophanes (fays he ¥)*P. 136
learnt bis Fables in converfation, tualer v Svpmodly
In which of his Ditionaries does Zvu#710v fig=
nifie Converfation? Or is it neceffary that ¢
what was learnt at a Feaf muft be learnt in
Converfation? might it not be a part of
their Feftival Entertainments, to have fome ‘.
agreeable Book read to them ? and might not .
oA£fop formetimes be that Book ? If this might

* be tﬁe Cafe, then the Old man might leara
his Fables at a Feaft, and yet learn ’em out of
a Book too. But fuppofe he did not, allow-
ing that he learnt ’em in Converfation ; what
follows from hence ? that becaufe the Fa-
bles of e£fop were in every-bodys Mouth ,
and told at their Meals, by way of entertain-

. ment, therefore thert was no written Colle&i-
on of ’em, they were preferv’d all by Memo-
vy If this be Criticifing, I am fure, Criti-
cifing has nothing to do with Reafoning,
By the fame way of Dedu&ion will I prove,

, that we have not a Wrirten Creed now, nor

" ever had one: for have not all People from

" the Rife of Chriftianity down to this Time
learnt it, without the help of a Book ? and .

~ is it not plain therefore that the Creed is pre~
fervd by Memory only, and has never been
committed to Writing ?

The Dr produces a Second Paffage in Ari-

" flophanes, where one man reproaches anothers
Ignorance thus, " *Awaemsy madrnxas, You bave
wot read fo much as FEfop; for fo he himfelf
tranflates it: from whence, he fays, one might

" conclude thar BAOp wrote bis Own Fables. N If

they

.
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they were, his Own Fables, one miéht pret-
ty fafely conclude that hewrote ’em ; forthofe
Writings are the molt properly a nan’s Ows,
which he writes. But Dr Bentley, it feems,
concludes from this very Paffage, (I cannot
imagine How ) that «£/op dif not write ’em.
Till he tells us by what Wonderful Means he

~ got to this Conclufion, I can fay nothing to

* Differt.
p.136.

1. Bat as for his Occafional and Weighty
Debate, whether orno é4° “Awaezer rexa’runas be
a Proverbial Saying /fpoken of Illiterares ¥, I can
fec no manner of reafon why it was brought
in here, but meerly for the :pleafure of con-
tradi®@mg Prafinusand Scaliger : -Proverb; or
no- Proverb, I think, it equally proves that
there were Fables at that time, which went
mmder the Nameiof: e£/0p; and what advan-
tage can be madeof this, muft be againft Dr

'The Clofing Argument, that winds thefo
Proofs up into a Demonftration is a Paflage in

- - Platd’s Phado, ‘where' Socrares

+4s @ xélpus e, % #mi- {ayst: Among the Fables of ffop
saun uilss Tis "Avams,  [bhad ar hand, and resember’d *,
€ R . . . . i

6700 imin(a oy weaTas | put thofe into Verfe thar firft

fré1uyer’

* O, new 10 be zris, ~ occurr’d to me : from whence

the Dr fhrewdly obferves; thar

Sacrates does not fay that be made ufe of a Book of
Fables : and from his not faying fo would have
us believe that there was no fuch thing as a
Book of Z fop’s Fables in Socrates® time. Socra-
t¢s was now in Prifon, and in obedience to a
Divine Admonition thought himfelf oblig’d to
do fomething in Poetry : he pitch’d upone£/op,
putting into, Verfe fuch of his Fables™ as ‘oc-
carr’d to him ; and, if we may guefs by what
we
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we have left of his doing, fuch Fables occurr’d
to him as were neareft his Own Cafe. " Now
what need was there of having recourfe: -to
a Written «£fop for that which he and -every
body remember’d ? or what wonder ‘was it
that he had not the Book by him in Prifon ?
why, we are rot fure that at the particular
point of time when he did thefe Fablesin Pri+
fon, he had fo much as Per and Fnk allow’d him:

“This is what might be faid, fuppofing #red-
pav to fignifie, remember'd, as Dr Bentley trans
“flates it : but, with his leave, [think the Mar-
" ginal fenfe I have given of the word is the
truer, and that the Paffage ought to be thus
rendred, Among tge Fables of Efop Ibkd at
hard, and knew to be his, &c. for otherwife,
there will be Three * expreflions in this fhort * gegyel-
fentence, that fignifie much the fame thing, psséiyer,
over and over agen : a fault in writing,which 77sakm,
Dr Benrley might afily fdll into; ‘but Plaro®’ %ee-
hardly could ~And if this be the true tran- ", ¥*™"
flation of the Words, they plainly, I think,* " .
imply,that Socrares did make nfe of a Book of Fa-
bles ; whereas our Critic produces *em to fhew,
he did not. : '

Of the Three Paffages then, which he hds
brought to prove e£fep no Author, Two of
’em 1, if they prove any thing, prove dires TR
&ly the contrary: and the Other * pro WToV i
nothing, but that Dr Beatley has read fom& aemnras
body, that has read driffophanes. ¥ ApOxer

_ This is the Irrefiftible Evidence,with which § exo”
Dr Bentley has taken upon-him ‘to confront 7, .,
the Opinion of Two Thoufand Yeats; fuchiy ayrdé
Evidence as one would not admit againft Sim- de*
mias Rhbodius, to sob him of the honour of his

Egg,
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Bgg, or his Hacher, Isit fit, that Mea fhould .
¢ ufe of their little Skill in Letters, their-
ConjeQures, their Fancies, their Dreams, to
attack the Reputation of our firft Mafters in
good writing ? is it grateful with fuch
groundlefs Sufpiciops as thefe to fall upon the

Father of MoralFable, whofe happy way of
conveying knowlcdgls has been ever fpoken
of with fo much Refpe®, and been of fuch.
ftanding Ufe to Mankind? Has Dr Bemley

fworn to be at defiance, with every man that

writes Mafterly in his way ? Sir William Tem-
ke, I believe conld not be better pleas’d than in .

ing affronted in fo very Good Company. Let.
me tell our Critic,what I have heard fromWife
Men,that Confidence and Paradoxes are not the

true way to a Lafting Reputation; that the firft

point of Modefty and Senfe is, never te Cantra-

di& the whole World Needlefly, and thenext

to that, to be fure never ¢ do it but uponvery
good Grounds, : , -

The Dr often gives me an Occafion to put

him in mind of this Truth ; and more cE:n

Once in the very Paffage we are upon : where

he has laid hold of a Carelefs Expreflion in
Laertiss (a Writer of his Own Form) to, op-

pole Plato’s Account of Socrates, or rather.So--

crates's Account of himfelf. Laerzius, he fays,

t0 -bint that.Socrates did bt Oue Fable :

M this feeming Shadow of an Hint, even
 from Laertius, is to bear down the Exprefs

4 see she Authority of Plato, who fays -he .did- Seve-
Pafage be- Tal ¥, The very Spirit of Athenaus is got in-
Jore quoted to him, who - undertook to difprove fome of

1_;'113_‘; the moft Remarkable Particulars of Socrares’s
c 15, Life recorded -in Xemophan.and Plaro, by, the
. very
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vety fame Negative Way of Arguing, that

Dr Bentley makes ufe of againft Phalaris and

e£fop ; the Silence and Prarermiffion of An-

thors (a): nay, and. exprefles himfelf in the(s) Differ,
fasne Mannerly Way too, calling Plaro, thep. 64.
beft-bred Man in the World, Dag and Lyar,

- covertly indeed, whereas Dr Bemley has be-

fiow’d much the fame Ti-
tles (b) on thofe Hedifputes
againft, bluntly and openly.
But the Impartial Caefanbon
takes the part of thofe Great
Men againft his Author ; re-
proves his Rudenefs, and con-
futes his Reafonings; and
fhews him tobe, as Confident
Clowns generally are, all over
miftaken (¢). The Men of
Letters, I hope, will excufe
this Freedom ; No  man is
readier than I am to value
Athenans for what he oughtto
be valo’d, the Fragments and

(b) Leucon carries ome
gzng, and bis Afs another,

o T4
—[omesbing ufeful to a Lyar
befides a prerty Invention -—
P. 17

.-

(c) Dr Bgtky bas venn-
red to make ufe of thefe very
Exploded Arguments of A<
thehzus, to difecredit Socra-
tes’s Epiftles 5 and ufbers ’em
in with this Glorious Cha-
radler, Among other Errors
in Chronology for which 4
thenaus chaftifes Plaro. Diff.’

P 93

Remains of Antiquity which he has prefcrv’dvz
but to fee him infolently trampling on Great
Naines, is what I cannot bear without Indig-

nation.

I need no Tranfition from hence to Dr Bex-

:? ; Wha taking it now for granted, that Zfop

id not write bis Own , Fables, willtell us Who
wrote ’em for him. Demesrius Phalerens he .
thinks to have been the firft thar committed them
ro Writing * « And if Others fhould think that * P. 138:
he was not the Firft, they would have fome~
what better Ground for their Thought than

Hehas ; for, withontinfifting onthe Paflage

in

AN
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in Plao, they have Ariffophanes, and his
Scholiaft (cither of whofe Words may be tai
ken in this cafe, I hope, a little fooner than

" Dr Bentley’s) to countenance their Opinion,

Ariftophanes, in the Paffage mention’d by
Dr Bentley, plainly intimates, that there was
a Book of <4£/op’s Fables in Histime; and His
Time was before Demetrius’s. ’Ouvd’ *Awzwrow
wexdTines, is, ne JEfopum quidem legifti : thus
the Scholiaft interprets it; wemitmas, drri 7%
ariyvas 5 thus the ufe of the word merdrmes. in

other Authors || proves it vaghe

|l Plato, in bis Phadrus, to,be tranflated ; and,which is
bas employd i uf in this - more than all, Dr Bentley him-
MARRET, aAAC P Tory® “8 (elf has thus tender’d it, You

chay aoTOV T ATNRAS dXpl
B;" Pc 1730 in .e. Tiﬁm
ipfum accuraté trivifti, per-
legifti. Serranus bas mifta-
ken the Senfe of it, and tran-

bave not read fo much as Efopi
How could e £fop be rddat a

time, when he fuppofes, that
there was no Colle&tion of

fiszed i Graviter peflum de- oA&fop’s Fables committed ta

difti.

_ writing ? It happens . indeed
now and then, that Books are written without
being Resd ( Some of Dr Bentley’s Works!
will bea Proof of this) but it can never hap-
pen, I prefume, that any Book fhould be read,
without being written. There is another Paf-

fage in Ariffophanes’s Eiglsn, where, fpeaking
o .

the Eagle, he has thefe Words,

e s ’
' *Ev Totaty *Assdn Adyus eEnupeln

M@ mrevar s Ocssdofuir®e

The Fable he referrs to is that of the Eagle
and the Beetle, whichis in the prefent Col-
lection ; and Ithink he manifeftly quotes a
"€ollettion of Fables extant in His Time fu I'm

: re,
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fure, had he intended toquote fuch a Colle-
¢&ion, he could not have us’d Words that
would more plainly have exprefsd his Mean-
ing. To return to my point therefore, if
- there was a Written e£fop in  Ariffophanes’s

time, then Demetrius Phalercus could not be the
Firft who committed B{op’s Fables to Writi g.

All the mention we have of this Perfor-
mance of Demetrius is in his Laertins, who fays
it was call'd *Awazed, and *Asm #zioy Abwy Suudk
y#yai ; by which it feems to Dr Bentley, that
they were in Profe 5 and if it fhould feer to any-
body elfe, that they were in Verfe, they have
juft as much Reafon for their Fancy, as he has ¢
unlefs.by his Pivining Faculty, he can, from
the Tirles being in Profe, finell out that the
Workwas fo. Some, he fays, may imagine, thar
they are the Same that are mow cxtant : Some !
who ? not AMeziriac 1 hope, becaufe he has
not feen him. But whoever thefe fome be,
Dr Bentley is againft 'em. I wifh (fays he)
they were [the fame that are now extant] for
then they would be well writ with fome Gen:us and -
Spirit (a). How are we totake him ? Would ) piger,
Demetrius’s Fables havebeen better than theyp. 138.
were, if they had been ftill extant ? or would
the Fables that are extant, and by fume
afcrib'd to Demetrins, be better than they are,
if Desmetrius had wrote’em ? Had Dir Bentley
wilh'd that Demerrius’s Fables were flill ex-
tant, it had been a Kind Wifth, becaufe Desne-
trius is thought a better Writer than He that
compos’d- thefe Fables: but to with Deme-
trius’s the [ame that are now extant, is to with
his Fables no better written, nor with more
Geyius or Spirit, than thofe we have, .

‘ R Whom
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Whom have we now after Demetrius2 why,

Some-body, tha

‘for ought any-body knows,

t wrote the Mulid, and might,

be Before him.

For Swuidas, the only Man the Dr finds that
‘mentions thefe Mstue, giving no Intimation of
the Author’s Age, we are utterly ata lofs
where to fix him ; unlefs Dr Bentley can help
us out here, and by looking into his Mouth
tell us of what Age his Greek is. Probably
he was of no One Age ; thie M3 or Mefud in

Verfe,
were,

like our Prefent Colleionin Profe,
*tis natural to think, made up from fe-

veral Authors that wrote in feveral Times;

amongft which

(5) Bipala déxa, fays
Suidas. _

{©) Ba',[?l@' wibes #7ot
wobid. uidas in  Xogaye~
BG. . Bdpu® v 7ois 2
Oixiie  Suidas in  wywxtas -
Bappiag, ubss #7or ol
'uBys® Suides in BaPplas’
Be(Beros v Mubiois® Suidas
in Neusng:

might
mix’d

Babrins himfelf (the next Au-
thor he mentions ) might
have but a Share, tho™a very

.large one (b): for we find

him often quoted together
with, and asit were under the

‘Common Title of uifa or

wobis (c) :,and b)’ the bye,
not to Scazons only, but Hex-

.ameters too (1) ; which, ifit

wete a Miftake of Suidas,

probably arife from his finding him
with the Other Writers o

- the

Mulud ¢ but I am very unwilling to think ita
Miftake, becaufe the Verfes are fine ones, and
worthy of Babrius. Whether this Guefs of
mine be right or no, ’tis fomewhat better

founded than the Dr’s,who judges thefe wind

to

— . .
(+) ©ivro w7 dariraey Taupeiiy pis Soiw,
(o} ueby&‘\(éov'n;' § iy X3 vedyipipls
"E7pegs’, 65 ' Jouoiaiv & devessy TpigeT dvpay’
1

Suidas in §7aspelny’
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&o have been written all in Elegiac Verfe, be-
canfe he finds under this Title Two Pentame-
 ters quoted ; and befides, in Three different
Places, Three Hexameters, which might have
no Pentameters after them; and(to ftrengthen
his Inference yet farther) another Inftance of
Two Hexameters together. Thisthe Reader
will find to be atrue Stateof the Cafe, if he
will take the trouble of confulting the Para-
graph, wherethis New Thought isin as New
a Manuer furprizingly well handl’d.
I had like here to haveoverlook’d One Con-
fiderable Branch of the Dr’s Difcovery, where
he informs us, that thefe Fragments of the

ey

Mubixd belong to the AELpic Fables, which, he

fays, -has not yer been obferv’d, thae be knows

of (4). 1 believe no-body ever read thefe g‘)! Déffér.’
Fragments but obferv’d it; however they" 3

kept their Obfervation to themfelves, becaufe
they knew no-body could read ’em without
obferving it. For to what elfe could Frag-
ments of Fables written after the manner of
Bfop belong, but to the ZEfopic Fables ?
which Title is known.to comprehend not on-
1y the Fables fuppos’d to have been written by
B fop himfelf 5 but all Others, fram’d after his
Model. o

The Reader remembers, that after Deme-
trins came Some-body, who might as well, for
any thing we know of his Time, have come
before him, Now after this Some-body comes
One Babrins *, who has the advantage indeed
of our Laft Author in having a Name, and no
otherwife : for his Time is equally a Secret
to us. _Avienns, tistrue, by the Order he has
plac’d him in, feems to think he was before
) R 2 Phe-

* Differt.

p. 140
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Phedrns 5 but how little, or how long before,
no body can determin. So that this Babrm.c,
that liv'd we don’tknow When, comes after
an Author we don't know Who and equally
living we don’t know When.

The Cbronology of Babrius bemg thus
fettld, the Dr procceds to his Charadter;
and fays, he was 4 Writer of Size and thty
I agree with him in his Meaning, tho’ his
Wording of it bealittle Particular, Babrius
was indeed, as far as we can guefs by the
Small Remains we have of him, a very valya-
ble Author, and defervd to have liv'd as well
as Phadrus himfelf: He has pot been loft fo
long as Phedrus was ; may he be rccoverd as
entire ! His Draughts are all Natural, his
. Expreflion Lively, and his Turnof Verfe Nu-
merous and Proper. But the Dr has by no
means done right to his Chara&er in the In-
ftances he has given us to Judge himby ; which
are cited imperfectly Both, and the La(t of
’em extreamly to his’ dlfadvantage The Firft,
about the Sick Lyon, ‘which the Dr has thus
quoted, _

Zuc T8 vEIR
Kduyey eBiBANT" 5 b1 dandis dSuayer”

~ he may pleafe thus to‘fupply,

Oixot {oo anbavyy @ (*) oid msvicw
Ketuvay iB4Bant’ &c.

To the next, ®pifw 3 xm-r!w nBope gwAaJ‘Q' roiaws,
He may add thef'r- Two Beautiful Verfes.
Ko

) Su'\as in aiavy &, where voi1dsw i, 1 fuppofz, a Corr. upsicn of
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- Konwphvs Aori@, dging yaing

Adtdogue () piist 8438 Abwy Bupcitn’

pifu S xairlo . Suid. in epibbrpra
and this (to his Eternal Scandal be it fpoken)
is a Plain Proof that he has not read over all
Suidas. Nay, 1 have reafon to fafpe&, that
he'is got no further than Kdz7e, whichI ob-
ferve here to be the utmoft Line of his Cita-
tions. I would not have the Reader flight
this Difcovery of mine, for ‘tis as confiderable’
as any of Dr Bentley's that are purely his own.

To oblige Our Critic, who is fo fond of

- New Hints, I will fuggeft One to him, that
he may, if he pleafes, improve at his Leifare.
In the Scholia on Thucydides (p. 266.) there
is a Paffage quoted, & u ¥ 73 "Aswar uifor; and
the words of it are,

—— GANOS a’éAMp cjygeﬁ'Cw By )
Tpxes 75, dANOG dANOY 34 xaxol .

Now here’s a New Author for Dr Bemley,
one that writ Fables alternately in Scazons
and Iambicks ; or here’s a Proof at leaft that
Babrius ( whofe Verfes thefe feem to be) did
not write all his Fables in Scazons unmix’d -
which may alfo be further confirm’d from this
paffage in Suidas *, quoted by him out of Bs- , i e
briusy ix dvbpomot §8oEay 1,0’ Ara daiuovss Tanauviiol A&)&V?M
mves 3 for it runs naturally into thefe Verfes,

~—x idofay aboamat

(4 3 > ’ ~ 7 .
By, dand ddipovss marauriiet mves

: - I fug-

(+) The firit Meafure of she Verfe requires thas it fhould be dedog-
pev.  But the Tainsing ‘i maore Lively, according to the Prefens
Numbers, \ .
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(a) §VI.
(6) § VIL

(c)$ VIIIL
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I fuggeft this Thought to the Dr to enrich
his Differtation with, when he puts it into
Latin, After he has done fo, Some-body per-
haps may fhew him, that ’tis founded on a
Miftaken Reading of thofe two Paflages ; but
till then, I fhall leave em'as I found’em.
After thefe Light Skirmithes, Dr Bemtley
comes at laft to his Main Point, pretty early,
1 thank him 3 for he is notyet gotquite Half
way in his Remarks (‘that fhould be) upon
e4ifop. He now draws all his Forces againft.
the Prefent Sett; and his arguments, I find,
(making allowance for a few Straglers,- which

‘Tfhall fetch into their Ranks) march in this

Order. Firft he attempts to prove That
Parcel of the Prefent Sett which Neveler put
out, to be younger thane£/op (4); inthe next
place, thatit is even recenter than Babrius (b):
and laftly, that the Other Parcel of ’em,
which he afcribes to Planndes, is yet Younger
than Nevelet’s (¢). . -

Upon the Firft- Article he performs very
notably ; he is to detet the whole CXXXVI
to be Spurious : Now would I willingly Com-
pound for the Odd XXXVI (if our Critic will
give me leave to call an Even Number o),
but How Many do You think he has dif-
prov’d ? No lefs than Oze ! and here endeth
this Argument. ,

Not bring able to proceed any farther here,
he draws back, and falls once again upon his
Firft Preliminary, that e4ifop wrote no Fables ;
which, having now waded deep in the Con-
troverfie, he clearly perceives, becaufe the

"~ CXCIlIl is told by Arifforle differently from

what it is in «£fop, and in Lucian differently -
’ from
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from what it is in Ariforle. Now here’s a
Long Chain of defperate Confequences ; for
if Dr Bentley has prov’d any thing, he lmas
prov’d Ten times more than he is aware of.
If «“€/op did not write this Fsble, becanfe Ari-
Jtotle gives different Circumftances of it ; then
neither did Ariforle write it, becaufe Lucian’s
Account of it is as different from His, as His.
is from «£fop’s. Nay, according to Dr Besne-
ley, neither has Lucian told this Fable, tho’ we.
find it in his Works ; becaufe it is otherwife
told in our prefent Sett, which the Dr fup-
pofes writtenby a Man more Modern than
" He. All that can be gather'd from the Little
Varieties in the fame Fableis, that they who
had occafion to tell it, went no further than
their Memory for it, where the Main of the
Fable, and as much as was for their purpofe,
lay. Andas for the Nice Circumftances of
it, they either miftook ’em by accident, or
thought they could vary ’em for the bet-
ter. :

This Digreflion has kindly fupply’d the
Room of his Firit Attempt ; in the Next, he
endeavours at fomething that is really to his
Purpofe ; and if his Proof were Full, and
were his Own, 1 for my part fhould thank him
for the Difcovery : but as it is neither, I fhall
take the liberty to fhew both That and Him
in . their Proper Colours, and to do Juftice to
the Dead whom he has pillag’d.

His Pretence, and his Words are,. that ¢be -
Author of the Parcel which was publifl’d by Neve-
letus djd nothin g elfe bur Epitomize Babrius, and
put biminto Profe (4). Granting he didn’t, (4) Differ.
whom are we to thank for this thought ?p. 143

R 4 Dr
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(a) Tbid.
11. 342

(b)P.. 141.

Dr Bentley’s Differtation, &c.

Dr Bentley fays, Himfelf ; for He difcover’d.
it (4). But there’s an Honeft Editor of the
Dr’ Acquaintance, a Man of a Fair Chara&er,;
and who has not yet been convied of any
Trick, that puts in for the Difcovery : lgtus.
bear what he fays, and what the Dr can an-
faerto it . .

Neveler. A Difcovery, at this time of day !
why, I found it out Fourfcore Years ago, and
publift’d it to all the World in my Edition of.
eEfop. '

tion? I found it out my felf.

Nev, Not care for my Edition ! You
conftantly referr to’t, and make ufe on’t, and -

quote my Preface () : don’t all your Difpute

turn upon Neveler’s Parcel ? how can You pre-

tend Ignorance ? . o
. Bent. 1 pretend to publith fuck Things only

s bave efcap’d the Obfervation of Others; 1 have

" done fo, and I'li ftand to't.

) Not.

Nev. Stand to what You will, ’tis My

Obfervation, and Pll unmak You. Have not
I faid,  after quoting a Scazon out of the Profe-
Fables, Redolent bac ut plurima alia barum Fabu-
larum Verfus Iambicos: atgy utinam exflarent ki
Verfus unde bac defumpta [unt , Babriam ipfam,
quantum video, Integrum haberemus, cujis jam

Umbram tantium & Epitomen habemus (¢).  What -

inFab.157 have You faid more than this comesto? .- .

plurima alia, Verfus lambicos - but I fpeak pofe=

Bent. Yes; 1 don’t call’em, as Youdo, barely
Jambicks, 1 call *¢m Choliambicks, and Scazions :
befides, You fpeak doubfully, redolent hec, m

tively, My Expreflions are, Thers are maff ﬁV;—
R : le

Dr Bentley. What care 1 for Y_dut Edi--
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le Footfteps, This is a_manifeft turning ont of
éboliambhks; Who dvesn’t difcover here 4 Sca-

" Nev. You have indeed a Peculiar Way
of Speaking ; but what clfe have You added
to my Difcovery, befides Confidence ? You
endeavour what You can to difguife what You
take from' me ; but after all, there appears
upon you here and there not only 4 Samenefs
of Senfe, but a Samenefs of Words  too, which
could not fall ont by Accident * : and this is Your * Differt..
Own Way of tracing a Plagiary, The moft?- 35
Remarkable Hint of mine, Cujuws jam EPITO-
MEN habemws, dorm’t you tranflate it literally
and fay, that the Author of that Parcel di
nothing but EPITOMIZE' Babrius ? :
Bent. 1don’t go upon Hints 3 1 have de-
~ monftrated, ’tis my Thought,*by thewing the
very manner in which I found it out. 7 4jf-
cover'd it by this meanss I obferv’d in’em feve-
ral Paffages, thas were nos of a Picce with the ref?,
but had a Turn and Compofition plasnly Poetical,
as in the CCLXIII Fable, which begins thus,
YOy@ weri(as onbaoma xwads éshnes®  This 1 faw was
& Chiliambic Verfe (a), (¢) Differ.
Nev. 1 know where you faw it ; ’twas in p- 143
my Notes upon this Fable , where I have ‘
thefe Words, *0r@ 7ari(es exirore &c, Verfus
JTambicus Scazon — '
Bent, But 1 improve upon this, and fay —
7 prefently fufpected thas the Writer bad taken this
out of Babrius.
Nev. That’s the very Tranflation of my
Words, that follow, - Quales Babrias [eripfit,
nec [atis [cio nwm Babrize ipfins. Now, fup];?fe
ou
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You had obferv’d feveral Footfteps of Scazons

in the Fables, is it credible that You fhould

take Your Firft Hint from that very Fable I

(5) Fab. did, which comes fo Late in the Book (4);

CCLXIII when the fame Hint might as well have been

taken from feveral Fables before it ? Come,

come, Dr, this bears hard upon You; the

Footfteps of Babrius are not near fo plain in

the Fables, as the Footfteps of my Notes are
in Your Remarks. ' .

Bent. 1 tread in No man’s Footfteps ; ’tis

well known, I have declard loudly againft

Filching 5 do you think P'd turn Filcher my Self ?

Foreign Profeffors know me better.

ev. Vizzanins, and I, know You better

- than They do ; and the World in a little time

fhall know Yop as Well as We do.” You

thought You might fafely injure the Dead;

but the Living fhall do us Right apon You,

ftrip You of all Your borrowd Plumes, and

return ’em to their feveral Owners : Yon

may ‘read Your Fate out of thefe Verfes of

Virgil.

His Bentlejus ovar Spoliss, gandetq; potitas.

"Nefcia Mens bortinum Fati, Sortifq, futnra

Et fervare modum rebus [ublata fecundis!

1l tempus erit, magno cum optaverst empsum

Intastwm Neveletum, & cum Spolia ift a,diémg;,

Oderit ——— .

The Cafe between Neveler and Dr Bentley
is fairly reprefented in this Dialogue ; and if
any-body {till thinks that the Dr firuck out
this Hint purely by his own Sagacity, I'm fure
I fhall take no further Pains to cenvince him ;
but go on to examine, how far the Difcovery
reaches. - ' Dr
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. ..Dr Bentley has inftanc’d in Six Several Fa-
bles, in which he finds the Traces of Babrius’s
Scazons. In the Two Firft he has pretty good
Golour for what he fays ; becaufe Suidas has
-preferv’d Three Scazons of Babrins, the
Words of which are moft.of ’em to be found

in thefe Two Fables, and very near in the

fame Order: In the Four next he does not
go upon fo good Grounds ; but indulges his
Fancy, without having the Authority of Suidas

25¢

to back him in it. He finds out fome Words

that will run into Scazons, or Pieces of Sca-
zons 3 and, without any more ado, concludes
from thence, that Thefe were defign'd for
Scazons, and thofe Scazons were Babriu’s.
That the Two firft of the Four have fome-
thing of a Poetical Turn I agree with him ;

particularly ,the Conclufion of the Second,

* methinks, is Noble, and not unbecoming Ba-
brius. -
—— pdives Au’;qve,g PV
Tor dstpar m piy[G ¥m7’ exreimer i

The Reft are fo Flat, and fo Unmufical, that
I can fcarce ever think ’em defign’d for Ver-
fes ; or if they were, yet I have too great a
Regard for Babrius, to think ’em His. Others
befide Babrins might happen to turn a Fable
the fame way ; Dr Bentky ought to know,
that Callimachus did fo. As for One of ’em,
the CLXV*h, Dr Bentley very unluckily pitches
upon it, to prove it tranfpros’d from Babrius.
It beginsin the Profe,’Anp woemasds oo towuirag

v, ar uby uiz vedvis, 5% dnn meeafims, which the -

Dr fuppofes to have been in Babrius, thus,
"Avio wirvmards IV Sgondveg &xer,
0 ik el Ty redvis, § 9% mesaBims
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A Good Judge of thefe things eafily perceives,
" that the Firft of thefc Verfes has nothing Har-
monious in the Numbers, or Poetical in the
Expreflion of it ; and wouM conclude there-
fore that this Fable was not taken from Ba-
brius’s Scazons, tho’ he had no other Evi-
dence of it. But it happens, that Two Ver-
fes, truly -Babrius’s, and relating to this Fa-
ble, are preferv’d in Swidas, which utterly
overthrow Dr Bemley’s Criticifin; for the
- Wording of ’em does not in the leaft fall in
with That of the Profe. The Verfesare,

’
(@ Suide * (2) T&y 3y Tpry oy Endsed v uiy dxpaje
2‘;)“;1;:;” © o YEveusy ds tupiowa AsunaBiléomg (6) - ]

Laft s a If the Profc Fable had trac’d Babrius fo pearly;
f@"z".‘,{" in the beginning, it would have carried fome .
%" Refemblance to him throughout ; and there-
fore in One of his Six Dr Bentley is Evidently
miftaken ; and muft guefs again, before he can
makeup his Number. o )

. In the mean time I.defire the Reader to
take notice, that there are in Swidas Frag-
ments of Babrins belonging to above Twenry
Several Fables ; and out -of all thefe Dr Bea-
ley "bas been able to produce but Two that
have the leaft Agreement with our ProfeSett:
the Reft are widely different in their Expref-
fion, as appears by coinparing ’em with thé .
particular Fables to which they belong; which
in moft Cafes may be done with Certainty.
Nay,we have One Entire Fabje of Babrius,about
the Swallow and Nightingale,and another Large

_Fragment of Nijne Lines, about the Priefts of
Cybele 5 and the Fables that anfwer to thefe
in the Profe are now extant ; and are fof far

‘ rom
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from refembling Babriuss Verfes, that they
have fcarce a Word the fame with ’em.
With what Face therefore could Dr Bentley
produce it Evidently apparent, thar the Ay
thor of thefe Profe Fables did nothing elfe but Epi-
romize Babrius * 2 *Twould be full as good a * p. 143
Confequence, fhould one fay; becaufe we find,
that Two or Three Fragments of Enniws, are
with fome little Difference. plainly inferted
into Virgil’s Kneid 5 therefore *tis Evidens, that
Virgil did nothing elfe but tranfcribe Enyius.
After Dr Bentley’s way of Arguing, I could
eafily prove, that all Neveler’s Parcel is tran-
{progd, or (as he would call it) traduc’d+, not + P- 147-
flr)om Old Babrius’s Scazons , ‘but the Modern
Gabrias’s lambicks. “ That they are more
“_ Recent than Gabrias, 1 difcovepd by this
‘" means, 1 obferv’d in ’em fome Paflages that
*“ bad a Poetical Turn, as inthe 1734 Fable,

YOuris xgnl's worgm T3¢ Suepyiras*
Xg P

“ This I faw was an Iambic Verfe ; and (ha-
¢ ving firft feen it obferv’d in Neveless Note
* upon this Fable) I prefently fufpected that
“ it was taken from.Gabrias, and was foon
“ confirm’d in my Judgment: for upon con-
“ fulting his Verfion of the Fable, I found
‘ thisVerfe there. Whence it Evidently ap-
‘ pears, that the Author of this Parcel
¢ nothing elfe but enlarge upon this Sorry
* Poet, and put him into Profe. I could go
on producing Other Inftances of the kind, -
which would make out the Point about Ga-
brias much more clearly and plainly than
Dr Bentley has made ont His about Babrius
but I have a greater regard for my Own, afnd
: or
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for my Reader’s Time, than to throw it away
upon fuch Trifles, '
’Tis fo far from being 2 Mark: of Acutenefs
*  to point out a few Scazons or lambicks in the
Compafs of a Book, that, on the contrary, ’tis
hard to find a page of Greek Profe any where -
without’em. _drifforle has long ago obfervd
for the Greek, and Tully for the Latin, that
thofe Languages run maturally into this Sort
of Metre: and that ’tis difficult evenin Com-

. (4) Mdrse mdiymr &
2 > ~ ‘
pireor lauBéia oliyfor)
AbyorTes” Ari Rhet.l.3,c.8.
' agen m— pelAlge

acxridy o piTpor T ley-
Réioy 8 omueioy I TsT0,
@adisz )0 lauBéia ALpuey
7y wovy JiaAtxTe TY wels
iMm‘ * Peeto L. Iy C. .30

Senarios & Hippona&eos

(i. e. Iambicks and Scazons)
effugere vix poffumus ; mag-
ham enim partem ex Iambis
noftra conftat Oratio.

Cic. Orasor.

mon Difcourfe to avoid it ().
Nay, to fhew how little can
be made of fuch ConjeCtures
as Thefe, I dare undertake to
find in thefe Fables any Sort
of Verfe that Dr Bentley fhall
pitch upon ; and many more
Verfes of Some Sorts , than
the Dr has produc’d Scazons.
1 will give him an Inftance or
two of this kind, to fhew,how
very fanciful *is poflible for a
man to be in thefe matters,
with how very fmall Grounds.

‘The Fable of the Fly, in the Greck Profe

runs 't‘hus, Muie. iumaoim és Wrear nptarG, txeli

\'ﬂnﬂ‘t;&:&m Eushrer, ton aeys inwiles, dm Erun § BiBpw”

ats By FhrORas 1 Abhspns, 1y Smbard, SNy pines b |
w ’tis theEafieft thing in the World to re-

olve thefe Words into Hemiiambs, or Ana-
creonticks, with fome Slight Allowances in the

Meafure, -

M tum(os(e xSren
. .ooo-.,.oo’-é’:ﬂsi

“Tromind” eueAntys.

® o 6 ¢ o o 00 00 0
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*Eguye uiv Bifpuxa,
Tzwna, o AtAvpas
Oavéiy 6d'sy wdpss wor

And this Conje&ure, I might fay, is fo much
the more probable, becaufe notonly the Num-
bers, but even the Humor and Matter of the
Fable is Anacreontical.
Agen, in the Fable of the Nightingale and
the Flawk, we have thefe Trochaicks,
AL’ Sy dgpev a2y Ellw,
Ei 7goold & xeod” dToluln &e.
In the Conclufion of the Fable of the Frogs,
we have thefe Words,
: _ —arde
“Ydap Eneavbys mivs dvapn(ouele 3

Who doesn’t fee that this Fable was written
in Long and Short Verfes?
That of the Lover and his Two Miftreffes is
told twice in the Prefent Colle&ion ; in the
- Parcel printed before Neveler thus, "Avie ¢ ué-
olw Exev 3Bl Po'o bay brulpas, piay uiy yans sl &3
Erieay viar Tire i uiy senis s windrag Tpi s Enaney,
os yewvle Tetoy Bins(ar o I8 véa ws masds, fos dy
a7y garexely eming, & weldC dmivrer Now the
greateft part of this will run naturally into
Long and Short Verfe,

’Ay;‘;fm.. N -J‘l}%ﬂlﬁ#i’l‘a"gg
(Tlys) pdew piy ypauiy s ixieay &% viay
Toore & i wiv ynis uiravag Tpixas [div] Emaney
[ Ex mipartis; &v Bus & 1 5 yhae s moaeds *
RERETERE )3y paacxpdv, g oreid G- & miyron
But
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Dr Beatley’s Differtasion apop the
But notwithftanding thefe near Refemblances
of feveral Sorts of Verie, that are to be mew
with in our Profe Fables, | am far from thinka;
ing that the Fables in which they are fouad:
were written firlt in Avacreontic, Tyochaicy:
or Elegiac Meafure, and from thence made.
Profe ; and fhould any one pretend -to prove»
it from hence, they would engage 1 think
in a Ridiculous Attempt. The Compofers
of thefe Fables might accidentally fo range
their Words as to fall into thefe Meafures,
the Beft and the Worft Writers -often do o,
without being aware of it : In Sir Wiliam
Temple’s and Dr Bentley’s Englith, how :many
Blank Verfes are there, which they themfelves
never thought of, orintended ? and chere,
fore nothing, I fay, can be built upon fuch

. 'Vain and Empty Conjeétures.

+ Difer.
,0 1460

‘However, .fo well fatisfied is the Dr with
bis Performances of this kind, that he trinm-
phantly concludes, Tha bave 1 prov’d Ong. Half
of the Fables that carry the Name of Efop to be 4
Thoufand Years more Recent than He f. Big
Proof, without any mauner of Mifrcprefenta-
tion, or Ridicule, ftands thus. - o

¢ If out of an 136 Fables, Two, by leaving
¢ ont Some, and putting in Other Words,
“ and changing the Order of ’ein, look like
“ Two Fragments of Babrins preferv’din Swi-
“ das, then ’tis Evident that thefe were tran-

% fpros’d from Babrius : and if in Foxr more

¢ there are fome Refemblances of Scazons, of
““ which no Footfteps appear any where elfe,
¢ then thefe alfo were tranfpros’d fram Sca-
¢ zomns; and thofe Scazons muft be Babrinds :

“ and if the paflages in thefe Six Fables are
‘ bor-
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 Borrow®d from Babrius, then tht whole: -
& Parcel of an 136 (among which thefe Six
¢ chance to be found) are: certainly Later
. % thin Babrius: and if they are Later than
& Babrin:, (whofe Age we cértainly know no
“ more of than that he liv’d before Avienus)
¢ then they are certainly above a Thoufand
“ Years more Recent than «£fop. - '
Having by this Subtle Chain of Confequen-
ces drawn down the Date of Half the Fables.
a Thoufand Years below «£/op, he goes on
with the fame Clearnefs and Stréngth of Rea-
fon'to prove the Other Half more Modern
than They. That they are not fiom Efop’s Own
Hand, we may know, be fays, from the LXXth, of
the Serpent and the C&abﬁﬂl, which is taken
from a Scolioni, or Catch, much older than
ZEfop(a).That this Scolionis Older than o£fop, () Differs
he has, 1 believe,no manner of Authority to fay, p. 146
Athenens, who cites it, intimates nothing of :
the Age of it; and if it were Older than
«£fop, might not «£/op take Occafion from it
to raife a Fable of his Own? So that the Dr’s
“Proof has thefe two fiall Defe@s, that the
bottom on which he goes is a Precarious Af-
fertion, and the Inference he draws fro
thence wild and unreafonable. '
After this, he objects againt a New Beaf,
and a New Bjrd, to be met with in our prefent
Sett, which were utterly uinknown to all the
Ancient Naturalifts.  As to his Beaf?, Birsuaw,
*is 1 own a New Sort of Monlter; and fo
New, as not to bz met with in the Elder MsSS
of «£fop, nor even in feveral of the Modern
ones.  Pofiu’s MS, and Two_ in the Bodley-
' S Libra-
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Library, inftead of Pusdry aesrupdrres read
Bpiue 7 svgivies = this Bpéud 3, ’tis likely, mighs
be W at firft, (which may be obferv’d through~
out the Fables to be the Prey.the Lyon gene~
rally feeds upon ) and from the Confufion of
* From  thofe Two Words, 8iv and évejsres, our New

2;‘;{;;"; Sort of Beaft might eafily arife. "

Bupe s * Bepdos e niiAlic dregmy IktoAtar® Suidasin Bupay o ®
"Perhaps too the Original of the word
Bémaxs may be trac’d from the fame heedlef-
nefs of a Tranfcriber. It might. formerly
have been *Qumas, the fame with “Opmeas,
* 'Oprd- (as wrlay@ is with épraiy® ¥ ) and the B,
Aryor, 4 which ftoad there for the Number of the Fa-
wre m ple being joyn'd to the firltk word “Ouma,

verwss, ¥, might create this New Species of a Bird,

o arsxTpulrEg, X ;gma's'yr Hefych. in ’Qpﬂp’)\qu : for which
Nicander ufes 'Ourdaryer® 1f wpeucisosu in fzefychivs may be inter-
preted Aves Penfiles, Birds bung up in Cazes,the Wording and Mat-
ter of the Fable will fall in very naturally with this Gue(s about*Ou-
s ; for it begins thus, Bovranss ams m© BupidQ suptuatr—

But whether or no This be the way in
‘which thefe Words crept ‘into the. Text, is
not worth infilting upon ; it feems plain to
me that they fprung from fome Corruption
of it, fince they are not to be met with,, that L
can find, in any other Author, Ancient or Mo-
dern, or in any Other Fable of ZA/op, but
thefe Two only. And if a Modern Corrupti-
on of any place in a Book prove the Book it
felf Modern, there is no Book but may be
provid fo. _

. Upon the fame falfe Ground his next Ob-
jeQion about the Hibraifm is built: infteadé
: 0
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of 8isr iv 7§ xepdia, Voffi ius’s MS. reads, Joumad
#aroyilsm Dr Bentley, who pretends to fuck
a Sagacity in the way of Critic, and talks as if he
~had conleted all the MSS of e4/op upon this .
occafion, fhonld methinks have obferv’d thefe
Various~ Readmgs and have had the Skill to
make ufe of ‘em,

There are yet Two Fables more in this Sett,
which the Dr will prove not to be «£/op’s,
One, becaufe he finds it word forword al-
moft in Apthonius (he means Aphthonius) : and
it may be Aphrhonixs found it word for word
before in &/op; and then we are as we were;
The Other, he fays, is a Paraphrafe on the
CCLXXXIVth in Neveleras’s Parcel : and why
naay not.that in Neveles be as well an Abndg—
ment of This?

- Having laid down thefe Undeniable Premi-

fes, he folidly Concludes thus 3 This Collettion
THEREFORE s move Recent than that Other‘l‘ + Differts
Never was the poor Particle therefore fo mi-p. 147
ferably abus’d ; he has mention’d but Six Fa-
bles ont of an Hundsed and fifty, and has given
us no tolerable proof that any One of thofe:
Six are Modern ; and yet in the Strength of
what he has done ventures to pronounce the
Whole Sett to be fo. Either Dr Bentley muft
be a very Thoughtlefs Writer, or he muft
hope to meet with very Though:lefs Readers :
ard fuch [am fure they muft be, if thefe ways
of arguning pafs upon ’em.

What has Our Critic then been doing all
this while ? he pretends to prove, that the
whole Three bundred Fables are at leaft a Thou-
Jand Tears Younger than Efop; he has attempt-
ed this Proof particularly but upon Twelve of

S a2 them;
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them and that in a very Weéak:Inconchufive
manner. However, fhould I give him up
thefe Twelve, and add Two hundred more tos
the account, and allow all thefe to have been;
Later than AEfop ; yet ftill there are Enow:
left to fupport Their Pretences, who makef
Efop an Author, and take Some of thefe Fa-
. bles to be Originals of His Compofing. No-
body imagin’d that All, or Half the Fables;
that have gone under the Name of E/fop, are
His; or that Any of *em almoft are in the
very fame Words and Syllables, that they were
in, when they came out of His hands.. They
bave doubtlefsundergone fome mo: e, fome lefs
Alterations : but if under all thefe Changes ftill
the Same Little Story in its Chief Circumftan-
ces, and the fame Simplicity in telling it;.the
fame Humorous Turn of Thooght, andin good
meafure the fame Words teo have been pre-
- fervid ; there is Enough of Zfop left, where-
. by we may make a true Judgment of his Spirit
and Genius, and manner .of. Ferformance.
~ When Dr Benrley fhall clearly have made. out,
either that None of thefe Fables came from
Kfop bimfelf; or, if they did, yet that in the
very Form and Caft of "em, as well as the Ex-
preffion, they havebeen fince fo totally alterd,
that they deferve not to be call'd the Same;
it will then be time enough to own, that we
arc unable to judge of AEfcp’s merit-by any
thing in the Prefent Colleétion : but till that
is done, we may fafely enjoy our Opinions,
and They that have admird «£/op, may ven-
ture to go on, and admire him ftill. .~

" Al
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All that Dr Bemrley has hitherto offer'd
upon the-fubjedt of Efop is fo flight and in-
confiderable, that one would naturally ima-

ine it to be his Own, and believe him when

fays, that he intended to give us nothing, .
but what had ¢fcap'd the Obfervation of others * : * Diflert.
and yet ’tis certain that Nothing almoft which P 135+
he has faid could efcape the Obfervation of '
any man that look'd into Nevek:; in whaofe
Preface, and Short Notes, the very fame Re-
marks are made, without any thing of the ,
Oftentation and Ill reafoning that here ac- :
companies ’em, The Reader will know whe-
ther I have injur'd Dr Bentley in this Imputa-
tion, after he has given himfelf the trouble
of viewing the following Accounts, wherein
1 have compar’d Nevelt’s Old Obfervations
with Dr Benrley’s New Ones,

Se@. L. Dr Bemley ob-  Unde eff Ariftophanicum

ferves, that One in Ariffo-
phanes -tells another, that
he isunlearn’d and unac-
quainted with Afp, &
YAsrumov mnd Tavets

Set. 11, Socrates effay’d
“to put the AOpic Fables into
Ferfe.

Se®.V. Aftcrwards came
onc Babriws , thar gave a
New Turn to the Fables into
Choliambic Verfe. Suid. in
Bzl D

Ibid, There’s One Gabrias
yer extantythas bas compriz)d

each

7 Tands

Convitikm, 8 “Awwzor wv

Nev. Przf. p. 2.

Socrates ZEfopi Fabulas
dignas judicavit quas Ver=
fibuss includerer. 1d. ibid.

De Gabria iridem eft ue
moneam, [fcripfic Ille Iambico
inetro eius generis quod. eff
o onalivror ur Suidas norar.

Pref. p. 4.

Injuria Babriz fir ckin €i
Tesrafticha qua valgo exflane

‘ S3 all-
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each Fable in four Sorry Zam-
bicks y bur our Babrias s
an Author of another Size.

Ibid. Theres a Noble Fa-
ble of his yet preferv’d ar the
End of Gabrias of the Swal-
low and the Nightingale.

Ibid. Suidas brings nany
Quotations out of bim as this,

&e. :

Se&t. VI. Here Dr Bent-

ley has the Ingenuity to

own his acquaintance with

Neveletus, where he takes

little or nothing ont of
im.

Sed. VII. That they are
recenter than cven Babrius 7
difcover'd by this means s I
obferv’d in ’em feveral Paffa-
ges, that were not of a piece
with the reft, but had a Turn
and Compofition plainly Poeti-
caly as inthe CCLXIIld Fa-
ble, which begins thus, *Oyos
mai(ag arbrome YwAds Sshkes T
This I faw was a Choliambic
Verfe, and 1 piefently fufpect-
edihat the Writer baditaken
# from Babrius : whence it

Dr Bentley’s Differtation spon the

adfcribuntur, qua ?abx;ian]
re [uis agnofcere puderet.
pre fus agref Pld. ibid.
At in verpasiyc illis e
unicus quidam Scazow prater-
quam in wltimi Fabuli <2
XM @ ¥ dnd$v@ 3 qua fo-
la reftat navfragii tabula.
& Fe Id. ibid.
Ex pliribus Babriz Frag-
mentis que extant #pud Sui-
dam, nonnulla congeram, &c.”
and then he givesus 14
Verfes of Babrius, colleted
from Suidas.

Nev. Not. ad Fab,
CCLXXIIL. “Ows rariac
gxdroTa YwAds Ganes’  Verfus
Tambicus Scazon, quales Ba-
brias feripfir, nec fatés feio
num Babriz ipfius. And
agen, Fab, CLXXV. “Apépy
myide & pugrds buow , &C.
Redolent hac ut plurima alia
barum fabularum loca Ver[us
Tambicos : atqy utinam exta-
vent bi Verfus, unde hac de-
Jusspta fune ; Babriam jpfum,

ce 3t quantum video, sntegrim ba-
€V~ B

beremus,
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vvidently appears that the Au-
thor of that Parcel did no-
thing clfe bt EPITOMIZE
Babrins, and pat bim into
Prefe. .

Ibid. There’s aNoble Frag-
ment of Babrias belonging to
#he -CCXLVth Fable about
the Priefts of Cybele, given
#s by Natalis Comes, Tda-
Asts dpiplaus- &c.

263"

beremus; cujns jam Umbrdwm
tamum & EPITOMEN
habemus. B

Egregic vero rem totam
defcribiiabriasz quod Frag-
mentum debemns Natali Co-
miti; muliihi quippe quod fciam
extat praterquim in ipfins
ﬁlytbologia", TdAnots dydglous
&c. Not. in Fab. CCXLV.

I muft ftop a little here to commend the
. Dr for being fo true to his Author always, as
" . even to copy his Miftakes. Neveler did not
know ofanyWriter before Natalis Comes,where
this Fragment was to be met with ; and there-
fore our Differtator, that goes no further than
Nevelet, could know no more than He did.

However he Ought to have known fomewhat

more ; becaufe he pretends | to have read + Differt.

what Tzerzes fays of Babrius. Had he done
"as he pretends, he would have found Babrius
.mention’d in Tzerzes together with this very
Fragment ; and that in fuch a manner, that
*twas impoflible to fee the one, and yet over-
look the,other. For thus Tzerzes,in One of the

P. 140.

Two Places where he fpeaks of Babrius, enters * Par-a7s

-upon the mention of him *,

.. "Axsqr 5 BaBois % mver xwrdy idupers
Taanoss apiglus 8.

Sed. VHI. There is no

which S 4

Ex MSS illss quos habui,
MS, above 300 Tears old, ne unicss quidem vulgasasjam

bae
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which bas -the Fables accord- babujs Efopi - Pabulas, gnas
ing to that €opy — Coming 4 Planude (w Kfopi FGsa
avioad fift with Ifopls ef) [eripras exiftimo.. .
Liie, wyn by Planudes, they Nev. Praf,
a- juftly believ’d to be owing ‘ S
10 the [ame Writer. . _ L
Ibid. The LXXVth abous - Inter Afopicab Fabulas
the Ethiopian, & raken al-  legitur quogy hec-paucis im-
moft word for word out of she mutatis fub Fitulo Aiod- -
VIt of Aphthonius. - Nev. Not, inFab, ¥],
L -. Aphthon, . ...

Thus far I bave had leifure to trace the Dr
"in Nevclet 3 and I need trace him-no fartheg;
for Thefe Hints, which appear to be takqn
from thence are the only ones that he presends
to build any thing upon.. Whatever he, bss
added of his Own (if he has added agy.shing)
has been already fhewn to be either a Miftake,
or nothing to his Purpofe. And now let.me put
a Grave Queftion to him with what Medeity,
or Confcience, he could tell his Reader,:gt
the Entrance of this Diflertation, that he. in-
tended to offer fuch-things only, ashad, cfsmpld
the Obfervation of Others ? when ’tis mapifeft,
that, as far as we have hitherto gone.ig, his
Remarks .(that is in Three Quarters of Jem)
he has done nothing but plunder’d Newelss.
4 Differt. *Tis tyue, as he wittily obferves +,,Good ¥t
P33 jump fometimes : however I fhould. thipk it-a
pretty Nice matter for the Beft Wits in:the
World to jump fo often together, fo. very
evenly ! R s
What he has put together in the next Para-
_ graph, concerning the. Life and;;M;anachf
cew T %
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*;!c!f »” With a great Shew of Reading, was al-
»¥¢ady colle@ed to his hand out of Euffathius,
Plutarch, Agathias, Philoftyatus, Pliny, Herodo-
twi, Swidas and Srrabo i and the Paffages from
thence printed at large in the End of Camera-
vius's Fables. Dr Bentley prefents thefe tous
-'with the fame Pomp and Pleafure, as if he had
been the firft Producer of ’em; and makes
no addition to their Number, but by One
Poor Quotation ot of the Scholiaft on Ari-
( ftophanes, and another known paffage of Phe-
drus. >
- When he was mentioning (&) Aeziriac,(a) Differ.
- Wivdfor, and Bayle, as Men that had gone be-2- 135-
fore him-on this Subje&, it would have been
- honourably done of him, not to have forgot-
-ten Thefe, whom he was fo much more be-
" Roldeén to, Nevelet, and Camerarins. But | find
.he’s afham’d of his Neareft Acquaintances;
‘atid, “after fuch Inftances of his Ingenuity, I
believe his Neareft Acquaintances will be
“afham’d of Him, o
Our Critic having fpent his Small Artillery
" here and there upon a Fable, without much
‘Succefs, grows Peevifh, and is refolved to be
reveng’d on the Poor Monk that Collefted em,
Planudes 5 who, as much a Monk as he was,
‘never, | believe, gave any man fuch Courfe
‘Language from his Cell, as he now receives
~from Court. He is call’d here an Ideor of a
*@lonb, that bas given us 4 Book [the Life of
"Efop} which perhaps cannot’ be match’din any
Language for Ignorance and Nonfenfe (b). As (b) Tbid.
for Planndes himfelf;1 muft confefs, I have nots. 347
“the Deepeft Vencration for his Chlra&;r.;
Rl : ut
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’ baut neither can

Dr Bentley’s Differtasion upon the

Ithink fo defpicably of hiny,

as.the Lofty Dr Bemley does, becaufe I find
him well fpoken of by men of Good Know-
* ledge and Jodgment, and even by his Adver-

(&) TheLearned Cardinal
Bejlario, in a Treatife he
wrote againft Plavudes long
after his Death, has this A-

firophe to him, 'Qu 33 &»
£ye ov,drdeay aprse l;cnw;'
Tare, X7 [voils ¥rw w7 ¢Zn-
onnuirs maSelay, 10 3 Sye-
BspmiTGr &8 girovvpig X,
Bewpiy 1) Sud Tarrv
wednud ey i8:5 @ S0
Loui[avr@ 8¢ tv drany
&c. Cpuje. Aurza, p.62:2.
Arcudius, the Colle&or of.
thefe Picces, and who differs
as much m his Sentiments
from Planudes, as Eeffirio
does, has in his Preface, this
Honourable Charadter of
him: Plasudem, Monachum
Grecum, ccleberrimum Philo-
Jopbum, €. Theokogum, &5 in
utraque Lirgug verfatiffimum.
And the Epithet Topararos
which Beffzrio beftows upoh
him, is given him alfo in the
Titles of his Manufcript Pie-
ces, Té Sopom7s dvdpis
MaZ. 76 TTaav. &c.-— which
fhews, that tho’ Plamudes
was a Monk, vet the Scholars
of thofe Times were far ffom
thinking him an /diot.

- - .:-fing. Dr Bem

. ference from an argument of as little weight:

faries Themfelves (4). Nay,
Dr Bentley, 1think, gives an
account of him, notat al} to
his difadvantage, where he
fays, that That Sett of Fa-
bles he put out was of bhis own
-drawing »p 5 amongft which,
there are feveral fo well
turn’d, fo exadly copied from
Nature, and built on fucha
true knowledge of Human
Life and -Affairs,' that ’tis
plain he was neither an Zdvor,
nor a Monk, that composd
’em. This is an Honour
therefore mifplac’d on Planu-
des, and which he deferves as
little as he does that Scurri-
lous Language, which the Dr
(evet happy inInconliftencies) .
has in that very Page beftowdf
rupon him. Nevelet, and Va-
vafor were a little too hafty
in their Conclufions on this
matter, and fpake too large-
ly, when from fome [Fables
that relild of PRlanudags

"Style and Way, they inferr'd

that All were of His Compo-
ley has taken up the fame In-

the
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the Reafon (and the only Reafon he gives)
for his believing ‘em drawn up by Planndes,,
s, that there is no MS any where above 30p
Yearsold, that has the Fables according to thas
Copy. No M~! any where!
‘Very Extenfive Words 5 ’tis

267

N R

‘pretty difficult to anfiver for T, 3zpe non licet Viris dodtis

All the Libraries of Ewrope:
for,asa Late Criticobfervest, rum Bibliothecis

MSS adire, feu.ob Diftanti-
am Locorum,feu obPrzfeqo-
: invidjam,
Learped Men are often debar- feu ob alia Tmpedimenta

red the Ufe of MSS, either by 9% memorare mihil aei-

their Diftance from ’em, or by
the Enviows Temper of thofe that
have the Cuftody of ’em 5 or by fome Other Sort of
Hindyances as for Example, whenthey
exped to have thofe kind of Favours gratsi-
oufly done ’em.  But fuppofing he had an
‘Exa& Account of All the European MSS, yet
how does he know, but that there may be
one at Fez ? the moft inaceflible Library in
the World, next to that at Sz, Fames’s. -

" Thjs was an Aflertion fit to be laid down
by Dr Bentley, becaufe impoflible to be prov'd ;.
and, 1 believe, not difficult to be difprov’d:
for, as mich out of the way of thofe things
as I live, I have cafually heard of a MS, Older
than Planudes, that has the Fables according to
His Copy : Voffies’s MS1 mean, which tho’ I
have not feen my felf, yet better Judgesthan
1 am, who have feen it, affure me, that it is
.ahout oo Years Old, and that /offius himfelf
always efteem’d it fo. ’Tis now at Leyden, I
think ; and might have been nearer, but for
.Some-body’s managewent. I need look out
for no more Inftances ; againft a Negative,One

it

git.  Ars Crit. p. 172
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* Diii'cr.
P 147,

Dr Beatley’s Differtation upon the

‘is as good as a Thoufand. If all the MSS,

that have the Fables according to - Planndess

"Copy were evidently Younger than He, yet

we could not from thence certainly colled,
that He wasthe Author of thofe Fables : wheress:
if One of the MSS happensto be Older than He,
we may be pretty fure he was not. S

As for Planndes’s Life. of ZEfop, I can’s in-
deed think it a Book nor to be matck'd in any
Language for Ignorance and Nonfenfe * ; becaufe
in Some Languages I think it may : however,
I have no Great Opinion of it. “There are in
it Several Idle Trifling Stories, told in fuch a.

- Fabulous Way, that one would -think Plasuides

meant to foit the Life to the Eook which fol«
lows ; and writ out of his OQwn Invention for
want of Authorities. .And yet neither -dare
I rejeé every Circumftance of his Account-a§
fititious, that I de not find confirm’d by Ei~
der Authors: he might make ufe of  Books
that never came down to us 3 a great deal of

Good Hiftory perifh'd in the facking ot Conre
" fantinople :. or he might from the Same.Books

which we have now in our hands, tdke fonie
Hints, which we have nct yet obferv'd in’em;
and which it would be very rath and Immo-
deftin Us to pronouncenot to be there, - till
we have read over all the Greek Authers care-
fully, and fifted em throughly. And-this is
particularly fit to be faid to Dr Bearey, ‘who,
for want of fuch a Prudent Diftruft of his own
Knowledge, has been Guilty of a Grofs Mi-
ftake. The Circumftaace in Planades’s Ac-
count, which he pitches upon to oppofe, is
that of Z/fop’s Uglinefs. He had met witha
' Large
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Large Colle&tion of Teftimonies concerning

Efop in. Camerarins’s Fables 5 in none of which
there was any Hint of  his Deformity : and he
concluded . therefore, that there: muft, and
eould be none any where elfe ; and that This
was certainly a FiGtion of Planudes. - And
now how does he infult the poor Ignerem

“Meomk * onthis occafion ? how unmercifully (5) Differ.

does he ufe him ? he asks him, what Revelation?- 349-
ke bad about Efop’s Deformity? for he muft meeds
learn ity he fays, by Dream and Vifion, and not
by Ordinary Methods of Knowledge. He liv'd a=
bout Two thoufands Years after Efop ; and in
ALL that Traft of TIME there’s not ONE
SING LE - Author, that bas given the L EAST
HINT that Efop was Ugclly +. Ifaac Cafanbon, + Tbid.
or Gerbard Voffins, who had cither of *em read
Ten times as much as Dr Bentley, would not
have talk’'d at this rate; becaufe Neither of
%em, as Learned as They were, had read All
that was written, or remember’d all they had
read. But Dr Bemley, in the ftrength of Ca-
m ravins’s ColleGions, is pofitive that not
ONE SINGLE Author before Planudes’s time, -
bas given the LEAST HINT of ZEfmp’s Ug-
linefs.. If he would not be Angry, I would
venture, out of my:fmall Stock of Reading to
fupply him with One, and Him ‘an Author of
great Note, Euffathins ; who in the beginning

of his Comment on the Gdyfees (p. 17.) de-
rives the word *AsrwrG froia dilw,dise, T3 Adumes
and oy 5 fays he,: “Awer@ drmpeasis |
contend: not for the Goodnefs of the Etymo-
logy, tet it fhift for it feif: but itis evident-

1y built on a Suppofition that «£fop was Ugly&,

: an
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and implys, thit That Opinion was Commont’
in Eufleshius’s time, thatis, about Two hundred:
Years before Planudes was born. Doubtlefs;:
that Learned Pareckolift (to fpeak in Dr Ben--
tléy’s Phrafe) could have produc’d - Aathorities:
enough for this Opinion tho’they are finceloft:
however He himfelfis a fufficient Authority:
- to'Us in the pointy fince he is not, as faras I
can find, exprefly contradited in it by any’
One Aatient Writer ; at leaft, he muﬁ:zg
allow’d to fcreen Planudes from the imputatdd
on of having invented this Particular to’ i
Difhonour of Z/op: which he.was {o far frangl
doing, that we have reafonto think hé mighe
have this very paffage of Euffahius in his Eye
where he tells us, that “Awwms and "Addiod ipd!
, .. thefame (4), and that . Bfap
. (@) Tes'xenos, wiraaiber ook his Name from his Ugs®
e e\, linefs. The Groundwork -of
Al in initi‘o. “Planudes bere  this Story then Plesudes had'-
intimates thefame Derivation - ¢ither from Euffathins,orfrom
Qg"Afsw;rg ’,’;,‘:‘15;;‘}?‘,’;“:;' fome Elder- Acconnt, which
j’.d‘:e: 4 ﬁom" whence it comes, beth Eu/}a.:b,m; and He- equal-
the’ ke takes 21w inthe Senfe ly tranferibd ; -and upon this:
of Uro, andnos of Splendeo; Groundwork it: is probable’
bich be thinks the Eafier By he enlarg’d, in his Fancifal
ology, as needing w0 Anti- Ny : and being fatisfied that
phrags to juftsfiess. . . ’ O, b
: Efop was Ugly ‘in the main’;
was refolv’d to make him as Ugly as he conld
poffibly, and to drefs up a Monfter in allina-
ginable Kind of Deformity.- ~ « « -
‘Whether there be any Author, befides Exs -
ffathius, extant, who has made exprefs men-
~ tion of 4ifop’s Uglinefs, [ am not now at'leis
fure to enquire : fure Iam thereare in -{);Ihgr
ri-
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Writers -Remote Hints and, Intimatjons. of
this Matter, fuch as may fairly be fuppos'd
to imply. it. When, in Plutarck’s Feaft,: one
of the Guelts thus rallies Zfop, % wsudn Beafisy
fﬁpiovorvgéxee, he feems to- refle® upon his
Il-ﬂlipe and . Unweildinefs. Lucian, in. his
Vera Hiftoria fays, they us’d Kfop-in the For~
tunate Iflands for a Teawromidc, a Buffoon, -0F
Fefter, one that made ’em . - B
Sport (4) 5 meaning 1 fuppofe () Taghit ) *Arwer® §
that-he did it as well by his 4’948‘337?,5% 4 g Tera-
Perfon and Outfide, as by his . 7o7o xg@r)' "p- 397

Ingenious and Divertive Fa- S
bles ; and indeed rather by the Firft than the
Latter: for his Fables, of themfelves, the
they entertain and pleafe us extreamly, yetdo
they not give us that fort of pleafure which
caufes Laughter, Dion Chryfoftome therefore,
in the Paffage produc’d by .Dr Benrley, feems
to diftinguifh between the 73 yadior of e£fop,
and his uvlor ivelyolo durdv, fays he, idoucra, dm™
. 78 yeabw 6 oig wborsy implying, 1 think, that
the One was not exatly the fame with, the
Other. ’Tis true, Every-body kuows, that
the #/opic Fables were after Efop’s time free
quently calld yadz by the Greek Writers,
and from thence Ridicula by Avienus : but ‘tis
not unlikely that the Original of this Ufe of
the Word was from fomething Ridiculons in
the Gefture, Look, and Mimical Wit of X/op
that accompanied ’em, when bhe firft told’em.. ..
rather than from the Struure of the Fablg, it
felf, which does not feem contriv’d to ope-~ |
rate that way. Iam willing to think there- -
fore that the Name ufually given to thefe bl;a-
- es
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bles, Tuasie, and the Office of Teasremiis afcrib'd
to Xfep, carry in ’em fome fnall Hint of -
fop’s Uglinefs ; for nothing is fo Divertive, or
raifes Laughter fo much as Deformity, efpe-
cially when Wit goes along with it: We
may obferve therefore, that when Homer has
a mind to excite this Light Paffion in his Se-
rions Poem, he does it by the means of an
Ugly Man S*), and an Ugly God (+); Thers
fites and Vulcan are, as 1 remember, the only
Two I'eiwrimes in the wholé Iliad ; the One
on Earth, and the Other in Heaven.

>Tis dangerous converfing long with Dr
Bemleyy, for 1 find I have flip’d here; €’re
1 was aware, into his manner of arguing :
however, in this I will ftill differ from him,
that I offer thefe things as flight Guefles on-
1y, without laying any manner of Strefs up-
on’em. Ineed’em not, inorder to fhew the
Dr his Error, and this is not a place to do
juftice to the Argument : Exffarhiuds Single
Teftimony, without other Help, is fufficient
to bring Confufion on our afluming Critic,
who challeng’d Me, and all the World, to pro-
duce One Single Author before Planudes, that
had given the Leaf Hint that Efop was Ugly.

Vavafor, who ftarted this thought to him
(for This too is one of the Things thet bave
sfcap’d the Obfervation of Others) mentions.i;
: wit

(*) AN 3, 7as drauto Yerolioy ’A’lpg auar
*Buusyds® «ioge@r Fe dvig Sard Iaroy wifep. Tl B. 215.
Upon which Euftarhius, s @sprne xarassds v, 4 dvriferjirara
. Weorarsusyest . o
(t) *Adpscog I dg’ iapTo yéres pandpmr Bzolny
Qi oy "He sty b Popaa mapiorlas 1l e 599
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% ‘Diftruft, and as a Sufpicion oaly;
Aop, ( fays l,le) was the Pi- "Therfitem Homericum re-
&ure.of Homer’s Therfises HB=  forebat Afopus oris habitu;
defs Here-too Planudes has im- & reliqui facie, nifi & hic
pos’d upom us (p.25). Had . quoqueimponic Planudes.
Our Critic, when he took the , .
Hint it felf from Vavafor, taken alfo his Wary
way of propofing it, he might have fav’d him-
felf cthe Shame of being confuted: butitwasa
proper Occafion for Dr Bentley to be Perem-
ptory, when even a Fefuit was Modeft. o

The Method he has taken of improving #a-
vafor’s Spfpicion into a Demonftration, is, by
running over Camerarins’s Teltimonies, apd
fhewing, that in None of ’em there is -any
account of e4£/fop’s Deformity, and that moft
of ’em are (as he thinks) incorfiltent with it
The Learning here is not his Own, but the
Logic mott certainly is ;. for 1 dare fay, never
any man fo reafon’d betore him., I will give
the Reader fome account of it, after I have
defird; him to remember, that the Point in
Debate between Dr Bentley and the World, is,
not whether e£fop was Ugly to that Degree
Planudes has merrily reprefented him to be
(No-body was ever Silly enougli to imagine it,
nor did Planudes himfelf dream of being thus
far credited) : but the Difpute is, in general,
whether «£/op were Ugly,or not? Our Cri-
tic denies that he was, in. Vertue of his Old
Argument, the Silence and Pretermiffion. of Au-
thors; and the Sum of whatever he has faid on
this occafion comes to thus much. « It does
 not appear from Ancient Authors, that he
““ was a Lump of Deformity, and a Scarecrow &
¢ therefore it is certain, he {_vas not any ‘wgys

! ¢ e=
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(a) P.1g7.

(6)P.149.

(€ Pas7e

(d)P1gg,

1506

* Mifos

Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

¢ deform’d ; and therefore it is probable he
“ was very handfome (). His Particulars are
¢ as follow. f

In Plutarch’s Convivium, No-body, he fays,
drolls on Efop’s Ugly: Face, which could hardly
have efcap’d, if be bad fuch ar Il one (b). 1own
No-body there drolls on the Mien of his Face
(to vfe a Bentleyifm) ; but the Mien of his Bo-
dy, and his Natural Unweildinefs, I have
fhewn to be touch’d on: and their mentioning
any One Inftance of his Uglinefs, is as fure a
Sign of his being Ugly, as if they had reckon’d
up All.  Had «£fip been fo very Handfome as.
Dr Bentley tells us he was (¢), the rudn Beadds 4
ndovr Tpexes of Chilo had been a Piece of
Raillery very ill apply’d.

But *“ Philoftrasus has given us in two Books
¢ a Defcription of a Gallery of Pittures, Qne-
“ of which is £fop, with a Chorus of Ani-
“ mals about him. There he is reprefented
“ {miling, and looking toward the Ground in
“ a Pofture of Thought, but not a Word of
¢ his Deformity; which, were it true, muft
 needs have been touch’d én in an account.
of a Pi¢ture (4). . The Dr impofes upon.
us ; the PiGture he mentions is not defign’d to’
reprefent e £fop, but The Fables ; and by Their.
Name it is call'd *. Init, indeed e£fop hasa
Place ; and he is fo far defcrib’d there as Phi-
loftratis had need of him, to exprefs the Sub-
jeé& of his Piece; to haye gone farther would
have been an Impertinence, uttetly inconfiftent
with Philoftratus’s Chara&ter, who is a Short .
Woriter, and exactly proper in his Circom-:
ftances. His Words are, Zfop fecms there, as

if
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if be were aitually framing & Fable ; Hus Smiling
Face, and bis Eyes fix’d upon the Earth, declare as
much  the Painter knew very well that Fables are
the Work only of Eafie Minds *. Would the « <, § 8-
Dr have had a Particular of £fop’s Defor-"uz! nye
mities inferted here? to what purpefe ? when vpzive: ui-
in the very mention of his Name they were %o’ = 33
fufficiently underftood ; and would have been ¥#izue
of no mianner of ufe towards imprinting an ,, o o
image of that Thoughtful Pofture of «£fop the épgarus:
Artift chiefly defign’d to exprefs. o X3 T

, . Y eSTES
7o Masaw  audey 6 Lanedp Oy om ab FI pdlow pegritdes dvesgadvns
Ths Jui's o) Byt P .

Philoftratus’s Intention was, to deferibe a-
Gallery of Pleafure, hung round with fine and
delightful Paintings : in his Account of One
of thefe, he had occafion to mention Afop,’
and with good Judgment omitted thofe ‘Par--
ticalars in his Defcription of him which were
neither Taking t6 the Eye, nor at all In-
ftru@tive, with relation to his Défignin in-
troducing him. Dr Bestley,1 find,would have
been improper enough to have defcrib’d him
Capape on this occafion ; but Philoffrarue, tho’
a Sophift, knew better. There is a Like -
piece of Addrefs obfervable in his Firft Pi-
&ure,- where Pulcar’s Engagement with Sca-
mander, and his Vi€ory over him is reprefent-
ed out of Homer 3 and which, I fuppofe, he
plac’d in the Front of his Book, for the Ho-
nour of Lemnos, his Native Ifland : And for
the Honour of That too, and to make his
Draught perfe@ly pleafing, l'xig_givgs us a/hl-

2

can

>
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ean as handfome, for ought appears to the
contrary, as any Figure in his Gallery, In-
decd he Ingenioufly excufes the God’s not ap-
. pearing to be Lame, by faying, that the Ra.
. pid Motion, with which he feems to come
?r,om Heaven to the Combat with Scamander,
muft be fuppos’d to cover that Defeét : But he
intimates nothing of his Other Deformities ;
tho’ Pulcan was, according to the Poet’s (+)
account of him, as Ugly every way as &/fop
was, according to Planudes.

This, I hope, fufficiently accounts for Ph;-
loftratus’s Omiflion 3 and as for the Sratwe e-
refted to Efop, at Athens, and made by the
fam’d hand of Lyfippus, it will be no argiament
of his Handfomnefs, till the Dr can prove,
that this was an Honour done to Handfome
Men only ; which it will- be no Eafie Matter
to do, becaufe there is an Unqueftionable In-
ftance of a Statue, made by this very Lyfppus,
and erefted by order of the Arhenians, to the
Memory of a Man, full as Ugly as we need
allow Afop to have been: I will give it the
Dr immediately, e’re I part with this Argo-
ment. _ S

The Greeks, he fays,. have feveral Proverbs
about Deform’d Perfons, s ©spoiTeior Bréuua, eldsy-

() P.150, B¢ Kopudeus &, but nome upon Bfop (a).  All

151 that follows from hence, is, that ofifop was
not Ugly to 4 Prouerb;, which I willingly grant
him, and am ready, to leave Plansdes’s -account

P JURTT

@) "B dr’ dupusbizus IEAQP ATHTON dyigy; .
T Xeaciers e d I xipa fuarredeied & o
Y s s 1L p. 410.

)
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as far as this comes to: but he might be Ugly
enough for all that ; feveral have been fo,that
were never made Sayings of : I know Some,
at this day, who Write as Uglily as ever£fop
Look ; but their Style is not yet got inta a
Proverb, tho’ perhaps hereafter it may ; and
therefore This inftance I will notinfift on.

Agen, A4fop, he tells us, was Crefu’s Am-
baflador to Delphi (4) : he means, that he was () Ibid.
fent of an Errand by him * thither; for fuch,, i
Mighty Monarchs as Crefus did not ufe to J:;',"m":ﬁ.'
make Other Mens 8laves, Their Ambafladors. @, [s
But let his Title be as- Glorious as the Dr Plutarch,
pleafes, his Perfon might neverthelefs be Con- & Conviv.
temptible 3 unlefs the Dr can prove, that the ;{;f;{,"ﬁf
Delphians were as Nice of Temper as the Turks, ipw'd 10 b2
and would pay no Regard to the Public Mi- quoed fe- .
nifter of a Prince, unlefs he were Tall and 7ioufly for
Comely. Whatever e£fop's Perfon, or his ﬁ:‘:“ v
Charalter were, They fhew’d, I am fure, no 7
great Veneration for Either, when they tum-
bl’d him down their Precipice. '

After all, the Dr’s Reafoning upon this
Circumftance muft be allow’d to be Jult; if
eAfop were Short and Ugly, it is plain, as he
pleaéntly obferves, that he could never make
a Proper Ambaflador.

There is another Obje&tion drawn from
A£fop’s being a Polire Conrtier, and a Man' of
Addrefs : what if he were ? Many, I fuppofe,
have been fo,who were no Beauties! Yes,but he
was {o, tothat degree, as to rebuke Solon for his
Gruff and Clownifh Bebaviowr with Creefus,and telt
him, that be muft converfe with Prirces, i s idis,

B ds iusa, either Agrecably, or nut at all (b). TFhe (2)Puse.
- T 3 Thing
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(2)P.152.
(b) Vide
Pg 124 0
this Book.

Dr Bentley’s Differtation upon the

Thing he f2id was Handfome, I grant ; bhut
muft Ae needs be Handfome that faid it ? I
thought Ugly People hkad fometimes been as
Witty, and as Wife as their Neighbors. But
fince he has mention’d this Aphorifm of e £-
Jop’s, and profeffes to approve it, I muft tell
him, ’twere well if he’d follow it too, when
the Itch of contradi¢ting Great Men is aupon
him ; and refolve to oppofe his Betters # os
#disn, 4 & Ausm ; either not at all, or with De-
cency. ,
Dr Bentley has yet One Refleftion behind
in behalf of &fop ;5 he has referv’d it for the
very Laft Place in' his Book; and we know
him to be fuch a Mafter in Good Writing,
that we may from thence be fure ’tis a fine one.
Rhodopis, ZEfop’s felow-Slave, was, it feems,
the grearc/t Beauty of ber Age < if therefore (fays
he) we may guefs bim by his Companion and Con-
tubernalis, we muft needs belicve bim a Comely
Perfon (a). This puts me in mind of his Ar-
gument about Alefa (b), which he proves to
be upon fuch a Coaft of Sicily, becaufe it hap-
pens to be mentiond with fome Towns that
are certainly upon that Coaft ; and which I -
have prov’d for that very Reafon not to be
there, becaufe ir is mention’d elfewhere, with
fome Other Towns, thatare certainly not up-
on that Coaft. If Rhodopis were extreamly
bandfome, 0D, her fellow-Slave, muft be fo 200 *
which is asif 1 fhould fay, it was impoflible
that Litrle Feffery thould be fuch a Dwarf as ée
Is reprefented to be, becaufe the Tall Porter
and He were fellow-Servants. Muft Rfop’s
Mafter needs buy his Slaves as we do i-(i}loa?h- ‘
‘ : < horfes
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.horfes in Pairs ? and be as careful” exaltly to
match’em? Perhaps Xanthus, or Iadmon, or
‘whoever he was, (for Authors differ) might
be a littlewantonly inclin’d ; and having pur-
chas’d Rhodopis for his Own Ufe, might fear,
Jeft his Wife fhould return the Injury he did
her ; and fo took A/fop into his Houfe, who
he knew would be no Temptation to her: or
perhaps he pitch’d upon an Ugly He-flave,
that he might be fure to keep the Fair She-
flave to himfelf ; and made ufe of Efop as a
kind of Kuzlir-Aga, to infpe& his Seraglio.
After all, what if I fhould turn the Tables,
and fay, That Herodotus and Pliny’s mention-
ing this Little-Particular, is a confirmation of
the receiv’d Opinion about Zfap’s Deformi-
ty ? If Hewere as remarkably Ugly as She
was Handfome, the Obfervation indeed was
pretty, and not unworthy of thofe Authors ;
but Otherwife, ’tis Flat enough to have been
made by Dr Bentley. -
One would thiak the Dr irr Jeft, when he
puts fuch things as Thefe upon Us for Argu-
ments ; whereas He propofes ’em ferionfly
and in good earneft, and fancies he has done
wonders in the ftrength of ’em. Toconvince
him, if it be poflible, of the Weaknefs and
Abfurdity of:his Proofs, I will-(as I'did once
before *) try >em upon Another Subject; and * 7r the
fee how far they will be allowd to hold.” /70,12
Whatever e4fop was, Secrates, We ar€ fure, ;5iom on
exceflively Ugly : Thus he isin fhort de- Phalaris.
fOMo'd by Xenophar (), and St Ferome (b):(a) In
Flat-n0s'd, Goggle-eyd, Wide-moath’d, Thick-tp’d, i ™x:5°
Pot-bellsddy Bandy-leg’d (c). : Yovic. L1,
psas - Ce) Al shefe Particulaxs, but'the Laft, are taken ffom Xenophoae
' T 4 , Not- -
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- Notwithftanding jthis, in that way of Ra<
tiocination Dt Bentley has made uf: of, I will

him to have been a very -Lovely and

Beautiful Perfon. I will do it by Every One

. of the Arguments he has urg’d, except the

Firft, taken from Philoftratu’s Gallery; in
which Sacrares, the Famous Perfecoter of So-
bifts, we may be fure, could have no place
tut I fhall make amends for the want of This
Proof, by a New one of my Own, every whit
as much to My PurpofeasThisis to Dr Bentley’s.
Thus then Our Man of Criticifm has tayght
Us to Speak,and Argue —* The Athenians fet
* Diog. .. UP @ Noble Szatue * to the Honour and Me-
Lacrt.in ¢ mory of Socrates : had he been fo-Ugly as
Socrate. ¢ fome would make him, it had been kinder to
K;:ﬁ“l- in :: his Memory to let ttltlat alone. '_Bnt the Fa-
5 ‘“mous Lyfippus was the Statuvary -} that made
L?,",Z,T <« it. And’ muft fo great an Hand be employ’d
salayive * to drefs up'a Lump of Deformity ? .
Laer.ibid. ¢ The Greeks have feveral Proverbs about
¢ Perfons deform’d, ©eprizeny Batuuea, eiday bis Ko-
¢ eudeds &c+ Our Socrates, if fo Ugly, had been
“ in the firft Rank of ’em: efpecially. when
¢¢ his Statne had ftood there to put every-body

“inmindofit. . S
¢« He was fo far a Favorite of drchelens,King
“ of Adacedonia, that he courted him:to come,
% At “ and live with him. *: biit would fuch:a Men-
Rbet. /. 2. % fter have been a fit Companion for a Prince?
¢ He is known to have been one of the beft

¢ Speakers, and a Man of the greateft Ad

“ and Infinvation of anyin histime; he 1
¢¢ the Chiet Perfons of Athens continnally about
“ him, and was ever inftruing’em in the :Du-
¥ tics of Humanity and Courtefie, and all ipag-
. ‘““ner
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# ner of Sociable Virtues : Could fach a Cha-
s ra&er, fuch a Station, or fach Difcourfes be-
t¢ Gt Socrates if he was truly that Scarecrow he
¢ js reprefented to have been ? S

He fung, he play’d upon the Mufic (4), he ;s cic.in
danc’d (b), he wrote Verfes (¢) : he was every Catone.
way an Accomplifh’d Perfon ; and his Conver- (5) Xen.in
fation therefore was coveted by thofe that Symp
were fo themfelves. He made One often at (33:13::!“
the Mectings of the Beaux Efprits,and fate up ’
" Drinking and Lavghing with ’em till Morn-

ing (d): Is it credible, that aMan of fach De- (4) Tbids
formity could be fo Acceptable, fo Polite, and
fo Pleafant ?

But of all things, that which ought moft to

revail with us to pronounce him not-Ugly,
1s, that he was the greateft Lover of Beautiful
Perfons, and the moft Belov’d by 'em of any
of his Age: Alcibiades, Critias, Agatho, Phe-
drus, and the reft of his Acquaintances, were
all remarkably Handfome: “ fo that if we
¢ may guefs him by his Companions and Con-
¢ rubernales, we muft needs believe him to bea
¢ Comely perfon. : '

His Thoughts, his Difcourfes were all of

Love ; every thing he faid and did tended to
infpire people with it; his Philofophy was no-
“thing but the Doétrine of Love - and can we
think he would have dwelt upon this Paffion
fo much, and inculcated it fo often, if He

'mfelf h?ad been fo very Unlovely and Difa-
. able ? ' :
¢ “Plato,and Xenophon, have wrote Set-apologies
for him, wherein they defend him, among o-
ther things, from the Imputation of corrupt-
ing. the. Youth of drhens by Unlawful Lo;e d

a
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had e been fo deform’d, as he is faid to be,

- how could they better have clear'd him of it,

than by Urging the Improbability of his at- -
tcmgting fuch Impurities, in which he was fo
unlikely to prevail ? But having faid nothing
of this kind in his behalf, it muft be pre-
f_um’,d that they had nothing of this kind to
ay. _

Arsffaphanes, who has expos’d and ridicuPd
him upon twenty Other Accounts, has not a
word, as I remember, of his Deformity ; tho’
this was the moft Natural Subje& for him to

-exercife his Comical Wit upon, and fo Obvi-

ous, that, one would think, ke coald not have
mifsd it. _

1 appeal now to any Indifferent Judge, whe-
ther I have not prov’d Secrares handfome by as
good Arguments at leaft as our Critic has ad-
vancd to prove Fjop fo ? Indeed, they are
moft of ’em the very fame ; only urg’d furs.
ther, and with more ftrength (if I do not de-
ceive my felf ) in the Cafe of Socrates, than.
our Differtator has been able to carry ’em in
relation to Ffop. And yet after all 1 have
faid, 1 freely own, that the Teltimony of any
Ancient Writer concerning Socrates’s Ugli-
nefs, tho' it ftood Alone, and we had- no
Other to back it, would weigh more with Me
than all thefe Negarive Authorities. . S0, weak
an Argument is the Silence and chmifm, o

never [1 many Authors in a Point where @njﬁ%}

gle Writer of Note' has plainly declar’d i
felf, and his Account has been generally, fp.,
ceiv'd and credited by Succeeding Agesyy 1. -

N ) - Bag
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- BatIoffend in dwelling fo long on thefe
Trifles, which deferve rather to be Langh’d
at, than Confuted: I will trouble the Reader
no further on this Argument than till I have
fuggefted One Obfervation to him about Dr
Bentley’s odd Condué in relation to £Efsp. He
is extreamly concern’d to have ZEfop thought
Handfome, at the time that he is endeavouring
all he can to prove him no Author. He hopes
by his Civilities to his Perfon to atone for the
Injuries he does him in his Writings : which is
juft fuch a Compliment to Zfop’s Memory, as
it would be to Sir William Davenant’s, fhould a
man, in defiance of Common Fame, pretend
to make out,, that he had always a Good INofe
on his Face ; but however, he did not write
Gondsbert. L

Our Critic’s Two Attempts are fo very in-
confiftent, that ’tis hard to imagine why a
Man fhould venture upon both of ’em at once s
but Dr Bentley had a good Reafon for it, they
were Both Paradoxes ;, and he cares not What,
or Whom he writes for, or againft, fo he can
but advance fomething which no-body ever
ventur’d to wmaintain before him ; and which
he is fure always to manage at fuch a rate, as
that No-body will ever take it up after him. .

I have done with what I intended to. offer
on Either of thefe Differtations; and, upon 2
Review of what I have faid, am atham’d to
fee, to what a Bulk this trifling Difpute has
{w®n. However, as Large as I have been.
upon it, I affure the Reader, that, unlefs 1 had
fpat’d Dr Bentley very often, I muft haye been.
much Larger; for his Abfurdities are not yet

. near
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near exhaufted. But I am not likely to be
the Laft whofe Pen will be employ’d .on this
Subjed ; and ’tis fit therefore that Some Mat-
ter fhould be left for Theie that come after
me, ‘ '

In that Differtation where I am chiefly con-
cern’d, Dr' Benrley takes his Leave of the Ar-
gument, with Some’ particular Civilities to
Me. He heartily wifbes be could do any Service
to that Toung Gentleman of greas Hopes whofe
NAME IS SET TO THE EDITION:
but be can do bim no greater at prefent, than to
remove fome Blemifhes from the Book that is
ASCRIB’D to him3; which be defires may be
taken . aright, tobe no difparagement 1o Himfelf 5
but & Reproof only to bis Teachers*.  1would
not willingly be behindhand with theDr in
any Inftance of Courtefic ; and therefore, in
return, will, e’re we part, beftow fome Cha-
ritable Advice upon him: tbe rather; be-
caofe I have reafon to beligve, that he has
very little Advice from any Other Quarter.
If he had, he would certainly never have
written on this Subject, in the Manner he has
done : for I have not fo ill Thoughts of any
One Man I know in the World, as to imagin,
that he would have advis’d Dr Beurley to do
as he has done, had His Opinion been ask’d
init. Young as I am therefore, Iwill t¥e’

_the freedom to do that kind Office to him,

which his Friends, I find, either do not care,
or are not allow’d to perform. And
I

?



Fables of Efop, Examin’d.
And the firft piece of Advice that T will
venture to . give the Dr is, that he would-
know his own Talent ; and refolve for the

285

future not to venture upon any way of wri-

ting that Nature never defign’d him for.
Wit, and Ridicule, are either the moft Di-
verting, or the moft Infipid things in the
Worlf. ‘T have the Opinion of good Judges,
that he has no true Tafte of either of thefe,
and performs very untowardly in 'em, He
woulg do wifely therefore to forbear. ’em 3

and fo he would, methinks, tho’ he fhould"

have fome little Knack at ’em: for Grimace,
and Banter, and Qwibbles, even when luckily
hit off, are not very fuitable to the Cha-
raCter of a man in Holy Orders. And to
give him my opinion what he is fit for, 1
think, (if he refolves always to be doing
fomething out of his Prefeflion) that the Col-
le&ing Greek Fragments, or Proverbs, would
be a proper Empfoyment for him. He has

fucceeded well in One of thefe, and would
doubtlefs be as happy in the Other: for his .

Genius feems to lye very ftrongly that way;
as one would _lguefs by the Multitude of Pro-
verbs in all ]

Greek, but chiefly in the Laft ) of which he
has empty’d himfelf into thefe Differtations.

And I am_the rather apt to think, that fuch-

Works as thefe might thrive in his hands,
becaufe the well executing ’em depends chie-

fly -on Two Qualities, which he muft be al-

ongues, (Englifh, Latin, and.

low’d to poffefs ; A;)Jﬂication, and a Wil- . |

lingnefs to be employ’d-in fuch "Sorts of -Stu-

“dies



286.

Dr Beatley’s Differtation upon the

dies, asonly load the Memory, withont ims
proving the Underftanding. :
It is Another piece of Advice I fhould
chufe to give the Dr, that he would, againft
he writes rext, make ufe of that Relation he-
has to a Court, {o far as to get a little Good-
uage,and Good Manners ; without which,
had he waded through all the Greek Schelie,
and turn’d over every Lexscon extant, he-
would never write any thing that" will either
pleafe orlaft. When he is making Refletions.
on Style, it is very proper, I think, that he
fhould be well skill d, not only inthe Tongue
he writes of, butin That too which he writes
in : elfe, he will only make Sport for his Rea-
der, if while he is corretting a Fault in One
Language, he himfelf makes Ten New oames in-
another. : : :
And till he underftgnds his Own Tongue 4
little better than he does, he would do weil
to forbear Minting any New Words in it ;
which is the Work of Great Mafters, and a
Privilege allow’d only ta Writers. of the Firft
Rate, who know the Compafs of a Language,
and fee thro’ all its feveral Beautics and
Blemithes. Sir William Temple may fay, Saffi-
ciency, and the World will {peak after him :
Indeed we are coavinc’d from fome things
that have come out a late, that there is fuch
a mixture  of Vanity, Indecency, and Ignmo--
rance, in fome Mens Writings, as No One:
Word in our Tongue would fpcrt'«e&ly an-
fwer ; and there was need of a New one’
therefore to exprefs it. But if Dr ff""fi
_ ou
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fhould take the fame .Liberty, he would be

fure to be oppos’d init; His Commentitions,

and Pwid, and Pernacular, and Negoce, will be
hifs’d off the Stage, as foon as they come on ¢
for the Fine Speakers will never endure that a
man fhould take upon him to coin New Words,
who doesn’t know how to ufe the Old
ones.

him, is, that when he next pretends to fix
the Age of Greek Words, and Phrafes, he
would vouchfafe, among his other Greek
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Another thing I mightily recommend to

Books, to read the Bjble: leaft he fhould .

happen to pronounce Some Modes of Speech -

to be of Late Date, which are familiarly to

be met with in thofc Sacred Pages. For af- -

ter all, thould his knowledge in Greek Lear- -

ning prove never fo great, yet it would not
redound to his honour aga Divine, to appear
well read in all Sorts of Books, but thofe it
beft becomes him to be acquainted with, the
Old and New Teftament.

1am of Opinion too, that it would not be

amifs, if for this Twelvemonth next to come, '

he read over Dr Fody’s Pow once every morn-
ing : ’tis a Good One; and thofe who pre-
tend to underftand Secret Hiftory tell us, it

was made upon a very Proper Qccafion. 1.

will infert it here, both for Dr Bentley’s Be-
nefit, and Dr Hody’s Honour ; who, it muft
be own’d, has atted up to it always, as a right

good-natur’d- Man, and an Excellent Scho--

lar, .

It
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‘ It is my Prayer to Heaven, ' a
That my Name may never appear i the Lift of Writers,
Or that 1 may alws.ys write as becomes & Perfon
of Ingenuons and_Liberal Education, )
and a Lover of found and ufeful knowledge 5 *
A Searcher after Truthonly, , }
Withour any Bitrerne[s of Style 5
Good-natur’d, Civil, and Candid ;,
So far from lm’r;;g difpos’d to any thing that is indecent,
as not to be provok’d to it 5’ -

4In‘ fhort, & Defpifer of Trifles ().

Next to this Short Vow of Dr Hody’s, 1

know no {mall Piece that will deferve his Re-
flettions better, than Lucian’s Lexiphanes(a).
If he would read it often, take the good Ad-
vice that Lucian gives there, of Sacrificing to
the Graces, and to Perfpicuity (b) 5 and fuffer

. fomeé

@ Faxit Numen, -
Ut vel zterno Ego filentio inter non feribentes delitefcam,
Vel femper, ut Virum Ingenuum, liberalis ac generofz
Educationis veraque Phelofopble (tudiofum decet,
- ~ Scribam ¢ )
. Veritatis Unicz Indagator, . Cog
~ 'Abfque omni Styli acerbitate,
' - Mitis, Urbanus, Candidus, .
Ad id quod indecens eft aded non pronus, ut riec movendus
Nugarum denique Contemptor. .
: In fine Pramon. ad Malalam,,

I (2) Lexiphaoes is the Name of a Famous Pedant, fond of Hard Words.
and Affe@ted Expreffins. Lucian, in 2 Dialogue of bis, gives a Vomit
%0 hine, and brings *em all up, one after another.  His Difeafe s excel-
Jensly well deferib’d by Lucian in thefe words 5 Oun dxodeis ol gy~
WY 5 & nuds T vuil @eg o ihous s XT MY, @ed dAfwy Erdy npsr:
Danin)); Maseiowy Tho IAGTN, 18 Taen T8 ENNbxo e gurTels, &
aedls mosh VG- ¢7 wimis, 65 8% 7 whia I & 7 Eevilos, g T
0 decunds vowizue Ths owvis @ipgndados *  Luc. in Lexiph.
(b) Mdassy 3 00 7ais Xdem 16 1§ Saplweig. Id. ibide
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fome Skilful Friend to adminifter to him the
Emesic Dranghe there prefcribd, it would do

him a World of Service : by the help of this

Phyfick, and thefe Dire&ions, well purfu’d,
he might in time become a Sound Man agen,
and fpeak and write like the reft of his
Neighbors,

"But if he be too far gone in his Diftemper
to have a Thorough Cure made upon him,
yet at leaft it is very poffible, and very requi-
fite, that he fhould advance fo far towards it,
as to purge his Style of all Infulting Unbeco-
ming Terms, and Injurious Refle&tions : for
if he carries on this Critical War in that Un-
fouldierly Way he hath hitherto done, and

289

throws out his Rudenefles without Decency -

or Diftintion, he may happen to draw fome
Inconveniences upon himfelf that he is not
aware of. ‘
Efpecially he fhould take care, when the
Angry Fit is upon him, not to vent it upon
Grear Bodies of Learned Men. A Singlc Wri-
ter may be trampl’d upon now and then, and
receive Corre&ion from his Hand, without
endeavouring to return it : but among Numa
bers, there will always be found Some, who
have Ability, and Inclination, and Leifure
enough to do Themfelves and their Friends
right upon the Injurer ; tho’ he were a Cham-
pion of ten timesas much Strength and Prow-
efs, as Dr Bentley thinks himfelf to be. Be-
fides, Single Adveriaries dye, and drop off;
but Societies are Immortal : their Refentments

are fometimes deliver’d down from haud to-

hand ; and when once they have begun with a
- u man
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man, there is no knowing when they will leave
him.

*Twere well too, if he would think it a
point of Prudence to obferve fome Meafures
of Decency towards the Dead as well as the
Living ; and not give himfelf that infufferable
Liberty of attacking their Reputation and
their Works, in hopes that no-body will be
generous cnough to ftand up in their behalf,
and fpeak for thofe, who cannot fpeak for
themfelves. He has defy’d Phalaris, and us’d
him very courfely, under the affurance, as~he

* Differt. tells us, that he s out of his Reach * : Many

Po 49.

of Phalaris’s Enemies thought the fame thing ;
and repented of their Vain Confidence after-
wards in his Bud. Dr Bentley is perhaps by
this time, or will fuddenly be fatisfied, that
He alfo has prefum’d a little too much upon
his Diftance : but ’twill be too late to Repent,
when he begins to Bellow. "
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