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AND WRITINGS OF Dr. SWIFT. 11+
that infect and perhaps corrupt. the- air, in which he
fhines with fo much luftre. Bat, when an original ad-
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mired author, as ArisToTLE, is really erroneous, and
deceives with falfe {pecious principles, what a train of
eirors muit arife from commentators on fuch fubjeds,
who, while they endeavour to purfue and extend a plea-
ing enchanted profpe, that has no real foundation,
deviate into a dark, difagreeable road of briers and
thorns ?

It is on this account that the Dean has wtroduced
ARISTOTLE in company with Homer, The defcrip-
tion of that philofopher is fine, and in a few words re-
prelents the true nature of his works,  FHe Slooped

C much, and made nfe of a Bafr.  His wifuze wvas mearre
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bis hair lank and thin, and bis woice hollsw.” By not
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having the immortal fpirit of Homzer, he was
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0 keep his body eret: and the faff which weakly
' ‘fupported him, like his commentators, made this defeét
more confpicuous. He wanted not fome ufeful quali-
! A e s
| ties, but thefe real ornaments, like his hair, were thin
' and unpraceful.  His ftyle was harfh, and, like his
; voice, had neither force nor harmony. He was with-
'1 out doubt a man of great genius and penetration, but
he did infinitely more prejudice than {ervice to real
literature.  He ftudied words more than fadts, and de-

livered his philofophy perplexed with fuch intricate
| P P i - .
0gical terms, as have laid a foundation for the endlefs

*¢ the progrefs of learning. He waged war with all
s predecefiors. He never

icholaftic difputations, which have corrupted and retard-

quotes an author, except
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with a view to refute his opinion. Like the ‘Ottoman
Emperor, he could not reign in fafety, till he had firlt
deftroyed his brethren. He was as ambnious in {cience,
as his pupil ALExanNDER was in arms. He aimed to be
a deflpotic original : and not only to be the Prince, but
the Tyrant of philofophy. What then can be expeét-
ed from the commentators of his works, who were
devoid of  his ingenuity, and poflefled of zll his intri-
cate follies? Ramus with his covert ignorance, and
Scotus and AQuinas with their fubdivifions, and ima-
ginary nothings, muft make a contemptible figure
the Elyfian fields, which are the fuppofed manfions of
chearfulnefs, truth, and candour, and confequently
muft be a very improper fituation for that tribe of phi-

lofophers.
““ I then defired, {ays GuLLIVER, that DEsSCARTES

¢« and (GASSENDI1 might be called up:  awith awhom 1

** prevailed to explain their [iflems fo ARISTOTLE. This
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great philofopher freely am;-;aqc,fggoed bis gwwn miflakes

& tnnatur bez’pésm,ma 5zu.zﬁ we proceea ed in many ,f};mg,

“ apon conjediure, as all men muft do ; and be found that
*“ GasseENDL, wha had made the do&rine of EPICURUS
““ as palatable as be could, and the wortices of DEsCAR-
““ TEs, aere equally to be exploded.” 1 believe you will

find, my dear HamirTon, that Aristorre is ftill to
be preferred to Eprcurvus. The former made fome
ufeful experiments and dncovcries, and was engaged in
a real purfuit of knowledge, although his mannet is
much perplexed. * The latter was full of vanity and
ambition.  He was an impoftor, and only aimed at

de-
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