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PREFACE

Of the illusions which amuse the childish mind atimthat of Scientific Progress is not the leastiadh. It is the
most popular toy in the nursery called Modern @Gailion. The wisdom of yesterday is the jest oftndhe
superstition of tomorrow. Human experience shovsstthbe the case. Yet we go on believing we arkimga
discoveries. In the days of the Regency a physiciaked upon a patient who refused to be bled inmthe same
way that a modern practitioner regards an appdigle@se who declines to have the inflamed fragmembved.
Harley Street, in 1923, assures us that old tinngesy resulted in thousands of unnecessary deathslbss of
blood. Harley Street, in 2023, will probably deel#éinat our present method resulted in thousandamgcessary
deaths from loss of the appendix. We believe weetstdnd the phenomena of solar and lunar eclipselsbelieve
that we have measured the distances from thisantin & the visible planets. Five hundred yearsheyur
calculations will almost certainly be proved ridimus. Nevertheless, we go on believing we are ntp#liacoveries
A day must surely come when crowds shall throngataiting room of some consultant, famous for higihg
established the efficacy of cupping; when all skatiw that eclipses are not due to the earth'sshagthen to
common knowledge this same earth be stationarysindtars, moon and sun revolve around it.
What, then, do scientific discoverers discover?yldiscover (with certain notable exceptions) neutlbs to
contain old physic. They exhibit for our awe a tabérick coloured powder, which they have nametieiting
ending in "ium." It has always been, that brickazwked powder. An earlier race, dwellers, perhaps, great Sun
City now lost beneath an ocean, used it to dye tiesrds. They proclaim radium. And one day, it thayn some
forgotten tomb, a practical radium lamp is fourit atight. They bear witness to the triumph ofedtby erecting,n
New York or elsewhere, the worlds highest buildifoggetting that somebody or another built the GRyaamid.
They acclaim certain Japanese craftsmanship testfof its kind until among the treasures of adnipharaoh yet
finer examples are unearthed. Signor Marconi clirtashis friends who are hundreds of miles awayc8uld
Apollonius of Tyana. The cinematogragh shows usingpfigures of those who have passed over. Anypiggst of
Osiris could have shown us the same; so could Mdseschurches assured the world that we had echérge
the black ages of barbarism and were civilized r&hpon we plunged into the most savage and sanmguivex
recorded in the annals of man.
What, then, is Evolution? That it is a slow prociesthe case of humanity, experience would seeshav; but
since Lord
Rayleigh calculates the age of Mother Earth to 2 rillion years, the possibility of endless cycteggests itself.
That, by means of a ceaseless chemical operatiereléments (which we are constantly and configlentl
"discovering") become merged in forms variously Wnas coal, diamonds, lead, gold, and a host @afroth
commercial practicabilities, would seem to be atfias opposed to a Theory. And since many natuocgesses
can be atrtificially reproduced, why not this wedgof atom to atom?
Professor Richardson, speaking of recent expersmetdting to the structure of the nucleus of atateslared the
artificial transmutation of chemical elements toreev an established fact. In short, it would alnses#m that we
find ourselves upon the eve of "discovering" thdd3opher's Stone of medieval alchemy. ProfessamdrFisher,
of Yale, recently startled the world by announdingt a German chemist had succeeded in makingetyatold
from base metals by means of an electric vacuunafi@. Referring to this alleged experiment, inrdarview with
a representative of the "Daily Mail," Dr. Irvine [g&on, of University College, London, said: "Sorfardefinite
transmutation of aelement by building up heavy atoms of gold froghter metals has been achieved. On the «
hand, Sir Ernest Rutherford has disintegrated iceofethe lighter elements into one still light&vhile one cannot
say it is impossible, there seems no reason why gfubuld be specially singled out by Nature tohgeultimate
product of a building-up or breaking-down process.
"Supposing a certain amount of gold had been faarx a product of change, the question would ass® the
utility of the pracess. At present the only transmutation that has bffected has been, from the productive poil
view, extraordinarily ineffective and extravagdrttink that most scientists are interested in¢halteged
discoveries, but are inclined to be somewhat skabtintil definite proofs are forthcoming, whichnigy position in



the present case."

But whatever the facts may be regarding this modesaration, the attitude of leading scientists talxthe
possibilities of the German's vacuum furnace; etauthor of the present work, whose researchedhietsubject
of Alchemy have been exhaustive, appears to hawedfgood reason to believe that some of these syadbetic
gold! In the preface to his "Alchemy, Ancient an@dérn." Mr. Stanley Redgrave says: "The numberookb in
the English language dealing with the interestimgject of Alchemy, is not sufficiently great to oer an apology
necessary for adding thereto. Indeed, at the préises, there is an actual need for a further dbation on this
subject.”

The present work is apparently written with a viewectifying certain misconceptions which are heydhose wh
have criticized adversely the claims of the oldhahnists. This the author has sought to do by ggatémbatim fron
the alchemystical writers themselves. That he hasxsemsive library dealing with this subject, gaéthout saying
and of his deep and wide personal inquiries mertamalready been made.

His style betrays a profound belief in alchemyashe terms it, "the law of evolution as applicablenetals and
minerals." In this he evidently does not stand @l@s men eminent in science are to-day holdirsyvieiv as an
hypothesis, and are making more than tentativerexrpats to test it.

The "Periodic Table of Mendeleeff" points in thisedtion, at least as certainly as fossils do eekiolution of
animal and vegetable life. Sir Edward Thorpe afist have indicated definite numerical relationsveen the
members of the halogen group of Fluorine, ChlorBr®mine, and lodine. Also in the case of the & group of
Nitrogen, Phosphorus, Arsenic, Antimony, and Bidgmuétpparently similar relations can be shown tesekietweel
the members of the following group: Lithium, SodiuGopper, Silver and Gold. "These numerical retedjb says
the author, "seem to suggest affinity, even if they far from proving it, and affinity suggestdestst a common
parentage.

"Some investigators would appear to find in th&idy of alchemy, ground for putting forward an hipesis that
dogmas of religious belief are the foundations dictv alchemic writers have raised a bizarre terophemistry.
Further, that his chemistry was never practicatlyi@ved, but only used symbolically to veil cert@nets of
religion, such as the trinity. However, considerihg testimony on von Helmont and others, whicmoaibe lightly
set aside, and also the experiments of presensaastists, which far from disproving a law of ewmtidn in metals,
tend, indeed, to affirm it, such an hypothesis ses@dequate to account for the existence of alchiterature.”
Chemistry has been styled "the wise daughter oblish mother," but we see today that the daughter
investigating the maternal fairy tales with the agtcaution, lest they should be found too truerlvaide
interests would be jeopardized by a discovery efrtiethod of making gold by synthesis; and it islygamarkable
that more fiction has not been written around tassinating subject.

A cipher manuscript, by Friar Bacon, is now beingeistigated in America with a view to decodingitd perhaps
of getting at the truth of gold evolution. One wabirhagine it to be almost certain, however, that@eomits the
names of his ingredients, or else supplies falseesaas do other writers. There are many cipheakhemic
literature which have been discovered such namegradum, antimony, saturn (lead), stannum (tiei. each of
which is condemned as an ingredient by a consesfangters of repute. Doubtless, they are interpedao distract
the attention of the student from the name of tf@ioxima materia”, which name they have mentioopenly and
in the vulgar tongue.

This name according to the author of the presemk veogiven in order to acquaint the alchemist'knawn brother
adepts with the fact that he knows the materiég; itot written for the information of the tyro. U$) Sendivogius
writes that he "intimated the art from word to w@rdut that his hearers "could by no means unded$thim. Basil
Valentine named the substance openly. Eirenaelalélhes asserts that he could tell true writesmfsophisters
"by a secret character." Therefore, he must haweddhis word or character in the writers form whoenquotes. It
is, then, for others to find, but probably not inigher.

Alchemy, at one time, was undoubtedly under thésagfthe Church. The names of Flamel, Basil Vatenand
Bernard Trevisan may be cited, but without unduesst in the cases of Bacon, Ripley and Lully,atiéence is
stronger. Ripley had the permission of the ChuecWithdraw from his sacerdotal duties, in ordedéwote himself
to alchemy. It is impossible to conceive of thecsiam of the Church being given if the art wereuffalent in all
instances. History places it on record that ceréthemists were imprisoned by the sovereignsatést not for
fraud, but for refusing to exercise their art oirtgart its secret. This seems to imply that susaeshe art had lem
proved beyond doubt.

These hypotheses, and others which arise out of,thee extraordinarily fascinating; but after alkaid, remains
the concrete fact that there has been in the presgmo accredited demonstration of the art patethe great
work of transmuting baser metals into silver ordydevertheless, some of the foremost scientisEuobpe and
America are turning their eyes in the directiontwdt star which beckoned to Raymond Lully. We arssjbly abot



to witness the phenomenon of the Philosopher'seStomyth" of ancient superstition, emerging, tateifrom an
electric vacuum furnace! Who, now, shall deny tkistence of fairies or doubt the birth of the Gods?
SAX ROHMER

BRUTON STREET.
FEB. 5th, 1923



R.W. Councell Apollogia Alchymiae
Section |. Prefatory Remarks

Transcribed by Mark House.

SECTION |
Prefatory Remarks

This small treatise is intended to be a very Iméetatement of the claims of the alchemists. $eisforth largely in
their own words, and principally from their viewipp but the aspect from the standpoint of receigrdific
discoveries in the realm of physics, has not beemnlooked. Indeed, to have disregarded these lattarld have
been tantamount to neglecting the most trenchauinaents available, for making out an a priori dasfavour of

the existence of a law or laws of evolution througiity, applicable to all material things.
As all branches of physics point in this directins difficult to say which method of investigati appears to yield
the most striking intimations, and presumptive ewick, of the evolution of metals. Probably the spscope is
foremost. Considerations of space, and of the sobfies treatise, prevent further allusion to tiaiscinating
subject than is given in subsequent chapters. ifomiino proves the existence of this evolutionary by the
production of gold, there is no guerdon of fame;ré&sults of publicity in this matter are truly aiculable.
As regards the claims of the alchemists, thesévarfold: first, that a law of evolution obtainstime mineral and
metallic realm; and second, that its working hasnbgractically demonstrated. Modern writers on dsem and
modern critics of alchemy, do not definitely dehg possibility of evolution, but they do assert tihe practical
proof of the existence of such a law has not yesgd successfully through the crucial test. Yetritd of the
alchemists' assertions is vouched for in the malsihen language possible. Without any obligatioddcso, writers
have pledged their hopes of eternal salvation wpernruthfulness of their statements. Some of thgers of the
alchemists are amongst the most sublime outpoudhgsul extant. | instance two only: Ripley's prin the
Medulla of Alchemy, commencing "O most incompretielesLight,” and Basil Valentine's preface to hist Will
and Testament. These and the prayers and pioudajans of the other alchemists e.g., Artephidaifel, Bacon,
Geber, Kalid, Hermes are worthy to be preserved taibe made accessible to the ordinary readeas¥ert that
such men are liars, or are deluded when they sgyhhve evolved gold and silver, is tantamountimitting that
one is ignorant of psychology. There is no roomdelusion or self deception, as there might beitnegsing a
conjuring trick.

PRAYER OF BASIL VALENTINE LAST WILL AND TESTAMENT

"O Lord God Almighty, merciful gracious Father dfifie Only Begotten Son Jesus Christ, who art dmdyitord of
Sabaoth, the principle of all things that are magléhy word, and definite end of all creatures abaxd below; I,
poor miserable man and earthworm, return thanks muit babbling tounge from the innermost center gpteart,
who hast been pleased to enlighten me with the §gte of Thy heavenly and earthly wisdom, and ¢fneatest
mysteries of the created secrecies and treasutbsaforld, together with Thy divine saving wolxy;, which |
learn to know Thine Almighty power and wonders.Tliee belongs eternal praise, honour and glory, Etamity
unto eternity, that Thou hast bestowed on me healthlivelihood, strength and ability to be helgiuimy fellow
Christians in their necessities and inflicted imfities with these mystical healing medicines, thgewith such
spiritual comforts, to raise the drooping spiriterd, to Thee alone belongs power, might and gltwryi,hee is the
praise, honour and gratefulness, for all the merai@ graces Thou has bestowed upon me, and bastyed me
therein to this my great age, and lowest comfdutsnot angry with me that | deliver up to Thee, eréternal
Creator, the keys of my stewardship; wrapped uhisparchment, according to the duty my callind aanscienc
calls for; with these Thou did suffer me to keepig®mthe most of my time till now, Thou hast cabed foreseen
me to be thy servant and steward, and hast grdgiafferded, that | should enjoy the noble sweatté which wer:
gathered in thy almonary to my last instant, anéctvimow O Lord lieth in Thy power. | beseech Theethe dear
merits of Jesus Christ, come now, when Thou pléaseslose my heart, receive my soul into Thy habwvthrone
of grace; let her be recommended unto Thee grdgi@u3 hou faithful God, who hast redeemed her anHiioly
Cross with the most precious tincture of the trloo8 of Thy holy body: then is my life well ended this earth,
grant to the body a quiet rest, till at the last,dsdy and soul join again, and are of a heaveoigposition: for



now my only desire is to be dissolved, and to bt wiy Lord Christ: the which Thou, Almighty, Holgind
Heavenly Trinity grant to me, and all good Christizelievers. Amen."

PRAYER OF RIPLEY IN MEDULLA ALCHEMIAE

"O most Incomprehensible Light, most glorious inj@ssy, who with the clarity of Thy heavenly raysstidarken
our dimmer light; O substantial Unity, the Divinér€e, the joy and rejoicing of the heavenly hdst,dlory of our
redemption. Thou most merciful, the purifier of Bp@nd the perpetual subsistence, O most gradiowmsjgh daily
dangers and perils which Thou sufferest us to wajeand through this vexatious veil of vanity, lorims to Thy
Heavenly Kingdom. "O power and wisdom, Thou goodrieexplicable, uphold us daily, and be our guide a
director, that we may never displease thee altithes of our lives, but obey Thee as faithful prefes of Thy Holy
name. Early, even betimes, O Lord, hear Thou mygssa by virtue of Thy grace help forward my desjend
enable me, | beseech Thee, to perform Thy Holy.\ilmost excellent fountain, boundless in treasurbeu
scatterest Thy good things without measure amahgsions of men, and Thou makest every other ceetdu
partake of Thine especial kindness. Thou art worthizord, to behold the works of Thy hand and ttedd what
Thy right hand hath planted, that we may not limprafitably, nor spend the course of our yearsanities. Grant,
therefore, we beseech Thee, that we may live witfadsehood and deceit, thavoiding the great danger of a sir
course of life, we may escape the snares of sind"@s | renounceth love of the things of this liéad the
concupiscence or lusts thereof, so accept of mgsétvant, as a true and spontaneous votary, wiodlyadepends
on Thy goodness, with all confidence, possessitigimgp more. "We submit ourselves to Thee, for gs fit;
vouchsafe Thy light to discover to us the immonteasures of life; shew us Thy hidden things, amdnerciful and
good unto us. "Among the rest of Thy servants, ptudess Thy name, | offer myself with all humbldmission;
and | beseech Thee O Lord, to forgive me, if | opad reveal Thy secrets to Thy faithful servantsieA."

These men declare that they have actually donedhle themselves, by their own hands; one exceptidhis
being stated by the author of The Book of Alzés Bimply a question of having produced ten foltiuadred fold,
or a thousand fold more gold and silver than wasl s a ferment. A man who states definitely tkeatds
accomplished this work is telling the simple truthhe is a conscious and self condemned liar.a$ehiad a certain
result, and the theory he puts forward is intenealccount for this phenomenon through perfecttyna causes;
and if the material and working are correct theesaesult must inevitably follow.

If he reads many alchemic books, the unbiased nihbewnable to avoid the conclusion that the atoist had
done that which he solemnly asserted he had agtambmplished, viz., produced gold which was not jmesty in
existence. The whole possibility turns on this pdiis gold a compound body?" Chemists can onlytkay they
have not yet succeeded in splitting it up, if indlesach a statement is true. It could also be $aitlit acts like a
simple body. This latter is not a sufficient argumydor many compounds take, for example, ethyl amdnonia act
as simple bodies to form bases, salts, amalgardss@on. These compounds were formerly considerbe t
simple.

It has been stated that nitrogen, hitherto consitiew be a simple element has been split up intorheand
hydrogen. The diamond has been proved to cons&iraéthing more than crystallized carbon. Wherdyaizahas
been accomplished, the possibility of synthesistbd® considered, especially in "lifeless"” thin§everal books
have been written suggesting, and actually statirag,the art is impossible. Reduced to its sintgkrsns, this
means that these detractors have not accomplibleeddrk, and know of no one who has. The Periodiw,Lif it
points in any direction, points in the directioneslution. The evidence of the spectroscope shibatsthe older a
heavenly body is, the more "elements"” it contalis. sun contains more elements than younger simesedrth
contains more elements than the sun, althougtotimeei were thrown off from the sun, and probablgtamed at
that time precisely the same number as its pamnflde spectroscope fails to detect gold in nelyudamet
emanations, or in any of the suns, including ours.

Sir Roderick Murchison geologist and metallurgaitighat gold was "the latest formed metal." Neatlyif not all,
metallurgists and miners agree that the occurrefigeld is mainly asrface phenomenon. There is also the cul
belief that the: "tailings" of gold mines show ma@@d, the longer they are left. These tailingslafeby companie
who have efficient plant, including mercury, sodganide, etc., for dissolving out, or amalgamatiith the gold;
the tailings as a rule are worked over by Chinamsng only the cradle and pan. Lock, on page 78W<f
monumental work entitled Gold, writes: "Many of ttadings cannot, by their position, have beenared gold
sand descending to them by gravity, or by wateasiis.” Basil Valentine, in Chapter Il of his Lasill\&nd
Testament, also mentions the matter. Gold haspprantly ascended from the interior of the eagither as fluid,
solid, or as volatilized into vapour. In either eathe gold would be more abundant towards theiantel he
converse is true. Surface workings are the riclzast;even the reefs themselves get poorer as #ialegper. The
are few exceptions to this general rule.



If Nature is still producing gold on the earth, siiebably does so in the form of minute specks. Auggets are
probably aggregations of these specks depositedfdlutid in which they were suspended or carriedonhich
they were in solution. It is unlikely that theseras of gold are formed by one dry metal acting motler; and it is
said "One body entereth not, or altereth not andtfidere must, it appears, be a medium, a fluidioa of union.
The author of Aurea Catena Homeri writes: "A medifnanion is wanting. They (the students) shoutakléor
such a medium. One metal does not and cannotiaittea radical union with another without their med of
union; this medium they have lost at the meltingp&ece, near the mines. Go there and look for itake its like."
For those who work with common sulphur, mercuryt, sériol, and antimony, he writes the followingylany
authors have written that the vitriolic gur be fiist matter of metals, others say that antimonhésroot and
mother of the metals, this has caused much eridsd: "That metals are reducible into sulphur, neycand salt, |
allow, but that they should immediately proceeddfrem, | cannot find. | find no running mercuryttme mines
near the metals; but will in cinnabar ore"; whiektér fact is not strange, when one comes to thioker.

The alchemists teach that the ordinary metals arémperfect but also impure; so here comes inubtiowork,
Viz., removing impurities an arduous task and theading up to the gold standard. The substancehahizy
indicate as the material or subject, of the grédlbpophic experiment is, they say, imperfect, inuma, unripe,
green, but not impure. John Pontanus quoted withasjal by others says: "He which separates anythorg the
subject or matter, thinking it to be necessarytgsdo) wholly errs in his philosophy: That whichsisperfluous,
unclean, filthy, feculent, and in a word, the wheldstance of the subject is transmuted or chaimyea perfect,
fixed, and spiritual body, by the help of our firghich the wise men never revealed.”

In concluding the prefatory remarks, | should likeurge the necessity of not according to commemvalue, the
same importance, as should be attached to thedextnented onThis applies to this treatise, and to all manyxe
and edited books, in which the author gives hisrprietation of alchemic writers. The following aamples:
Figulus, Kelly, Samuel Norton, Arthur Dee, PetrusnBs, W. Salmon, Yardley, De Winter, Backstrom, trel
volumes of Collectanea Hermetica ; these may sffltough the list could be extended considerdbtioes not
apply to the comments of adepts upon adepts; lart these criticisms, strictures, or explanatioheukl be
carefully weighed.

Every ancient faith or philosophy has been emasedilay friend and foe alike; through the mediuncafhments,
glosses, and biassed interpretations; which haegantly assumed the authority which is inhereiy anthe
original text. In these Ief sections is presented a consensus of opinxinaated from ancient alchemic writings
order to establish certain facts, and to corredaageglaring misrepresentations. That the traghneasily have
swollen to an unmanageable size, will be knowmtsé who are aware that an enormous mass of literest
available, from which to draw. As to the identititbe proxima and prima materiae, the writer's @onclusions
are not pertinent to the scope of this treatibey tare, therefore omitted. Neither is it usefuhtivise as to which
books are the best to study; for all do not gaiovikedge from the same point of view; as Eirenaeunsarks in his
preface to Ripley Revived. Pictorial presentatiohthe theory and practice of the art are invaleablch as those
of Flamel, Maier, Basil Valentine and Splendor Sdlhis last recently issued by Kegan, Paul & Co.).
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SECTIONII.
Modern Criticism.

In order that the statements of modern critics bmpssessed at their proper value, a list is hees of things

which Ripley, endorsed by Eirenaeus, says are sseddd even injurious in the work. Other emindstiemists, ir
their candid moments, warn students against usiesetand many other ingredients.

Antimony (not worth a mite), amalgams, acids, at@ew corrosive waters, arsenic, orpiment bloogpeo rust,
copper vitriol, eggs, egg-shells, ferments, haim, steel, iron scales, crocifer, soul of leatthaige, mercury
(quicksilver), vermillion, mercury sublimed, mergurecipitated, marchasite, oils from calces, bliroe, rubified
imperfect bodies, spirits, sulphur, sandiver, drebsé salts : ammoniac, alkali, alembroth, attindestar, common
salt, gem, petre, soda, tinctures white and redewitiols (i.e., sulphates, and other crystatlizalts). The author
of the Mystery and Romance of Alchemy and Pharmmerites: " Men of undoubted ability and genius wddteth
their lives and their fortunes over the search for thisilMle chimera, etc.” The use of the word "chiméngjlies, of
course, that he does not believe that any of thenwbat they claimed to have done. He prejudgesviae
guestion from the standpoint of his own attainme&tsalso, some say " there is no God " becaugehtinee not
found Him. He also says: "The notorious Dr. Desaisl to have received immense sums of money frqresitor
imparting the coveted secret, which he demonstiayatieans of an ingenious trick." He does not qaote
authority for so important a statement, nor exptaian the nature of the ingenious trick.
Again: "Bacon states that sulphur and mercury laeentineral roots and natural principles upon wiNeture
herself acts and works in the mines and cavertiseoéarth; the latter metal he believed to bertee ¢lixir of the
philosopher's stone.” This is not a true presentrmeBacon's sayings. Bacon did not believe andhdidwrite that
the metal mercury was an ingredient. He says: ‘fireework is the reducing the Body into Water, ttiginto
Mercury." And: "Our tincture then, is only genetaut of the mercury of the wise. . . because ftoisiMercury
alone, is the Virtue and Power of this our Magigtand it so resolves every (Metalline) Body, tihahay be
augmented or multiplied.” "The second principleaf Stone is called Mercury." Notice the Body is$ diszsolved
in Mercury, there is no amalgam; but resolved,thers say, into a clear water, called by them Msrcthis
modern author also says: ". . . others, includihgZ®s and Merlin, believed it to be an amalganotf gnd
mercury, fantastically called the Red man and higt&Mwife." It is difficult to understand how mangading of
alchemic treatises save of the most superficiad kian give rise to such an interpretation. Justheis sulphur was
not brimstone, for it was incombustible (see GeBendivogius, etc.), so their mercury was neitlyeirdrgyrum
nor any of its salts. (See Ripley's "Erroneous Expents.") True, the Red Man is gold but the Meycwvhich is
the White Wife, was a substance compounded bytemtefore, not mercury. Eirenaeus on Ripley: "Tagtisecret
is to know our Mercury, which is not common, butifeiial, drawn from three heads by the mediation of one th
etc. He makes the same misinterpretation of theeahbic writers; since they agree that common sulpghoot
meant, and not used. Extracts from authors ompitiigt will be given later. "The Story of Alchemyimbodies
several errors which are perpetuated by other asithod it is the importance of these errors, andhthe work,
which necessitates somewhat extended notice hereegards the Story of Alchemy, the impressiondafthe
mind by reading it is that the author thinks ther@y be something in it after all. He mentions thiaere gold is,
silver is found (and he might have added iron) &t all lead contains some silver. But why?dsvifrom hints
less evident than this that Wallace and Darwin bbgpexl the theory of evolution. The author says:.'the one
experiment which seems to us to be the crucialraxeat of the system, was never accomplished."sBtely he
cannot expect, for his positive assertion of a tiegaa credence he himself denies to others wdtte ¢he contrary.
Indeed, the author of that highly esteemed trautitled The Hermetic Art, himself writes: "It is htawful, nor
commendable to reprobate an art, by judges wha@aogant of its laws as well as the facts; andigimeorant
negative of such, is by no means sufficient tcaséte the affirmative knowledge of so many menrafuestionabl
credit, piety and virtue, supported by arguments@rcumstances of incontestable force.”
These men asserted not merely a theory, but thgthtad accomplished the work with their own haadsl had



done so more than once. | will instance Flamelf@eus Philalethes, and Basil Valentine. The |atabngst
many other things, discovered fulminating goldstithe modern chemist believes, because he knaxssts, and
knows how to prepare it. But he discredits Basilevitine's assertion that he has made gold; heveslié cannot b
made, because it has not come within his own krgdeor experience. And only on those grounds, éocdnnot
affirm that it is scientifically impossible or inedible. It is necessary to lodge an emphatic praigsinst the
unfairness, the scarcely veiled contempt, thatames the criticism of the claims of the alchemistee criticism
professes to be an impartial and scientific ingegion of the theory of the existence of a law\adlation. It is
neither impartial nor scientific.

The author of the Story of Alchemy cites the pagaiflMercury and the Alchemist out of Sendivogicausy says:
"Sometimes the patient rebelled." Our author dagsay why this common mercury rebelled, yet Sevgius
mentions the reason. It is because hydrargyruheisvtong "mercury" altogether, and could not acdwhghe
things the pseudo-alchemist required of it. Thistiee fact could not be missed by the most careteasder. "Of
what wilt thou make the Philosopher's Stone?" Atelst "Of Mercury , sir." Senex: "Oh what Mercury?"
Alchemist: "There is but one Mercury." Senex: 8tiue, there is but one Mercury, but altered vl according
to the variety of places; one is purer than anctifdchemist: O, sir, | know how to purify it veryell with vinegar
and salt, with nitre and vitriol." Senex: "I tefige this is not the true purifying of it, neitherthis, thus purified, the
true Mercury: wise men have another Mercury, aratlar manner of purifying it."

Again, Alchemist: "Do tell me if thou art the trivéercury, or if there be another.” Mercury: "I am fdery, but
there is another.” And so on, all through the plaerabhe modern author says: "Those who pretend&dduw,
abused and vilified those who differed from theifhie word "pretended” abuses and vilifies those sdlemnly
swore that they had done the work; it also begssiae question. He quotes Madathanas in suppdnisof
statement, omitting, however, to quote the follogyoregnant sentence by the same author. "To thé Mgh and
Almighty God, the Creator of this Art, Whom it hgileased to reveal to me, wretched, sinful mamiswer to my
prayer), this most precious knowledge, be eterrabp, glory, honour, and thanksgiving." This altére standpoit
to that of an honest man who is indignant with éheio defraud others by false methods, knowing tteebe false
and futile. In the same partial manner he quotes@hly True Way and omits this sentence: "l mysglf not
speak out as plainly as | would, for | am silenbgdhe vow, which binds all the masters of the 'Afine does not
need to be an expert in economics to visualize wioaild happen if a recipe were given "making thitsaa
common as the baking of bread, or the brewing ef.be

On page 96 : Op. cit. the author writes: "The sturgted in chap. lll., from Michael Sendivogioukjstrates the
difficulty which the alchemists themselves had imerstanding what they meant by the term "Mercwsgt;there i
perhaps no word more often used by them than $ltahe of them evidently took it to mean the substahen, and
now called mercury; the results of this literakimiretation were disastrous; others thought of orgras a
substance which could be obtained, or, at any naight be obtained, by repeatedly distilling ordinenercury,
both alone and when mixed with other substances, ldere, again, he makes no distinction betweeheathists
who had, or might have, done the work, and whagfioee, knew perfectly well what "their mercury" syand
those who were groping after the hidden meanirthede adepts. He mentions that Basil Valentineenttot
"Dedicatory Epistle" to the Triumphal Chariot of thnony. Surely this is written by his commentatdrebdore
Kerckringius; it is exactly his style, as used is &ddress "to the Reader" and in the commentsigiiaut the work.
Furthermore, these words occur in the Dedicatorigtep "Since in the words of Basilius, | have ablg gained a
place in a higher class."

The author of the Story Of Alchemy also says: "Vakow lion was the alchemical symbol of yellow ghides, the
red lion was synonymous with cinnabar, and therglea meant salts of iron and of copper.” Ripleysinhave
heard, or read, similar remarks nearly 500 yeaos g he says in his Erroneous Experiments: "Alaoought in
Sulphur and in Vitriol, which fools do call the @reLion." Also in Ripley's "Sixth Gate":

"The said Menstrua is (I say to thee in counseb Blood of our Green Lion, and not of Vitriol."

Ripley, in his Medulla Alchimiae, contrasts thes® iGreen Lions. All these lions are one in natheugh two in
substance; the Green is a very immature or unhiipg tthe Yellow is a more matured state of "ouripe Gold,"
the Red Lion is the perfect state, sometimes agpdighe philosopher's red stone, but more ustaltyrdinary g@ld.
Neither of these lions contained common sulphur,ceonmon mercury, nor any of their derivatives.tNei Hg no
S entered into the composition of the Great Stasés shown later on. Again: "Black sulphides weaked eagles,
and sometimes crows." | cannot find it so in mydieg. "When black sulphide of mercury is stronggated, a red
sublimate is obtained, which has the same compasits the black compound; if the temperature ikapt very
high, but little of the red sulphide is produc#te alchemist is directed to urge the fire, "¢leeblack crows will g
back to the nest."

The application of the production of these sulpkidEmercury to the process of the sages is hoglglesong.



First, they used no mercury and could, thereforedyce no sulphide of mercury; second, they usesluighur; so,
it being absent, could not combine with the merauijch was not present. Thirdly, the essential edavere not
black then red: the black itself was soft, bubhliplgstic substance. The colours are black, ablue, iridescent,
then white.

Scala Philosophorum says: "The sign of the firstqmt whiteness is the manifestation of a certitiiie Icircle, as of
hair that is passing over the head, which will e the sides of the vessels round about theeniata kind of
citrine or yellowish colour.” This ends in perfeiiivery whiteness. This is the White Stone; itfexthented" with a
"oily calx of silver" to produce the elixir whichansmutes metals (chiefly copper and iron) inteeilver. The
White Stone can, without opening the glass, befirtbby a higher degree of heat into the Red Stdhe.attentive
student also knows that the crow never evolutemlangcarlet bird direct, but first into a dovesaman. So in the
account of the Noachian deluge, the dove comedtietstory after the raven had disappeared. Ard la¢ get the
account of the red wine of Noah's vineyard. Theest@o ways of viewing The Story Of Alchemy ; eithibe
author has not succeeded in deciphering the codehwie alchemists used to notify their discovergach other;
or he has. In the latter case, it may have seemed ® him to discourage belief in metallic evauti or in the
alternative, to suggest to inquirers the wrong nteén order that the foundations of society ntigbt be
upheaved.

The nearer an investigator approaches the he#lreafiystery, the more cautious he becomes in tikgpu
utterances, for the reasons | have stated.

In Alchemy, Ancient and Modern, by H. Stanley Rexlgr, are the following brief and pregnant sentent&#at
would be the result if gold could be cheaply praeti®’ ". . . the financial chaos which would folla®it were to be
cheaply obtained, surpasses the ordinary imagim&tihe above named book, issued originally in 194 Written
in the spirit of investigation, and should be stdiSo much has been discovered lately in the reafphysics, that
we are justified in presuming that not every writerthis tremendous subject, and who employs acuobstyle, is
necessarily merely posing as a mystigogue; or tsechis innate and inordinate vanity fears exposiiie.unbiase
student must, | think, conclude that these merodised this evolutionary law: that they were ageadvance of
their times, and are still in advance of ours. Winenconsider the paucity of their resources we roostlude, alsc
that their materials were common and cheap, andriethod, from a view, simple. All their would-lraitators
have been far too subtle and elaborate.

A History of Chemistry, by the late J. Campbell #mg embracing the subject of alchemy, requireseradim
extended review. A few extracts given before entgadn the review may assist the reader to judgehenehis
author's opinion is biased, or scientifically «di.

Speaking of Raymond Lully, he writes (p.97): "Therg goes that he was employed by Edward I. of &mgjito
make gold for minting, and that he had a laboratoryhis purpose at Westminster; but analysidefdoins of that
king does not bear out the tale, for they are faende pure gold, not gold of the philosophers138: "Of course,
when we read that Paracelsus said that he possegsetion of this mystic substance, and he agtuehsmuted
base metals into gold, we feel sure that he waplgitelling a lie. Or when we read that Raymundly.was
presented to Edward I. by the abbot of Westminsted,that he made gold for the king from base reathich golc
was used for making coins: and when by assays se@wér that surviving specimens of these coingangposed
of genuine gold, we assume that either King EdveairBaymund Lully was deceived at some point ofgtexess.
In a later century, Henry VI. of England and ChaN#él. of France coined a quantity of gold madethoy
Philosopher's Stone, but that gold was undoubtgullyious."

P.201, on Van Helmont: "He asserted that he hadaligtwitnessed the transmutation of a base metalgold, a
remarkable statement from a man of his lofty charaand shrewd powers of observation, which hasdede to
think that the adepts may have approached neatike tdlagnum Opus than is usually supposed." Of Ed\Kally,
he writes: "He seems to have been an accompli&ued |

Touching on these points briefly, he asserts tblt goins of Edward |. are good gold, and therefaeproduced
by alchemic art; and conversely, the gold coindgéemry VI. of England, and Charles VII. of Frane&s
debased, therefore, presumably, alchemy may hale@ hand in producing it. ". . . we assume théeeiKing
Edward or Raymund Lully was deceived at some pafitihe process.” The author seems to assume thavéls a
chemical experiment; but evidently it was an ordir@mmercial issue, and had it not been profitathie gold
would have been purposely debased to make it dly. did not strike the coins, he only handed oveldgo the
king's coiners. A happy deception, truly, whereepgld results, and everyone is perfectly satisfied

With regard to the episode of Henry VI., thereasawidence as to the kind of gold handed to thieiaffminters;
but there is abundant reason supplied by the disasevents of that reign, for the necessity ofldaged coinage
for internal circulation. State paper money at p86 cent. profit was not then known. The debasingbm was
known and practiced in every state at some periidts distory, and this quite apart from alchentiie critic is



therefore hard pressed for his argument and iitistn to drag in Henry VI. of England and Charlds df France,
and on the same page to discredit, by a suddea-faie the account of Edward I.

His statement concerning Van Helmont is distorthd;latter did not merely "witness" a transmutatioere is the
account according to Helmont." | had once giverntimeefourth part of a graint<all a grain that which takes 60C
make an ounce. | made projection therewith, wrappgper, upon eight ounces of quicksilver, havimafe a
little noise, stopped antbngealed into a yellow mass. Having melted & strong fire, | found within eleven grai
of eight ounces of most pure gold, so that a goéthis powder would have transmuted into very ggottl, 19,15¢
grains of quicksilver."

Helvetius, also asserts that with a fragment ofathiosopher's stone about the size of half a puseed, he
transmuted half an ounce of lead (and some silu&)six drams and two scruples of most pure gblds
transmutation was done by himself and his wifdyamhe, in his own crucible, on lead cut off by hifhsand the
adept who gave him the elixir was not present. €pisode is not mentioned apparently in The Histdry
Chemistry.

Neither does he record the demonstrations of DeePof Guildford, in May, 1782. These eight oraiconsecutive
transmutations were done in the presence of sewérasses, with all the precautions the latteddolevise. They
are given in full detail in The Annual Register foe year 1782, published in London, 1783. It fiddilt to
imagine that the learned author of The History b&®istry had not read the accounts of HelvetiuszmdPrice.
On page 2, the author cited, writes : "The professbthat art (alchemy). . .engaged themselveassearch for whi
was by them unattainable.” Here the accent seenessarily to fall upon the words "by them"; he doescommit
himself here to the statement that the art is irsibdes per se.

On page 5, the following occurs : ". . .two philpbeal follies of the schoolman, the search forgh#osopher's
stone, and for the elixir of life."

Page 10."The Chaldean Nebo corresponds with thal metrcury and the planet mercury." And on pageR@m
the Chaldeans alchemy passed to the Egyptians,™Alidough quicksilver played an important partlchemy,
the ancient Egyptians were not acquainted withsitit was not discovered till a much later date.amcient
Chaldean astronomy, Nebo may have been ascriltbe f@anet Mercury, but how it could correspond tmetal
which there is no mention until about 300 B.C., dla¢hor does not attempt to explain. In ChapteitWill be
found that such ascription was made about the ¢#tttury.

Page 9, he remarks that "there were no mines tiledfliel in Chaldea, and so this knowledge andl skist have
been slowly acquired by some other nation domidite@ metalliferous and fuel-growing country.” Talehemists
assert positively that no metal is an ingredierthefwork (with the exception of gold or silver itvhich to
"ferment” the elaborated "white stone"), therefgm@sumably, the art of alchemy could be practinatbuntries
deficient in metals, so long as the necessary afymawas obtainable.

As we know that the ancient Chaldeans and Egyptigane proficient in making vessels of glass andheamvare,
we also may assume that they could and did makkltioeatory apparatus they required, including ixles. The
modern critic holding—or pretending to hold—that smphistication and adulteration of gold and silv@nstituted
the art of alchemy, requires the presence of niketallis loads.The alchemist required the absencealtblye tests
known to him—of every kind of metal, including galdd silver and mercury. Therefore, the entire stpseture
of criticism collapses, being theoretically buiian a nonexistent foundation.

As in the case of mercury and other metals soialgan the case of sulphur. This, and other sutsts such as
arsenic, bismuth, and salts are in alchemy anabtmthe false gods set up in the Egyptian templasye in very
ancient times an apparently pure monotheism exi¢ied6 op. cit.).

On page 21, and elsewhere, "theiou apyrou" is et as "unburnt sulphur,” and therefore the lthisi is called
"sulphur-water." The correct translation of ggrous” is "unchanged by fire"; this not only tdyaiegatives ordinai
sulphur, but also corresponds to that which theeatists have named, in the tongues of Chaldea,tE4yqbia,
Greece, and Rome, "sulphur incombustible." The igipa depicted is also unsuitable for distillingpduir, or for
collecting any sulphur gases.

The true "sulphur" which was incombustible in tive,f"and valued not its martyrdom at all," hasait&logy in the
bush which Moses saw, which burned in the fire viza$ not consumed, and in the Hebrew youths whe w&st in
the fiery furnace, over whom "the fire had no pawenor had the smell of fire passed on them.fdwadhg
logically on the assumption of manipulation of $ulp the author, on page 24, identifies the ddtatergas which
issues as sulphuretted hydrogen, but he theretwegpithat his sulphur was not "unchanged by fire."

On page 33 he quotes : "This is the definitiorhef $tone which is not a stone, nor of the natueesibne. It is a
stone which is engendered every year. Its mineuad on the summit of the mountains. It is a miheoatained in
sand and in rocks of all hills; it is found alsocislouring matters, in the sea, in trees, in plantsvaters, etc. As
soon as you have recognised it, take it and madadxeof it." (In other words, calcine it and redutt an oxide.)



"Extract its soul, body, and spirit, separate eafdhese things, and place it in the special vasielwis set apart for
it. Mix the colours, as painters do for black, whiyellow and red, and as doctors do in their méguwhere enter
the moist and the dry, the warm and the cold, tifitasd the hard, in such a way as to obtain a-badknced
mixture, favorable to bodies. This done by thedidetermined weights. Then are united in one ttieierse
gualities."

This well-known extract is endorsed by other alchemistspbutmodern critics do not attempt to explain hother
common sulphur, or any one of the ingredients thewtion, fulfills, or can fulfill the conditions he set out. On
pages 86, 87 and elsewhere, the statement is inadeopper is the basis of much of the work dedaite
Chrysopoeia, Argyropoeia and the Turba. If thisenderally true, they would not be alchemic treas.

This extract is given from Parmenides in the Tuitkend., 1896), pages 33, 34 : "Leave, thereforejifokll and
superfluous things, and take quicksilver, coagulatbe body of magnesia, in kuhul or in the sulplvhich does
not burn ; make the same nature white, and plageoib our copper when it becomes white. And if gelkcstill
more it becomes red, when if ye proceed to coctiddecomes gold, etc."

In the History of Chemistry it is given thus, thentents of the brackets being our author's intéagion or
interpolation: "Take quicksilver; coagulate it withe body of magnesia (meaning magnetite, sulptiidgatimony,
sulphide of lead, sulphide of tin, or pyrites) vath kuhul (i.e., sulphide of antimony) or unbusulphur, render its
nature white and put it in upon our copper, anilitwhiten the copper. If you render the mercuegythe copper
will redden, and if one then heats, it will becogudd, etc.” (Note : the ore magnetite mentioneairyauthor
happens to be singularly free of sulphur.)

Taking the points seriatim : "Leave, therefore, iftdth and superfluous things," i.e., there is nedéor extraneou
things, for the "mercury," the "magnesia,” anddhek "copper" are but separated parts of the Ong,thow
purified, and about to be reunited, and not thiiem @hings. This is emphasized by many Masterd,eren in the
Turba it is said by Lucas (page 41) : "For ye neetda number of things, but one thing only, whielkeach and
every grade of your work is changed into anothéuneg

"Take quicksilver,"i.e., the volatile "mercury" vdfi has been distilled from the body. "Coagulatdhebody of
magnesia," i.e., in the white salt, the philosopsitammoniac which has also comeamp separated itself from t
dark body (kuhul or philosophic antimony, or blde&d). In both works the dark body is whitened, farticularly
in the sealed glass; and it is this latter workchiis here intended.

"And if ye cook still more it becomes red. In thestary of Chemistry version the translation rangthtlf you
render the mercury red, the copper will redden;-etto the modern author this must seem curiousfifsirthe red
copper is made white, and then its redness isregbto it, by two very elaborate procedures witthemne or two,
or more of the things he mentions. But with thdgduphic base which they call Venus or coppes itat
incongruous, for their copper is not red after'tmercury” and the "magnesia” have beeresefed from it, but dau
or obscure.

At the risk of irksome reiteration it is necesstaraffirm that competent alchemists were awardefiresence of
"combustible feculent sulphur" in sulphide orestsas sulphide of antimony, sulphide of lead, swphof tin, and
pyrites; also in the sulphurets, sulphites, andstiiphate salts, and condemned them on that acamitrinerely as
useless, but as prejudicial to the art. They applgreegarded sulphur or brimstone as a waste byghpst, in the
evolutionary process. See Sendivogius' TreatisBubphur, and his Parable.

Most of the extracts quoted in the History of Chetmyi, are of little importance, and have no autiatikie value,
being by unknown authors, and the attempted indé¢afion of any quotation is unconvincing. Very femiracts are
given from the writings of men held by consent ¢éoddepts ; and these few are quoted with insuffigieference ti
the context, and no reference at all to any statsrigy their authors or others, whichatjty the surface meaning
such extracts.

The same suggestion of bias is shown in varyinggions in the other critical books reviewed irstbection. For
instance, the Story of Alchemy in Chapter VI, sugjgehat the idea of alchemy and transmutation naag arisen
in a manner something like this :--A steel knifad# is immersed in a solution of sulphate of copaed on
withdrawing it, it is found to be coated with a dsjt of copper. [See also Sir Edward Thorpe's 'Bilisbf
Chemistry." Vol. I., p.34. Watts & Co., 1921.] "Whaore simple than to conclude that the iron hanbe
transformed into copper?" Also, apparently, we msgume that when the knife blade was dipped ituaatad
solution of salt, and was removed with a deposgadtf upon it, the very simple alchemist, who wa®=pert
worker in metals, precious stones, glass, pottary, would be overjoyed at the discovery of atainee of
evolutionary law transmuting iron into an alkalget. According to Roscoe a knowledge of the pridgepf iron
vitriol can be traced at least as far back as Gebat in what dim ages antedating Egypt, or théeég, the
knowledge of copper salts began, we have in thioHi®f Chemistry men acute and clever, in silvgrigilding,
depositing one metal on another, and in the migiihgetals in fusion.



These two eminent authors do not agree as to whitthelchemists were most noted for skilled cugrin
credulous simplicity. They both commit the fundata¢and very elementary mistake of taking alchemsimes of
materials literally, though protesting that theyrad. For example, on page 186, op. cit.: "Gollesiand mercury
constitute the material of the stone, after theyeHzeen prepared by art." The following lines, pade 187, prove
that these names are constructed literally.

On pages 187, 188 are the following: "To speaknptathe materials for the work were gold trichtj silver
nitrate, and mercury bichloride. This mixture waslesed in a glass matrass called the Philosopégg swhich
was hermetically sealed by fusion of the neck."dénen, there is no sulphur ; moreover, it isapgarently
possible that such a mixture could become by thlask, iridescent, white, and lastly a permanedt As
mentioned elsewhere, the alchemists especiallyspadifically condemn a mixture of gold and silvierst a
monstrous lineage be begotten."

". . .the alchemists seem to have employed amwiplwith a wick composed of amianth or flexibleestbs."
Nothing could be further from the truth. Basil Viatime has said : "Our fire is a common fire, andfomace is a
common furnace." "Let no prattling sophister lead ynto error with many furnaces. As our furnacedmimon, so
is our fire common." Urbigerus in Aphorism 72 says:.we have our self alone without the help iy areature
living prepared them all on a common kitchen fag s very well known to several co-adepts ounfigg who
could not but admire and approve our industry." Afram these statements is the fact that a sefiity fierce heat
could not be obtained for the final stage, by mexran oil lamp. The modern critics are vitallwatiance with
each other, and none touches the hem of the mystery

The alchemist prepared gold chloride in order toggéd oxide; or, according to Roscoe, to obtaildgo a final
state of division. It is one of these latter—and thettrichloride—which they used in preparing temient. As
regards the silver nitrate , the alchemists defipiand by name condemn the dissolving of silveagnfortis (or
nitric acid), alleging that this is not a true isibphic solution, but rather a process which dgsttioe "radical
humidity," and is comparable rather to melting bog than to a natural process. The acid, if useal atvas used (as
ag. regia was employed for gold) to enable thegetahe silver oxide, or silver in a fine statedofision.

As regards corrosive sublimate, no mercury, orcfatbercury went into the philosopher's egg. Theleno author"
remarks tempt one to diverge very widely from tbepe of this book, but limits of space preveninitst suffice to
draw attention to the fact—the very suggestive-fattiat none of these modern critics, be he humomarsastic, ¢
more condescendingly pitiful than angry, attemptprove that metallic evolution is even probablypassible,
having regard to chemical laws as now stated ozed.

The History of Chemistry states a well-known fdwdttthis art came to Western Europe from Egypgugh the
Arabs and Moors. As is stated above: "Although kgileer played an important part in alchemy, theiant
Egyptians were not acquainted with it, as it watsdigcovered till a much later date." This beingistollows that
the "Mercury" used in Egypt before hydrargyrum #sdsalts were known, is the same "Mercury" merggbhy all
alchemists, both previous to and subsequent tpehied of Egyptian alchemy.

| append this pertinent extract from HydropyrognaphHermeticum: "Moreover, the philosophers do say there
is no coming to a good end until gold and silvejdieed together in one body. Here, my son, thostronderstand
Luna metaphorically, and not according to the fetteby Luna is understood mercury or the prinadter,. . .and
not mercury vive, as the sophisters suppose. feofirdt matter of metals is not mercury vive. | take, my son,
unless the body of Sol be sowed in its proper goily labour is in vain, and it produceth no frUithis agrees with
the sayings of the Masters; consequently, neitbkf gor mercury is in the sealed glass with thestede; using
these names of materials in their everyday sensgiofation from Bernard Trevisan's Epistle to Therm&Bononii
"in which," writes Eirenaeus, "let me seriously fess | received the main light in this hidden s&dnere follows.
It deals with metalline salts, such as nitrateiloks, chloride of gold, and others: "For examgtgls draw
corrosive water out of inferior minerals, into whithey cast the species of metals and corrode thenthey think
that they are therefore dissolved with a naturltem, which solution truly requires a permanenéyhe dissolver
and dissolved together, that a new species mighttrisom both the masculine and feminine seed.tivies they
think they dissolve (mistaking Nature) but dissoha; for the aqua fortis being extracted, the bbegometh
meltable as before, and that water abides notmwattsubsists in the body as its radical moistube Bodies indeed
are corroded, they are so much more estrangeddronatallic kind. These solutions, therefore, aretine
foundation of the Art of Transmutation but the impoes rather of sophistical alchymists who thimdt this sacred
Art is hid in them." He adds that another sophistitution is that of melting by the force of fifEhe third and
philosophical solution is by the mixture of theieroury with the sulphur (from which it, the mercuinad been
previously separated) so that these two purifietiranrconjoined parts might corrupt and putrefy tbge-as in the
analogy of a grain of corn in the earth—and prodyeitiving, growing thing.



R.W. Councell Apollogia Alchymiae
Section I11. The Speech of the Philosophers

Transcribed by Mark House.

SECTION 111.
The Speech of the Philosophers.

In order to understand the alchemic writer, ités@ssary to follow his mental processes, to enterthe same
mental view. It would be an easy task for him tmeéahis two ingredients, and to describe, step &y, sthat he
does with them. But such a revelation would indvlitaesult in national and international chaos.

The alchemist wishes to make himself known to thkenown brethren, who have also done the work. ldees the
society of those with whom he can converse freéthese wonderful things; those with whom he casides and
travel, without a continual restraint upon his woethd actions. On this aspect, read the 13th Chajpfer Open
Entrance to the Closed Palace of the King, by [Bees Philalethes; and Lives of the AlchemysticaloBbphers,
by A.E. Waite; Thomas Norton's account of Thomasl@a's experiences, in the Ordinal of Alchemy, atgb the
account of the persecution and death of the adkptwas the master of Sendivogius.
The alchemists who, like Ripley and Valentine, athg had a safe and chosen retreats in their moiesstdesired
yet to leave on record their testimony that theaas true, and not "a cunningly devised fable." &heient
manuscripts were rare, and these later men weeg laypthe intervention of printing, to make knowrtheir books,
vital excerpts from these unobtainable manuscripts.obvious that the alchemist dared not opewlsne his
materials in the practical part of his book: neittiiel he describe in detail his handling of thesgarials. These
important points he apparently hinted at in a \@rguitous way in his theory or philosophy; and whéor all |
know to the contrary, he may have remedied the sianifor those who have patience and intuition.
The speech of the philosopher is not ignorant énnttatter of which he is treating, for he is a MadBait he display
ignorance of the true explanation of the phenonwémature. These he is using as figures of speechnalogies,
and as presumed parallelism; therefore, as proofs.
The alchemic writer has a very difficult task: hislwes to testify to a process, very difficult toebglained; that
is—as to why it happens. To explain the laboratooylkwwas easy, for the work was easy; but to expldiw,
according to the then accepted topsy-turvy explanatf natural phenomena, was not mere difficuttyas sheer
impossibility. But he did his best according to &fslity; none can do more, and many of us do less.
The alchemist had been taught by the scientifitadi€ his day to believe in the spontaneous geioeraf insects,
flies, worms, snakes, and even higher forms of &ifed in the evolution of barnacle geese from e Also, that
sea currents flowed up to the north pole by thematig attraction of the arctic pole, entered thaweejersed the
"Axle-tree of the world," and emerged at the squike. They used these supposed facts to illustatkeven as
proof of, their art. But, however impatiethis may make us, it should not lead us to corelhet the whole art is
untrue as the attempted proof. The attempted ptioafigh convincing, would not have proved the rart tneither
does its failure prove the art false.
Many a modern man would make a hash of trying tw@the right angled triangle theorem, but hisufaildoes not
disprove it. For ages men tried to account forapparent motion of the sun, planets and starg; ¢éixpianation wa
wrong. For years chemists explained the bahaaf oxygen by the phlogiston theory; they alserevwrong. But th
earth still revolved on its axis, and travelledtgpath around the sun; oxygen still continuedritmifestations.
The discovery of evolution as applied to plants anitnals, was of the last generation; in the nexiegation it may
be found to apply to minerals and metals; if, irdléebe not already as well known as it is suspebclt is,
therefore, abundantly obvious that a wrong explanaif an occurrence does not affect the occurreMceh less
do these wrong explanations of phenomenon x. afffiectruth of phenomenon y. being only used asoajed, or
parallel illustrations. We have daily evidenceti§f when children give most weird explanationshafigs which
have come under their notice. The same type of errmbserved when an aboriginal native or an iremced
kitten, sees its reflection in a mirror for thesfitime.
But the wrong explanation does not make us pooliplo® occurrence. Quite the contrary, indeed, &g v
earnestness of the child convinces us that sontettas happened. Similarly, | think, we should hblibt only as



unfair, but also unscientific to dismiss as aru$ize chimera" this art, merely on the groundseffalsity of the
supposed analogic illustrations advanced as proofs.

The History of Chemistry is crammed full of blunglén nomenclature, action, re-action and compasitiut the
substances have not been "scrapped" or condemnibaioaccount; they have been investigated, and)yar® re-
named.

As the ancient chemists were ignorant of natusaldatside their laboratory, so to-day a botanistvofld-wide
fame may be ignorant of mathematics; a theologibmedicine; and so on. We do not, therefore, dettigm as
inefficient in their own special life's work. Hea¢éso are men who lived and worked, and discoveledents and
compounds, who testified—centuries before Darwin—ghiaw of evolution exists in the mineral realmd @hat
they had proved it practically.

In nature it often happens that the obvious isfalsd the concealed is true. So it is in the speétie
philosophers; and many have discovered this. lin gfresentment of the method of Practice. Herevéhtbal surfac
which conceals their "snowy splendour" is "blactem black."

It would, indeed, in some respects, be easierllovidheir methods, if blank spaces, or mere lsttirthe alphabet,
or numerals, were substituted for most of the naghne=n. The student would then—instead of wastisgttdught,
time, and means on the wrongly named materiaks-compelled to guide himself by the propertiethefthings. At
matters are he probably works on things which, ¢ginandicated, or even named, by alchemic writers)d not
possibly accomplish the work, because they arémibie true evolutionary path to silver and gold.

The following points should be considered.--1.Theep where the substance is found. 2. Whetherdiquisolid. 3.
How treated. 4. Any change when heated. 5. It®adt contact with other bodies. 6. Does it eva#a®. Is it
easily distilled or with difficulty, and great h@ad®. Its scent or taste. 10. Its ordinary outwanpearance. 11. Is it
acid or alkaline? 12. On mixture does it evolvetheaproduce cold? 13. If a fluid, does it swim amix with, or
sink in other fluids? These and other signs wil iai determining whether or not the worker has saded in
"spotting" the materials used by the alchemist.tii is very elementary; but apparently studestgally rush at tt
thing which the writer has called antimony—for ingte—and try to force from it the signs and reactionsctibed.
If much more thought were used, before the acttadtize began, these blunders would be less frequen

It does not appear to be necessary to discussttinagible "elements,” earth, air, fire and watkeytare
exhaustively treated of in ancient and modern bawkalchemy. As regards the three "principles."ausy,
sulphur, and salt, | gather that they are defiaitgties, cognizable by our senses, and capalilein investigated
by the process of modern chemistry. They are dsgmlislsewhere; but it is impossible to avoid frequeention of
them in any section of a treatise on alchemy.

The metals are named after the sun and planetgantlr excepted; and the astronomical signs di¢lagenly
bodies are also used for the metals. Besides lasisigned to gold, the word Sol means: positiveyaetgent, heat,
dryness, fire, masculine: Luna, or Lune, indicaltesopposite attributes, viz.: negative, passiatid, moisture,
feminine. Silver, the metal, and mercury, the mdtale the attributes of Sol, so has Antimonypadtals being
"masculine." The philosophic "mercury" and the padphic "salt" are both feminine; the former, wiedaborated,
is ascribed to the moon, and frequently called Lwna.une, and Argent Vive.

The philosophic "sulphur' is masculine. Venus, apper, is variously considered; copper being aotetly acids o
alkalies is often spoken of as the hermaphrodite. dichemists have taken advantage of this tdteeill secret
substance—which is hermaphroditic also—copper amtl¥eThe word copper is used throughout the Turba
Philosophorum to indicate their elaborated baskeftterm it lead, antimony, litharge and many ottanes.
Eudoxus says in the Hermetical Triumph : "The pojohers speak the truth negatively." which sayimaykl be
indelibly written in the student's mind.

Artephius writes: :But these things are so set dbwthe Obscure Philosophers, to deceive the unesmye have
before spoken; for it is not this Ars Cabalistioaa secret and hidden Art? Is it not an Art fdlsecrets? And
believest thou, O fool, that we plainly teach tBecret of Secrets, taking our words according é@ theral
signification? Truly, | tell the (that as for mylSkam in no ways self-seeking or envious as attee; but), he that
takes the Words of the other Philosophers, accgrditheir common Signification; he even alreadgMhg lost
Ariadne's clue of Thread) wanders in the midstefltabyrinth, multiplies Errors, and casts awayNisey for
nought.”

According to these words, most students, and alildvbe critics, wander hopelessly in the Labyrirgiseing they
take the words of the philosophers literally. Thgescalled a certain product of his work red lead, it is red lead
accordingly, to the critic; another writer calletbame substance "our vermillion or cinnabar" araightaway, to
the critic, that which before was oxide of lead hasome sulphide of mercury!

Eirenaeus Philalethes writes in Ripley Revived:K& this from one that knows best the sense of whdias
written; where we speak most plainly, there be mastimspect (for we do not go about to betray Setrets of



Nature) especially in those places which seemwe Bieceipts so plain as you would desire, susjiaetrea
Metaphor, or else be sure that something is suppdeshich thou wilt hardly find of thyself, witholitspiration,
yet to a Son of Art, we have written that which eekeretofore was by any revealed."

If this art could be accomplished out of any onéngnty different things, or their combination aee out of the
then known seven metals, it would have been compnoperty long ago. But the materials of the Rebéssa
common, and the work so easy, that ingenious niéadgaot stoop to the simplicity of it. Eirenaeusregses
himself thus: "I do verily admiringly adore the Wam of God herein, that an Art so true, so nats@kasy, so
much desired and sought after, should yet be styrfrund, that the generality of men, learned anléarned, do
laugh at it as a fable; it is therefore most cefyaihe Gift of God, who is, and ever will be, théspenser of it,
according to his good pleasure." And so say thergthilosophers.

In the process the name "Saturn" is not used tioatel lead; but things compact, earthy, and pdaibuit alludes
to cold, moist darkness. For unless you get thigofation of your matter, and blackness, you actismpothing."
Out of this darkness comes light, and the empirdupfter; not tin. It was so in the creation: "veaahd void and
darkness"; "and the spirit of God moved upon tlee faf the waters. And God said 'Let there be lighd! light
was."

Exoteric analogies to this esoteric art exist Iro#ier arts; in the teachings of philosophy; ia #acred writings of
various religions, and in their rituals; as alsaha rituals of freemasonry, and the Rosicrucidh ®vhere, indeed,
may they not be found? So multitudinous are thecgsufrom which analogies may be brought, and tedg, that
similes are used such as the baking of bread, &kéng of wine, brewing of beer; marriage, birtlfe lideath,
resurrection; the parable of the "sower of the sted went forth to sow.' The art is typified different stages of
the work, by names of all sorts of birds, beastbefs, creeping things, and reptiles, on accoutiiesf appearance
habitations, or actions. These similitudes arepgpthat authors copy each other, instead of suitistj some other
type or allegory.

They also write, as Basil Valentine has writterusth'For | have written nothing but what | shalbb&vitness unto
after my death, and at the Resurrection of my Badyhis Short Way and Repetition, Basil Valentgiees the
following seriatim illustration of the work, viza crowned lion, a crowned eagle, a crowned serpightut wings,
an uncrowned flying dragon, a crow or raven, a pelaca swan, a pelican, feeding its brood witlois blood.
The crowned lion, eagle and serpent are transmthieg;are of the process. Basil Valentine describgeghrocess,
as if done out of ordinary gold; but this metaldi@ not use as his base; for, as he says, it wagjdire about ten
pounds weight of the vitriol of gold to do so. Eagt gold is the ultimate product or offspring, tliiere, it is
permissible to call the parent, or sire, gold aldus substance the philosophers called immaturendpe gold, or
the "Green" Lion. In the second stage of the worke-ghalysis of the green lion—a white salt asceiikis show,
and adheres to the sides of the vessel, "muclslikémate," as Ripley says. This is their Eagléyli&uate, Arsenic,
Sal Alembroth,Sal Ammoniac, Nitre, Sea salt, ergghnddite or Venus, Sulphur of Nature, Icarus, Bc.
importance cannot be exaggerated.

The "serpent that creeps in and out of stony plasesingless and remains below. It is non-volatilaed plastic,
and also assists in the transmutation. The entilaile spirit has passed on into the receiveoni is being used.
These three are the body, soul, and spirit of fbe.LThe wonderful manner in which the "soul" leatiee
corrupting "body," and unites with the "spirit,"irdicated by many writers; and also the mannavtiich spirit and
soul return to the altered body, unite with it, aagurrect it in purity. On uniting these and phacihem in an
hermetically sealed glass, they pass through Hyestof the crow, peacock, swan.

The multiplication in quality and quantity is syniized by the pelican; and by another metaphor ileMéne's
eleventh key. The crow, peacock and swan symbotiggectively the black, the iridescent, and theteylthe latter
being the White Stone. The Red Stone is symboligetthe Phoenix.

The curious names used—since the writers cannaheseal names—indicate, as before remarked, pieper
cognisable by the senses; if this be kept constamthind, it may be that the correct name(or ngme fit into
the proper place. By the association of ideasérstiident, it is quite possible to alight on theoagtion of ideas
which led the writers to select these obscure bunssibly relevant terms. An instance has alrdsbn given,
viz.: that hermaphroditic copper—called also thespitate of metals—suggested the name Venus-Veraitoited
to the zodiacal sign of Taurus; therefore, Sendiwwrites: "This is the Wood and Garden of our nvenus,"
having previously spoken of a Wood in which werdl8(raurus).

Similarly, they speak of "the warlike god that diseh the house of Aries” (Ripley Revived). ThidMsirs, or Iron;
but this riddle is too easy, and the obvious sofushould besuspect. Treasure is usually buried, not scatieréd|
view. There is, however, a substance they callufefPhilosophorum, which is a white salt, innocenbo not
derived from, iron. A further reference to Ariescars in the section on the Mercury of the Philogyph

In the present day we are seriously handicappetlibgcientific training in our attempts to probegh



tergiversations. We are taught to attach one mganione word, so far as the limits of languagevellWe strive t
get the "currency of thought" as pure and unadatiéer as possible. Thus we naturally fall easymwistio an
apparent simplicity and candor (the critics calfjitorance), which is in reality a deliberatelyidesd subtlety.
Here is an example from Eirenagtlse cleverest Sphinx of them all : "Know, therefahat Mercury hath in itself
Sulphur, which, being inactive, our Art is to mplii in it a living active Sulphur, which comes aitthe loins of
our Hermaphroditical Body, whose Father is a Metat his Mother a Mineral; Take then the most bedov
Daughter of Saturn whose arms are a Circle Argamt,on it a Sable Cross on a Black Field, whidhéssignal
note of the great world, espouse her to the modtkeaGod, who dwells in the house of Aries, andulfshalt find
the Salt of Nature; with this Salt actuate thy wai®thou best knowest, and thou shalt have tharyumath in
which the Sun will be amended." Three pages furtineihe says: "Our Diana hath a wood. . . In tresdvare at
last found two Doves, for at about the end of thweeks the Soul of the Mercury ascends, with thd 8bthe
dissolved Gold; these are infolded in the evemrgsArms of Venus," etc.

Taking these seriatim, we here have suggestetiosving metallic substances, viz.: Cinnabar Antigand Iron
(commonly called the Martial Stellate Regulus).tJaiana or Silver, Gold, Copper. We should remindselves
that the man who composed this riddle was no "dhilithese matters." According to Eugenious (in Eafgs, Pars.
26, 27 and Appendix) men, himself included, haveke&d for years with these materials, and withosule The
other authors who condemn antimony are too numemoeention.

We find mention of two doves of Venus, and alsthefensigns of Diana. The ensign of Diana is acergsmoon;
if two of these are mounted on two signs of Venesget a mercury sign duplicated: the substaneediseid the
Mercury Duplex of the Philosophers, and is not mlsimation of common silver and copper. What thetiés
substance, the proxima materia of the alchemists®ring to Norton, its colour is sub-albide, naoitg white;
when dissolved it is apparently red. The alchemikthey speak of it at all, mix it up with theipra materia.
Eugenius in Euplates calls it "Water and Earth, or, to speak maseorely, mercury and sulphur"; notice the w
"more. "Other descriptions are that it is "chedpgmmon," "thrown away." The writers say that itist likely that
a student can find in one book all that is necesathe art. Each writer elucidates one or moriatspbut the
beginners cannot find any point more elucidated @zother; and consequently might not find the fpairpoints o
the secret art. In the Lives of the Alchemysticaillésophers are given instances of men who toibegéars
unsuccessfully until at last they sat down, andated the writings of many men, noting their agreata and
apparent differences, and ultimately grasped tté.tr

Jean d'Espagnet writes : "A studious tyro of akjuiit, constant mind, inflamed with the study oflplophy, very
skilful in natural philosophy of a pure heart, cdetp in manners, mightily devoted to God, thougiomnt of
practical chemistry, may, with confidence, entéo ithe highway of Nature and peruse the booksebtst
philosophers; let him seek out an ingenious andleed companion for himself, and not despair ofotihg his
desire." This applied perhaps to the student attinemencement of the 17th century; it may not applaptly at
the beginning of the 20th.

The trouble is not entirely with the parables dmeldnalogies, many of which are of as much forck an
appropriateness now as then: it is also with thmesaof chemicals, and the difficulty of estimatexgctly what
substances they new. Again, it is certainly thaythandled things which were then unnamed, thingswo-day
are well known. It is of assistance to get the naosient books on chemistry such as Boerhaave, &tagqnd work
up through Ure andtber men to the present day. Also books on minimyraetallurgy from Basil Valentine, and
consecutively to the 20th century. It is curiousttleven taday, men of scientific attainments do not repeatextly
that which the alchemists have said plainly enough.

One author writes: "A white colour indicating thilagé Stone is now capable of converting 'base’ méi# silver;
this passes through orange into (iii) a red colatnich shows that the Stone is now perfect andtvétismute 'bas
metals into gold." Not quite so; it is necessarjetanent the white stone with silver, and the rexhe with gold;
otherwise the process has to be continued for sionee

Again, the white and red stones, after having Bé&mented" and matured, will not transmute bas&taénto
silver and gold, for they must, in the very finssiance, be projected upon melted silver or gdgeetively. In
Fasciculus Chemicus, it is said: "Thou, must witltare and providence, take heed lest throughreyme of the
right form of projection the Divine work (when & now brought to its complement, and degree abexfegion)
should be destroyed. Therefore, he must know,upah whatsoever body thou shalt first project theglicine, it
will change it into dust awerable to the nature of the body on which thastdproject it, which indeed is mystic
and to be wondered at: If, therefore, thou destrebting thy elixir to the sun, let thy first pegjtion be made upon
the sun, that in the sun it may be specificated $mwith the moon to the moon, thou must thenoeg®d as hath
been manifested clearly enough from the authofitpast approved philosophers.”

Also in item 15 of Things to be Observed : "Manymtlerough ignorance have destroyed their work, watehe



first they made projection of the medicine, upoa ithperfect metals. For on whatsoever body tha 6if all
projectest thy medicine, that same is convertemlarfrangible mass, and shall be an elixir accgrttinthe nature ¢
the body upon which it is projected. So, as th#tefprojection be made upon Jupiter, or Venwushall be a
medicine which not only converteth the imperfeatlies into Jupiter, or Venus, but also reducethguttiodies (to
wit, the sun and moon) into imperfdmdies; according to the nature of the body upbitiwthe medicine shall fir
be projected : which caused the most learned Ragr(siruck with admiration) to cry out in these wartWhat! Is
Nature Retrograde? Some few candid writers haviaeitldy given instructions to project thus on meltglver or
gold; others have passed it by in silence.

As regards the colours observed in the work, tlieybtack, then white, and thirdly, red. The alch&mivho give
accounts of their own working, say they sti@se colours, and in this order. This cannotgefioee, be an a priori t
of reasoning, but a statement of an obsrerved ecohaplished fact. Basil Valentine says he did tiogkwnore thai
once. Flamel writes : "I have done the Masterydhimes"; and also "l had indeed enough when Idrex done it,
but | found exceeding great pleasure, in seeingcantemplating the admirable works of Nature, witthie vessel:
To signify unto thee, then, how | have done it ¢htienes. . ." And so other writers.

The author of the Story of Alchemy, on accountisfdulphide of mercury theory, had no use for tihéey he
could not fit it in, and required only black andir&ut every student knows—if he knows nothing-eltieat the
writers never contradict eacther on this point; the confection must be blacforty days, and continue some tii
then other colours—green, azure and blue are matie-then citrine turning to white. Decoction wititieased
heat produces red.

Not only are the three colours, bkaevhite and red absolutely essential; but thisoaf sequence is a sine qua r
"If it be orange colour,or half red within some dhtimne after you have begun your work, without doyour fire is
too hot; for these are tokens that you have bietadical humour and vivacity of the stone. Latarst be
blanched and made white. This blackness doth nerafeonjunction of the male and female,or rattidour
elements. Orange colour then doth show that thg hath not yet sufficient digestion, and that tlenidity
(whereof the colours of black, blue and azure do&is but half overcome by the dryness. When drymioth
predominate, then all will be white powder,etc."

No useful purpose would be served by multiplyingr&sts from the sages' writings upon this pointvéeng for a
moment to the theory of spontaneous generati@ught in all fairness to be conceded that the phjer, in
searching for parallel illustrations, was handieaghpand not assisted, by this theory. His works abundantly
evident, required two parents for his noble offsgriHe said his art was founded on universal lawd; lzere he was
confronted by an unaccountable lapse on the pathaaire. In the vegetable world, thorns, nettlestles, sprang
up where none were before, and therefore, appgremtiseed; and in the animal kingdom, snakes, wprm
scorpions, flies, ants, etc., were produced witlpauental influence. He had to apologize for thbg®ys.

In reality, the law governing his art was more @ngal than he imagined—if the solecism may be akbv@ar
freedom from this false theory only dates fromdiseoveries of Pasteur. We now know this dicturthef
alchemist to be true : "Nothing is generated buitsitike, of the same species." Having said thésause he had
proved it, he called the first substance "green'lend "unripe gold," for so it was.

When the sage speaks of a single simple mercusgyniécessary to remind oneself that, for all wevkio the
contrary, the substances may have been compounasulid make no difference for if the working wehe same
method as used by the alchemist we should gettine sesults, if operating on the same subjectsitBruight mak
a difference mentally, when trying to discover wthese"simple" things might be.

A "simple" thing to an ancient chemist's mind wasg @e could not de-compound or split up into twe miore
dissimilar parts. The same definition applies tg-dduch a substance he styled as belonging to#s# kingdom,
in other words, a "stone." Thus, salts and alsohaltwere considered in Boerhaave's time to betortbe class of
simple fossils. These few examples of the darkrggsyof the philosophers, and the brief commenthem, must
suffice, though it is evident that the correct iptetation of their words and phrases is the oely Which avails to
unlock the mystery.



R.W. Councell Apollogia Alchymiae
Section 1V. The Mercury of the Philosophers

Transcribed by Mark House.

SECTION V.
The Mercury of the Philosophers.

The identification of the Philosophic Mercury isprime importance. It is, therefore, necessaryetioegdefinite ide
of the difference existing between the common mgr¢aydrargyrum) and that of the Philosopherss Nital to
notice the dissimilarity in the manner in which lea@cts on, or is acted upon by, other bodies. Timeiple points

of agreement or likeness are volatility, and soesemblance in appearance.
Common Mercury is silvery and opaque, that of thiogophers is clear at first, :as clear as thestefithe eye"
(Bernard Trevisan, etc.), but when its salt isalig=d in it, it is milky and opaque. "The Clear ddiphanous
Menstruum, Philosophical Vinegar is by reason ef @ipirit of Philosophical Wine Diaphanous, not dfliky
Colour, but in the distillation of a Menstruumstinade Milky, because the Acidity of the said Viaeig debilitate:
by the Aridity of the Body dissolved (in it)." Sets of the Adepts". Weidenfeld. Common mercury drdgomes
clear and transparent by being dissolved in an d¢id two things are exactly opposite.
Paracelsus says : "Whatever is volatile is of teire of mercury.” "The name of mercury doth omypgerly agree
with that which is volatile. . ." Hermetic ArcanunThe hypothesis of the sages is that everybodyemmineral,
vegetable and animal realms contains mercury, sulphd salt. The philosopher's mercury is an untw@apour,
the vehicle of the essential seed. "Now whilstdperm is yet in the center, there may as easilyrbdeght forth a
tree as a metal from the sperm, as soon an hextst@ase. . ." New Light of Alchemy.
This sperm or mercury is therefore in common mercont the latter is a compound body differentiatat
specificated, or determined, into a metal. The mgrof the sages is apparently undifferentiatedratetermined,
and is a simple, not a compound substance, frompgbant of view. The alleged universal diffusiohtbeir
mercury makes one at first think of water, as floidzapour. Eugenius Philalethes says : "For thirggtis not water
otherwise than to sight." Euphrates. Again : "Tfthg sages) mean not water of the well, nor deWCoelum
Terrae. Neither can we imagine water to be in tiel snetals. Eugenius in his remarkable Euphrateses :
"Whosoever seeks the philosopher's mercury in sieddhwhat kind soever they be, is already ouhefway. . .in
metal, water there is none." This dictum he furémgphasis when speaking of antimony and vulgar ungr&utas
the philosophic mercury is built up into the substof all metals it is evident that it is stiletie, even if altered
and combined, or compounded.
The stricture of Eugenius quoted above as regaedalsy) does not apply to the use of gold or siasea "ferment”
or determining principle. Other alchemists agre#h\Eugenius so far as to say that the extractiqgghddsophic
mercury from metals is very difficult. They condarstating that there is a despised and commortautes, from
which, with little trouble and expense,,may be ot#d not only the mercury, but also the sulphur sait] identical
with that in silver and gold. This substance isca@firse, not named in their practical working, asape; they do
not say: "Take so and sdlhey say: "Take antimony, or cinnabar, etc. "Somigews, in speaking of the philosop
mercury, define it as "Our," "Their," "The," "theemtury of metals" -but a large number of writerskenao
distinction. It is necessary, in the latter, togady reactions and other properties of the subjedér discussion.
Bernard Trevisan says: "Mercury is the substanal ahetals; it is as a water by reason of the hgeneity which
it possesses with vegetables and animals andeivesthe virtues of those things which adher¢ itodecoction."
Hydrargyrum (and its salts) has no affinity to vieadpdes and animals, quite the contrary. Kelly veritdfhose
persons make a great mistake who suppose thatiticaus substance which is extracted from sublimeccury
can in any case be the first substance of metalss@who destroy the natural composition of merdargrder to
resolve it into a thick or limpid water, which thegll the first matter of metals, fight against tfatin the dark, like
blinded gladiators. As soon as mercury loses ii§ip form, it becomes something else, which caninenceforth
mingle with metals in their smallest parts, anthade void for the work of the philosophers. Whoeseaken up
with such childish experiments should listen toghge of Trevisan in his Transmutation of MetédM/ho can find
truth that destroys the humid nature of mercurym&iéoolish persons change its specific metalliargement,



corrupt its natural humidity by dissolution, angmtioportionate quicksilver from its original minegaiality, which
wanted nothing but purification and simple digestiBy means of salts, vitriol, and alum they destie seed
which Nature has been at pains to develope. Fafisdeuman and sensitive things is formed by Natune not by
Art., but by Art it is united and mixed.Seed neadsaddition, and brooks no diminution. If it isgmoduce a new
thing of the same genus, it must remain the venyesthing that was formed by Nature. All teachingttthanges
mercury is false and vain, for this is the origisperm of metals, and its moisture must not beddrg for
otherwise it will not dissolve. No water can natlyrdissolve metals except that which abides wiiténh in
substance and form, which also the dissolved metadsagain congeal. Only that water can rightlgalige metals
which is inseparable from them in fixation, andisacwater is mercury.” See The Answer Of Bernar@irefisan
to Thomas of Bononia.

This extract endorses the saying that common mgisw sperm of metals, and it contains the seediso do the
other metals. Other writers say it is more thapex, it is a body, and that no new body of theesgenus is
formed by Nature, of, or out of a destroyed bodye Tast sentences quoted show that Bernard isidiegcthe
action of philosophic mercury; for common mercuogd not abide with metals in fixation, or fusiomMercury is
cold and humid, and of it, or with it, God has ¢eeball metals. It is aerial, etc." Avicenna. Thase the attributes
of philosophic mercury, which is their feminine gedi, or wife.

"It is a mistake to suppose that you can work nésmavith a clear limpid water extracted from meyciEven if we
could get such a water, it would be of no usegeeitts to form, or proportion, nor could it restorebuild up a
perfect metallic species.” Bernard Trevisan.

"The water of the sages adheres to nothing exaepbgeneous substances. It does not wet your hapds touch
it, but scorches your skin, and frets and corraesy substance with which it comes in contactepkgold and
silver - it would not affect these until they haween dissipated and dissolved by spirits in streatgrs - and with
these it combines most intimately." Kelly. With theception of "does not wet your hands," all thetseébutes are
different from those of mercury vulgar and its salt cannot be said to wet your hand if it butnbut it is not
necessary to urge this sophistry.

The principle writers say "Our maury which wets not the hands," but they do nat Kéllys' gratuitous addition
"if you touch it." Artephius says: "Wash away tHadikness from the Laten not with your hands, bdih wie
stone,"i.e., with our mercury, or mercurial watkiso:"This separation of the pure from the impw@ot done with
the hands." "This Composition is not a work of tfaads." It is in fact, done or carried out in alesgaglass, and
therefore does not, because it cannot and shotdawebthe hands. (Vide Artephius, Book
[ll.,Chap.XVIIl.,sect.IX.,etc .,and Chap.XIX.,se¢t,VI.,VIl.)

"We cannot with our own proper hands work on meychut with ten species which we call our handthia work,
i.e., nine parts of water, and the tenth of eaftfie’$sa Solis et Lunae. ". . .our one Image outli€wsprings white
and red (not bare Sol and Luna as will spring dwutuw mercury which was prepared with our own hatds) the
white and red elixirs, which show that this Mercwiyich Nature hath made in the glass, without alp his far
beyond that mercury which we prepared with a laheritoil." "For all they (the sophisters) dreamisfsuch
operations which are to be performed by hand, &pley Revived.

Other extracts of the same purport could be gilsahthese should suffice to show that the desoripdif a fluid
mercury which "does not wet the hands," is not asagly and inevitably pointing to ordinary quidksi. "In the
first place, you must note that common mercury dwthavail here; but our mercury is made of the bémetals,
by the spagyric art, as pure, subtle, clear asntlywater, of a crystalline transparency, withaay impurity, etc.”
"You must have the female or wife, which is the ooy of the philosophers, or the materia priagadis. . .there i
a salt made of prima materia (this salt is calleglghilosopher's mercury, which is coagulated éntiélly of the
earth). When this matter is brought to light, inist dear, and is found everywhere, children pléa W it is
ponderous, and hath a scent of dead men's bomegdfgilders you may buy this a matter for the kvoBasil
Valentine.

There is no indication here of common mercuryt®salts; further, being, a metal, hydrargyrum &@enand
positive. "By the hame of Luna, philosophers un@ed not the vulgar moon, which also may be pasiti its
operation, and in combining acts a positive pagt.none, therefore, presume to try the unnatunabdoation of
two positives, neither let him conceive any hopéssiie from such association" Hermetic ArcanumsThina is
the philosophers' mercury, or lune, or argent Vi@r gold and silver, sun and moon, active andipasrinciples
are not hose which you can hold in your hand, keergain silver and golden hermaphroditic watez,"delly.
When we speak of common mercury, we mean one tiihg but when the philosophers speak of mercimgy t
may mean one of many manifestations of their mgrcso we might speak of sugar, and use the same wioen
we really meaning the cane in which it exists, ite."ore" or "mine"; or in its other manifestat®of dark brown,
light brown, white moist, crystalline, or even ofacle or syrup.



As is mentioned in another section, our two lumiggrthe sun and moon, were anciently considerédesisand
"she." masculine and feminine; husband and wifilvefiaand mother; dry heat and cold moisture. Thasees bein
allotted to metals became synonyms of gold ane@isiend here comes in confusion, for silver isfaatinine, or
wife, or mother. Mercury looks like molten silvés;called quicksilver, argent vive, luna vive. BMercury is a
metal”; the philosophers' mercury is not a metat;as they call it "mercury," therefore they appiate all the othe
names by which common mercury is known, even toosire and other sublimated forms, and to cinnabar.
Working on these lines of associated ideas, théyogena or lune, which rarely means silver.

The term "white wife" does not mean silver, thotigé "red man" means gold. "The White Wife, otheengalled
the moon, is a female; it is a coagulated merduny not fixed, etc." Eirenaeus. Thus writing on ¥Ymey" it is
necessary to consider all those passages in wimeh lune, luna vive, argent vive, and wife oc&ome few of
them refer to silver, the rest refer to femininé assive qualities, and to their mercury, in onthe other of its
chameleon disguises.

It will be noticed from what has been quoted, thatphilosophers' clear fluid mercury is a distilleuid. It is,
therefore, a separation from something. Any cleastion of common mercury must be mercury, plussblent.
The latter is, therefore an addition, or synthemig] not an analysis. "It is a water that is vemiyitsious and volatile,
therefore within a month after it is distilled piight to be put upon its calx, it will, without aayternal heat, boil if
the vessel be closely shut; and it will not ceastetment or work, till it be all dried up into tloalx.” Medulla
Alchymiae.

"The sages agree that the stone is nothing butaadrargent vive. But if your argent vive has i@, lit is not what
they mean. For this water - to be more frank thigordet - is a viscous water, extracted from thedis of Jupiter,
i.e., from white lead; it is moist and wets thegim. If proper quantity of the sun be added ti i§ coagulated and
becomes brilliant - the sun is dissolved into exiagly limpid mineral water. For the water dissawbe sun at the
very same momeirthat itself is congealed, and thus the solutiothefone is the coagulation of the other, at thg
same instant. This compound is living mercury; frahiich alone spring all colours. To regulate the 6 mere
child's play. After the conjunction it looks jugité common limpid mercury and does not moisterfitihger, but is
viscous and living." Kelly.

"The sages have indeed purposely concealed thainimg under a veil of obscure words, but it isisightly clear
from their writings that the substance of whichytkpeak is not of a special, but of a general kamd is therefore
contained in animals, vegetables and mineralsolildy however, be unwise to take a round about vdzete there
is a short cut, and they say that whereas the atxstcan be found in the animal and vegetable kimgcbnly with
great difficulty, and at the cost of enormous lah@authe bowels of the earth it lies ready to bands. It is the
matter which sages have agreed to call mercuryicksjlver.

Our quickdver, indeed, is truly a living substance, so edlhot because it is extracted from cinnabar, boabse i
is derived from the metals themselves. If commoncomy be fixed by fixation from its crude, volatiéed watery
superfluities, it may, with the aid of our art,att to the purity and virtue of the substance oicivlwe speak. And
as this mercury is the metallic basis and firststahce, it may be found in all metals whatsoevethMg
contributes so much to a ready apprehension ofecnet as a knowledge of our first substance, &tadtaat of the
distinctive species of minera which is the subg#dhvestigation of the philosophers>" Ibid. "Thatter of our
stone, mercury, is a commonly diffused subject, thiodigh it is found with greater ease in some nailseit may be
discovered everywhere." Ibid.

Jean D'Espagnet writes in Hermetic Arcanum : "Nb&st bodies must be taken, which are of an unsparie
incorrupt virginity; such as have life and spiritthem ; not extinct as those which are handlethéyulgar; for
who can expect life from dead things; and thosecalled impure which have suffered combinationsthdead and
extinct which - by the enforcement of the chiefdiyrof the world - have poured out their soul witkir blood by
martyrdom," etc. This has been interpreted as meahiat the materials should be quite pure and ultexdted.
This explanation is insufficient; that alchemisterenonly took impure and adulterated materials, @unified and
separated them. "Unspotted and incorrupt virginit@ans not combined with another substance,e.gmeicury
combined with silver, or antimony; it does not ext# a substance masked and covered over with itigsuri
virgin may be covered in filthy clothing. See Goildége Restored.

Also fire is masculine, therefore a substance wiich the metallic state, and has undergone fusiofire, has
endured its fiercest embrace, and cannot therg®ielled either virgin, or living. "The metalsspecially the gold
of the vulgar - are dead, but ours are living, &flkpirit, and these wholly must be taken: forknthat the life of
metals is fire, whilst they are yet in their minasd their death is the fire, viz., of melting. Ntwve first matter of
metals is a certain humidity mixed with warm ammdat resembles fat water, sticking to everythingepor impure."
Sendivogius. These are not properties of commocumgror its salts.

"The first and principle matter of metals is theridity of air, mixed with heat, and this the phibpders called



mercury. And although the body of metals be praedaf mercury (which is to be understood of theauey of
philosophers), yet they are not to be harkened, tihéd think the vulgar mercury is the seed of isetand so take
the body instead of the seed, not consideringttigavulgar mercury spoken of, hath its own seets@if. They
dissolve metallic bodies, whether it be mercurygald, or lead, or silver, and corrode them witarghwaters, and
other heterogeneous things, not requisite to treedrt, and afterwards join them together agaihknowing that a
man is not generated of a man's body cut to pietizd.

We cannot find any unmistakable indications in @rstof repute for using mercury or its salts; exéepthe
purpose of breaking down the gold which has toduked as a ferment to the red stone. This is dfeemork has
been virtually accomplished. The mercury thus eyguichas to be fumed away, and in other ways gaifrid
entirely, before making the ferment.

The philosophers' mercury is simple at first, andfterwards compound. "It is a stone, and no st8pkit, Soul,
and Body. . .it is volatile or flying, and clearasear, afterwards it is made citrine, then daltisit is but one thing
to which nothing extraneous may be added." Arndlthiova.

"The third principle is a clear compounded wated & is the next substance in complexion to qule&s, it is
found running and flowing upon the earth." Lullys fercury is used to dissolve gold, so the sageshesr
mercury to dissolve their unripe gold, i.e., thegobut imperfect (or immature) mineral base. "Owrcary, indeed,
is cold and unmatured in comparison with gold;ibisgt pure, hot, and well digested in respect ahowmn mercury,
which resembles it only in whiteness and fluxigili©Our mercury is, in fact, a pure water, clearac| bright and
resplendent, worthy of all admiration. . .it isitig, fluxible, clear, nitid, as white as snow, hmtmid, airy,
vaporous and digestive, and gold melts in it likein warm water." Eirenaeus.

This solution of gold being done by their mercuhgy sometimes call an amalgamation; and becaesgatd
dissolved, or philosophically melted, they call thater of mercury their fire, a furnace, a calcinfire, etc." This
agent is sought by many but found by few. It isecus liquid which does not tender its servicethe multitude,
but is the handmaiden of the sages. Some thiskcibinmon mercury exposed to violent heat in a glassel, and
rarefied. But all these persons are ignorant phiapers. Raymond, indeed, describes a similar pspbeit he
means something quite different. viz.: That ourcuey is to be purified in a brilliant vessel, notdlicit water from
it, but to free it by fire from its crudity, and toake it more readily soluble. Neither in one way the other can o
water be elicited from common mercury, nor the mgies of our magistery be unlocked. There is nostmieaom
which can dissolve this mercury that it shall netisgs form; yet that is what our art requires.” Igel

Eirenaeus writes : "It is a fact that the mercuhjol is generated in the bowels of the earth isstmamon
substance of all metals - since this mercury witee into combination with every kind of metal € &tlf these
remarks were true as regards common mercury ealts, there would be no necessity to style it™'thercury, and
"this" mercury : this extract shows that "their" nory is not vulgar mercury. Again, Eirenaeus ia th
Metamorphosis of Metals, says : "The mercury gainech any metallic or mineral body. possesses thpgrty of
assimilating common mercury to its own nature.'tl8otwo mercuries are quite distinct from one aenthut akin
: and according to this, if you get the "mercurygofd," it could change common mercury into the feoey" of
gold.

The philosophers in the analysis if their unnanmaéheral” substance, produce a "viscous humiditylcilis akin
to all metals; they, therefore, boldly assert theoty that this is the substance which Nature finshs in the earth,
and from which she evolves all metals; gold behglast and best. This is their chaos, contairiegtale and
female principles, the seed and the menstruummgreury, sulphur, and salt; their hermaphroditee $hlphur of
gold or silver is added to it to specificate angedite evolution in the required direction.

Although this chaos will evolve gold, yet accordiegBasil Valentine you cannot get this chaos dujadd; you
must first have their solvent, or mercury. He sa{@ithout the spirit of mercury, the Universaltble World to be
gotten merely from the body of Sol, is impossibkedd : "In gold there is nho waterish humidity alt ahless it wer:
reduced again into vitriol, which would be but aeless and unprofitable work, and would requireshexpenses.
. . .but what countries, goods, lands, have beapidated this way, | waive to discourse of. . unathaving left a
nearer way to keep, and to imitate that, that #leg might take heed to fall into such extremeiaedtricable
poverties."

Their theory being that gold is evolved out of lovi@ms, it would seem to be fairly obvious that thtermediate
and not the ultimate form should be wrought onflitther says : "The solar mercury, sol, being ndwreught so
far unto destruction, neither did the ancient pdojcshers ever make use of that way, as being a théag contrary
unto Nature, containing indeed a humidity, busiaimere elemental waterish humidity, after itsaligtion, and
good for nothing, etc.”

Eirenaeus says that the work can be done out ofrmmgold; but what may be possible to a master loeay
impossible to a tyro. In The Celestial Ruby, hessdg order to elicit our gold from common goldetlatter must t



dissolved in our mineral water, which does not thethands; this water is mercury extracted fronréteservant,
and it is capable of accomplishing our work withany further trouble to the artist. The chief objeicyour
perseverant efforts should be the discovery ofrigscury, or the albification of our red laton."

| understand that though Nature is said to makewisicous humidity from which metals are evolvest, that man
cannot find it in that condition. Apparently, hestta make it, or rather educe it from metals orarats, or from the
chosen unnamed subject, alluded to by the sagesdeius definitely asserts : "Our homogeneous agent
mercurial ponticum, which is pure, crystalline vath transparency, liquid without humectation, amghort the
true divine water, which is not found above groumdt, is prepared by the hand of the sage."

On considering the point, it seems evident thatleesit is required; as it is evident that powdevedinely divided
metals, or the oxides of the metals could yieldnwisture or fluid on distillation. The same appliesninerals, but
not to the salts, or so-called vitriols. "Let thaqtitioners of alchemy understand that the kirfdsetals be not
transmuted except they be brought into their finatter." Arnold.

Such a solution would contain two things, the soland the dissolved substance, hence the name.Rélis
solvent is apparently called mercury unactuatesiraplex, crude mercury, etc. Ripley says in the c@odance :
"When | speak of mercury, understand mercury morernon than common"; meaning, | presume, more common
than ordinary quicksilver.

This dissolution is mentioned by most writers; ibsitonsideration does not come under this sectihith treats
only of the mercury itself, and its source of amigétc. "Our water is the life of all things, afigou can by much
toil obtain it, you will have both silver and gold is the water of saltpetre, and outwardly resiesinercury, while
inwardly at its heart there burns purest inferival Do not be deceived by common quicksilver, gmther that
mercury, which the returning sun, in the month @rbh, diffuses everywhere, till the month of Octolehen it is
ripe." Fount of Chemical Truth.

This month of March, or Aries, is mentioned by Enige, Combachius, Sendivogius, Basil Valentine spdgjnet,
and others. "No philosopher has ever openly redeals secret fire, and this powerful agent, whigirks all the
wonders of the art. . ." Eudoxus. "Artephius, Tsawi, Flammel have passed in silence the preparaitiour
mercury." Ibid. Yet this "preparation” is preciséihat which the student needs to know: this prejmaraf the
solvent, and the preparation of the "mineral" baki&h has to be dissolved, or as they put it "ceddiby our fire
into a redness," are of the first work. This wodarly all writers are absolutely silent about.

They generally start with the second work (whicéytieall the first), namely, the separation of thebfs" into
distilled fluid in the receiver and calx in theadt "Again, in the second preparation, that whigtauthors is styled
the FIRST (because they omit the first)." Hermdéticanum. As a "mercury" is used at the beginningidbe, and
end of the work, it will perhaps be pertinent teega few extracts from authors, asserting that commercury is
not employed; at any rate until after the workdsamplished. "Common Mercury and Gold we none ogdtifh
we perfectly have made our Stone, Then with themdur Medicine we multiply." "In common Mercury thaost
me seek; In Alkali and in Alembroth, In common Sulpand Arsenic eke Which makes many a man to dote,
Common Mercury is not good." "Gold with Mercuryrada us in stead Our Medicine for to multiply Aftarr
Physic's Stone be red." "I councell thee this ledsarn, Our Mercury is but of one thing In our sedghin and
clear. Common Mercury in him is none Neither Godd Silver in him none is : Of Metals we make not 8tone
By proportion more or less. All manner of Metals deny Until the time our Stone be wrought.” Theatru
Chemicum Brit.

Pages might be filled with quotations from the altiic treatises, all stating in plain language trdtnary mercury
is useless, and worse that useless. The same rapyli&s to its salts. J.S. Weidenfeld, in Seaéthe Adepts,
gives a list of seven "mercuries," mentioned byqsdphers; this seems to be an over-elaborationafohe
includes animal and vegetables "mercuries," fetho$e he recites belong to this work. Jean d'Esgagantions
three, but all are but elaborations of the first.

Hear what Eirenaeus Philalethes says in his Expagitpon Sir G. Ripley's Fourth Gate : "From whatthbeen
said may appear the strong passive delusion thiat&lken many men of our age, and formerly, whd wie
chemist in Sendivogius, cannot dream of any Merdingn that Mercury which is to be bought at dretgiwhich
they take and sublime variously to make it clead, then with Hogheland mix it with Gold, applyinly the words
and sayings of philosophers to this their mixture."



R.W. Councell Apollogia Alchymiae
Section V. Sulphur and Salt.

Transcribed by Mark House.

SECTION V.
Sulphur and Salt.

It is not my intention to deal with the subjectsodphur in an esoteric manner. There is little ahimg fresh to be
said from that point of view. It is handled in AbSdezareph in relation to alchemy, in Rosicrucigerature on
material, and on higher planes; especially in thiéngs of Boehme. In alchemy, "sulphur" is thaeatical
substance which, in a masculine fashion, specifcat determines an undetermined matter in a npertatter in a

certain direction. It is the active agent.
The common sulphur is not used in the alchemicemal work, i.e., it does not go into the herméditycsealed
glass, it takes no direct part in making the "miedit which transmutes. Sulphur was used with commercury tc
break up common goland to prepare it for making a gold ferment; bet iercury and sulphur must be evapor:
away. Basil Valentine writes: "Take of pure goldiethis three times cast through antimony, and df pierged
mercury vive, being pressed through leather, sitspaake of it an amalgama, grind twice as muotoofimon
sulphur, let it evaporate on a broad pan in a gdrght under a muffle, stirring it still well wign iron hook; let the
fire be moderate that the matter do not melt togretiis gold calx must be brought to the coloua afiarigold
flower, then it is right."
Here the usefulness of sulphur ends : for the ¢godd any sulphur and mercury adhering to it) isaliged in aqua
regia; and further prepared, so that it is impdediat any sulphur can be present. Roscoe, ifrgatise on
Chemistry, Vol.ll., Metals, Page 404, writes : "Théstance termed calx of gold by the early chemists nothing
more than the finely divided metal.” Apart fromghany compound of gold and sulphur is a dark celdpowder,
and not the purple mantle described by the alchtemis
Enough has been said in other sections to conénaebiased reader that common sulphur in any &rm
combustion does not "enter"” into the work. The ®fsulphur and "salt" cannot be separately disclisse least,
not usefully—for they are intimately intertwinedtimeory and in practice; thus, the sublimed salhensecond
process—and which is "much like the common sublitraie properly called the "Sulphur of Nature." In
contradistinction to the volatility of philosophigercury, sulphur is that which is fixed, and whiites fixity, or
permanence of manifestation on the plane to whibklongs. It coagulates and fixes "mercury," dtitbaigh
sulphur is said to be made volatile by conjunctigtih the mercury, yet both this fixity and volatjliare only
relative or comparative, not absolute. It is a hamining of, or a compromise between the two quelitieach gives
of its own, and partakes of the other's distincttteibutes. It is the ideal wedded state.
The sulphur is not "sulphur” only, it also contaitssown inherent "mercury"; so also"mercury" congaits own
inherent, but inactive, "sulphur.” When sulphuadkied to mercury it constitutes a true inoculatthis occurs
twice in the work, by different sulphurs. Thereftihe alchemist said—in Hermetic Arcanum, Canon 26 :
"Nevertheless spiritual love polluteth not any uirgBeia might therefore without fault (before Hetrothal to
Gabritius) have felt spiritual love, to the endttblae might thereby be made more cheerful, more, @und fitter for
the union." This is rather unnecessary sophism.
The rebis consists of mercury and sulphur; thesrishone body ; this rebis is divided by the alctstinto its
constituent parts, each is "purified," and thengthiphur is restored to the mercury; thus the sulits own, and
not another. The second sulphur added to it, éparate "determined" sulphur, viz., that of onéhefperfect
bodies. The first sulphur then is not a true inatiah, or it would be auto impregnation.
The second sulphur imparts its own proper colamf and attributes to the resulting new body, detgrmines or
specificates it to silver, or to gold; if fermerntat be rightly performed. This sulphur is true sefed it remains
with, and is built up into the body.
Sendivogius says: "There be some that supposernSathave one kind of seed, and gold another, arall $he rest
of the metals. But these are foolish fancies :dhli&but one only kind of seed, the same is foarshturn which is
in gold, the same in silver which is in iron." Thesords apply to the common seed of metals befiffierentiation



into saturn, gold, etc.; Sendivogius has here plislagk the enquiry to the beginnings of thingsanegal. Hence
the necessity for an already differentiated sulphuhe work.

Ripley says : "You must know of a certainty andéet me, that the Stone may be finished in theenduitd the rec
both of which spring out of one root, without conmgpld, or silver.” This is a further assertioraofevolutionary
law; and evidently the gold and silver are addeekeaty for the purpose of effecting a considerablargy of time.
Mercury and Sulphur are equally universal theoadliic for they are considered to be present inaalbible bodies.
Yet, according to the writings of the alchemistgraury seems to be the more abundant, or moreidieese.
Frequently it appears to be feebly attached, expsmwith the aid of slight warmth, is volatiledas therefore
continually flying about, more or less free, unless until—"coagulated" by an appropriate sulphur. eethe
wings on the heels, helmet, and caduceus of Herthesunion of Hermes and Aphrodita begets or ptedu
Hermaphrodita, or Rebis.

If sulphur be the form, how is it that this inhetrsnlphur of x, in the Rebis, does not result suiphur again, in
spite of the added sulphur of gold, or at the masimight expect a body containing the mixed sulpladrx and
gold. The answer is not far to seek; first, thipbur of x will of itself—the conditions being faxable—ultimate in
gold. These sulphurs are therefore akin. Nowtiéspresence of this crude, undetermined goldgrhsuin the
cheap and common substance x which makes the ssibpe to any student, who is so favored as tdheseight
material, and the correct method.

Two or three extracts from Basil Valentine hereegishow that the goldamatured sulphur is also found elsewh
"You will find that the nature of the golden sulphasideth only in those metals which are comprdedramong
the red. . .the astrum of sol is found not onlgatd, but may be prepared artificially out of coppad steel, two
immature metals, both which as male and female hediéingeing qualities, as well as gold itselfSuth souls and
goldish sulphurs are found most effectual in Mard ®enus.”

"The tincture or antimonial sulphur is of wonderédficacy, and is equivalent unto potable gold" tiflmony stands
in a near relation and affinity unto gold, whichthe reason why antimonial sulphur purgeth the sbgbld,
graduating the same to a very high degree. Onttier gide, the gold can meliorate in a short tineegoul of
antimony, and can bring it to a firm fixation, etkadj antimony and gold to an equal dignity andugrt etc.

It is to be noted that he does not say here howayeuo be rid of the tendency of these sulphugaduce iron,
copper, and antimony respectively. The metals mnaatl contain impure sulphur also; the differentetas
reputed to be present in each metal can be aseedtériom the writings of Geber, Bacon, and othareold, it is
said, asserts that vulgar sulphur is the causé# tifeaimperfections present in metals. Boehme sé¥&e sulphur
principle is an other thing than common suplhur.”

The sulphur present in the White Stone is en rfartéhe golden quality, and if not fermented witlver, can be
rubified into the Red Stone by merely increasirgydrtificial external heat. But heat only will mobify the sulphu
of the white metals, lead and tin, into golden bulg. It is necessary to reduce them first, intatthe alchemist
calls the first or original condition, before aniyif) can be done (except of course when "projecti®iveing
performed).

As regards lead, Kelly says :"This is the treemivholesome fruits, on which must be inoculatedttigs of sol."
As regards tin, Aesch Mezareph says : "In particilnsmutations, its sulphurous nature alone dottprofit, but
with other sulphurs, especially those of the redatseit does reduce thick waters (duly terrifichtato gold." This
is not the universal work, but a "Particular” one;gold of plusquam perfection is formed; but bgokl. Many
other particular works are mentioned by writersistH'If you extract the Salt out of Vitriol, andctdy it well, then
you have a work which is short, and tingeth lurta Bol." (Valentine). In treating their vitriol, éhmercury comes
first, and the remainder or chaos contains thehsmlpnd salt; but in operating on vitriol of gotte sulphur comes
first, and the salt second, the undried remaindergothe mercury of gold. But nearer to perfectimabody is, the
more difficult is the extraction of the sulphur.

Bernard Trevisan held the opinion that "in goldréhis nothing but mercury coagulated by its owmpkut," and
"the philosophers have affirmed sol to be nothingdrgent vive matured" also "gold is nothing b@roury
anatized, i.e., equally digested in the bowels wiigeral earth." Golden Tract says: "Internal sulpis nothing but
mature mercury." So that here everything is trawatk to that one primary fluidity, on the whiche tépirit of God
moved at the beginning. But this is pure theory.

Sulphur is generally distinguished by the titlé'@fd,” thus—urba : "Nothing is more precious than the red sait
the sea; it is the distilled moisture of the mooim¢d to the light of the sun and congealed.” FlartiEhe fat of the
mercurial wind joined to the scum of the red sé&sch Mezareph mentions that Solomon fetched gola Ophir
by way of the Red Sea.

In the generality of cases, the remakes are bsi asany fresh enigmas to the student, who canribbut
illumination distinguish whether the light is nearafar off. To the instructed, however, all thirage clear; and the



expounding or propounding of riddles is done witlna facility. Therefore, also, he can see thattiieneous patl
he has trodden are being are being pressed bgé¢heffothers. There seems to be no remedy butatism, and
that can come but from one only source.

The analogy between the modus operandi of redwgingmon gold and their "unripe gold"—or proxima miter
each to its respective prima materia, is very stgkGold is broken up by common mercury and sulpisuthen
dissolved in aqua regia—of sal ammoniac (or othtaride salt) and saltpetre. "Unripe" gold is sohN®da crude
"mercury,” and in the subsequent analysis, thalopbphic sal ammoniac and saltpetre are produtkith these
latter—and not with the common variety—the finelyidad common gold )or perhaps its oxide), is redungulits
prima materia; and is then called the gold "fernient

The White Stone in its perfection is—though a commabcontaining its own sulphur—are called mercurywife,
or lune. The same remark applies to the Red Stfere its fermentation by gold. Either Stone ikectBeiya, or
Bride; and the silver ferment for the one, andgble ferment for the other, are each styled Gals;itbr
Bridegroom, etc. Therefore when mercury is spokeasdhe "seed of metals"—instead of the sperm—dling
can only be true on account of its sulphur; fos tatter is the fire and seed. In Metamorphosislefals Eirenaeus
says: "l am now speaking of metallic seed, andohdercury."” The element water encloses those rofad fire,
and these three in the form of a fluid "fall inteetearth, and there they rest and are conjoined, ath together,
when matured, constitute the mercury, or bride.luna



R.W. Councell Apollogia Alchymiae
Section V1. Concluding Remarks.

Transcribed by Mark House.

SECTION VI.
Concluding RemarKks.

It is obviously of prime importance that the naroég/rong material, and wrong methods of workingddmot
become anchored in the mind. Those who have alldiisdo take place "will never be inclined againtbeir own
genius to the plain way of nature and light oftirtiHermetic Arcanum (i.e.,without the aid of adgiior master).
The philosophers' mercury "may be sooner met wjtthb force of the seeker's intuition, than be thbg reason ¢
toil." Ibid. ". . .some affirm that the concretefstioe vegetable and animal kingdom; others, thaiengils as
antimony, sulphur, and marchasites, and the retsieofninerals; others, that metals themselves, goddsilver; bu
others of a more subtle wit, that vitriol and conmsalt be the subject of the glorious Stone:whigimions the
sincere searcher of nature ought to leave freledio &uthors. . . For immediately this thing whadmposeth the
stone is but one; which is divided into a fixed anblatile, into an agent and patient, and se fitvo; and althoug
it be so divided, yet it doth byormeans lose its unity. So also when it is divided salt, sulphur, and mercury, &
so is threefold, neither doth this division destitsyunity." Sanguis Naturae.
A list of things that are useless for the work dtidae made from all the books available. Animal aadetable
substances are ruled out first; then read the Goldact, the first treatise in the first volumetioé Hermetic
Museum, 1893 : and there will probably be littl te blunder over. Their mineral substance mayresemble
anything metallic; it may be as dissimilar as goageous poppy to its tiny seed. Preconceived ideasbstructive
to progress; the mind should remain in a receppassive condition until a composite photographrgegfrom th
superimposed impressions.
"As soon as anyone discerns the intention of thiestphers, from the seeming sense of the letterdark night of
ignorance will fly away, and a glorious morninglight and knowledge will break forth, etc." Hernwefirt. "An
undetermined matter being the beginning of all isetad minerals it follows, that, as soon as anysva! be so
happy as to know and conceive it, he shall easilggrehend also their natures, qualities and priggettUrbigerus
". . .despair and errors, which they (bewgrs) can never escape till they so far understanavritings, as to disce
the subject matter of our secrets, which being kmdhe rest is not so hard." Ripley Revived.
Eirenaeus, in his commentary on Ripley, and irféus treatises in the Hermetic Museum, explainsrgd number
of the obscure sayings of the writers. As a "sBtagfainst these discoveries, he propounds othignes,
apparently easier to be understood, but in realitgh more misleading. The same applies to hisuattms for
doing the work; thus, in one place he advises otpdie neck of the glass very securely with a thigler of sealing
wax; in another he says let the flame stream tadpef the vessel; and in another "if he be owerpked, he will
certainly break the vessel, and fly, and leave theeuins of thy glass, etc." The probable exgiands, that in
cohobating a mixed fluid, the heat is gentle ateara bath, and the glass temporarily stopped; whefiuid is
distilled off, the dry calx can be lcined at a dull red heat; in the third case, thefigd mixed confection is ripene
up to the White Stone, and the heat must alwaysxtsemely gentle or "remiss," the glass neck habiegn closed
by fusion.
The use of the words "horse dung" has &lsen difficult to explain by those who have nad laacess to a sufficie
number of alchemic books. "This supernatural Fimg,Son, the Philosophers have hidden in their Baoks
parabolic expressions, haming the same by innurteera@mes, and especiathey term it Balneum Mariae, a mc
Horse-dung, Menstruum, Urine, Blood, Aqua Vitag] &me like." "And what is signified by Horse-durg,
mentioned before, viz., that by Horse-dung is méamtvater of the Prima Materia, for it warm andishike
Horse-dung, but it is no common Horse-dung, as nigmyrant persons do suppose and understand."
Hydropyrographum Hermeticum. The author gives eksran proof of this from Alanus, Alchidonius, Ardo
Villaneuva, Alphidius, Aristotle, Hermes, Morienus.
This is the agent that dissolves and "putrefiedirary gold and silver, reducing them to "oily et suitable for
use as ferments. It is the "Water and Spirit ofRhiena Materia" and must be prepared first, fohwaitt it, no step
can be taken in this art. Calcination: the stuaeust judge by the kind of substance in use, asedind of



calcination which is intended. The ordinary drgfaalcination is undoubtedly used, but if it beduse a tender,
plastic material the whole vitality is burnt.ufss they call this magic water their fire, it igident that they will hav
no scruple—if they so choose—in calling its actioomp certain substance a philosophic calcinatiaarly all
their work is done by retort and receiver; crucierk is rare, until they come to actual projection

Their virgin and blessed water is also named Bfrd@rmes, Vessel and Seal of Hermes, a meltingcataining
Furnace, "for this Water dissolveth all Metals, @attineth them." Their first water besides calwipialso "melts"
the necessary substance; so that to "melt" ournadib@se, or saturn, or antimony, or gold—i.e., "aoripe
gold"—means to dissolve it by means of this Water whictheir Fire. This water, which dissolves the mahdase
in bulk, will also dissolve its separated partsl@tail, and in the re-uniting of them acts as the, for medium of
conjoining the parts; it is their solder; the ptighich unites the red man and the white wife,"peth were born in
the priest's bed."

In Ripley's first gate, Eirenaeus has a parable of the Kiagying, as his Queen, the daughter of a watareng"of
which water bearer | told you that his body, higlpér and the water in it, are all one". . ."th@dand also his son,
and he (the water bearer) is greater than bothes&lthen are all different parts of one thing—thm&Materia
Gold is the sulphur of it—the King; the Queen is Halt of it; the water bearer, etc., is the flyidihich is
necessary for intimately uniting these.

It is not, therefore, necessary—indeed, it is wrong-aite two or more things to form our prima matgekut to
find the one thing and separate the superfluitiesfit, re-uniting the remainder in correct propmms. "He who
knows not how to make many things out of one, knnatshow to conjoin many things into one." This erful
agent is also their pestle, by which they accorhplispounding, grinding, trituration. Eugenius @nic about the
man who in this work "makes his philosophic comdritwith a hammer." It is with this mercury they kaaheir
"amalgams"; as is mentioned elsewhere.

Sericon: "The gold of the wise, boiled and welletited with a fiery water makes Ixer. Red is the swtour for the
golden matter, and the nature thereof is not svesstrtherefore, we make of them Sericum, i.e.,'Xaireus.
Crude or partially wrought things are considerefi¢sour, bitter, poisonous or harmful, dangeroushale: and
wrought things, the contrary. That which comesajfukir is Elixer, i.e., drawn out of water.

Azoth:-Bernard Trevisan writes: "Azoth is not raw quicksil (or argent vive) simply extracted out of thenejibu
is that which is extracted by argent vive itself ofithe dissolved bodies." "Wherefore if latondreunclean bodit
is depurated by such an azoth. . .and by this lptoified by azoth, we make our medicine. Indeés d@zoth is
made of the elixir, because elixir is nothing ddsi¢ a body resolved into a mercurial water, aftbiclv resolution,
azoth is extracted out of it, i.e., in animatedisphAnd it is called elixir from e which is "out'band lixis which is
"water," because all things are made out of thiewyand the elixir is the second part in the @ajghic work, as
rebis is the first in the same work." Epistle toofitas of Bononia.

It is essential to know and to memorize the ordewtiich the products occur, or it will be impossid know to
what part of the work the writer refers. As theydanixed up the different stages, this is the avdy of sorting
them out; for the writer may have begun his treatiith the preparation of the ferment, using ordimaercury,
then gone to the other stages in any order. Bugtitent use of common mercury will have biassedstadent's
mind throughout the treatise.

The first stage (or ante first part), viz., thepgamation of their crude mercury, and the selecaioth preparation of
the base, is omitted. Afterwards the order is Smttand formation of the Rebis or Sericum or I#ie Elixir in the
sealed glass separates into the azoth above ataidhebelow; the azoth descends in dews, or raim3,ultimately
whitens the laton, without the laying on of hartise water precedes the oil; the spirit precedesag elixir
precedes azoth; rebis the chaos, the viscous humidity, and contalhdn the laton and azoth stage, the green
has become a black lion and the volatilized azedlgles. These are intermediate stages, the deainasra
menstruum, a fire, a sharp vinegar, antimonial—séter—mercurial argent vive. Saturnine, for it cornes of
darkness; antimonial, because it becomes liketfiaek minute atoms (like the powdered black vargdtgntimony
tri-sulphide), it splashes all about in the glassycurial, for a volatile portion ascends from it.

Height, depth, width, altitude, profundity, latieidthe highest altitude is red, the second is whitefundity is
black; latitude is extension in quality and quanéihd powder to permeate other things. Whenevaitangeaks ¢
the heavenly influences, such as those of the sdnmremon; or speaks of sky, clouds, the earth,eheisis
necessary to remember that he refers to the thwhgsh are in his laboratory. There he has his mainstand
valleys; his heavens, earth and sea; the saleieehter of the earth; his snow on the hill tops.

It is only from a substance which is not "determihim the direction of any one of the seven theavin metals,
that the alchemist made his rebis. All specificaiedetermined things are rejected. Thus Urbigéiphorism 28)
had no kind of metal in the calx in his retort,ther had he (Aphorism 37) ant "mercury, or any okied of
metallic substance" in the distilled fluid in thexeiver. This axiom, or sine qua non for it amouotthat—is the



center of the circle, from which a worker cannat and radiating out from that center are the dheiteed things
amongst which students can, and, do, wander fasy®eéthout apprehending the center, that broilinging
company, who call themselves chemists, but aresithah® philosophers." She (nature) had in her bdasanthings
"not metalline” without doubt one was white and tiieer red. It is—he says—necessary to find the tiargant
growing on the top of India's mountain; this istqua common symbol, and another writer says: 'fieisessary to
visit both the Indies"; all these, and other thingsur in Section I. of Lumen de Lumine.

Unless one is enthusiastic in a wise and endurig the philosophy of alchemy is dreary readingl ian
impatiently abandoned for practical work on immatigteas of the substance, and hazy notions of tiking. In
the philosophic desert is the trial, and also #weard. At the end of Euphrates—by Eugenius Philakeththe
commentsor S.S.D.D. writes: "l will end as | began, by isay | have read many alchemical treatises, buenexe
of less use to the practical alchemist, than thigt'the practical man is, in that work, given opn plain
information as to what he must avoid; the hintglmmaterial are quite as plain as discretion walltuv; and
there are no false suggestions.

The reader is also well repaid by studying Coelwrrde (by Eugenius); he there learns that he isofiotving the
path traversed by the philosophers unless he ddts wlouds condensing to "thick heavy water agaevas any
snow" followed by red. He will find where to loo&rfthe invisible white salt; the Mars that unitegivthis Venus
(Venus the spouse of vulca, i.e., labour or tdi)his poem is the following: "Those sighs retuwrdtops again”;
what, in practice, is the signification of thesghsi? They are mentioned by other writers, thoughemted in less
poetic garb.

It is so with many other indications, mentionedasurring in the laboratory work, which are appreted by the
ordinary five senses, and assessed at their puapez by the intellect. The theory of evolution iep the unity of
nature; it therefore seems logical that gold cdnddnade out of the white metals, lead and tin;silnér out of the
red metals, iron and copper; by bringing these Imétack to the point at which the paths beganverdee. Or, as
the alchemist puts it, by adding citrinity to thaite metals, and argent vive to the excessivaly aesort of levelin
to the standard required. Geber mentions ten meidor the five common metals—including mercurye fof
these for introducing a solar quality, and five ifttroducing a lunar quality.

But the universal medicine is the best, and wilkenany metal gold or silver, according to the ititamof the
philosopher, and the quality of the medicine. Tineesfluities of the common metal go off in fumeseMwho have
been ultimately successful write that they toileduccessfully at the making of these ten particuledicines,
when they were "Geber's cooks"; but after fruithgsars, they turned their attention to the univeesad then
accomplished the work.

It is necessary to distinguish between things @hatpossible to an accomplished master only, avgktthings that
are within that capabilities of an earnest studeimenaeus, though making mistakes for several hghiad the
conviction that he was already a master; so thatavident that to alight on the right materiagkas clear to the
mind the sayings of the philosophers; as has bestiiomed. In every block of marble is a potentiahds de Milo,
but it requires inspiration to see it, and a mattexduce it into actuality. In the subject we siseénclosed a
Galatea, who must not only be made visible, buttrals® be infused with life. Having now given irethery words
of alchemists of repute, direct contradiction tanecof the more important misinterpretations of nradwitics, the
raison d'etre of this treatise is accomplished. Mmore might be said, but considerations far mogent than
those of space forbid. | will conclude with a fewtracts from Boehme: "Do not toil and trouble yaifsn that
manner and way which you mention, with any goldnamerals, it is all false. . .It is not of earthgses or metals,
and yet it is the ground of all metals; a doubleztaury, yet not quicksilver, or any other minerahwetal." As
regards the working or process upon the correctmads, he says that a close parallelism existwédot it and the
life of Christ. "Now it behooves the wise seekectmsider the whole process with the humanity afistirom his
opening in the womb of his mother, Mary, even ®reisurrection and ascension, The Magus must kekp a
observe this process also with his Alchymy." FINIS.



