
relation between execution and infamy in the

public events of dissection and punishment. The

remaining articles variously consider the

metaphorical dissection of the body (in Paul

J Smith’s account of the rhetorical structure and

contemporary medical resonance of Rabelais’

‘Quaresmeprenant’); the hierarchizing of bodily

difference (through painting and gestures) in

Peter Mason’s ‘Reading New World bodies’ the

symbolic and political act of circumcision in

José Pardo Tomás’ account of ‘Crypto-Judaism

in sixteenth–eighteenth-century Spain’ and

Esther Cohen’s article on pain in the Middle

Ages. Cohen’s nuanced account of the gendering

of discourses of suffering (and her

acknowledgement of its medico-scientific

and theological context) highlights the

absence of such necessary contextualization

elsewhere.

What is most interesting, and ultimately most

disappointing, about this book, therefore, is its

desire to produce new ways of viewing the

historical body. As the editors acknowledge,

‘‘Books—as textual bodies—are supposed (and

required) to have coherence’’. Yet this collection

does not. Rather than a study of ‘‘early modern

bodies as living, acting and feeling subjects’’, we

have snapshots of objectified bodies at various

points in time and space. The editors deny that it

is ‘‘cultural history’’ (preferring to view the work

as ‘‘a historically informed branch of cultural

analysis’’), and they reject the ‘‘context and

method’’ imposed by traditional academic

approaches. There is certainly scope for this kind

of re-interrogation of sources based on awareness

of our own limited sensibilities of what

constitutes art, for instance, or ‘‘the medical’’.

But to do so satisfactorily requires us to

acknowledge the complex and ever-shifting

relation between mind, body and soul, rather than

relying on such potentially ahistorical categories

as ‘‘bodily extremities’’ and ‘‘self-hood’’ without

reference to problems of definition. By focusing

on baggily defined ‘‘cultural themes’’ and ‘‘going

about research on the human body in which

neither the method nor its contextual field have

been determined beforehand’’, the editors have

failed to produce a convincing alternative to the

methodological approaches they condemn. The

result is a collection as disjointed and

disembodied as its subject matter.

Fay Bound,

The Wellcome Trust Centre for the

History of Medicine at UCL

Pete Moore, Blood and justice: the
seventeenth-century Parisian doctor who made
blood transfusion history, Chichester, John

Wiley, 2003, pp. xxiv, 224, illus., £16.99

(hardback 0-470-84842-1).

Using similar image-evoking language to

that of Edgar Allen Poe’s Auguste Dupin

adventures, Pete Moore has also created a

tantalizing tale of mystique and macabre.

Unlike Poe’s account, however, Moore’s tale is

true. The plot that he reveals scene by scene is

that of Jean-Baptiste Denis being called forth

in 1667 to perform a blood transfusion in a

human subject.

Helpful to the wide audience for which this

work is intended (and deserves), the author

introduces a cast of over 150 characters before his

opening chapter. Readers are then carried into the

world of seventeenth-century Europe with

sufficient detail to feel that they are present at

each of the settings Moore eloquently describes.

Such attention to detail is important in

delineating this little known history of a

significant medical discovery.

Denis, a mathematician and astronomer with a

passionate interest in medicine, together with the

respectable surgeon Paul Emmerey, were called

to the Hôotel de Montmor, home of a fashionable

patron of experimental science to perform a

blood transfusion into Antoine Mauroy. Mauroy,

a local servant widely known for suffering bouts

of insanity that provoked outrageous public acts,

had been restrained in a chair in the audience-

filled room before Denis arrived. A local calf

had been secured as the blood donor.

Since blood was believed, at the time, to be ‘‘an

essential component of who you are’’ (p. 10),

it was reasonable for Denis to adopt

contemporary medical thinking that purifying the

blood of the ill was a pathway to cure. But instead

of letting blood, as had been practised for
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centuries, Denis was the leading advocate in

France for transfusing good, healthy blood into

diseased patients. Such procedures, the

mathematician noted, had an advantage over

blood-letting in that the overall blood volume

could be maintained. The fact that the donor was

non-human was of little consequence to Denis.

To establish the context surrounding medical

wisdom of the period, Moore summarizes

pertinent elements of Cartesian and Harveian

philosophy as well as the new experimental

philosophy that was being espoused by

England’s Royal Society and emulated by

France’s Académie Royale des Sciences. We

gain a glimpse of the channels through which

men like Denis advocated innovative

experimental procedures in order to gain favour,

thereby accelerating their societal rise. The

rivalries so typical in histories of England and

France are played out here in the claim of

priority over which nation’s natural philosophers

had first uncovered the benefits of blood

transfusion.

Denis transfused some five or six ounces of the

calf’s blood into Mauroy through a series of

quills that he had connected into one continuous

pipeline. Although not the first time he had

performed such a transfusion into humans, it was

his first time for using this technique in attempt to

cure a patient who was deemed physically

well, but mentally deranged.

What initially appeared as an ‘‘incredible

cure’’ (p.154), soon took a deleterious pathway

upon which, after three transfusions over a series

of weeks, Mauroy died and Denis was indicted

for murder. Using the documentary evidence

from the trial and contemporary European

medical writings, Moore sets up a debate

between all of these authorities in a manner

similar to Walter Cronkite’s ‘You Are There’ US

innovative television series of the 1950s.

Although this setting is admittedly fictitious, it is

believable as it is based solely upon accurate,

contemporary accounts. At the conclusion of this

scintillating scene, we find that Denis was

acquitted, but the magistrate’s decision that ‘‘no

transfusion should be made upon any human

body without the approval of the physicians of

the Parisian Faculty [of Medicine]’’ (p. 205) dealt

a death knell to such experimentation in the

ensuing decades. Indeed, the need to gain

consensus from such a divisive professional

body prohibited further attempts at transfusion

for 150 years.

Some readers may be bothered by Moore’s

readiness to skip forward within his chapters,

filling the readers with more up-to-date

information of the subsequent findings about

blood and transfusion. Indeed, it was a bit

disconcerting to jump into twentieth-century

blood typing and incompatible transfusion

knowledge in the midst of his chapter on ‘Denis’

route to the top’. Perhaps such information

should have been relegated to an epilogue or

added to the otherwise helpful timeline of

seventeenth-century blood transfusion at the

close of the book. Doing this towards the final

pages would reinforce the timeliness of a history

of blood transfusion. It would also have allowed

the author to include references leading curious

readers to more thorough histories of the

importance of blood and modifications of blood

transfusion over time. An index would also

have been of immense help.

Upon reflection, I am left craving more

medical and scientific history to be delivered in

such a lively manner. Perhaps BBC television

should be thinking how best to feature Moore’s

important historical writing before an even wider

audience, one that it clearly deserves.

Philip K Wilson,

Penn State University College of Medicine

Walter Bernardi and Luigi Guerrini (eds),

Francesco Redi, un protagonista della scienza
moderna: documenti, esperimenti, immagini,
Biblioteca di Nuncius, Studi e Testi 33, Florence,

Leo S Olschki, 1999, pp. xi, 388, L 75,000

(paperback 88-222-47191).

The twenty papers in this collection aim to

create a comprehensive image of the physician

and courtier Francesco Redi (1626–1698). The

book is divided into four overlapping sections:

Redi’s laboratory work as it appears in his

notebooks; his relationship with the science of his

time; Redi viewed through the social context of
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