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Fichidum

PART TWO

are divine, as had been said before. They are human, apparently because
they have their origin in heredity, in the organs of the body. It is im-
possible to admit the divinity of a special disease, for they are all divine;
at the same time all diseases are human because of the influence of the
body. The two spheres of the divine and of the natural are then funda-
mentally separate, although their influence is combined in every action.®

A similar theory has to be presupposed for the book on Prognostics.
At the outset the physician is advised ‘‘to learn the natures of such dis-
eases, how much they exceed the strength of men's bodies, besides
whether there is any divine influence in them and to learn how to fore-
cast them.”¥ Divine influence and human nature again are separated
as distinct forces. The nature of man is not in itself divine but the divine
is thought to become apparent in the body. In what way this must be
understood was already discussed in antiquity; the interpretations varied
widely.®® [t seems to me that it is the spontaneous reactions which are
signified by the word ‘‘divine.” In one of the Hippocratic books it is
stated: ‘“In fact it is especially knowledge of the gods that by medicine
is woven into the stuff of the mind . . . Physicians have given place to
the gods. For in medicine that which is powerful is not in excess. In fact,

% Jones, 1. c., I, p. x, without reference but, I think, mindful of these passages,
says: “The fifth century B.C. witnessed the supreme effort of the Greeks to cast aside
this incubus in all spheres of thought. They came to realize that to attribute an
event to the action of a god leaves us just where we were, and that to call normal
phenomena natural and abnormal divine is to introduce an unscientific dualism, in
that what is divine (because mysterious) in one generation may be natural (because
understood) in the next, while, on the other hand, however fully we may understand
a’phenomenon, there must always be a mysterious and unexplained element in it.
All phenomena are equally divine and equally natural.” This statement, I think, is
not in accordance with the meaning of the Hippocratic author, as I tried to explain
it. Everything is understood, even though it be in the form of a divine causality. On
the other hand, the main theme of the book is not the uniformity of Nature, every
aspect of which is equally divine (Jones, 1. c., 11, p. 135). It also follows from my
interpretation that there is a difference in the basic theory between the book on the
Sacred Disease and the book on Water, Air, and Places (contrary to Jones, 1. c., 11,
pp- 130/1). Furthermore the thesis of Gomperz that the Hippocratic physicians re-
jected the belief in supernatural forces can certainly not be proved by the statement
of this treatise; cf. n. 31, above.

3 Jones, l. c., 11, pp. 6-8: yvévar olv xp# 7@y TowolbTwY voonuaTwy Tds ¢loras, dkbooy
Urép Ty Sbvaply elow T4y cwpbrwy dua 8¢ kal €l T Oelov &veoTwv & o vobooar. Following
the edition of Kiihlewein, Jones omits the words concerning the divine, but they are
contained in all the manuscripts. Cf. also Hippocrates, ed. Littré, VII, 1851, p. 312.

% Galeni in Hippocratis Prognosticum, ed. I. Heeg, CMG, V, 9, 2, 1915, p. 205,
28 sq. Erotiani Vocum Hippocraticarum Collectio cum Fragmentis, rec. E. Nach-
manson, 1918, p. 108, 10 sq.
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though physicians take many things in hand, many diseases are also
overcome for them spontancously.”® The physicians then make room
for the gods in regard to the spontaneous reactions of the body, which
are considered as an interference of divine character, since they cannot
be mastered by the human being. This is a theory unfamiliar neither to
the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. nor to the later periods. Aristotle
says: “There are a few to whom it seems that chance is a cause, but
that it is not evident to human intelligence, since it is something divine
and marvelous.”’® It is in this sense that the statement in this Hippo-
cratic book and in the others can best be interpreted. The spontaneous
reactions, which are not the effects of human efforts and which can only
be acknowledged as facts, are mentioned very often in the book on
Prognostics as well as in the book on the Diseases of Women, the author
ol which states that the physician has first of all to consider the possible
divine influence, then the nature of women, and many other things.*
At any rate, many of the Hippocratic books, a greater number than
identify God with nature, acknowledge the divine as a factor apart
from nature, which is a power of its own.

No doubt in some treatises God is even entirely excluded from the
bodily processes. For in the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. there are
many people who believe in the mechanism of the nature of plants, ani-
mals, and human beings: ‘“Nature produces them out of a certain spon-
taneous cause and without any creative intelligence.”*> This, I think,

% Jones, l. c., 11, p. 289: Kal yap pé\ora 0 mepl Oecov €ldnais év vby abry) éumhéxerac.
ol 8¢ inTpot Oeolor wapakexwphkaoty. ob yap év mepirTov &v abrf 70 SuvagTelov. xal yap olTot
TONNG pév peraxepéovTar, TOANG 8¢ kal KekpaTnTaL abTolol O wuTdy.

w0 Aristotle, Physics, 196b, 5-7: eioi 8¢ rives ols dokei elvar airia pév 0 TOXN, &8n\os
8¢ avfpwmivy diavoig Gs Beiéw e ol kal Sarpoviwrepov. Cf. Aristotle, The Physics, with
an English Translation by P. H. Wicksteed and F. M. Cornford (L.oeb Class. .Library),
Vol. I, 1929, pp. 146-7 where the parallels are quoted. Chance in the Aristotelian
discussion is identical with spontaneity, cf. l. c., p. 120.

4 E, Littré, Oeuvres complétes d'Hippocrate, VII, 1851, p. 312: wepl 8¢ riis
yuvaikelns boios kal voonuarwy Tale Néyw. pal\oTa pév 76 Beiov & Tolow &vfpimoiol atriov
elvar. irera al plates @ yuvarkey kal xporai. Heidel, The Heroic Age of Science, p. 18,
characterizes this statement as the sort of curt remark that “one might perhaps ex-
pect to find in an unbelieving modern who wished to avoid offending §e{15ibilities he
respected but did not share.”” He points to the fact that later the divine does not
occur, and this would be indeed an objection, as is already remarked by Galen (l. .,
p. 208, 4-8). 1f one adopts the explanation [ propose this objection is no longer valid,
and the statement, obviously important, can be given its full value. Cf. also Hip-
pocrates, ed. Littré, IX, 1861, p. 26; 28. .

“ Plato, Sophistes 265¢c: Ty ¢pbow abra yevvar amé Twos airias abroudrns kal dvev

Scavolas ¢puobans.
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