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PART TWO

things, these also the diviners interpret, sometimes with, sometimes
without success. But in neither case do they know the cause, either of
their success or of their failure. They recommend precautions to be
taken to prevent harm, yet they give no instruction how to take pre-
cautions, but only recommend prayers to the gods."**® Thus part of the
realm of the diviners is in the fifth and fourth centuries B.C. usurped by
the physicians and declared to be their own. But the priests are still the
only interpreters of divine dreams.

Yet later on also physicians do interpret the divine dreams as well
as the physical ones. The Empiricists and Galen do not ask the diviners
about the contents of dreams, they understand them by themselves.
This type of divination becomes a science of its own, and now ‘‘the
divine prescriptions are simple and have nothing mysterious . . . ," they
fall within medical reasoning.’®® At the same time a change in the the-
oretical understanding of dreams takes place. In the Hippocratic book,
although it is the soul which tells beforehand what will happen, it is the
body which causes the dreams.!¥ But Herophilus declares dreams to be
merely psychological phenomena; it is not the bodily changes but only
the psychic changes that are manifested in dreams; these are the natural
dreams which have to be separated from the divine.'® His theory comes
to be generally recognized even by the diviners. The book of Artemi-
doros, which is the most famous treatise on the interpretation of dreams,
takes over its theory almost verbally from Herophilus.!*

What are the reasons for the belief in the validity of dreams? They
are partly philosophical but differ according to the various systems.'*
Yet the fact that the Empiricists also acknowledge the reality of divine

12 Jones, 1. c., IV, p. 423: ékéoa &¢ 4 Yuxn Tob gbparos mabhuara mpoonpualvet,
TAnTuoviis i Kevdatos UmepBoliy T@Y qupduTdy § ueraBoliy TV anféwr, kplvovor ptv kal
TaiTa, kal T& pév TUYXGroval, Ta 8¢ duapTdvouvot, kal obdéTepa TobTwy YwdhokougL &' & Tu
ylverat, obf’ 8 v & émrbxwow ol & T dv dpaprwot, ¢puhdoaeslar 8¢ TapawéovTes uf T
Kkaxdy NaBy. ob 8" oly ob 8i8éokovawy ds xp puhdoaesfar, dNNa Deotawy ebxeafar kehebovat.

130 Artemidoros, Oneirocritos, ed. R. Hercher, 1864, p. 215, 1 sq.: 7as 8¢ gwrayds
T8y Bedy fror dmhas kal obSey éxoboas alveypa evphoes. Cf. in general A. Bouché-Leclerq,
Histoire de la divination dans I'antiquité, 1, 1879, pp. 295 sq.

1 Jones, 1. c., IV, p. 420.

122 Herophilus, 1. c., 416, 14: ‘Hpoégihos T@y évelpwy Tobs uév feoméumrous kat’ dvayxny
yivealac, Tovs b¢ duaikods dvedwhomolovuérns Yuxils TO guudépoy abry Kal TO TwavTws égbuevoy

135 Cf. Bouché-Leclerq, 1. c., I. p. 297, who gives a thorough analysis of the book
of Artemidorus and also names all the physicians and philosophers interested in the
theory of dreams.

14 Cf, e.g., Aristotle, On Dreams and n. 127, above.
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dreams already indicates empirical proof too, for this school has no
other valid principle. Accordingly it is sometimes expressly stated that
“some dreams are prophetic for this i1s shown by experiment.”’'® Nay,
even the dream-interpreters rely on experience rather than on argu-
ment. They say that the validity of dreams can hardly be proved by
reason but that it can be shown by experience.’®® Dreams, to the an-
cients, are a natural phenomenon even when they are considered to be
divine, and as such they belong to natural science. There is then no
reason for the scientific physician to object to healing by priests accord-
ing to advice given in temple dreams.

But the physicians could not object to the miracles performed by
the god either. For ancient dogmatic philosophy acknowledges the
possibility of miracles. This depends on the fact that the natural laws
are not held valid by the Dogmatists in every case but only in most
cases. Exceptions are then always possible; things may happen for rea-
sons still unknown, but they are not at all contrary to nature. Aristotle
says: ‘It is the miracle, a thing contrary to nature but not contrary to
nature as a whole, rather contrary to it as it appears in most cases. For
in regard to the eternal nature which acts with necessity nothing comes
into being contrary to it."""¥" This sentence is valid for later generations
too. Also the Stoic philosophers and the Neo-Platonists are able to
understand miracles as nothing more than events whose causes are un-
known. Dogmatic medicine, then, based on rational philosophy, cannot
oppose religious cures; miracles are not excluded by its conception of
science. The Empiricists, on the other hand, cannot disapprove of
miracles since they acknowledge no general rules beyond experience.
There is no sufficient reason to allow them to contradict those facts.
Only the Epicureans, who try to explain everything and do not acknowl-

edge the assumption that something can happen without an intelligible
S

135 Galen, Opera, ed. Kiihn, VI, p. 833: xal & 7wa pavrkds vm’ abrils (sc. 4
Yuxiis) mpodnholvral, Kal yap ToUTo Tf Welpg papTvpeiTar.

138 Artemidorus, 1. ¢., p. 1, 11; 15-16 . . . wepi dv &v €xw xardpfwy, iy dud weipas
éropiaauny, ovyypayar . . q&fpwv els 70 pégov THY weipay Kal THY T@Y 4TOTENETUATWY
papruplay, % waow ikavy yévor' dv dvrioxely dvfpdmos, kal pévror Kal mpds Tods Xpwuévous
ey pavricq dua 8¢ TO un) evreTuxmKkévar Noyous mepl TobTWY &kpiféot Temhavnuévous. Cf. p. 197,
12; 198, 14; 199, 1. Just because of their experimental basis dream- mte.rpretatlons
must not be ldentxﬁed with nmglc Artemidoros therefore rejects every kind of magi-
cal belief and opposes magicians no less than do the doctors. Cf. p. 205, 25-206, 11.

197 Aristotle, On the Generation of Animals, IV, 4, 770b9. €7 yép 76 Tépas Tév
wapt dpbow 71, Taps phow 8 ob wacay GAN& THv &s éml 70 woND. mepl Yap Tiv hel kal Ty &

dpdryrns obley yiverar mapa pbaw. CL. Zeller, 1. c., 11, 23, p. 429, 3.

243

IEY


http://eman-archives.org/Foucault-fiches/items/show/18045?context=pdf



http://eman-archives.org/Foucault-fiches/items/show/18045?context=pdf

