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Introd哩埜i⑪皿

Iintendinthispapertodevelopsomecommentsfirstmadefbrty

yearsagobyOwseiTemkin,aboutthestudyofmedicineinlate

Alexandria(3rdto8thcenturies),andtoputthemintoasomewhat

broadercontext.Thiscontextderivesfifomthenatureofmyown

workwhichinthelastcoupleofyearshasconcentratedoncertain

fbaturesoftherenaissanceinwesternEuropeasitafftctedmedicine

(primarilythel6thcentury).

Youwillbeawarethatintheperiodoftherenaissancetherewas

arediscoveryofthefilllheritageofclassicalmedicalsourcesofthe

Greektradition,theworks･thatisofHippocrates,Galen,Celsusand

others,andthatthesetextsvastlyenlargedthelimitednumberof

classicalsourceshithertoavailable・Thewesternmiddleageshad
neverthelesshadavailabletothemareasonableselectionoftheGreek

texts;toaverylimitedextentthesehadbeentranslatedfiFomGreek

intoLatin,butthernajoritycametotheLatinwestthroughArabic

versionsinthellthandl2thcenturies.Togetherwiththesetextshad

comealsoseveralmajorproductsofArabicscholarshipinmedicine,

worksinwhichArabwritershadassessed,arranged,refined,modilied

andamplifiedtheGreekheritagefbrtheirownpurposes.Therange
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ofGreekworksonwhichthesefbrmulationshadbeenbasedwas

greaterthantherangeofGreektextsavailableinthewestbefbrethe
renaissance.IwillreturntoacoupleoftheseArabworkslater・We

canunderstandtherefbrehow,withfi･eshaccesstothe<4purefbuntg'

ofGreekmedicalworksinthelatel5thandearlyl6thcenturies,

manyphysiciansandtranslatorssawitastheirtasktorenovatemedical

knowledgeandriditoftheimpuritiesfi､omwhichithadhitherto
suflEred.Intheireyestheseimpuritieswere,naturally,thewritings

oftheArabswhichtheyhadbeenusingfbrfburhundredyears,and

theterminologyofthetranslationsofGreekworkswhichhadpassed

throughArabicontheirwaytoLatin.Theirpropagandacampaign,
carriedoninamultitudeofpublications,wassosuccessfi'lthatitwas

longanacceptedcommonplaceinthehistoryofmedicinethatthe
Arabiccontributiontowesternmedicine，whereithadbeenmore

thanameretransmission,hadunfbrtunatelybeenacorruption．Now-

adaysthisviewisbeingrevised,andinthispaperlwanttopoint
totwofbaturesofthestructureofmedicalwriting_whichthesere-

fbrmersnotonlvfailedtoeradicatebutactuallycontinuedorpro-

moted.

Twoparticularaspectsoftherenaissancehavelongbeencele-

brated，Oneistherevivalofthestudyofanatomy,whichproduced

regulardissectionsinmanyuniversities,revisedaccountsofhuman
anatomyandanadvanceintechniquesofillustration-allofwhich

reacheditsfirsthighpointinthefamousworkofVesaliuspublished

in1543.GenerallyenthusiasmfbrthisefIbctivelynewsubjectspread

acrossEuropefi､omltalyeventothedistantreachesoftheBritish
Isles.Thesecondistheappearanceofarealalternativeapproach

(occurringcontemporaneouslywiththeanatomyrevival),themystical-

chemicalsystemstressingtherelationshipbetweenthemacrocosmand
themicrocosm,advocatedbyParacelsusinGermany,andwhichra-

pidlyfbundenthusiasticconvertsacrossthecontinent.Thegreat

maiorityofhistoricalwritingonthewesternmedicineofthisperiod
concentratesonthesetwoissues.Butwhatwedonothaveisanyac-

countofwhattherelativelyunspectacularaspectsoftherenaissance

amountedto.Itishardlyadequatetorepresenttherenaissancein
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medicineas(merely)theperiodwhentheArabic-derivedtextswere

thrownasideandthepurerGreekoriginalsbroughtintouse,and

whenbothanatomyandthemystical-chemicalapproachofParacelsus

cametobeconsideredhighly;fbrthisismerelytorepeattheclaims

ofthepropagandistsibl、thesecauses.Itisusefilltorecognise,then,

thattherewasalsoa"main-stream''ofrefbrmingactivitywhichpreoc-

cupiedmanyofthemostablemedicalmindsoftheperiod.We

cangosomewaytowardassessingtheiractivitybyaskinghowthey

succeeded(atleastintheirowneyes)intransfbrmingmedicalknow-

ledge.How,fbrinstanc,3,inpracticaltermsdidphysiciansandphilo-

logistsgoaboutassimila‘tingthenewknowledge？What企aturesofit

struckthcmasdescrvinggreaterprominenceanddetailedtreatment

andwhy？What，ifany，institutionalandcurricularchangesdidthey

considerdesirableinordertogiveexpressiontotheirrevisedvision

ofhowmedicineshouldbeconceptualisedandtaught？Whatguides
orreassessmentsdidthevthinkshouldbewrittenfbrstudents？What

〃

preparatorycoursesinothersubjectsmightbedesirablefbrintending

physicians？Thesearethesortofquestionsinwhichlhavebeenin‐

terested.Thattherewasasuccessli'lrcfbrmcanhardlybedoubted:

newmedicalschools,withaprofbssoriate,appearduringthel6thcen-

tury,newchairsinnewsubicctsarecreated,theprintedliterature

appearsingreatvolumeandinavarietyofnewfbrms,andwhole

suhiectcategoriessuchas"physiology"and:Gpathology"areresusci-
tatedfiomclassicalmodels.

Inseekingtodisce'､nthepatternsandoptionsavailablefbrthe

choicemadeinrest,､ucturingmedicineintherenaissance,Ihavefbund

itnecessaryofcoursetolookbackatthecollectionsoftheHippocratic

andGalenicworks.Butlhavebeenstruckbythcwayinwhich,

lbrcertainfbatures,oneneedstolookbackalsototheArabicwrit-

ings,andbeyondthemtothesomewhathazypcriodbetweenthe

deathofGalen(c.200A.D.),andthetimewhenGreekworksbegan

tobetranslatedintothelanguagesofthefirstArabempire(c.850).
Inthesecentu'､iesthecentresinwhichmedicinecontinuedtobe

studiedandpursuedontheclassicalpatternwereAlexandria(till

about700A.D.)andByzantium(=Constantinople,c.650-c.1450).
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Temkinhaswrittenthat::earlyArabmedicinelieslikeawedgebet-

weenourknowledgeofmedicineinAlexandriaandConstantinople')",

andwhiletheyaredifIiculttodisentangle,itiswiththemedical
traditionfi､omAlexandriatotheArabsthatlamconcerned.

AlexandriahadHourishedasacentreofscholarlypursuits,includ-

ingmedicine,inPtolomaictimes.Weareconcernedhereonlywith

theperiodknownas{GlateAlexandria''.Whatweknowofmedicine

inAlexandriaissomewhatsketchy,andthepicturehasbeencons-

tructedasmuchfiFomimplicationasfromsubstantivedocumentation.

Butweareabletosaythatteachingcontinuedtherebasedprimari-

lybutnotexclusivelyontheworksofGalenand,throughhisenthu-

siasms,onHippocraticworks.Thisteachingwascarriedout,asfar
aswecandetermine,byteacherswhowerenotexclusivelyphysicians

norteachersofmedicinebutalsotaughtothersubjects.Theyare

usuallyrefbrredtoas:&iatrosophist3'-aterminterpretedasdescribing

philosophersandrhetoricianswhiletheywereteachingmedicine.Fur-

ther,thisteachingseemstohavebeeninstitutionalised,i.e.locatedin

publicschools.Whenevermedicineistaughtinaschoolthisneces-

sarilyhasaneHbctonthewayinwhichitistaught,notonlyin

limitingtheextenttowhichitcanbetaughtempiricallyasitis

practised,butalsoinpromptingthepreparationofmaterialswhich

makebestuseofthesystemoflecturing,readingand,perhaps,

discussionandargument.TheAlexandrianschool(s)heldGalenand

Hippocratesinhighesteem,anditistobeexpectedthattheyshould

havetriedtomaketheworksofthesegreatmastersmoremanaJable

andapproachable.
Versionsofthecollectionsofl6booksoftheworksofGalenthat

AlexandrianteachersmadestillsurviveinArabicandareknownas

theS"加加αγi"A/"α"〃伽0γ"m2).AsimilarsetofHippocraticworkswas

alsodrawnup3).Recentlyamoreelaborateaccountofthewhole
Alexandriancurriculumhasbeenassemblcdfi､omthewritingsofan

Arabofthellthcentury,AlilbnRidwan(=Haly,d.1061A.D.)4).

Althoughtheoriginalsourceofthisaccountisnotknown,itreveals

thatthemedicalcurriculumatAlexandriawaswellthought-out,that

itwasdesignedtotakestudentsthroughthecourseinawaywhich
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introducedthemtosuccessivelymorecomplexsubjects,andthatit

hadanextensivccomponentofAristotelianlogic.Weevenknowthe

namesof､peoplewhomayhavebeenmembersofasupposedcom-

mitteewhichdrewuptheseselections5.Somesurvivingindividual

commentariesonparticularworkscanalsobedatedtothisperiod.
WhilethemedicalencyclopaediasofOribasius,AlexanderofTralles

andAELiusofAmida(producedbetweenthe4thand6thcenturies),

seenltocorne丘omtheByzantinestream,weknowthatpeopletravel-

ledbetweenthetwoschools6).Aparticularwayofdcscribingdiseases
seemstohavebeendeveloped(givingadefinitionoftermsanda

descriptionoftheanatomyinvolved)atAlexandria7).Inadditionto

allthisitispossiblethatanatomyteachingtookplaceatAlexandria

(asatConstantinople):s)itseemstobethcplaceoforiginofthe
(Iost)'originalsofthe"five-figureserieJofillustrations9),andTheo-

philusappcarstorefbrtocontemporarydissectionsinhissummaryof
Galen'sanatomy'0).Insum,whileprecisedatingisnotpossible,it
clearlyemergesthattherewasoneormoreibrmalschoolsatlate

Alexandria,basedverylargelyonthelegacyofGalen'swritings,and
seeminglyunitedintheirdedicationtohisbrandofrationalismin

medicine.

TwofUrthe,、pointswhich,fbllowingTemkin,Iwishtoaddto

thislistare(1)thedevelopmcntofafbrmoi、introductiontocom-

mentariesonmedicalworks,whichhasancxtraordinarypersistence

and(2)theintroduction鍬〃』ん"oofagrossdistinCtionofthewhole

subieCtofmedicine,viz.intotheoryandpracticc,whichisstillso

currentafactorinwesternmedicalthinkingastobevirtuallyun-

remarked.Myinterestintheseisnotlimitedtotracingtheirtem-

poralorigin,butextendstotryingtoascertain,ifpossible,whatrole

theyfi,lfilledattheirgenesisandwhatpurposestheycontinuedto
servethereafter.

Theaccessusadauctores

Whenweturntothefbrmeroftheseissues,thatof､thefbrmof

introductiontocommentariesonmedicaltexts,itisfirstnecessaryto
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establishwhatitis.Thisgeneralfbrmofintroductionisusuallyre-

fbrredtobythemediaevaltermthe"""fzJsaJazzcmγ"-theapproach
toauthoritativewriters-thetermprefbrredbythemodernhistorian

whohasprovidedthemostextensiveexpositionofit,E.A.QUainl1).～

Thebestknownexample,andperhapstheclearest,doesnotcome
fi､omamedicalwriterbutfi,omBoethius,theRomanwriterofthe

early6thcentury,whoplannedtotranslateintoLatin,andtohar-J

momse，allthewritingsofPlatoandAristotle.OftheoriginalworksJ

thathe6nished,theCo77z77ze"jαぴhewroteonPorphyry's〃か0血c"0〃

totheQzjego7'i"ofAristotle(i.e.Boethius'んAagoge71POゆりγ〃Co加加‘"jα，
writtenc.509A.D.),amajorsourcefbrwesternknowledgeofAristotle

untilthel2thcentury,containsthisfbrmofintroduction'2.Thecom-

plexityofthetraditionisillustratedbytheflctthatthisis_anintro-‘

ductioncomposedinLatinlbraLatintranslationofaGreekintro-
ductiontoaGreekworkofAristotle.InthisworkBoethiusisfirst

askedbyhissupposedpupilFabiustoinstructhiminthedidactic′

matterswhichexpositorsandcommentatorsuscinordertoaccustom

theirpupilgmindstoacertainaptncssinlearning.Boethiusreplies
thatineverycxpositionmastersgiveafb,､ctasteoI､sixthings:fbrthey
teachinadvancewhatthe加彫""0"ofanyworkis,secondwhatits

〃""り'orvalueis,thirdwhatitsoγ庇γis,fburth,ifitissaidtobethe
workofsomeparticularauthor,whetheritisge""zea"‘α1"hβ""c,fifih
whatisthe〃"gofthebook...andthesixthpoi''tistosay"""ch

力arjq/""os0lノリthemainpremissofthcbookshouldberefbrred.
Boethiusthengoesontoanswerthesepointsfbrtheworkunder
consideration.

Qj1ainhasshownquiteconclusivelythattheoriginofthetr""'"

goesbacktothecommentatorsonthclogicalwo'､ksofAristotle,who
wereoftenneoplatonists.The6rst,fi､agmentary,fbrmofithefinds
inAlexanderAphrodisiasatAthens(teachingl98-210AD.),andsub-

sequentlyinPorphyry(d.304),Proclus(d.485)andAmmonius(end'

5thcentury)．WithAmmoniusteachingatAlexandria,andhispupils

(Olympiodorus,SimpliciusandJohnPhiloponus)canbeseenfbrmalized
alistoftenquestionstobeaskedandansweredbythecommentator
onanvworkofAristotle・Ofthesethetenthandlastis@GHowmany

l
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items,andwhatkindofitems,shouldbeconsideredintheintroduc-

tionstoeachworkofAristotle,andfbrwhatreasons?''QJ'ainargues
thatthes"6-"zﾉ加omofthistenthquestionarethesourceofthe(z""-

J､"J(or‘〃“cα"",or"theusualheadings").ThisiswhatBoethiusis

pursuinginthepassageabove,anditistheseriesofquestionswhich

canbefbundincommentatorsonallsortsofsubjectsuptothel2th

centul･y,withonlyslightmodi6cations.Instancesofitsuseintwelfih

centurycommentariesonLatinliterature,ongrammar,rhetoric,dia-

lectic,Romanlaw,canonlaw,andtheologicaltexts,areciledby

QUain;allaresaidbyhimtohavetakentheirexamplefromthe

AlexandriancommentatorsofAristotle,thoughbydiverseroutes,and

ofthesethelinethroughBoethiusisimportant.Thetwelfihcentury

thussawthewidespreadextensionofa"practicethathadbeenatra-

dition,apparentlydOrmantinSomefieldsfbrcentu,､ies，andtotally
unknowninothery'13)

Itwillbenotedthatnoinstanceofitsuseinmedicalcommen-

tarieswasmentionedbyQUain.However,suchexampleshavebeen

pointedoutbyTemkin(1953)14)andCourcelle(1948)15).Telnkin

treatsofseveralAlexandriancommentariesonGalen'sDe'｢""s(z(li"-

〃0血“"伽j､(O〃伽J"な〃ル噌加"e7･.F,the61､stworktobestudiedinthe

Alexandrianarrangementol､Galenictexts),andherevealsagcneral

eight-partseriesof(z"".f"s(luestions.Thesearetheintentionofthe

author,whetherthetextisauthentic,itsutility,towhatpartofmedi-

cineitpertains,whatsol･toftitlethebookhas,whattheorderof

readingitis(intheseriesoftheworksofe.g.Galen),howmany

partsitisdividedinto,andfinally,thekindofteachingitpresents.

OneprintedexampleofsuchanAIexandriantreatmentcanbefbund

intheCo"277ze"#αぴ｡〃オル'""疏加okqf"""i〃""""qf""oCγα"S,at-

tributedtoJohnofAlexandria.Thiswasprintedinthe4r"""aof

1483(andagaininl523)wheretheeditor,FranciscusArgillagnesde

Vallencia,saysthatheisprintingitbecausehecouldnotacquirea

copyofGalen'scommentaryonthiswork，buthehasnevertheless

printeditwiththesamecarebecauselleconsidersitnotmuchless

usefi,l.Thiswasneverreissuedafi:erGalen'scommentarywasprinted

inl541.InthelastcenturyDietzpresentedcertainitemsfi､ommanu-
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scriptwhichagainshowthispattern;examplesarethoseofStephen
ofAthensandMeletius(?8thcentury)'6).Itmustbenotedthatitis

onlyexceptionallythatwritersspelloutthefactthattheyarerun-

ningthroughtheheadingsofthe"""".Thefi･agmentofMeletius

fb,･instance,introductorytohis(lost?)commentaryonthe“ん0""zJ

ofHippocrates,dealsinturnwithsevenoftheeightheadslisted

above(omitting"whatpartofmedicine?''),anddiscussestheissues,
butitisnotimmediatelyapparentthatheisansweringaseriesof

fbrmalizedquestions.

Fromwhathasbeensaiditisclearthattheoriginaluseofsuch

introductions,ifitcanberightlyascribedtotheAlexandrianperiod,

owesnospecilicdebttothesolutionofproblemsconcerned.peculiarly
withmedicineassuchOritsteaching.Thefbrmulaisborrowedfbr

medicineasfbrothersubiectsfi･omtheAlexandriancornmentarieson
曹

AriStotle'slogiCalwOrkS，Theborrowingdoeshoweverindicatethe
extenttowhichthereadingandhearingofcommentariesonthe

classicaltextswasprobablybasictotheAlexandrianfbrmofteaching:

heremedicineseemstobefUllyintegratedintotheacademicstructure

typicalofothersubiects.Thefactthatteachingisbywayofcom-

mentaryisofgreaterimmediateimportancethantheparticularan-

swersanywritermaygivetothesequestions.

While,then,theuseofthisfbrmisfarfi,omuniquetomedical

writings,thercisaremarkablepersistenceofitsuseinmedicalcom-
mentaries.IP'､esentheresomeoftheinstanceslhavecomeacrossin

commentariesontheworksofHippocrates・Itsappearanceinal2th

centurycommentaryontheP70g""""writtenbyMtz"γ"‘〆SzzJe7'"017)

isparalleledbyitsappearanceinotherfieldsatthistime,asmen-

tionedbyQUain.Later,Mtm#/ieoj"qfP""9itz,profbssorofmedicineat

Padua,ibllowssuchaschemeinhiscommentaryonaprefacetothe

鋤加γ癒加j､whichhewrotec.1466;thishasrecentlybeenprintedfiom

themanuscriptl8)．Matheolususessixquestions(omittingauthenticity,

andthequestionoftowhichpartofmedicineitpertains),andac-

knowledgesasoneofhissourcesfbrdoingsothe"68γγ噌加sofHaly

Abbas(AliibnalAbbas).ExamplescanbeshownfiFomthel6thcen-

turytoo,suchastheprefaceonthe"horis"IsbyB""iα""sLα"‘"S"
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profbssoratPadua(publishedl552),whichhewasaccustomedtode-

liverinthemedicalcoursethere'9)．The"Qgjﾉ柳"“加α#"or::limbering-

upexerciseg'hethoughtappropriatebefbreembarkingonthe却加".wzs
wereadiscussionofthenameoftheauthor，thesecttowhichhe

belonged,hismodeofteaching,whethermedicineisatrueartor

science("j"""α),thetitleofthework,theintentionoftheauthor,

theorderoftheteachingheused,andtheplaceoftheworkamong

theintroductorytextsfbrmedicine.Someofhisotherwritingsreveal
Landusasoneofthoseinthefbrefi･ontoftherenaissancerefbrm-

ulationofmedicinealongclassicallines,andheclearlysawhimself

asaradicalcampaigner;neverthelesshecanadoptwithouthesitation

inthe.courseofteachingacurriculartextthis(modified)fbrmula

widelyusedbyhismediaevalpredecessors.Anothertreatmentfi､om

thiscenturyisthecommentaryontheZ'a加ofHippocrates,writtenby

RO""c"α恥"Jec",profbssoratPisauniversity(1586)20).Forhim

"ordo"(order)coversboththeplacingoftheworkamongtheother
productionsofHippocratesandalsotheinternalorderorconstruction

oftheZ,"zu.Theseheadingscanberecognisedeveninthel8th

century:S/7Rob"/S必bα〃､fcommentaryontheLα〃,publishedin

17062')aspartofhiscampaigntopromotemedicaleducationinEdin-

burghalongthelinesofwhathesawastheclassicandbestHippo-
cratictraditionincludessuchprefatorypoints.Ofthesethreeare

readilyrecognisable;theauthor(i.e.authenticity),thetitleofthe

work,andtheargumentofthebook.Sibbald'sfburthheading,
praiseoftheauthor"isconnectedwithhisimmediatereasonsfbr

6【

writingthiswork.WhileSibbald'smaybeanabbreviatedlist,the
traditionfi､omwhichitcomesisunmistakable.

Theseexamplesaremerelyonesthatlhavecomeacrossfbrtui-

tously,andareallconcernedwithcommentationonHippocraticworks.
Afilllstudyofprintedandmanuscriptcommentariesfi･omthel2th

tothel8thcenturywould,Isuspect,showthattheprocedurewas

usedonaverywidespreadscale.Itisnotnecessarytoassumethat
eachauthor,onadoptingthisscheme,hadmadeadeliberatedecision

todosoorhadlookedbacktomodelfbrmulationssuchasthatof

BoethiusoreventoJohnofAlexander・Itisenoughtoassumethat
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theylookedattheproductsofcommentatorsoftheirownorthepre-
viousgeneration・Neverthelessitmaybewrongtosuggestthatwe
havehereonlyameaninglesscharadethoughtlesslycontinuedby
eachcommentator.Certainlvitisclearthatthemodeofteaching

ご

andexpositioninthewesternuniversitiescontinuedtobelargelyby

theuseofcommentariesonclassicaltexts(especiallythoseofHippo-

crates,GalenandAvicenna)wellbeyondthetimeofthescientifIcre-
volution、anduniversitvstatutesconfirmthis.Theschemehad,it

グ グ

appears,afterallbeenoriginallydrawnuptofacilitateandii,llyex-

ploitthisveryfbrmofteaching:inthissenseitwasstillservingits

originalpurpose.Butitmaybeobjectedthatmuchthatwassaid
undertheseheadingsiSofthemostrOutineandmundanekind.Yet

theposingandansweringofquestionssuchasthesebefbretheexposi-
tionofacomplexandobscuretextdoeshelpinplacingitincon-

text(regardlessofthehistoricalsourceofthequestionsthemselves),
anddoesprovideanoccasiontoreconsidercriticalquestions-asfbr

instancethequestionsonauthenticityandontheordel、andmodeof
teaching-eveniftheopportunityisbutrarelygrasped.

FormyfinalexampleinthissectionlwanttoturnlothConly
useofthefbrmintheArabtraditionthatlyetknowofandwhich

hadaninHuenceinthewest.ThelOthcenturywriterHalyAbbas

(AliibnalAbbas)-whomustbedistinguishedfi､omAliibnRidwan

(=Haly)mentionedaboveasoneorourmajorsourcesfbrrecon-
structingtheAlexandriancurriculum-wasreadinmediaevalwestern
medicalfhcultiesinonemaiorwork.ThisishisLi6eγγggi"(=R増α"s

成功""0="6"to""加城ci""="1M"〃〃、etC.)22),anenOrmOUSCOm-
今

pendiumofthewholeofmedicine,translatedbyConstantinethe
AfiFicanbefbrelO87A.D.andhenceavailableatSalerno.Thiscon-

tainsamostexplicittreatmentofthetopicsoftheaccessus.While
入

thepresentworkwasintendedtoincludethcⅨﾉﾙ0JeknowledJneces-
sarvfbrmedicineandthusisnotacommentary,itseemsthatHaly

Abbasneverthelessfbltabletoadoptandusethisprocedurewhenit

suitedhispurposes.Ashewrites,$Gourintentioninthisbookisto

publishallthethingswhicharenecessaryfbranyonewishingtolearn
theartofmedicinetoknowandgrasp,inorderthatheshouldbe
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skilledandperfbctedinthem",indeed(Gthebooksofotherphysicians
aredefbctiveinthis:itnecessarilvfbllowsthatthisbookismoreuse-

〃

iillthanalltheotherscomposedabouttheart''.Thewholeofthe

thirdchapterofBooklisgivenoverto:ltheeightgatewayswhich

aretobeexaminedatthebeginningofanybookbefbreitisread",

fbrthesegreatlyhelpthereadertounderstandthematterstobe

read.Theeightare.theintention,utility,title,modeofteaching,

order,author(=authenticity),divisionofthebookand,inthird

place,$4theexcellenceoftheart.''Thelistcorrespondstothatofthe

Alexandrianmedicalcommentaries、withtheSubstitutionof@Gtheex-
〃

cellenceoftheart''fbr@$towhatpartofmedicinedoesitbelong?'',

understandableenoughasubstitutioninsuchawork,giventhatthe

partsofmedicinearediscussedinthenextchapter.HalyAbbafuse

oftheczcc"J､zJsisperhapsthebestillustrationofhowitcouldallow

discussionofpertinentthemesalonglineschosenbytheauthor・Un-

der@:order"hediscussestherelativevalueofsubiectspreliminaryto

medicine,suchaslogic,arithmetic,Jometry,astronomy,andmusic;

under$lmodeofteaching''hetriestocollatetheopinionsofclassical

writersontheteachinganddiscoveryofscienceunderfiveheadings,
andlaterwritersoftenrefbrredtothisdiscussion."Division"means

ineffbctacontents-listofthework.Finally"author"allowedhimto

saysomethingabouthimself;hiscredentials,andhisoccasionfbrwrit-
●

1n9･

Therearetwoearlymajortranslationsofthiswork:theoneby

Constantine(c.1087)knownasthePa師電"j(=Pα"/eCh"2=Theuniversal

art),,andtheonebyStephenofAntiochmadeinll2723).Thatby

StephencontainsaprefacebyStephenandHalyAbbas'introductory

chaptersasdescribedabove，anditwasprintedinl523.Theearlier

printing(1515)wasofConstantine'stranslation,anditbearshisdedi-

cationtohisAbbot,andadiHbrentversionofthefirstthreechapters

ofBookl・ConfUsinglythel6thcenturyeditorofthisversionclaimed

theauthorshipoftheworkfbrlsaacJudaeus(d.930A.D.),andhe

didthispartlybecausehebelievedthatConstantinehadshamelessly

claimedthebookashisownoriginalwork.Itisnotcertainwhether

Constantinehadinfactdeliberatelydoneso,butitisinterestingfbr
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ourpurposestoseehowthisattributionhadtakenplace・Inhisdedi-

cationtohisAbbotConstantinewrote･that,seeingtheunsatisfactory

stateandavailabilityofmedicaltexts,anddecidingtowritefbrthe

generalgood,hehadsetout(CGdisposui")themattersnecessaryfbr

maintainingthehealthofthosewhoarewell,andfbrmedicatingthe

sick.Thisisnotthusfaraclaimtoauthorship.However,whenhe

cametohisrevisedsectionofmatterstobeknownbystudentshe

listssix,omitting<Gmodeofteaching",､Gorder''and"excellence''fiom

HalyAbbas'list,andadding$6towhatpartofdoctrine?''.Itisinthe

sectiononauthorshipthatConstantinecanapparentlybeaccusedof

deliberatefi､aud,fbrherehesays$GItisusefillheretoknowthename

oftheauthorsothatgreaterauthoritymaybeattributedtothebook;

theauthorisConstantinetheAfi･ican,becauseheisthepersonwho

hasassembleditfrommanybookJ.IfConstantinegenuinelywrote

thisonecanunderstandwhysuchaplagiaristicclaimarousedsuCh

outrage.Ihopewecanalsoseehowtheveryuseofthe"""JzJ､Ffi､om

couldpromptsuchananswerwhenthequestionofauthorshipwas
tobedealtwith.

Theoryandpractice

Westernmedicinetodaystillrecognizestheverylargecategories

of"theory"and[Gpractice''.Inday-to-daytermsthisdistinctionmaybe

onlyatthebackofthephysician'smind，butneverthelessthetrain-

ingwhichheorshehasreceivedhasbeenclearlydemarcatedinto

"preclinical''and"clinical",intoasection(necessarilycoming6rst)where

heistaughtbylecturesandbooksinanacademicatmosphereanda

sectionwhereheisexposedtothehospitalenvironmentwheremedical

knowledgeisbeingexercisedonpatients・Thesecategoriesseemto

parallel(thoughtheyarenotequivalentto)"theory''and$4practice''.

Itisameasureofthesuccesswhichsuchcategorisationhasenjoyed,

thatrefbrmschemesproposedfbrmedicaleducationtodayacceptthe

divisionofteachingalongtheselinesasanunquestionedassumption.

Qfc"voneneedstoknowbasicbiologicalandmedicalsciencefirst,

qfCo2"S'onethenneedstolearntoapplythisknowledgetothecure
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ofthesick.Neverthelessthehistorianofmedicinecannotbutbeaware

thatthisdistinctiondoesnothaveanVnecessarvvaliditv｡thatthe
・ クヶ

categoriesofthinkingandteachingthatweusetodayareproductsof

choicesmadeinthecourseofthehistoricalprocess.Iamnothowever

awareofanyoneaskingwhen,whereandwhythisparticulardistinc-

tionwas6rstemployed,andwhyithascontinuedtobeusedinmedi-

cine.Itcertainlyantedatesthemajorityofthescientificknowledge

thatamodernmedicalstudentistaught,fbrthisderiveslarJIyfifom

developmentsofthelastthreecenturies.1talsoantedatesthel6thto

17thcenturyreadoptionofsomeoftheclassicalcategoriessuchas

44physiology",;Gpathology''etc.,whichfi､omtheirreadoptionwereseen

assubdivisionsofthecategoryoftheory.

Ifwetracethedivisionbackwecanseehowrenaissancewriters

useditwhentheybroughtouttheirnewteachingtextswhichwere

intendedtogiveacompletecoverageofmedicine:indeedmanyof

themwrotea"Theoryofmedicine"and/ora$Practice"asseparate

works,Oftentheydidsoasholdersofprofbssorialchairsinthese

respectivesubjects.Therenaissancechangesintheuniversitiesledto

anincreaseinprofbssorialteachingandtherefbretothecreationof

chairsinmostsubjects:fbrmedicinethisoftengaveopportunityto

establishnewsubjectssuchasanatomyandbotany.Butthenew

andoldmedicalflcultiesalsoenjoyedamorefimdamentalexpansion

ofposts,thuscontinuingatrendtowardcreatingprofbssorshipsofThe-

orvandPracticealmostevervwhere.Thesewerenow.thebasicand
〃 ‘

seniorpositions.Theltalianuniversitieshadbeenexperiencingsuch

adevelopmentfbrsometime.OfPaduaSiraisiwrites,.6Possiblythe

separationoftheoryandpracticeinthecurriculumwasaresultof

theexpansionofthemedicalfacultyinthelaterfburteenthcentury''24).

SimilarlyonecanseetheteachingpostsatPaviadividedinthisway

fi･omc.1450,andatPisafioml47325)Butifwelookbacktothe

classicalmedicalworksonwhichsomanyotherrenaissancechanges

weredeliberatelybased,wecanfindnotraceofsuchadivision.

ThereisnoneintheHippocraticcorpus:therearenopertinentre-

fbrencesinBrasavolus'γ錐γ""""indextotheworksofGalen(publ.

1565)26).Thatistosay>intheextantworksattributedtothetwo
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greatclassicalwritersonnledicinethereisnohintthattheysawthis
asafUndamentaldistinctioninmedicine.GalencertainlVhadmuch

opportunitytosaysoinanyofthemanyworkshewrotedirectedto

beginners,hadhewishedto27),andseveralotherwaysofsubdividing,

conceptualisinganddefiningthesubiectareputfbrwardbyhim.Nor

havelfbundanywriterattributingsuchanopiniontoeitherHip-

pocratesorGalen28).OntheotherhandTheodoreZwinger,whose

knowledgeofsuchwritingswasprobablyunrivalled,inhis"Twenty-

twocommentariesonHippocrateJ(1579)says,almostasanasidein

oneofhistables,thatmedicinecanbedividedeitheraccordingto

itsmaterialsubiect,.oraccordingtoitsfbrm-"thus,""0γ戎"g功＃舵

4γα肘,itcanbedividedintotheTheoryofuniversalsandthePractice

ofparticularinstances"29)(myitalics).Forsuchabasicfbatureof

theinstitutionalisedteachingofmedicineZwingercouldprovideonly

thisapproximatelineaJ.

Thetitleofthepresentpaperhasalreadyindicatedwherelbelieve

thepracticeoriginated,atlateAlexandria.Temkin,whendiscussing

theAlexandriancommentariesonDEs""sbyGalen,wroteabouttwo

ofthemanuscriptsthatthey

$<relatethatsomepeopledividemedicineintotwoparts,where-

asothersdivideitintofiveparts.Thefirstdivisiondistinguishes

betweentheoryandpractice,subdividingtheoryintophysiology,

aetiologyandsemeiologyandpracticeintohygieneandtherapy.

Thedivisionintofivepartsstartsimmediatelywithphysiology>

aetiology,semeiology,hygieneandtherapy...Bothschemeshail

fromGreeksources.Butwhereasthedivisionintofivepartsgoes

baCkfilrtherthanthe6thcentury,jﾉiedis虎"c"0''qfth'ore"cαノα"‘

p『α‘""J6rα"c/i"qf"'"""g$e'"'Jわ""ebecomgi77ZpO7jα"＃α加加#"e-

riod,aswitnessedbymanyGreekandLatintexts"30).(myitalics)

Temkinsuggests(fbllowingPr記chter)thatthisdivisionrepresents

thearrangementofthematerialduringthelectures3'.Furtherhe

suggeststhatitmaycorrespondtoaninstitutionalchangeinacademic

teaching:@6ItappearsindeedtoreHectthemedicallifbofthetime,when

thetheoryofmedicinewastaughtbytheiatrosophists,whilemedical

practicewaslargelyinthehandsofsuchphysiciansasAlexanderof

411（14）



Tralles,A6tiusandPaulusofAeginawhosewritingsarehandbooksof

practicalmedicine''32)Whetherornotoneneedagreewiththislast

point,thefirstuseofthedivisionmaywithconfidencebeassociated

withtheinstitutionalisedteachingofmedicineatAlexandria.Itseems

tobeirrelevanttoGalenwritingc.200A.D.;itispertinenttothe

purposesofAIexandrianswritingroundaboutthe6thcentury.Andit

isflscinatingtonotethatitismentionedwhenthesecommentators

dealwiththe"""s"questiOnofhowmanypartsmedicineisdivided

into.InthecommentarybyJohnofAlexandriaonthesixthbook

ofthe坤雄""ofHippocrates(writtenc.7thand8thcents.)33),

whereheasks<6Towhatpartofphilosophyshouldthepresenttreatise

beassigned?",hereplies"Wesay,nottoPractice,buttoTheory,

andtoTheoryaboveall".ByJolln'stimethedivisionthusseemsto

bealreadyabasicone.Ourtextofhisworkasks@GTowhatPartof

”""叩秒''andnot,aswemightexpect,:Gtowhatpartof77zed""e.''

Possiblytherefbre,asthisappearstobesodirectaborrowingfi､om

thequestionsaskedbythecommentatorsonAristotle'slogic,onemay

suggestthattheuseofthedivisioninthefIrstplacemaybeofcon-

sequencetomedicineatallonlybecauseaquestionrelevanttophilo-

sophy(aswillbediscussedbelow)isherebeingansweredwithrespect

tomedicine.Butthisisonlyconjecture.

IfwenowlookfbrwardtothosemedicalwritingsoftheArabs

whichwerelaterknowninthewest,wecannotetheappearanceof

thedivisioninthreeimportantplaces.OneistheZT"gogeofJohannitius34)

(=the"QUestiong'ofHUnaynibnlshaq,d.873A.D.),alittlework

attributedtoHunayn,themajortranslatorofGreekmedicalwritings

intoArabicandSyriac.ThisisintendedasanintroductiontoGalen's

Ars力”Uaandwasreadassuchthroughoutthewesternmiddleages.

Itsopeningwordsare“Intohowmanypartsismedicinedivided？

Intotwoparts・Whicharethey？TheoryandPractice，'、Thiswasone

ofthefirstworksavailablefbrthelaterdevelopmentofallArabic

medicalthinking.Temkinwellasks,thoughinaslightlydiHbrent

context,"WhereinHunain'sQ"""o"sdotheAlexandriansendand

Hunainbegin?"35)●

Thesecondimportantoccurrenceofthisdivisionisinthe"627
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γ増izJsofHalyAbbas(discussedabove),writteninthelOthcentury.

TheLatinversionofthissays@6Isaythatmedicineisdividedinto

twodivisions,oneissc""ja(=theory)andtheotheris[zc"0(=prac-

tice)".ThisisdirectlyparalleledbythewayinwhichHalyAbbas

dividedthebook,thefirstpartofwhichiscalled@(Theory''andthe
second"Practice".Constantineinhisversionofthisisevenmoreex-

plicit.Indiscussingthedivisionsofthebookhewrites,

64Thebookisdividedintotwoparts.Thefirstpartcontains

theknowledgeofthenaturalthings,andofthenon-naturalthings,

andofthethingswhichareagainstnature・Thispartiscalled

Theory.Thesecondpartcontainstheknowledgeofpreserving

thehealthy>andofcuringtheinfirmbydiet,drinkandsurgery.
ThisiscalledPractice''.

Allthisisagaindevelopedinhisdiscussionof､lthedivision

ofmedicine''.ThefirstpartofHalyAbbas'bookwasoften

refbrredtolaterjustbythetitle"TheBookofTheory''.

ThethirdimportantdiscussionispresentedbyAvicenna,writing

intheearlyllthcentury,inhisQz"0〃γMe"ci"8:36)

Medicineistheknowledgeofthestatesofthehumanbody

inhealthandindeclineinhealth;itspurposeistopreserve

healthandtoendeavourtorestoreitwhenlost.Anobiection

mavberaisedthatmedicineisoftwokinds-theoreticaland
〃

practical-butbynamingit<knowledge'ithasbeendeemedas

beingpurelytheoretical...(But)thisdivisionintotheoreticaland

practicalaspectsdoesnotmeanthatthephysicianshouldconsider

medicineasdivisibleintotwoseparateparts:onetoacquireab-

stractknowledgeandtheothertoputthatknowledgeintoprac-

tice.Medicineshouldratherbeinterpretedashavingtwosides:

thetheoreticalwhichdealswiththeprinciplesofmedicineand

thepracticalwhichdescribesitvariousapplications.

InthelightoftheseworksZwingercanperhapsbefbrgivenfbr

ascribingthetheorypracticedivisiontotheArabs.

BetweentheendofthelOthandthebeginningofthel3thcen-

turies,weknowthatmedicinebegantobetaughtatSalerno,Mont-

pellier,BolognaandParis,thoughweknowlittleaboutanyorganised
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schools.Kristeller37)hastracedadevelopmentatSalernofiFomthe

11thcenturyuseof、the;Gcompendandthecollectionofrecipesand

prescriptionstothefbrmofthecommentary,thatisfi･ompractical

totheoreticalinstruction'',andhesaysthatthis

GcisthefirstsignthattheschoolwasaHEctedby，orcontributedto,

theriseofGscholasticism'…Thenextstep,whichcanbetracedtothesecond

halfofthel2thcentury,wastobasetheoreticalinstructioninmedicine

notontheearlierproductsofSalernitanliterature,butontheGclassical'

worksofGreekandArabicmedicinewhichhadbeentranslatedbvCon-

stantinetheAfiFican.，,

Bythebeginningofthel3thcenturyagroupofstandardtexts

(theαγ"“"α)hadbeenassembledfbrteaching.Kristellerheresug-

geststhatthedistinctionbetweentheoryandpracticehadbeenesta-

blishedinsomesortbefbrethetextsofHunavnandHalvAbbasbe-
‘ ‘

cameavailable:ifthisisso(whichldoubt)itmustneverthelessbe

grantedthattheuseofthedivisionintheirworkmusthaveseemed

doublVattractive.Andatalleventswecanseetheuseofthedivi-

sionbecomingmoremarkedastheteachingbecomesincreasingly

moreinstitutionalised:theoryandpracticeareveryattractiveteaching

CategOrieS38)．Whenopportunitycameinthel4th,15thandl6thcen-

turiesfbrtheexpansionoftheteachingpositionsinmedicine,this

divisionwasavailableasthemostobviousandconvenientwavof
“

dividingtheteachingburden,anditexactlyparalleledthealready-

existingarrangementofthecommentedtexts.

Atthispointweneedtoasktwoquestions,whoseanswersare

closelyrelated.Whatarewetomakeofalltheearnesthand-wringing

inthemiddleagesaboutthestatusofmedicineamongthesciences,

andwhetheritisascience(""""α)oranart("J),andwhetherit

istheoreticalorpractical？Secondly，ifweacceptthatthevalueof

thedivisionisinfactbasicallyapragmaticonerelatedtothecon-

venienceofinstitutionalisedteaching(aslhavebeenarguingabove),

whatsortofsupportco""onefindfbritinclassicalsourcesifo,lefblt

soinclined？Byfbrmulatingthequestionsinthiswaylamtryingto
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avoidtheusuallbrmofexpositionwhichassumesthatagivenwriter,

ontheevidencethathementionedtheissue,wascommitedlvadvocat-
‘

ingoneparLicularviewandcallingonotherpeopletoabandon

theirs.Forlconsiderthatinasensetheactualanswergivendid

notmatterverymuch,sinceithadnoconsequences.Medicine'sclaim

tobepartofthemedirvalacademicworldwasbasedon〃〃α"0""

andnot(asfarasweknow)onitsacademicpractitionerseverhav-

inggivena(Gcorrect"answertowhetheritwasan(academic)"ie"""

ora(practical)αγs，

PeterofAbano'sdiscussionoftheissueisthemostcelebrated.In

hisCb"cZ"αmγ(writtencl303atPadua)39),inwhichheclaimedtobe

reconcilingopinionsonahundreddisputablequestions,oneoftheearly

‘/城r‘"""(No.4)is"Whethermedicineistheoreticalornot?"Aswith

alltheotherquestionsPetertakesonesidefirst(thatitisnottheo-

retical)andadducestheargumentswhichseemtosupportthecase;

theoppositeargumentsarethenbriellystated;nextheestablishesthe

meaningofthetermsindispute;thenheassessesandinterpretsthe

statementsofauthoritiestouchingonthematter;hethenresolvesthe

issuebygivingareasoned@6balanced''view;finallyhesugJstscon-

clusivereasonsfbrrejectingeachofthefirstsetofargument3thathe

advanced.InthisextensivetreatmentPetercancallontheauthoritv
‘

ofAristotle(extensively),Isidore,HughofSaintVictor,AveI､rOeS,

HalyAbbas,Ptolemy,Boethius,Vergil,Palladius,Avicenna,Galen

andal-Farabi.TheimpressiononemightreceiveisthateaChofthese

authoritieshadconsideredtheissue;infactprobablyonlyAvicenna

haddirectlyarguedthecase(asquotedabove).Theclassicalsources

arevel､yconfUsing,butlbelievethatonecanisolatefburrelatedbut

distinctproblemswhicharebeingdiscussedinthem,argumentsfi､om

eachOfwhichcanbebroughtfbrwardinanswertothequestion

Peterisposinghere.InconclusionIwantbrieHytocharacterise

eachofthesep'､oblems.Butfirstitisimportanttonotethatthefi､e-

quentusebyPlatoandespeciallybyAristotleofmedicineasasim-

ileorexampleshouldnotbeconstruedasadiscussionspecifically

aboutthestatusofmedicine.WhenPlatoistalkingaboutpoliticsor

rhetoric,orAristotleaboutmetaphysicsorethics40),medicineappears
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toeachofthemasaperfbctexampleofwhattheyaretryingto

say-aboutsomethingelse・Wemustrememberthattheissueat

handis:whyshouldthesubjectofmedicinehavereceivedani""‘r

divisionintoatheoreticalpartandapracticalpart,adivisionrecog-
nizedtotheextentthatitcametobereHectedininstitutionalstruc-

tures？

Thefirsttwolinesofdiscussionarecoveredbyvariouswritings

ontheclassi6cationofthesciences,tobecomeapopularthemein

themiddleages4').Firstly,atraditionthroughDiogenesL&rtius(3rd

centuryA.D.)attributestoPlatoadivisionofthevarioussubject-mat-

tersof､speculationintotheoretical,practicalandproductive.Asde-

velopedbyQUintilianwritinginthefirstcenturyA.D.theseclasses

canbeillustratedrespectivelybyastronomy,danceandpainting,i.e.

indicatingtheinvolvementof(1)theartist'sknowledge,(2)ofhisknow-

ledgeandhisaction,(3)ofhisknowledge,hisactionandtheproduct

ofhisaction.Thisisonly.oneofseveralpossiblewaysofdividingup
philosophysuggestedintheclassicaltradition,butii･omitwecansee

thattherewasacontextwith$:theory''and$6practice''components
intowhicheachscienceorartasawholecouldbeclassed.Here

then,Isuggest,istheissuewhetheR､philosophy"α加加jecanbesuit-

ablydividedalongthelinesofthisparticularthree-fblddivision.An

aspectofthissameissueiswhcther"ecI/fcsciencesaretobeplaced

inoneofthesecategoriesorinanother.Aristotlefbrinstan6ewrites

CCTherefbre,ifallthoughtiseitherpracticalorproductiveortheoreti-

cal,physicsmustbeatheoreticalscience…''42.Whenmedicinewas

discussedinthismannerinmedimvalclassifications(alongwithother

subjects)itsplacingvaried.

Thenextareaofdiscussionisoverhowthescienccsare,ormay

be,relatedto,ordistinguishedfi､om,eachother.Itwasusuallyassu-

medthatthereisahierarchyofthescienccs,andalsothattheir:<real''

relationshiphasimplicationsfbrteachingandfbrtheextenttowhich

thefindingsofeachscicncecanbetrusted.Onecriterionhasbeen

givenabovc,viz・thedegreeoftheartist'sinvolvcment.Otherpossi-

blecriteriaincludedtheaimofthearts，1heirrelationtorealitv、orthe
J ’ジ

instrumenlstheyusc.Oneimportantvariant,ofconsiderableantiqui-
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ty,judJsartsbywhetherphysicaleHortisinvolvedornot.Those

requiringphysicaleffbrtwerethenconsidered:Gvulgar''or$4sordid''

(asopposedto;6liberal'')．Itisessentiallyinthecontextofthisdis-

cussionthatthediffbrentiationbetweenartandsciencehaditsgreat-

estimportance.Onecanunderstandwhymedicalwriterswerelater

atsomepainstopointoutthatmedicinehadclaimstobeanhonour-
ableliberalartorevenasciβ""α,ratherthanadishonourablemechani-

calart.

Thirdlythereistheissueofreasonv.experience.Thisiswhat
CelsusmentionsandwhatGalendealswithatlengthinseveralworks,

primarilyinordertocondemnthosemedicalsectswhichinsistedon

theimportanceofoneOvertheotherfbrmedicine,i､e・theRationalist

(Dogmatists)andtheEmpiricistsectsrespectively.Galenfavoureda

balancebetweenthem，consideringbothessential.Thisofcourseraises

thequestionofhowempiricalastudymedicineis・Thepotential

parallelherewithaninternaltheory/practicedivisionofmedicineis
obvious43).

Thefburthissueisthatofourtheme:whetherfbrtcachingpur-

posesmedicinecanlegitimatelybeinternallydividedintotheoryand

practice.Andthisapparentlycouldnotbeansweredinanadequate

manner.Soletmeclosethissectionwithtwoscholasticattemptsat

resolutionofthisdilemma.St.ThomaSAquinas,writingc.1255on

Thedivisionofspeculativescience,explainsthat44)

whenwedividemedicineintotheoI､eticalandpractical,thedivision

isnotonthebasisoftheend(oftheartofmediCine).Foronthatbasis

thewholeofmedicineispracticalsinceitisdirectedtopractice.Butthe

abovedivisionismadeonthebasisofwhetherwhatisstudiedinmedicine

isproximateto,orremotefi･onlpractice・Thus,wecallthatpartofmedi-

cinepracticalwhichteachesthemethodofhealing;ib'･instance,thatthese

particularmedicinesshouldbegivenfbrtheseabscesses.Ontheother

hand,wecallthatparttheoreticalwhichteachestheprinciplesdirectinga

maninhispractice，althoughnotimInediately;fbrinstancethatthereare

threevirtues,andthattherearesomanykindsoffever...(Ql'estionV,

Articlereply4).
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PeterofAbano)(writingc.1303)concludesasfbllows:45)

e

Tl'ephysicianisperibctedonlythroughtwoskills("""").Oneor

theseistheskillintheuniversalsandthecanons,whichisacquiredirom

thebooksofmedicine.Theothe'･istheskillwhichcomesthroughlong
familia,､itywithmedicalp'､ocedurescarriedoutonthesickandcontinued

assiduit),inthesemattersthroughlongexpericnceandsecing(many)in-

dividualbodies.Andlhroughthisskillthephysiciancanasscssmedicines

andcu'℃accordingtoanybodyandanydisposition.

Concln'$ions

Theaboveessayhastriedtotracebacktwofbaturesofpresentation

intheteachingofwesternmedicine.Theperiodtowhichtheycan

betracedisthelateAlexandrianperiodwhen,itseems,theteaching
ofpost-Galenicmedicinefirstbecamefi,llyinstitutionalised.Assub-

sequentstagcsofinstitutionalisationsucceeded,thesefbatureswerebor-

rowedbecauseoftheirconvenience:medicineintheacademicatmos-

pherecontinuedtobebasedonaheritageofclassicaltextsrequiring

commentation,anditssubiect-matlcrstillhadtobedividedupina

manageableway.Itwasanaddedconveniencethattheprimary

divisionadoptedwasonewhichcouldhelpexplainawaymedicine's

ambiguousposition:itwastaught(tothe血turephysician,thelear-

nedmanofthemedicalprofbssion)inthesameacademicplaceand

manne'､astheotherliberalartsandphilosophies,yetitslong-term

goalwasthephysical(<@vulgar'')manipulationoftheconditionsofthe

sick.Untilthel8thcenturywhenthepracticalcomponentcametobe

representedincreasinglybyhospitalexperience,thedivisionbetween

theoryandpracticcwasverymuchasAvicennahadexplainedit.It

isch,･onologicalconsiderations,thecoincidenceintiming,whichhas

suggestedtheseconclusions.Whilelamnotarguingthatthereisany

"e““αひrelationshipbetweentheinstitutionalizationofmedicineand

thetheory/practicedivision,Idobelievethatinstitutionalisingit$Gfi､oze
lフ

certainfbaturesibraslongastheycontinuedtoplayausefillrole.
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23)PrintedasHalyAbba3,Z,肋‘γ#0"“〃“”"‘．．．（Lyons，1523)．

24)SIRAIsI,N.G.』γなα"ff.Jcie""s"P(7dMz.･/hes/"di""』ル碗γe1350.(Toronlo,1973).
25)ForPaviasecH-M.FcrraridaGrado,UWc〃αかg(j‘加慰"血‘α〃X脆＄だcI2(Paris

th&se,1899),pp.35-6．ForPisaseeA.FABRoNI,〃鍼0γiaAmd､液j“P“"“

(Pisa,3Vols.,1791-5>'Vol.1,PP.396-400.

26)BRAsAvoLus,A.〃ぬ態'･罪γ""im"i"o7"""G"Je"i〃bγos(Venice、1565).

27)SeefbrexamplethetranslationbyM.C.LYoNs(fromtheArabic)ofGalcn's

o〃jhe，αγj､｢qf?""""‘(CorpusMedicorumGraecorum,SupplemcntumOri-
entalell,Be'･lin,1969).

28)Seethenoteattheendofthispapcr.

29)ZwlNGER,T.〃秒加cγα"j､afiﾉ増j"〃伽｡“'"'"f"j”〃加加"s〃“"α〃(Basle，1579).
Thepagesarenotnumbered,b,,tseethesection:Medicinallippocratea'lbot

ofthefirstpage:$lFbγ擁α，SicsecundumArabesdividipotestinT~M20""777Uni-

versalium[et]P'･qc"c"",Particularium".

30)TEMKIN(notel4)(1935)p.420;(1977)p.189.

31)Iﾙ趣.(1935)p.422;(1977)pl90SeealsoL.G.WEsTERINK,Philosophyand

medicincinlateantiquily',〃""sl96451:169-77esp.p.171.
32）乃超.(1935)p.426;(1977)p.193.

33)PrinlcdinthcJr"""a(Venice,.1483).AcI･iticaleditionof､theLatintexthas

beenmadebyC.D.PRIcHET(Lciden,1975).

34)HerclhavefbllowedTEMKIN'sversioll(notel)(1962)p、104,(1977)p.210.
Thereareンhowever,versionsoftl,cIsagogenotinql,estionfbrm.Acriticai
（ぅditionofthistextisbadIvneeded.

35)TEMKIN(note,1),(1962)p.106;(1977)p.21L

36)HerelhaveusedtheEnglishtranslationbyM.H・SHAH,T~MGe"""/P""c妙"s

qfAricc""αJ.Iα"0"q/八娩戯i"e(Karachi,1966),seeP.17-18.

37)KRIsTELLER,P.0.1945.$T11eSchoolofSalerno',β郡雌""o/､オル唖si0ぴげ
Mを敵加el7:138-194,seeesp.pp.156-7.

38)Theargumc'1tabol'tthedevelopmentof<scllolasticism'anditsconscquential
promotingoftheacademictheoryofmedicinetotheextentthatadivorce

arosebetwecnitanda(:1ualpraCtice,l'asreccrltlybeencoIInteredbyl'istorianS.
I)emaitrearguesthattheMontpclliermastersofthcl4thcenturv:fdidnotcease

1.Oapplymedicalthcoryjopracticalguidance.Conversely...tl,eycontinuedto
enrich･theirlearningjfomactualpractice".AnargIlmentonasimilartheme
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hasbeenputibrwardbySchippergeSabouttherelativeroleoftheoryand

practiceinArabicmedicine.Thisissueisonlytangentialtomypresentpur-

poses.ButontheseissuesseeDemaitre(note7),J.M.RIDDLE:Theoryand

practiceinmediaevaln'edicine',W"#0719745:157－84andH.ScHIPPERGEs

<DiearabischeMedizinalsPraxisundTheorie',S脚雌城Aγc"〃195943:317-28.

SeehisCo""""07(Venice,1483),Diff､4．

AparticularlyLIsefi,ldiscussionhereisW・JAEGER,@Aristotle'suseofmedicine

asmodelormctllodinhisEthics',J"γ"αIy雄雌"icS"""195777:54-61.

HerelrelyonW.TATARKIEwIcz@Classificationofartsinantiquity',､ﾉb"γ"α／

q/2/bcHMs/or)ﾉqf〃を"196324:231-40.ButcompareNH.STENEcK,<AIate

mediaevalArborScientiarum',"'c"/2"7zl97550:245-69.

AristotlelO25b.25-7.

SeethenoteattheendofthisPaPer.

IhaveusedthatpartofAquinagcommcntaryonBoethius'De7ｹ〃z加陀called

GThedivisionandmethodofthesciences，astranslatedbvA・MAuRERfToronto
9

1963)．

Scenote39.
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45）

Sincepresentingtheabovepapertothesymposiumlhavecome

acrossthefbllowingaccount,,1icelyconfirmingmyviewsonthetheory/

practicedivision.ItappearsinH.B.Adelmann,Mtww"oM""ig〃α"J

jheeひ0/""｡〃qf'腕6"0Jo"(N.York,CornellU.P.,5VoIs.1966)Vol.1,

p、208etc.Malpighiandother<moderns'werechallengedbyaGalenist

toapublicdebateinMessinainl665.Intheeventafbllowerof

Malpighi'sproposedanddefbnded46theses,someofwhichmayhave

beendrawnupbyMalpighihimselflntheveryfirstofthesethedivi-

sionofmedicineintotheoryandpracticewaschallenJdasunsound.

AIterthedebatetheGalenistpublishedhissupposedlyconclusivede-

fbnceofGalenism.OnthepresenttopicheclaimedthatGalenhad

saidthesetwopartsofmedicinearetothephysicianlikehistwolegs>

suchthatifonepartislackinghemustgolimping.Inthewritten

counterblastthatMalpighipreparedhestatedthatthedivisioncan-
notinfactbefbundasatenetoftheschoolofGalen.andtheadver-

sarydoesnotgivehisrefbrencetoGalen'sowntext.Malpighiwrites,

C6IcannotfindthepassageinthevastmassofGalen'swork:'(Adel-

mann,pp.287-8).MalpighisaysthattherefbrenceinGalentowhich

theadversarywasinft,ctalluding,dealtwiththedistinctionbetween

4 0 1(24)



(andrelativerolesof)reasonandexperience,"0jtheoryandpractiCe.
C

Malpighi(andAdelmann)refbrtheoriginofthedivisionof､theory
andpracticetotheArabs.
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