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A Critical Comparison of Two JSTOR Papers
Word Count: 2080

This essay critically compares and contrasts two JSTOR papers. The two papers chosen are Cooper, Glen M. 'Galen and Astrology: A Mésalliance?' Early Science and Medicine, Vol. 16, No. 2 (2011): 120-146 and French, Roger. 'Foretelling the Future: Arabic Astrology and English Medicine in the Late Twelfth Century.' Isis, Vol. 87, No. 3 (1996): 453-480.
 Both Cooper and French tackle similar topics in their papers, that being the relationship between astrology and medicine, but they focus on very different individuals in separate time periods. Cooper discusses Book III of Galen’s Critical Days and its discussion of using of judicial astrology to determine the crises of an illness. He then compares Galen’s scientific method and astrology with Ptolemy’s in Tetrabiblos. French dissects the life and works of Roger of Hereford, and his contribution to the spread of Arabic astrological thought in the English west country. Using Roger’s writings, he indicates the ways that astrology might have been attractive for medical men of the time. 

Glen M. Cooper is an Adjunct Professor of Philosophy at Brigham Young University with a background in Islamic, Arabic, and Classical sciences and philosophy and Byzantine history, with specific focus on the Greek and Arabic history of astronomy and medicine.
 Many of his published works revolve around translation, commentary, and analyses of Galen’s writings. 'Galen and Astrology: A Mésalliance?' begins with reference to the criticism of Galen’s works and understanding of astrology by late medieval and early renaissance astrologers and philosophers. In this paper, Cooper dives into the analysis of Galen’s astrology (or lack thereof) itself and his use of the scientific method, only briefly touching on the medieval era criticism in his introduction. Two years later, Cooper published ‘Approaches to the Critical Days in the Late Medieval and Renaissance Thinkers’ to further develop upon how Galen’s theories were used at the time despite the criticism of his astrology.


Roger French was a Lecturer in the History of Medicine at the University of Cambridge, with nearly all his works being primarily focused on the history of medicine, medical ethics, and medical theory.
 Very few of his published writings have any reference to astrology or astronomy. The year prior to the publication of this paper, in 1995, Jennifer Moreton published ‘Before Grosseteste: Roger of Hereford and Calendar Reform in Eleventh- and Twelfth- Century England’ in the previous volume of Isis.
 This paper was the first in-detail discussion of Roger of Hereford since Josiah C. Russell in 1932, who himself was jumping off Charles H. Haskins discussion of him some two decades before.
 Moreton’s paper seems to have inspired French to write his own analysis and account of Roger’s life and works through the lens of medical history.
 Structure and Concepts


The structure of the two essays is roughly the same at their cores. Both authors provide a brief introduction of the subject, before delving into context and concepts that are relevant to their main speaking points. They then proceed to their analyses and discussions of their respective individuals and sources, followed by brief detours of comparisons with other authors or alternative example cases, before returning to their conclusions. Their structures primarily diverge are in the background context and sections following their main analysis. Cooper leads the reader gently but directly into his main ideas. He takes the first several pages to discuss distinctions between judicial and natural astrology, as well as the technical aspects of crises and critical days as defined by Galen. He then dives directly into his analysis of Critical Days, referring to (Crises) where it is relevant. French, by comparison, takes a much more roundabout route to reach his analysis. He begins with a short background history of the astrology of Abu Ma’shar, whose Introductorium Roger drew much of his astrological knowledge from, and how medicine interacted with astrology in Arabic texts. Following that, he details the situation of medical teaching and study inside and outside universities, as well as the pre-university period that Roger was writing in. He then takes several more pages outlining Roger’s life as an individual, most of it being speculation as to the nature of the school at Hereford, the period Roger was active and what roles he played, as well as the circles of people he associated with and the region in which he taught. Only after he has discussed all these points does French begin his analysis of Roger’s astrology. French approaches this paper as more of a biography of Roger of Hereford rather than a dialogue about the relationship between Arabic astrology and its influence on medicine in England. As he doesn’t have a singular work of Roger’s he’s analysing, he gives an overview of Roger’s astrology and his own interpretation on Roger’s reasoning behind his interest, whereas Cooper is attempting to disprove previous ideas regarding Galen in a specific text. 


Cooper and French both take different paths in how they treat astrology, which ultimately stems from their purposes in writing their respective papers. Cooper seeks to defend Galen from the criticism he received from medieval and renaissance writers, criticism that was used by some to attempt to discredit Galen entirely in favour of Hippocrates.
 This results in Cooper treating astrology as a peculiarity of society at the time that Galen felt he had to pander to, rather than as a science or serious discipline. Cooper states that ‘once the astrology has been removed, we can begin to see… the true ingenuity of Galen’s approach to data and natural phenomena.’
 Cooper’s descriptions of Galen’s attempts at judicial astrology are not particularly detailed or technical, though that is primarily because Galen’s horoscopes themselves were not particularly detailed or technical. French, however, takes much more of a technical approach when describing Roger’s astrology. This is because most of Roger’s work is related to judicial astrology, and French is most acutely looking into Roger’s belief in predicting the future. French dissects Roger’s cosmology and its similarities to Aristotelian thought, before diving into the specifics of how Roger casts a horoscope. French’s treatment of astrology is much more objective than Cooper’s, simply because he isn’t trying to defend Roger against criticism like Cooper is with Galen, but rather recording a history of how Roger used astrology. 

Despite the differences in how they treat astrology, when it comes to the use of astrology in medicine in both of their respective time periods, they both ultimately argue the same point: astrology was used as an advertisement. Cooper explains Galen’s use of judicial astrology in book III of Critical Days as a rhetorical device to appeal to a wider audience of readers. Rome at the time of Galen’s writing (ca. 200 AD) already had an established cosmology that was widely accepted, and attempting to associate his own medical theories with this cosmology would potentially bring in new, high-class clientele.
 French takes a similar route in detailing how most medical men in the medieval period were interested in Arabic astrology for its claim to be able to predict the future. Prognostication was already a method frequently used by medical men both to improve their own image as well as for actual medical purposes.
 Astrology could then be used to create an even more impressive image for the doctor, as judicial astrology was considered more scientific, and thus more respectable, than the street-level astrology that had already been present. Though Cooper downplays the use of judicial astrology in medicine in favour of Galen and French presents it in a slightly more direct and thorough way, they both write off astrology as being only of interest to medical practitioners to promote themselves, rather than an actual method used in medical science.
Sources and Evidence


Cooper and French each use a plethora of primary and secondary sources in their respective papers, though Cooper tends to lean more towards the primary and French towards the secondary. As Cooper’s paper is dedicated to the analysis of one primary source, most of his information is drawn straight out of Critical Days itself. In the early sections of the paper, he references secondary sources that he has drawn definitions of concepts from or who have written about Galen recently. Once he begins his analysis, however, he mostly sticks to referencing Critical Days, with some Hippocratic or Aristotelian works thrown in. French similarly discusses the background of Roger of Hereford using many secondary sources regarding astronomical and medical history, with some breaks to reference Abu Ma-shar’s Introductorium in the first half of his paper and referencing Roger’s own works once he reaches his analysis.

When it comes to presenting their arguments, each paper has periods where they are thoroughly convincing, before eventually tripping themselves up. Cooper goes through Galen’s attempt at casting horoscopes, showing it to be generally weak and only actually a way of framing the crises in an astrological context (critical days 7, 14, and 20 matching up with half and full moons).
 He then goes on to show how often key words related to astronomy and astrology show up in Galen’s entire body of works, which reveals that Galen very rarely used astronomy and astrology outside of book III of Critical Days. French is slightly different in that he’s clearly very well researched in Roger of Hereford and his work, but his linking of astrology to medicine frequently seems like an afterthought. Such as showing how Roger’s astrology drew on Abu Ma’shar as well as other methods of medical astrology, following it with ‘The result of all this was a systematic “astronomical anatomy” that was clearly useful to medical men.’


Both authors have issues with, when referencing their primary sources, delivering their interpretations of the texts as fact. They both will refer to how Galen or Roger feels about a particular subject and pass it off and though it is the objective truth, with French makes the occasional statement like ‘Roger himself was clearly excited, both by the promise of foretelling the future and by the beauty of the method.’
 Cooper doesn’t make many direct statements as to exactly how Galen felt about something, but he also rarely quotes Galen directly, as French does for Roger a couple times, instead summarizing and paraphrasing Galen’s ideas as he has interpreted them.

Ultimately, where both authors find themselves a bit off track is directly after their main analysis. Cooper compares Galen and Ptolemy and their scientific methods to give more credibility to Galen’s own science. To place both Galen and Ptolemy on the same level in terms of how they conducted their science and treated their theories might regain Galen some of the status he may have lost from his criticism. However, Galen was a physician, not an astrologer, so Cooper had to stretch a bit for his arguments. Especially because the discussion frequently brings up Galen and Ptolemy’s respective cosmologies, and comparing the astrology of a physician to a life-long expert astrologer doesn’t result in as strong of an argument as Cooper was hoping for. French also introduces an anecdote of William of England and his use of astrology in prognostication and uroscopy. French states that it is unlikely for William of England to have read or been aware of any of Roger’s work, so it is initially difficult to see what his relevance is. French at the beginning of the paper suggests that astrology was used for a very basis level of prognosis, outside of William of England. However, after his detailed description of Roger’s astrology and casting of horoscopes, this feels like a weak argument. It seems primarily that the story of William serves to prove that astrology was being used in medicine in England outside of Roger’s influence.
 In the end, however, the inclusion of William of England feels out of place in the context of the rest of the paper.
Conclusion


Despite the similar topics of astrology in medicine, Cooper and French write very different papers. One approaches with a goal in mind to defend Galen against criticism, and in doing so downplays the use of judicial astrology in medicine during the Classical era. The other approaches from a more historical perspective, writing a pseudo-biography about Roger of Hereford and his cosmology, while also including how medical men at the time may have incorporated it into their own practices. These papers provide an interesting perspective of how astrology in medicine might be seen by people with primarily medical or historical backgrounds, and how astrology might be pushed to the side in favour of other sciences, even when it is directly relevant to the topic.
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