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Two classical examples of metaphysics influencing embryology. Democritean Mechanism in
the case of Hippocratic embryology, Aristotelian Hylomorphism in the case of Aristotle’s own

embryology.

T1: Hippocrates De natura pueri §17: 'H d¢
odp& alouévn UTd tol Tveluatog
apBpodtat, kal Epxetat &v altén Ekaotov
10 OUOLOV WG TO OUOLOV, TO TIUKVOV MG TO
TIUKVOV, TO Apaldv wg o apatdv, 1 Uypov
g TO UYPOV - Kal EKaoTtov Epxetal €
x@pnv 1dtinv katd 1o Euyyeveg, A¢’ ol kal
£yEveto, Kal 00’ ATO TIUKVAV EYEVETO
TIUKVA €01, Kall 6oa Ao Uypdv Uypd - Kai
tdAAa Katd OV altov Adyov yivetal év Th
algnoet. [...JKal yap &l 6éholg alAiokov
Tpoodioal TPOG KUOTLY, Kal dld tol
aUAiokou guBalely €g TV KUoTLY YAV TE Kal
YAppov Katl goAiBdou kvAopata Aemtd, Kat
Udwp €myéag ¢uofiv dld ol auAiokou,
TP@TOV pév Ekelva avapepifetal @ dary,
ETELTA OE XPOVW PUOGDHEVA ENEUCETAL O TE
HOALBOOG WG TOV HOAMBBOV KAl f PAUHOG 1S
v Pdauyov Kat ) yi og v yAv - [...] oUtw
o kai ) yovr kai r oap€ dlapBpoltal, kal
EPXETAL EKAOTOV €V AUTH TO OHOLOV OG TO
ouoLov.

T1: Hippocrates De natura pueri §17: “As
the flesh grows it is formed into distinct
members by breath. Each thing in it goes to
its similar — the dense to the dense, the rare
to the rare, and the fluid to the fluid. Each
settles in its appropriate place,
corresponding to the part from which it came
and to which it is akin. I mean that those
parts which came from a dense part in the
parent body are themselves dense, while
those from a fluid part are fluid, and so with
all the other parts: they all obey the same
formula in the process of growth. [...]
Suppose you were to tie a bladder on to the
end of a pipe, and insert through the pipe
earth, sand and fine filings of lead. Now pour
in water and blow into the pipe. First of all
the ingredients will be thoroughly mixed up
with the water, but after you have blown for a
time, the lead will move towards the lead, the
sand towards the sand, and the earth towards
the earth. [...] The seed, or rather the flesh,
is separated into members by precisely the
same process, with like going to like.” (Lonie
translation)

T2: Aristotle De generatione animalium
1.21: ka.BO6Aou te yap €mokomoldoLy ol
daivetal ylyvouevov Ev €k tol mabnukod
Kal To0 TToLodvTog WG EVUTTAPXOVTOG £V TQ)
YLyvopévw tod TololvTog [...]JAAAA piv 16
ve BAAU 1) BAAU TTABNTKOV, T &’ dppev
dppev TONTKOV Kal 60ev N dpxn T
KWVNOEWG. OOTE AV Angbi td dkpa
EKATEPWV, ﬁ TO PEV TTONTKOV Kal Kivodv 10
8¢ TTABNTUKOV KAl KLvoUuevov, oUK EOTLY €K
ToUTWV 1O YLyvouevov €v, AAN’ i oltwe we
€K 100 TéKToVog Kal EUAou N KALvn R WG €K
100 KnpoU kai tod €(doug N odpaipa. dAAov
dpa ot olt’ Avaykn dméval © amod tod
Appevog, olt’ €l 1 amépyetat 8LA to0To €K
T0UTOU WG EVUTIAPXOVTOG TO YEVVOUEVOV
€0TLV AAN’ WG &K KlvAoavtog Kat tod £(doug

T2: Aristotle De generatione animalium
I.21: If we consider the matter on general
grounds, we see that when some one thing is
formed from the conjunction of an active
partner with a passive one, the active partner
is not situated within the thing which is being
formed; [...] Now of course the female, qua
female, is passive, and the male, qua male, is
active - it is that whence the principle of
movement comes. Taking, then, the widest
formulation of each of these two opposites,
viz., regarding the male qua active and
causing movement, and the female qua
passive and being set in movement, we see
that the one thing which is formed is formed
from them only in the sense in which a
bedstead is formed from the carpenter and
the wood, or a ball from the wax and the
form. It is plain, then, that there is no
necessity for any substance to pass from the
male; and if any does pass, this does not




mean that the offspring is formed from it as
from something situated within itself during
the process, but as from that which has
imparted movement to it, or that which is its
‘form’. (Peck translation)

T3: Aristotle De generatione animalium
1.22: A\dBoL & Av TG €K ToUTwV Kal
Appev TIOG CUUBAAAETAL TIPOG TRV YEVEOLY -
oUd¢ yap 1O Appev Amav Tpotetat
oTiépua, 6oa te Tpoletal TV Appévwy,
oUBev pbdplov tolt’ €0l T00 yLyVopEvou
KUAUOLTOG, OOTIEP 008’ ATIO To0 TEKTOVOQ
TPOG TV @V VAWV UAnv olT’ amépyetal
ouBtv, olte popLov oUBEV E0TLY €V D
YLYVOUEV® TAG TEKTOVIKAG, AAN’ 1) popdry Kal
10 €160¢ AT €kelvou £yylyvetal A TAg
KWAoewg &v T UAn, kal f pév Yuxn év i 1
eld0g Kal f &moTtAun Kvolol Tag xelpag A
L HOPLOV ETEPOV TTOLAV TLVA KivnoLy,
£TEPALV HEV AP’ AV TO YLYVOUEVOV £TEPOV,
v alTv 8¢ A’ AV TO autd, al d& Xelpeg
a 6pyava, td &’ dpyava Vv UAnv. opoing
5¢ kal N ¢pUoLg N €V TQ ApPPEVL TOV OTIEPUA
TIPOTENEVV XPATAL TQ) OTIEPHATL OG
Opydvw kal Exovtl kivnowv €vepyela,
WoTep €v Tolg Katd TEXVNV YLYVOUEVOLG TA
opyava Kiveltal- €v €kelvolg yap mwg [
kivnolg thg t€XVNG.

T3: Aristotle De generatione animalium
I1.22: “These instances may help us to
understand how the male makes its
contribution to generation; for not every male
emits semen, and in the case of those which
do, this semen is not a part of the fetation as it
develops. In the same way, nothing passes
from the carpenter into the pieces of timber,
which are his material, and there is no part of
the art of carpentry present in the object
which is being fashioned: it is the shape and
the form which pass from the carpenter, and
they come into being by means of the
movement in the material. It is his soul,
wherein is the ‘form’ and his knowledge,
which cause his hands (or some other part of
his body) to move in a particular way
(different ways for different products, and
always the same way for any one product);
his hands move his tools and his tools move
the material. IN a similar way to this, Nature
acting in the male of semen-emitting animals
uses the semen as a tool, as something that
has movement in actuality. Just as when
objects are being produced by any art the
tools are in movement, because the
movement which belongs to the artis, ina
way, situated in them.” (Peck translation)

The core Neoplatonists: Plotinus (205-270 AD), Porphyry (234-305 AD), Iamblichus (245-325
AD), Proclus (410-485 AD), Damascius (462-538) and all the commentators after Alexander:
Themistius (317-388 AD); Syrianus (d. 437 AD); Ammonius Hermeiou (440-526 AD), Asclepius
(late 3™ — early 6™ C AD), Simplicius (490-560 AD); Elias (late 6™ C. AD); Philoponus (490-570

AD).

Three Fundamental Principles of Neoplatonic Metaphysics

PNP: Production necessarily follows from perfection.

T4: Plotinus Ennead 5.1.6.37-38: Kal
Tavta 8¢ ooa NdN tEAela yevvd - to d¢ del
téAelov det katl aidlov yevva -

T4: Plotinus Ennead 5.1.6.37-38: ‘And all
things when they come to perfection
produce; the One is always perfect and
therefore always produces.’ (Armstrong
translation)

T5: Proclus Elements of Theology §25: TTAv
10 TEAELOV €lG ATIOYEVVATELS TIPOELOLY MV
duvartal mapdyelv, autd HUoldevoy TV
piav t@v OAwv Apxnv

TS5: Proclus Elements of Theology §25:
‘Whatever is complete proceeds to generate
those things which it is capable of producing’
(Dodds translation)




PAP: The priority of the actual to the potential.

T6: Plotinus Enneads 5.9.4: T66ev yap 10
duvdpel évepyetla €otat, ur tod elg
gvépyelav ayovtog aitiou 6vtog; |...
Oel ta mp@ta évepyela tBeobal kat
ATpPooded Kail téAela - td 8¢ atelfj Uotepa
am’ ékeivwy, tehelolpeva 8¢ ap’ aut®v
TOV YEYEVVNKOTWV [...] TEAELOUVTWV

1 AL

T6: Plotinus Enneads 5.9.4: “For in what
way will the potential become actual, if there
is no cause to bring it to actuality? [...] the
imperfect realities come from and derive
from the first, being perfected by their
begetters.” (Armstrong translation)

TIZ: Proclus Elements of Theology §117: TIGv
10 duvdpel Ov &k tol Kat &vépyelav OVTog
0 to0to duvdypel €Tl elg O Evepyela
TpoELOL -

T1: Proclus Elements of Theology §11: ‘All
that exists potentially is advanced to actuality
by the agency of something which is actually
what the other is potentially’ (Dodds
translation)

PIP: The product is always an inferior likeness of the producer.

T8: Plotinus Enneads 5.5.13.37-38:
Kpetlttov yap to mowolv 1ol TToloupévou -
teheldtepov yap

T8: Plotinus Enneads 5.5.13.37-38:
the maker is better than what is made,
because more perfect/complete” (Armstrong
translation)

“For

T9: Proclus Elements of Theology §1: TIGv
10 TTAPAKTKOV AANOU KPETTTOV €0TL TAG To0
TIAPAYOUEVOU PUOEWG

T9: Proclus Elements of Theology §1:
‘Every productive cause is superior to that
which it produces’ (Dodds translation)

These three principles, and the metaphysics of procession and reversion more generally,
easily lend themselves to a sexual/biological application. This sexualized understanding of
procession and reversion becomes more marked in later Neoplatonists, largely because of
the increased importance of the Chaldean Oracles, the Orphic tradition and the poetic

theogonies.

T10: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 28 Des Places:
Tficde YOp €K TPLad0o¢ KOATOLS EGTUPTAL
ATALVTOL.

T10: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 28 Des Places:
For in the womb (k0Amo1c) of this triad all
things is sown (éomoaptor)’ (Majercik
translation)

T11: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 30 Des Places:
TNYN TOV TNYOV, UNTPO GVVEXOVGT T
TAVTo

T11: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 30 Des Places:
‘Source of sources, the womb (U1Tpa)
holding all things together’ (Majercik
translation)

T12: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 35 Des Places:
Tobde y(‘xp éKepo')csKoncw queidiktol 1€
KEPOLLVOL K01 npncmpo&oxom KOATOL
Trocpoc(psyysog owyng TOTPOYEVODG Exocmg
KOl mrz-:C(m(og m)pog ocveog N6€ KPOTOLOV
TVEDO, TOAMV TUPIOV ETEKELVOL

T12: Chaldean Oracles Fr. 35 Des Places:
‘For Implacable Thunders leap from him and
the lightning-receiving womb (k6Amo1) of the
shining ray of Hecate, who is generated from
the Father. From him leap the girdling
(bremkoc) flower of fire and the powerful
breath (situated) beyond the fiery poles.’
(Majercik translation)




The Genealogy of Zeus:

Gaia (Earth) + Ouranos (Heaven)
8%

Kronos +
J

Zeus

Rhea (Flux)

T13: Plotinus Ennead 5.1.7.27-28: TaUutng
oL yevedc 6 voig oltog d&lag vol tol
KaBapwtdtou pry AAA0BEV N €K TAG TTPMTNG
Aapxig pival, yevouevov &¢ Adn ta ovia
mdvta ouv altd yevvioal, AV Jev 10 TV
1dedv KAAAog, mavtacg &€ Beolcg vonrolg -
TAfEN 8¢ Bvta Mv &yévvnoe Kal (otep
KATATOVTA TIAALY T® &V alt®d EXELV HNdE
ekmeoelv elg UAnv unde tpadival mapd t
Péq, wg A puotpla. kal ot poBot ot Tept
Be®Vv alvittovtal Kpdvov pev Bedv
copmtatov TPd Tl Ala yevéoBal G yevva
AN &v Eautd Exelv, f kal TARENg kal
voOg €v KOpw - petd d¢ taltd ¢paot Ala
YEVVAV KOpov Ndn Ovta - Puxniv yap yevva
vo0g, voOg dv téhelog. Kal yap téAelov
dvta yevvayv Edel, Kal pr) SUVOLY oloav
tooaltv dyovov elvadt.

T13: Plotinus Ennead 5.1.7.27-28: This,
then, is the generation of this vot¢, and
worthy of voig in all its purity: it came to be
[in the first place] from the first principle [i.e.,
70 €v], and when it had already come to be, it
produced all those things that truly are: all
the beauty of forms, all the noetic gods. Itis
full of those things that it produced and, as if
it had swallowed them up again, contains
them in itself lest they spill out into matter
and be brought up in the house of Rhea
(tpa@iivar Tapd T Péq). Thus the
mysteries and the myths about the gods say
riddlingly that Kronos, the wisest of the gods,
shuts up again within himself that which he
produces before the birth of Zeus, so that he
is filled full and is voi¢ in its satiety. After
this, they say that in its satiety, voi¢ produces
Zeus, for voig¢ in its perfection produces
youyn. [They are saying that] being perfect, it
had to produce, and that it is impossible for
such a force to remain unproductive.
(Lamberton translation)

T14: Proclus Theol. Plat. 1.28 (122,3-26
Saffrey-Westerink): [Tpog tadta toivuv
ATIOBAETIOVTEG KAl «TAG» TIATPIKAG altiag
TOV HUBwV Kal tdg yoviloug TV PNTéEpwV
duvApelg €Enynoodueba. TTavtayxol ydp N
10 P&V TAG KPELTTOVOG KAl EVOELBEOTEPAG
dUoewg altiov matpkov [kat]
UTToBnodueda, o B¢ TG KaTadeeoTéPAS Kal
HEPKWTEPAG £V UNTPOG TAEEL TIPOUTIAPXELV
doopeV - AvAaAoyov yap HovAadl Yév Kat
T 100 Tépatog altia mapd tolg Beolg O
matpe, duddl d¢ kal T Amelpw duvApel TH
YEVVNTKA TdV OVTIWV 1) pATNP. AAAA TO PV
TIATPKOV HovoeldEg del Tapd TMAAtwvL Kal
OV an’ altol Tpoloviwy UPnAdTEPOV
(dputal kal év epetod polpa tdv
TKTOHEVWV TIPOUPESTNKE, TO 8¢ Al UNTPKOV
BUOELBEG KAl TTOTE PEV WG KPETTTOV TOV
YEVVNUATWV TIOTE &€ WG UPEEVOV KATA
v ovoiav €v tolc pubolg mpoteivetal,

T14: Proclus Theol. Plat. 1.28 (122,3-26
Saffrey-Westerink): ‘By focusing now on the
above, we may explain what is meant by the
paternal causes and the procreative
(Yovipovg) powers of the mothers in the
myths. For in all cases we shall posit that the
cause of the superior and more unified nature
is paternal, and we shall maintain that the
inferior and more particular pre-exists in the
rank of the mother. For in the domain of
theology (mapd T0ig 0€01c), the father is
analogous to a monad and to the cause of
limit, whereas the mother is analogous to a
dyad and the unlimited power of generation
(gennétiké). But for Plato it is always the case
that the paternal is of one kind (uovoeldeg),
namely it is situated high above the things
that proceed from it and has a prior existence
as an object of its offsprings’ desire, and the
maternal is of two kinds (6voe1deg): [Case 1]
In the myths she is sometimes put forward as
superior to her offspring, and [Case 2]
sometimes inferior to them in terms of her




kabamep €v Zuumooiw tv Meviav tol
"Epwtog untépa A&youot - Kal oK &v tolg
HUBWKolg TTAd.opaot povov AAAA KAV T
PLAoooPw Bewpla TV OVIWV HOTIEP €V
Twale yéypamtat- kal yap ekel o uév ov
matépa ty € UANV untépa kat udnvnv
gmovopdlel TAg Yevéoewg. Al Hev olv
yOVLoL Kal teAealoupyol TV deEUTEPWV
duvdpelg kal (whAg xopnyot kal dlakploewg
altol untépec eloiv Umepldpupéval TV
TOPAYOUEVWY AP’ EautV - al &¢
UTrodexOUEVAL TA TIPolovVTa Kal
moANammAaotdloucal tdg Evepyeiag alt@dv
Kal éktelvouoal [kai] v xeipova polpav
TV amoyevvnBéviwv amokalolvtal [d¢]
kal altal Untépeg.

being (just as in the Symposium they call
Poverty the mother of Erés). And [this
manner of expression occurs] not only in the
mythical tales but also in philosophical
treatises concerned with being, as occurs in
the Timaeus. For there [Plato] called ‘father’
and matter ‘mother’ and ‘nurse of
generation.” So those powers [in case 1] that
are procreative (yoviuotl) and perfective
(teAeoloupyol) of the second powers and
providers of life and causes of separation are
set down as mothers of the things brought
forward from themselves. And those other
powers [in case 2], the ones that receive the
processions and multiply their activities and
extend the lower side of their offspring, are
also called mothers.’

The core theory of Neoplatonic Embryology

1. One-Seed Theory.

2. The male seed is a collection of immaterial form-principles (logoi), each existing in its
entirety in each part, no matter how small, of a material substratum.

T15: Plotinus Enneads 5.9.6: Kai at thv
OTIEPUATWV B¢ BUVAELG elkOva dpEpouat Tol
Aeyopévou - &v Yap t® OAw AdLAKPLTA
TAvTa, Kal ol AdyolL WOoTIEP €V EVL KEVTPW -
Kol OG £0TLv AANOG OpBa 0T, AANOG BE
XELP®V AOYog 1O ETEPOg £Lval TIApd Tol
yevouévou U’ altold alobntold yvwodeig. Al
HEV 00V &V TOTQ OTIEPUACL BUVAELG £KAOTN
AUtV Aoyog elg 6Aog HETA TRV v alTt®
EUTIEPLEXOUEVV HEPQV TO HEV OWUATIKOV
UAnV Exel, olov doov Uypdv, altog 3¢ ed0g
€0TL TO 6oV Kal Adyog 0 autdg Wv Yuxig
eldeL 1@ YeVvvTL,

T15: Plotinus Enneads 5.9.6: “The powers
of seeds give a likeness of what we are
talking about: for all the parts are
undistinguished in the whole, and their
rational forming principles are as in one
central point; and all the same there is one
principle of the eye and another of the hand,
known from the sense-object which is
produced by it to be distinct. As for the
powers in the seeds, then, each of them is
one whole formative principle with the parts
included in it; it has the corporeal as its
matter, for instance all which is moist in the
seed, but is itself form as a whole and a
formative principle which is the same as the
form of soul which produced it” (Armstrong
translation)

T16: Proclus in Tim. 1.396,10-20 Diehl =
Porphyry in Tim. Fr. 51: €lmep yap 1o
omépua to0 AvOp®TIou, TooolTOV OYKOV
€xov kal mavtag év €autd toug Adyoug,
Uplotnol tooautag 3Lapopdg TV HEV
oTePE®V, olov OOTA TA P&V VAOTd, TA 8¢
KotAa, TV & HoAaKQOV, WC TTveUuova. Kal
Amap, Tdv 8¢ Enpdv, Mg dvuxag Kal
Tpixag, TV 5¢ Uypdv, mg alua kat
dAEYHQ, TRV B ATTap®V, WG HUEAOV Kal
TILEARV, TAOV BE TMKPAV, WG XOAAV, TAV O

T16: Proclus in Tim. 1.396,10-20 Diehl =
Porphyry in Tim. Fr. 51: If it is the case that
human semen, which is so small in bulk yet
contains within itself all of the [seminal]
reasons, gives rise to so many differences in
our hard parts, such as bones which may be
either solid or hollow, in our soft parts, like
the lungs and the liver, in our dry parts, like
our nails and hair, in our fluid parts, like
blood and phlegm, in our viscous pazrts, like
marrow and fat, in our bitter parts, like bile,
in our insipid parts, like saliva, in our dense




amolwyv, wg aiehov, TOV 3& TIUKVAV, MG
velpa, TV 8¢ EENMAWPEVOV, OGS UUEvag —
talta ydp mavrta td te OUOLOPEPA Kal Ta
€€ AUtV Twe Udiotnowy £E OALyou dykou,
HAANOV B¢ €k To0 AoyKou- ol Yyap Adyol
tadta yevvaoly, outol 3¢ doykol mravtayol
OVTEG -

parts, like the tendons, in our thinly stretched
parts, like the membranes — for it somehow
gives rise to all of these, both those that are
homoeomerous and those formed from them,
from [its own] small bulk, or, rather, from no
bulk [at all], because it is the [seminal]
reasons which produce these things, and they
are without bulk’ (Runia translation)

3. The logoi in the seed are in a state of potentiality, as is required by the PIP principle.

T11: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 6.2 and 14.3:
16TEOV YE UMV KAKEIVO KOl WEAAOV
pnencecem ueM»ov kot [TAdtovo: &el yop
KOT OTOV TO GO THG ovmocg TIVAV
yevvmuevoc VwoPEPnKe <koTO> Suvocuag KOl
oucwcg &mo (MS o&&to&) TV yeysvvnxormv
KOl AdVVOTOV LEV OLOOVO 10 ELVOIL TOTG
YEYEVVNKOGV.

Kol 8100 ToDTo M v NUIV @UTIKY XEIpOV
EYEVVO E0VTTG TO OMEPUDL O GV EAAETTOV T1)
K0T EVEPYELOLV KIVIOEL.

T11: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 6.2 and 14.3:
‘But one should realize that this too is
certainly going to be aid in conformity with
Plato. For according to him the things that
have been engendered from the substances
of some things are always a step down from
the things that had engendered them in terms
of power and substance, and it is impossible
for them to be of the same substance as the
things that engendered them’

‘And for this reason the vegetative power in
us generated something worse than itself, the
seed, since it lacks actual movement’

4. These logoi therefore must be actualized by an external cause that possesses these
principles in actuality. This principle is often (but not always) identified with the mother. This

is the application of the PAP principle.

T18: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 10.5: 6tav & €K
700 TOTPOG KATUPANOT €ig TNV unTtEpaL,
TPOGYMPEL TH QVTIKY THG UNTPOG KL TT
yoxq T ToTNG, T00 TPOoXWPELV E0VTOG
AKOVELY 0VY 0Tl CULEPOEIPETHL 0V MG TOL
<un> (followmg Deuse [1983: 18'Zn209])
KPOOEVTOL ocvoccrmxaomon QAN OTL mv
feiov €keivnv kpaolv Kol Tapddogov Kol
TV {oikdv 18lov dVvauly droocmletal

T18: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 10.5: And (ii)
once it has been released from the father into
the mother, it joins the vegetative [power] of
the mother and her soul — and by ‘joins’ one
must understand, not that both are destroyed
together nor that they are resolved into their
elements like <un>mixed items, but rather
that they maintain that divine and paradoxical
[kind of joining], blending, that is the special
power of living [substances].

T19: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 14.3: ijv
TpooAapBdvel Ao te TG €V T Hntpl
PUoEWS Katl Ao tol TepLEXovTtog, To0
gvepyela Tponyoupévou €v Aot Tod
OUVAEL.

T19: Porphyry Ad Gaurum 14.3: ‘the seed

receives this actual motion from the nature in
the mother and from its environment, since in
all things the actual precedes the potential’

T20: Proclus in Platonis Parmenides 7192,1-
18 Steel: 10 oTéPUA dUVALEL TOUG AdYoug
€xeL kal olk €vepyela - odupa yap ov ou
TIEPUKE TOUG AOYOUG AuEP®S Kal kat’
gvépyelav Exetv. Tt obv T Exov kat
evépyelav tolg Adyoug; Travtaxod yap mpo
100 duvapel T KAt &vépyelayv fyeltat -
Atehég yap Ov dAAou dettal tol

T20: Proclus in Platonis Parmenides 7192,1-
18 Steel: ‘the seed has its form-principles
potentially, not actually; for being a body, it
cannot have the form-principles undividedly
and actually. What, then, is it which has the
form-principles in actuality? For everywhere
actuality precedes potentiality, and the
sperm, being undeveloped, requires
something else that will bring it to perfection.




teAeloovtog. ‘H thg untpog ¢uoLg, €pelq -
altn yap n kat toug Adyoug teletoloa, Kat
dlaTmAdtiouca t YLyVOUEVOVY - ol yAp TIou
10 PALVOHEVOV €180C TAG HNTPOC TTOLET TO
BpEdOg, AAN’ 1} PUOLS, ALOMHATOS oUoa
dUvauLg kal Apxn Kvnoews, wg epauev. Et
TolVUuV 1) dUOLG €K TO0 SUVAUEL HETABAAAEL
ToUC¢ AdYyoug To0 OTIEPUATOG elg TV KaT
évépyelav dlamiaoty, alt av €xol kat’
gvépyelav toug Adyoug.

You will say it is the nature of the mother that
does this; this nature is what actualizes the
form-principles and forms (dLammAQTTOUCQ)
the creature coming to birth. It is not, of
course, the visible form of the mother that
makes the babe in the womb, but [her]
nature, which is a bodiless power and a
source of motion, as we say. If, then, it is
[her] nature that changes the form-principles
of the seed from potentially to the activity of
formation (glg v KA T &vépyelav
OLATTIAQOLV), it has the form-principles in
actuality.’

T21: Asclepius In Aristotelis Metaphysica
404: Op@uEV YAap OTL KAl ETL TOV TEXVNTOV
Kal €Tl TOV GUOLKAV TIAVTA TA YLVOUEVAL
€€ Opoeld®V yivovtal. Kal 6 TeKTwv yap
EVUNOG UTTdpxeL Kal td ABAkLov o
ylvopevov €€ altol- opoiwg &8¢ kal to
eld0g £xel autol To0 APakiou - OHOELBES
YAp €0TL T® YLVOUEVW ABAKIY. MOAUTG O
Kal €Tl TOV GUOKDV OUOELBEG E0TL TO
molo0v @ ylvopévw, el ye dvBpwtog
Aavepwtov yevvd, kal €xouoa r ¢puoLg Tig
UNTPOG Toug Adyoug ev Eautd Tol Bpédoug
ouoeldels dvrag 1@ Bptdel oltwg yevva.

[...] Exouoa yap 1) (nmog v €auti Adyov

AULOVoU Kal eldog oltwg autd yevva

T21: Asclepius In Aristotelis Metaphysica
404: For we observe both in the crafts and in
cases of natural generation that everything
that is generated is generated by things of
the same type (€€ OpOEWO®V). For both the
woodworker and the drawing board that is
produced by him are enmattered. And the
same goes for the form of the drawing board
that the woodworker has. For it is of the same
type as the drawing board that has come to
be. And similarly in cases of natural
generation: the creator is of the same type as
what is created, since a human being
generates a human being, and it is by having
the form-principles of the offspring in itself
that are of the same type as the offspring that
the mother’s nature generates. [...] for the
mare generates the mule because she has the
form-principle and form of mule in herself

T22: Simplicius in Phys. 313,5-21: 1}, OC
elpntal mpoTEPOV, Apa T KAl ol
yiveoBal molel dLd 10 elduéotepov Kal dld
10 A TLC elval EEaviotapévn Kal
BLAVLOTOEVN ElG €180, ETTEL TO TOD
dppevog omépua Kail <tv> (the
manuscripts have 10) TA¢ OnAelag puoLv
ExeL TV 100 OTIEPUATOG HETABOANV Kal
tehetoloBal mepukulay elg {@ov. 1o 3¢
TIONTKOV Kuplwg Kal Trpooex®g altov &mt
HEV T@V MWV 1 UNTPKN $UoLg E0TL KAl N
TIALTPLKA, ETTL € TV duTAV N To0 TUPod Kal
g YAg, To0 €ldoug évepyela
TIPOUTIAPXOVTOG £V TE T® TTATPL Kal T pntpt
Kal &v 1o1g TAg YAG KAT €vépyelav E0TROL
AoyoLg, kaB’ olig ta duvduel elg Evépyelav
Adyetad.

T22: Simplicius in Phys. 313,5-27: Well, as
we said before, this nature [in the seed]
creates simultaneously as it comes to be
because it is well endowed and because it is
a kind of life that is being raised up and
roused to form, because the male seed has
<the> nature of the female which is naturally
suited for perfecting the transformation of the
seed into an animal. The true and proximate
creative/efficient cause in the case of animals
is the maternal nature and the paternal
nature, while in the case of plants it is the
nature of the wheat and of the earth, since the
form pre-exists in actuality in the father and
the mother and in the form-principles
established in actuality within the earth, by
which what is in a state of potentiality is led to
actuality.

T23: Simplicius in Cat. 244,1-4: yevvaton
YOp €K TOD TEAEIOV TO ATEAEC KOl €K TOD
€vepyeig 10 dSLUVAUEL BVOPOTOC YOP CTEPUQ

T23: Simplicius in Cat. 244,1-4: What is
imperfect is generated from what is perfect,
and what is in a state of potentiality from what




YEVVGQ, AGTEP O nom]p, KOl €K cmepuocrog
TAALY ocvep(mtov mcnep n unmp 70 yocp
&)vomet TV VIO 100 Evepyeiq GyeTol €iC TO
gvepyeia

is in a state of actuality. For a human being
generates a seed, as the father does, and
again generates a human being from a seed,
as the mother does. For everything in a state
of potentiality must be led to a state of
actuality by something that is in a state of
actuality

T24 Philoponus In DA 306,2-8: TL olv £0TL
10 Ayov 1O duvApel TO TPATOV €lg ™V EELY,
TOUTEOTL TO JeUTEPOV UEV BUVALEL TIPOTOV &
evepyelq; O yevvav, ¢notv - &v yap T
KUAOEL Ayetal f EmMNdelOTng g v EELV.
@otep olv 16 TTadlov dyet €l TV EEV &
Evepyela YPAUPATIKOG, oUtwg Kal to
oTéPUA Kal OAwg v to0 {@ou UANv GyeL 1
&V T uNTPL PuOoLg €L TV KaB’ EELV
al{obnotv. oty olv i KUNoLe AAAOLWOLS KAl
uetaBoAn tol medpukdTog alobdveodal Ermi
v ka®’ €&Lv alobnolv

T24 Philoponus In DA 306,2-8: What then is
it that first leads what is in a state of
potentiality to the possession, i.e., to the state
of second potentiality or first actuality?
Aristotle says it is ‘the generator.” For in
gestation the propensity is led to the
possession. Just as, then, the man who is
actually literate leads the child to the
possession [of literacy], so too does the
nature in the mother lead the seed and in
general the matter of the living thing to
sensation in the sense of possession.
Gestation, then, is a change and transition of
what is of a nature to sense into sensation in
the sense of possession

Some conclusions that may be drawn from this research:
1. Reevaluation of the female’s role in biological generation.
2. Conclusions may be drawn about the Neoplatonists’ interaction with the medical

tradition.

3. Subsequent philosophers and physicians may be evaluated in terms of this core
theory to determine their commitment to Neoplatonism, e.g., John of Alexandria
(6™ — mid-7™ C. AD), Theophilus Protospatharius (7% or 9™ C), Pseudo-lamblichus’
Theology of Arithmetic, Pseudo-Galen’s An animal sit and De spermate, Michael of
Ephesus’s commentary on Aristotle’s De generatione animalium.

T25: Hippocratic De natura pueri §12: "Hv 1)
yovn petvn A’ dugotlv €v tiol pAtpnot tig
YUVAULKOG, TIPRTOV PV pioyetal opod, dte
S YUVaALKOG OUK Atpepeolong, Kal
AaBpoiletal kat mayxuvetal Bepualvopévn.

T25: Hippocratic De natura pueri §12: If the
seed which comes from both parents remains
in the womb of the woman, it is first of all
thoroughly mixed together — for the woman of
course does not remain inactive (A€ g
YUVAUKOG OUK ATPEUEOUONG) — and condenses
and thickens as it is heated

T26: John of Alexandria in Hipp. de nat.
pueri 138,22-26: Ti Apa. Tolouong g
YUVALLKOG; Wr) olkoupouong Kall HETPW
KLVOUHEVNG; OUBOU®C To0To - AAAA VOV
yuvailka ¢énot tl‘]V dLATTAQLOTIKAV dUVALY
™MV €V T uATPQ otoav. ¢pnot yap 6t talta
TA oTépuata piyvuvtal dua tg
dLATTAQOTIKAG SUVALEWG Ur) OUY
nouxadouong, Emav d¢&ntat tadta, AAA’
AGAAo Tolouong.

T26: John of Alexandria in Hipp. de nat.
pueri 138,22-26: What, then, is the female
doing? Isn’t she doing housework and
moving in moderation? By no means is she
doing this. Rather, Hippocrates calls ‘woman’
here the formative power in the womb. For
he says that these seeds are mixed exactly
then when the formative power, upon
receiving them, is not at rest but transforming
them




