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Hnva I'ypvanos

MpocTpaHCTBEHHDbIN acnekT MeTadn3nKy NIaToHN3Ma
1 «Benmuue ayxa» B punocopun PrunHo*

ILyA GURYANOV
THE SPATIAL ASPECT OF PLATONIC METAPHYSICS
AND THE ‘GREATNESS OF MIND’ IN FICINO’S PHILOSOPHY

ABSTRACT. In Ficino’s epistle De Platonica philosophi natura, institutione, actione, the
Latin concept magnanimitas is used in paraphrases of Plato’s Republic (6, 485 sq.),
which makes its equivalence to the Greek peyohompémein quite clear. I argue that
‘greatness of mind” would be a more accurate translation for this concept than ‘mag-
nanimity’. Ficino claims that the ‘greatness of mind’, along with sharp insight and
tenacious memory, are innate abilities, ‘gifts of nature’ necessary for producing a man
of virtues, that is, a Platonic philosopher. A further study of how Ficino presents the
constitution of a soul appropriate for a philosophical life shows that by the ‘great-
ness of mind’ in the epistle he means not moral virtue in relation to other people but
a strong focus on knowledge of the highest things. This aspiration for the highest level
of knowledge is not just a trope bidding for rhetorical persuasiveness, but an expres-
sion of a spatial aspect of Platonic metaphysics, which should be taken literally: the
schematization and geometrization of reality is perfectly clear, e.g., in Plato’s Timaeus.
Thus, it is not surprising that Ficino emphasizes the etymology of the terms magnani-
mus and magnanimitas to point out that aim towards the ‘highest’ is constitutive for
a Platonic philosopher. He actualizes the physical and spatial semantics of the word
magnus, signifying something great in size, vast, possessing great force. I argue that,
in Ficino’s philosophical language, the gap between descriptions of the material, meta-
physical and ethical entities is eliminated. The paper also offers a commented Russian
translation of Ficino’s epistle De Platonica philosophi natura, institutione, actione.
KeywoRrps: Ficino, anthropology, spatial images, magnanimitas, greatness of mind.

© UTI.TypssauoB (Mocksa). ilgur@yandex.ru. HanmoHanbHbI MCCIIeXOBATENBCKIIIT

YHUBEpPCUTET «BpICIIas IIKOIa 9KOHOMUKII».

MnaTtoHoBcKKMe nccnegosanua / Platonic Investigations 10.2 (2019) DOI: 10.25985/P1.10.2.13
*Crarhs IOATOTOBJIEHA B paMKax IIporpaMmsl GyHIaMeHTAIbHBIX MCCIET0BA-

Hui1 HanmoHansHOro MccienoBaTeIbCKOTO YHIUBEPCHUTETa «BhIcIIas mIkoja 5KOHO-

muku» (HAY BIIS) n ¢ ucnoiap3oBaHMeM CPeACTB CyOCHOUM B paMKaX rocymap-

CTBEHHOI MOAMEPKKY BeyIux yHuBepcuTeToB Poccuitckoir Pemepamum «5-100».
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Hnva I'ypvanoe / NnatoHosckve nccnenosanns 10.2 (2019)

Metadusnueckue paccyxnenns [taToHa HaChIIIIEHHBI IIPOCTPaH-
CTBEHHBIMI 00pasaMM, YacTh M3 KOTOPBIX HOCUT UMCTO MJLTIOCTpa-
TUBHBIIT XapakTep (U B 9TOM KauecTBe OHU MOTYT ObITh 3aMeHEeHbI Ha
00pas 13 NPUHINUIINAIBHO OPYToil chepsl), APyrue e, yKasbIBas Ha
TO, UeM OHU He SBIISIOTCS, Ha HEKYIO0 udel, 3aHIMMAI0T YHUKAIbHOE U
oIIpefieJIeHHOe MECTO B I[€JIOCTHON KapTUHe MUPO3TAHNI U He MO-
ryT ObITH 3aMeliieHbl. [Io cBoeMY CMBICIIOTIOPOKAAOIIEMY MeXaH!3-
My IIepBbIe PabOTAIOT KaK aJIJIerOpus, BTOpble — CKopee, KaK METOHU-
mus. Cpasy ke OrOBOPIOCH, UTO MeHs OymeT MHTepecoBaTh He CTOJIb-
KO MHTepIIpeTalys IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX 00pa30B B KOHTEKCTe CAMMX
nuasoroB IlmaToHa, CKOJIBKO MX BOCHPUATHE B IIOCIERYIOIIEN Tpa-
DU, ObITh MOXKET, BeCbMa OTJIMYHOE OT 3aMBICJIa ee OCHOBATeJI.
CaMBbIM U3BECTHBIM IIPMMEpPOM 00pa3oB IIepBOTO THIIA S ObI Ha3Bal
cumBoun anuany n3 VI kauru «Tocymapersa» (509d-511e), HasHaueHME
KOTOPOTO — IIPOMJIIIOCTPMPOBATE pa3Hble BUABI CYILETO C TOYKM 3pe-
HVS UX OTHOIIEHNS K YeThIpeM COCTOSHUAM (mabrjpota), BO3HUKAO-
muM B gyure’. [IpocTpaHCTBeHHbIE CBOJICTBA JIMHNMY, aKTyJIU3UpYe-
Mble [ImaToHOM B JaHHOM CiIy4ae, — 3TO BepTMKAJIbHAsA OpMEHTAIN,
IeTMMOCTh Ha YacTM ¥ OTHOCUTEJIbHASA BeJIMUMHA 3TUX YacTell: BeIb
00pa3oBaHHbIE IIEPBBIM JeJIeHIIeM OTPe3KI Ha3bIBAIOTC HEPABHBIMI
(Gvioco TpnpaTo). B mpamarmueckoit paMke quajora IpemiosKeHHast
JanmaapHas VWLTIOCTPAIya CMeHAeTCI OPYTroil 3HaMEeHUTOI aJljIero-
pueit: cuMBOJIOM Iterepsl win Mudom o nerrepe (R. 7, 514a-516b),
OTCBUIKM K KOTOpOMY OyIyT BCTpeuaThcs BILIOTH 10 KoHIa VII kuurn.
HccenoBateny He pa3 OTMeYaJIN, UTO YeThIPeXUACTHAS JIMHUS «PU-
MyeTCsI» C UeTBIPbMS CTYIIEHSIMY BOCXOKIEHUsS B MUde: OT «TeHel» U
«OTpaKEeHMII» K IIOIMHHBIM BelllaM 1 camomy Cosauy?. OnHaxko, ec-
JIU BBIHECTU 32 CKOOKM 3TOT JOKTPMHAJIBHBII aCIIeKT, — UACI0 Mepap-
XMUeCKOTo, KaK Obl BEpTUKAIBHOTO, COIIOMUMHEHNSI COCTOSHMI AY-
1Y, KOTOPYIO XOUeT IPOVIIIoCTpupoBaTh CoOKpar, — TO IpeyIoKeH-
HBIIT 00pa3 yKa3sIBaeT B OOJIbIIIEN CTEIIEHN He Ha CBOVICTBA IIPOCTPaH-
CTBa, TAe eCTh, HAIIpYIMep, BepX M HU3, HO, CKOpee, Ha PM3Moyiornye-

TIpumep aHanM3a gaHHOTO pparMeHTa cM. Mecsiy 2011.
?Cm., Hanpumep, [Iporomomnosa 2011.
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ITpocmpancmeenHbili acnexm memaguauxyu NIAMoOHU3MA. ..

CKUIe 0COGEHHOCTH UeIoBeuecKoro 3peHus. 1 ¢pakTop BpemeHu, Heo6-
XORVIMOTO ISl IIPUBBIKAHMS K HOBOJI CUTYyal[MM, UTpaeT 31ech Ooiee
Ba)KHYI0 poib: «[loka ero speHne He IPUTYIUTCS U [JIa3a He IPUBBIK-
HYT — a Ha 9T0 oTpeboBasIoch O6bI HeMaIoe BpeMst (XpOvoG), — passe
He Kasaycsa ObI OH cMeltoH?» (R. 7, 517a)®. Eciu 661 mepBoHaUYaNbHOE
MOJIO)KEHME Y3HUKOB OBLIO, HAIIpUMep, B CUIIy XapaKTepa BbIpaboT-
KU TOPHBIX ITIOPOJ BBIIIIE BBIXOMA M3 IIELIephbl, TO CMBICI aJIETOPUI
M3MeHWICS ObI HE3HAUMUTEIHHO: 3PEHII0 BCE PABHO HY)KHO aJaIllTUPO-
BaThCs K Oojiee CUIBHOMY MCTOUHMKY CBeTa, KaKoii ObI IIyTh K HEMY
HY puBell. TakuM 06pa3oM, MOXKHO 3aMKCUPOBATh ABa BAsKHBIX MO-
MeHTa: 1) UMCTO IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIN 00pa3 JIMHUIM MOKeT ObITh 3a-
MEHEH JIPpYToil aJUIETOpUUYECKOI UIIIIOCTpanyell, B KOTOPOIl, OOHAKO,
MIPOCTPaHCTBEHHBII KOMIIOHEHT BOBCE He TaK BasKEH, XOTS M COXpaHsI-
eTcs; 2) HUKTO M3 KOMMeHTaTopoB IlnaroHa, HACKOJIBKO MHE U3BECT-
HO, He ITOHMMaJI 06pas JIMHUY OYKBAJIBHO, TO €CTh He YTBEPKAAJI, UTO
Hallla MM MUPOBast OyIIa HeICTBUTEIBHO nMeeT GOpMY JIMHNI.
O6bsicHeHEe BPUCTIUECKOrO ITOTeHIMANa Ui ILTATOHUYECKOII
TpagMUyMy BTOPOTO THUIIA IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX 00pa3oB B quajorax
[InaToHa ciregyeT HauaTh C YKa3aHUI Ha ciaydyan OyKBaJIbHOTO ITOHU-
MaHsI 00pa30B HEIIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX, IpeAMETHBIX. Tak, Harpumep,
B.B. IlerpoB oGpalijaer BHUMaHMe Ha MeTadopy TYIIN KaK TKaua, KO-
TOPBIiT OeCIIPEPBIBHO TKET CBOE OesiHNeE, TO ecTh Tesno B Phd. 87de*.
B aBHOM Bume oHa IMOAXBaThIBaeTCs HeorutaToHUkoM Ilopdupuem B
skaereTnueckoM counuennu «QO menrepe HUM}», MOCBAILIEHHOM MC-
TOJNKOBaHMUIO ¢pparmenTa u3 «Opuccen» (13.102-112). [lpumeuaTeins-
HBI 3[1eCh U KaHp Npou3BeaeHNs (ayleropmdeckas MHTePIIpeTaLVsI
ABTOPUTETHBIX [I09TOB OPEBHOCTY KOHCTUTYTUBHA IJIs BCEVl aHTUU-
HOIT puocodckoit Tpaguuumn’), u cBobogHoe obparerue [lopdupus
C MCXOIHBIM ILTTATOHOBCKYM KOHTEKCTOM: MeTadopa OyIIM KaK TKaua
BioxkeHa Ilnaronom B ycra KeGera, of61nmit gyx Cy»XIeHUIT KOTOPOTO

*3nech u manee nep. A.H. EryHosa.

*Ilerpos 2016: 24-27.

° Cp. cyxkpenue 10.A. Illnyanunua B nepenaue H.B. Bparuuckoiir: «KommerTapmit
K 310Cy cTaJ HaualoM ¢uiocoduu — rpeueckoit puocoduu u Boobiue ¢puiaocod-
cKoi1 po3sl» (Bparmuckas 2009: 63).
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Hnva I'ypvanoe / NnatoHosckve nccnenosanns 10.2 (2019)

II0CJIeJOBATEIbHO OCIIApMBAETCS IIPOTArOHUCTOM Arajora CoKkpaToM.
O6pas, ncronsayemslit [lIoppupnem, B JaHHOM cIydae OJHOBPEMEH-
HO I BBIpaKaeT ¢uurocodckoe yueHre 06 OHTOJIOTMYECKOM IIPeBOC-
XOJICTBE TV HAJ TEeJIOM VI TeJIeCHBIM, I IIPOUNMTHIBAETCA KaK OyK-
BaJIbHOE OIJCAHNUe 3PUMO IIPEeCTaBMMOTO, IIPUPOTHOTO» IIPOLIEC-
ca. B aTrom mocnenHeM craryce HMKaKOi Opyroil o0pas yke He MO-
JKeT 3aMeHNTh «TKauax: Aylia, coriaacHo Ilopdupuio, meitcTBUTENBHO
TBOPUT YYBCTBEHHO BOCIIPMHIMAaeMOe YeJIOBEUEeCKOe TeJIO ITOX ceOs.
OHaKO IOMIMHHBI CMBICT 3TOTO COOBITHS, IIPOMCXOIAIIETO JINIID B
OJHOM M3 PETMIOHOB CYIIIeTro, B JOJIbHEM MIpe — 9TO YKa3aHIe Ha OH-
TOJIOTMYECKYIO MepapXMio, caM IPUHIMNII YCTPOICTBA MUPO3IAHNS:
IyllIa IepBIYHA M KOHCTUTYTIUBHA 110 OTHOLLIEHMUIO K TeJly (He TOJIBKO
Oyllla yeJoBeKa, HO 1 [ly1ra Mmupa).

Xors [naToH aKTMBHO MOJIb30BAJICSI MAaTePUAIOM TPATUIIOHHBIX
rpevecknx MUQOB B CBOMX AMAJIOTAX I Ja)Ke CO3[aBasl 0OpasHbIe I0-
BECTBOBAHNS, KOTOPbIE yCTaMI CBOMX IIepCOHasKell HasbIBaJ «MU(a-
Mu» (HampuMep, 3HAMEHUTHIN £ik6g pdbog B Ti. 29d, 59¢, 68d), Bee xe
S COTJIACeH C JICCIIeIOBATENIIMM, YTBEPKAAIOIIVIMIL, UTO B IIPOM3BeIe-
HUsIX a$pMHCKOTro ¢puiaocoda MOKHO PasiIMIUTh COOCTBEHHO «MUQO-
JIOTUYECKUI» 1 «MeTaduanueckuii» s3bIku’. [Ipu aToM mmocie it
JOMUHUPYET KaK B KOJIMUECTBEHHOM, TaK M B KaUeCTBEHHOM OTHO-
IIIeHNX, a eT0 IeJIb — HAYUUTh YUTATeNs MOYHOMY, TO ecTh (HuIo-
codckomy, criocoby cMoTpeTs Ha Belru’. OqHAKO B TOT MOMEHT, KOTa
IIJIATOHOBCKYE PACCY’KIAEHNI HAUMHAIOT PAaCCMaTPMBAThCA KaK HaMe-
PEHHO «IMeMHble», OTPAKTAIOIIIE TEM CAMBIM COKPOBEHHYIO MICTIHY
OT JIIOfIeVl HeITOCBAIIEHHBIX, I OJHOBPEMEHHO «CBAIIEHHBIE» TEKCTHI,
OHM paclafaloTcsa B BOCIPUATIN KOMMEHTATOPOB Ha IT0CIIe{0BATeIb-
HOCTb 00pa3oB, KaKIbII M3 KOTOPBIX MOKET TOJKOBATHCSI OTHOCH-

¢ [laHHYI0 QUCTMHKLMIO 1 3auMcTBYI0 Y P.B. CBerioBa, cMm. CBetsioB 1996: 85-87.

7O06pasoM SKCILUIMKALMM ITOTO0 TOUHOIO (MI0CO(PCKOro BUAEHMUSI COIVIACHO
ILiatony s cuurato pabory U.A. Ilporonomnosoii (2018). PopmMysioii qiis ero BbIpaske-
HIS MOTYT OBITH CIIeRYIOLIVIE CIOBA: «MIUP JOKCHI VI MUP 3I1{OCOB — 9TO He KaKue-TO
“HaTypasbHbIe” MUPBI ¢ HATyPAJIbHBIMI IPAHIIIAMIL: 9TO IIPEK/E BCETO CMeHa CIIO-
coBa paccMOTpeHMs “Tex JKe caMbIX” Belllell, I3MeHeHMe B3IUILa, lepeMeHa MeTOMa;
Iepexo B APYroit Mup sBIsAeTCs cMeHolt ontuku» (IIporomomnosa 2018: 70).
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ITpocmpancmeenHbili acnexm memaguauxyu NIAMoOHU3MA. ..

TEJIbHO HEe3aBUCHMMBIM CII0COOOM M OTCHLIATH HE TOJNBKO K OQHOMY,
HO cpasy K HeCKOJIBKUM (PIII0OCOPCKUM yUeHMIM, MHOTAA He BIIOJTHE
koHcucTeHTHBIM®. COOCTBEHHO, YMeHIE QOCTUTHYTH COTVIACHST MeEXK-
Iy aBTOPUTETHBIMIM NOKTPUHAMMU VI CTAHOBUTCS OCHOBHOJI SIIVICTe-
MIUeCKOl Ko6poaeTesi0 KOMMEHTATOpA B [T03{HEAHTUYHBII ITepu-
on. MHTeNIeKTyanpbHOM BEpUIMHON TOHOOHOI paboThl C TeKCTAMU
[InaToHa MOXHO CUMTATh HeOIUIATOHMUECKUil KoMMeHTapuit’. [o-
KasbIBaTh OPUTMHAIBHOCTD (PUII0cO(PCKUX IOCTpoeHMI (prtocodos-
HEeOILIATOHNMKOB ObLIO OBl M3JINIITHIM, OJHAKO ITOJIHOIIEHHOE ITOHU-
MaHIe UX apryMeHTauuy tpebyeT cyry0oro BHUMaHUA K UX OyKBa-
JIMCTCKOMY ITOHMMAHMIO IUIATOHOBCKOJ OOpasHOCTY Hapsmy C oue-
BUIHO aJIJIETOPUUECKUIMY TOJIKOBAHUSIMI.

T'oBopst 0 mpocTpaHCcTBEeHHBIX oOpasax Ilmarona, ciemyer ocobo
OTMETUTH B KOHTEKCTe MeTapu3nuecKnx paccyKIeHnil IpencTasie-
HIe 0 cepe «MIeanbHBIX», TO €CTh YMOIIOCTATAEMBIX, CMBICJIOB KaK
VIEPOVPAVIOG TOTTOG, TO ecTh HagHeOeCHOT M 3aHebecHOIT 06IacTH,
3aduKcupoBaHHOE B 3HaMeHUTOM (parmente Phdr. 247b—-248a. [Ipu
3TOM O AyIIIaX, KOTOpble B HAMOOJIBIIIEN CTeIIeH) YIIOHOOIINCH 6Ory,
TOBOPUTCS, YTO MX aJUIETOPMUECKN Ha3BaHHas Hamboiiee pasyMHas
UacTh — JIa)Ke He BeCh «BOSHUUMIT», a JIMIIb €r0 TOJI0Ba — «IIOJHI-
MaeTcs B 3aHeGECHYIO 00JIACTD M HeCeTCs B KPyTOBOM [ABVDKEHUM HO
HebeCHOMY CBOAY»'°. ITa accoumariyid MeXXAy OHTOJOTMYECKU IIep-
BUUHBIM, a TaK)Ke [[€HHOCTHO 0oJiee MPeAIOUTUTENbHBIM [JIS UeJIo-
BeKa B CYILIHOCTHO CBOJICTBEHHOJ €My IT0O3HABATEIBHOI [eATeTbHO-
CTM ¥ BBICOKUM B IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM CMBICJIE OTUETJIVBO IIPOroBa-
puBaetcs Ilnatonom u B Ti. 29e-40d, roe OeMIypr TBOPUT BUAMMBII

#P.B. CBeTJIOB OTMeUaeT POJIb aJIeKCAHAPUIICKOI 9K3€TeTUKI U OOLIero HacTpo-
€HIS PeINTMO3HBIX VICKAHNII ITIEPBBIX BEKOB H.9. B 3TOM HOBOM BOCIIPMATIM IIPOM3-
BeneHuit [llaToHa Kak «COKPOBEHHBIX» TeKCTOB, cM. CBeTI0B 1996: 69-70, 100-124.

°Pasymeercs, reHe3UC SJAHHOTO >KaHpa MMeeT COOCTBEHHYIO MCTOPUIO M OTMe-
UeHHas MHOJ YepTa BOBCe He JOJKHA MBICINUTBCA B KaUeCTBE CAMOAOCTATOYHOI 40~
MMHAHTBI 9TOTO IIPOLIECCa; CKOpee, ero HY)KHO paccMaTpuBaTh Ha (GOoHe MHCTUTY-
HMOHAIM3aUNN 00pa30BaTeIbHBIX IPAKTUK ITO3HeN aHTUUHOCTH, cM. Byrait 2001:
58-103; Baltzly 2014.

1% Phdr. 248a. 3necnh u nanee nep. A.H. EryHosa.
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KOCMOC KaK JKIBOe CYIIeCTBO, HafleJIeHHOe AYIION M yMOM (TOV KO-
opov {@ov éufuyov évvouv). Ilpexme Bcero, yepes IMpeBOCXOTHBIE U
CpaBHUTeNbHbIE (POPMBI IPMIIATATENBHOIO KAAOG B qMAaOre yTBep-
JKIAeTCs, UTO O0IalaHNe YMOM «IIPEKPACHEE», TO €CTh OHTOJIOTIUe-
CKII NIpeATIOUTUTebHEee, COCTOSHMS JINIIEHHOCTH YMa (AvOnTov); yMm
’Ke KOHCTUTYTMBHO CBfI3aH ¢ qyuroii. B Ti. 34c emre pas moaTBep Kaa-
eTcs, YTO MAyllla CTaplile Tesla KOCMOCA II0 POXKIEHMIO 1 IIepBOCTe-
IIeHHee 10 CBOEMY COBEPILIEHCTBY (KL YEVECEL KOL APETT] TPOTEPOLY
Kol Tpeafutépay Yuxnv cdpatog). OQHAKO € TOUKU 3pEHUS MCCIEN0-
BaHM IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHON 00pasHOCTY Ba)KHee, UTO AyIlla OKasbIBa-
eTcs ellfe ¥ OOJIBIIIE Tesa KOCMOCA, OXBAThIBasg €ro Kak HeOo M3BHe:
«B ero meHTpe MOCTPOMBIINMIL JaJI MECTO AYyIIle, OTKyHa pacIpocTpa-
HUJI ee 110 BCeMY IIPOTSDKEHMIO M B IIpUAauy oOJIeK el0 Teslo M3BHe
(kal €TL EEwbev 10 cdOpx adTH meplekaAvyev)»*l. YerpoitcTBo Heba B
QUaJiore yIogo0iseTcs apMILIAPHOIL cdepe, MMeIOIIeil BHEITHWUIT 1
BHYTpPEHHUII KPYTU, COOTBETCTBYIOII[MIE€ OHTO-THOCEOJIOTMUECKIM I10-
HATUAM «TOKIECTBEHHOTO» I MHOTO». BpallleHre «TOXIeCTBeHHO-
ro» cBsa3bpIBaercd [LIaTOHOM C pasyMHBIM IIPOSBJIEHMEM AYIIN KOC-
MoOcCa, KOTOpOe OIIATH Ke IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHO OXBATBIBAET VJIM K€ BbI-
1IIe «KpyTa MHOTO0», COOTBETCTBYIOLIET0 HUBIINM IIPOSIBICHIIM AY-
ILIINM: 3Ta Hepa3yMHOCTb AYILM, HAIpUMep, HATrISIAHO IIPOSBIISETCS B
CYILLeCTBOBAaHMY «Ouyxpaommx» raHer. Cdepa sxe HEITOABIDKHBIX
3Be3[, 3PUMO SIBIIAIOLIAA COOOI OBIDKEHNE «TOKIECTBEHHOIO», Ha-
3pIBaeTca B Ti. 40a «pasyMeHIMEM BBICIIETO» (TOD KpaTIGTOL QPPoVY)-
ow). B Toii Mepe, B Kakoii cepa «BBICIINX» I[eJIeil ¥ COmepIKaH Il I10-
3HAHMUS CBsI3aHa C OO’KeCTBEHHBIM, OHA, KOHEUHO, MOXKET ITIOHUMATh-
ca OykBasbHO, Benb B Phdr. 246bc roBopmres, uTo camu GeccMepTHBIE
Ooru rpebhIBaIOT HA «HeOecHOM xpedre» (£7L () TOD 0VPAVOD VOTY),
coseplias «To, UTO 3a Ipenperamu Heba» (Bewpodol ta E€w ToD ovpa-
voD)**. Ho HecMOTpsl Ha OUYeBMHbIE ITAapajLIeNN MEKIY 00pasHbIMU

" Ti. 34b. 3necy u nanee nep. C.C. ABepunuesa. Cp. Phdr. 246b: «Bcsaxas myiua
BEJAET BCEM HEOAYLIEBIEHHBIM, PACIIPOCTPAHSIETCS JKe OHA IO BceMy Hely (mévta
8¢ 00paVOV TEPLTOAEL), IPMHMMAs ITOPOIL pasHble 06passl (e15e0t)».

2Tlnarou B Phdr. 246¢cd orpaHnumBaeT Mo3HABAEMOCTh U BBIPA3UIMOCTH B CJIOBE

250



ITpocmpancmeenHbili acnexm memaguauxyu NIAMoOHU3MA. ..

psanamu B guanorax «®enp» m «Tumeii», TONIBKO B IEPBOM M3 HUX
TIOBECTBOBAaHNE HOCUT OTUETINBO ajleropuueckuii xapaxrep. Kpome
TOTO, OHO HEJI0 YTBEP)KAATh, UTO AYIIA TPeXUYacTHAa U yCTpeMIIeHa
K «BBICOKOMY», OPYTO€ — UTO OHa OYKBaJIbHO IIpeACTaBJISIET COOO0II
OKPBLIEHHYIO YIPDKKY (0montépov (ebyoug) 1 BosHMUero (fvidyov).
B meTtadusnuecknx paccykKIeHMIX IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE 00paskl, Kak
MHe IIpefCTaBJIIeTCsI, O0JIbIIIe PACIIONaralT K OYKBAIMCTCKOMY IIpO-
UTEHUIO, YeM IIpeIMeTHBIe, PacIIojlaraole IMEHHO K aJuleropide-
CKVIM CII0cO0aM TOJIKOBAHINIA, HO I Te, ¥ APYyTIe BIIOJIHE YCIIEIIHO OT-
CBLTAIOT K 00111eMy KpyTy GMI0copcKmx maei.

Kak ormeuaet B.B. [leTpoB, mpocTpaHcTBeHHAd U reoMeTpuyeckas
o0pasHoCTh B Auanore «TuMmelt» Urpaer Ba)KHYIO POJIb B PacCyXie-
Hyy [ImaToHa He TOIBKO 00 YCTPOICTBE KOCMOCA, HO TaKKe I ueJIoBe-
Ka: Korja Muianiime GOrvu Co3maBaiy JII0Lell, TO TOMeCTUIN B «cde-
POBUIHOE TeJIO», TO €CTh FOJIOBY, B BUa 60KeCTBEHHBIX KPYroBpa-
I[EHNIT — «TOKIECTBEHHOE» ¥ «MHOe» — ¥ IPUOAIN B IIOMOIIb IO-
JIoBe Teyo, Kak KosecHuuy (Ti. 44de)*®. Temo uemoBeka, OHAKO, OKa-
3aJI0Ch HafleJIeHO CITIOCOOHOCTHIO K HOBBIM JIMHEIHBIM BIaM ABILKe-
HUJI, MEeHee COBEpPILICHHBIM, UeM KPYTOBBIe, ¥ 00pa3yIoIUM IPOTHU-
BOMEICTBYIOIIMI IIOCTEeTHNM MOIIHBIN IIOTOK (TOTAOV). DTN Ipu-
XOASIIVe V3BHE B UEJIOBEKa IIOTOKM — OINYIIEHMS MM K€ IIpeTep-
rmeBaHus (obrpata) — MOTyT BOBCe JMIIUTE €ro yma (Gvoug ylyve-
TOU), TO €CTh IIOAUMHNTD cebe KPyTOBpallleHNs YL, BBIpayKaroLe
B JAHHBIX paccyxpeHusax IImaToHa ee pasyMHoe Hauaso. pyrum
MpOSBIEHNEM HEPa3yMIUs SBIIAETCS MHBEPCUS «TOKIECTBEHHOTO» U
«JHOTO» B MMpe TOpHEM [JI OIPOKMHYTOIO BHU3 I'OJIOBOJL BCIIEH-
CTBME BO3IEVICTBUS OIIyIIeHNII YeoBeKa B MIUpe HOJIbHEM: aHaJO-
I'meil 3[ech BBICTYIIaeT MHBEPCHUS IIPABOTO M JIEBOTO JJIS UeJIOBEKa,
crosuero BBepx Horamu (Ti. 43d-44a). Ho mpocTpaHcTBeHHAA MeTa-
¢dopuKa B JaHHOM AMAJIOTe He CBOAUTCA K 3TUM OTHOIIEHUAM II0M0-
61 MeXAY MUKPO- I MAKPOKOCMOCOM, I'ie KpyTOBpAaIleHUsI «TOX/e-

(€€ €vog Adyov) cymHOCTN GecCMepTHBIX (€CTh JIM Yy HUX AYyIIa I TeJIO, XapaKTep UX
CBSA3IN).
P Tlerpos 2019: 708-710.
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CTBEHHOTO» ¥ «MHOTO» BCTYIAIOT CBOEOOPAa3HBIM CPEJHUM TepMI-
HOM, CBA3BIBAIOIIVIM BepX ¥ HM3: BeAb MCTUHHOE 3HaHIUE JOJIKHO
OBITH OJJHVIM 11 TEM K€ Ha BCeX yPOBHAX Mupo3nanus. Tesro uegoBeka,
KaK ¥ 3puMoe HeOo Haf 3eMJIel], HeceT B cebe YHUKAIBbHYIO IIPOCTPaH-
CTBEHHYIO CIMBOJIVIKY, apTUKYJIVMPYIOIIYIO ¥ PACKPHIBAIOLIYIO BCE TO
JKe yueHre 00 OHTOJIOIMYECKO MePBUYHOCTY AYIUN: Uepe3 MPU3My
9TOJ UAEY YNTaTeJIb CMOTPUT Ha BCEe HOBBIE Y HOBBIE «BEILVI» B pas-
BepTHIBAEMOM IT0BeCTBOBaHUM. Tak, Hampumep, coriacHo [liatony,
UYeJIOBEK OTJIMYAeTCA OT KMBOTHBIX TeM, YTO BBIIIPIMIIECH, TOTAA Kak
MX TeJla COTHYTBI, a TOJIOBBI HaIlpaBJIeHbI K 3eMile. Takas opueHTa-
LM YeJIOBEYeCKOro Tejla B IPOCTPAHCTBE II03BOJIAET eMy IIOJHIMATh
B30p K FOpHEMY, K HeOy — co3epLaTh 3Be3[bl ¥ UX KPYTOBpAIeHNS,
UTO COXPAHseT B YUMCTOTE ero YM M II00y’KaaeT K 60rormoapakaHmo —
opoiwoig Be®. Ilpamoxoxaenne tena (YyBCTBEHHO BOCIPUHIMAaEMOE
U IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOE) YKa3bIBaeT Ha 00paIlleHHOCTH Ay IIM K BHICIIIIM
cmbicaaM. B.B. IleTpos ormeuaer, uTo 3T0T 00pa3 6bLI MOAXBAUEH IIIN-
POKMM KpyroM IO3OHENIINX aBTOPOB, BKIOYasd Apucrorend, Mak-
pobus, I'puropus Hucckoro u Asrycrmna'®. BakHo, ogHaKo, UTO 13
paccykaeHuit IlnaTroHa MOXKHO cHesIaTh BBIBOM, UTO «TPAaHUIBI» Te-
Jla M OyILIM MOTYT He coBmamarth: B Ti. 87e—88b roBopurcs, uto ay-
II1a, B KOTOPOII IIpeobiaaloT HepasyMHbIe Hadala, MOXeT IIPeBOC-
XOOUTH (KPelTT®V) IO CBOEJT MOIIM Teso, BBI3BIBAs B HeM HETYTIH,
a TeJlo, B CBOIO OUepelb, TOKe MOKET ObITh DITEPYLYOV, UTO IIpUBe-
JeT K OTYILUIEHNIO Pa3yMHOM YacT) AYILM, CAEJIaB ee HeIIOHATINBOM
u 3a0b1BUMBOIL. KpoMe TOrO, pasymMHas 4acTh QyLIM MOKET IIPOCTH-
paThcs 3a Ipejesibl Tela B HeOecHYI0 001acTh, TAe OHAa M3HAYAIBHO
ObLIa poKaeHa (Bemb caMo He6O ObLIO 00PA30BAHO OHTOJIOTMUECKU
IIepPBUYHOI AYyILION KOCMOCA), UTO BBIpa)KaeTcs ¢ IIOMOILBI0 o0pasa
«HebecHOTOo pacTeHUI» (PUTOV 0VP&VIOV). 3mech IlnaToH BHOBD Hea-
€T CCBUIKY Ha IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHYI0 OPMEHTAINIO UeJIOBEYECKOTO TeJla,
BeIb MMEHHO YKOPEHEHHOCTh «T'OJIOBBI M KOPHI» (TNV KePUANV Kol
pilav) B BBILIHEM U HeOeCHOM 00ecIieulBaeT «BCEMY Tely IPSIMYIO
ocauky» (Ti. 90ab). O6pa3 «HebeCHOTo pacTeHMs», KaK ITOKAa3bIBaeT

“*Ilerpos 2019: 709-710.
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B.B. IlerpoB, Takxe GbLI MOAXBAUEH MIMPOKNM KPYTOM ITO3QHEMIINX
XPUCTMAHCKMX U SI3BIUECKUX MBICTIUTENEN .

Taxum 06pa3oM, LeJIbIiT P IpUBeIeHHBIX [I1aTOHOM IMpocTpaH-
CTBEHHBIX 00pa30B yKa3bIBaeT Ha TO, UTO AYIIIA IPEBOCXOINUT TEJIO U
MOKeT «BBIXOAUTB» 3a €ro IIpefesibl, HAIIPaBIAICh K «BBICOKOMY»,
KaKOBO€ COCTOSHME IIPEeAIIOUTUTEIBHO IS IMOMJIMHHOIO ITO3HAHUA,
BBIpa)KAIOII[ero caMy CYLIHOCTb UeJIoBeKa. BHe 3aBMCUMOCTH OT TOTO,
KaKoB ObLT cTaTyc 3TUX paccykmeHuit y IlnaToHa, B mocienyrormei
IUIATOHUYECKON TPAOULIUIU OHY HAUMHAIOT MOHMMAThCA OYKBaJIbHO,
«HaTypalu30BaTbCA», IIPYM 3TOM He IlepecTaBad yKasblBaTb Ha orpa-
HUYEHHBI Habop MeTadm3nuecKux UIEl, KOTOpble HAUMHAIOT BOC-
IIPUHUMATECS KaK «SIIpO» ILIATOHUUECKON TPaaUIINL.

Tak, HanpuMep, [InoTuH, roBops 006 OHTOJIOTMUECKOM PA3TNUNIU
Iy U TeJla, IEPBUYHOCTH TyIIIN, a TAKKe HEOOXOMMOCTI MBICIIUTD
IIPUCYTCTBYE AYIIN BO BCEM TeJle LIEJIMKOM, a He B OTJeJIbHBIX UaCTIX,
nuureT B TpakTaTe «O CyIIHOCTM IYILIM»:

IToaToMy TOT, KTO ITOCTUTHET 9TO Besmune aymu (1o péyebog trig Yu-
XTG) ¥ IIOCTUTHET €€ MOILb, TOJIMET, UTO OHA — HEUTO OOKECTBEHHOE,
3aciy)KUBarolllee BOCXMIIIEHS Y OTHOCSIIEeCs K UMCITy IIPUPOL, IIpe-
BOCXOMSINNX UTO OBI TO HU ObLIO0 3xeriHee (ko TdV OITEP TQ XpripoTa
@VOCEWVY): He UMes BEIMUNMHBI, OHA — BMECTE C JII00011 BEIMUNHOI; 1
6y11yrm B OJHOM MECTe, OHa U B IPYTOM, HO He IPyTrol CBOEN YacCThlo,
a B KauecTBE TOTO ke caMoro. I109ToMy OHa B pa3feJleHUN U B TOXKE
BpeMs BHe pasfeJieHNsI; BepHee, OHa BHe pasfesieHus U He IIpeTep-
IeBaeT ero, IOTOMY UTO LIEJIMKOM OCTaeTcs cama ¢ co0oii, a B Teax
pasmesisercs TOJIBKO IIOTOMY, UTO OHMI B CIIy CBO€IT COOCTBEHHOII [e-
nuMocTy He MOryT BMecTuTh (dé€acOat) ee Ge3 pasmeneHms; Tak YTo
LeJIeHIe IIPeTePIIEBAIOT TeNla, HO He OHa'.

[IpnBenenHsblit (pparMeHT — TOJIBKO OJHA 13 MHOTUX MJIIIOCTpA-
nuit yueHus IInoTuHa, coriacHo KOTOPOMY «MHAUBUAYAJIbHAI» Ue-
JIoBeyecKas Ayllla HUKOIZA IIOJIHOCTBIO He OT/eJIIeTC OT OHTOJIOTU-
YeCKM BBILIECTOAIell MIUpPOBOI RyIN, COeMHAACH ¢ TeJoM'’. ITo

Tlerpos 2019: 711-715.
¢ Enn. 1v.2.66—76. [lep. 10.A. IllnuanuHa.
7 Caluori 2015: 134-179.
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npepcraBieHne He 6bUIO 0OIIUM IUIsI BCeX PIIocoOB-IIIATOHNKOB:
Tax, HanpuMmep, yueHuk Ilnoruna Ilop¢mpnmit momaranm, uro gymm
HICIIAJA0T B TeJa U3 UMCTO YMOIIOCTUTaeMOro Mupa, Iog00HO OT-
IEeJIBHO JIETAIIIM MeTeopaM, U, IIPOXOAs uepes HIKeCTOSIINe YPOB-
HY MUPO3JaHus, Jake 00peTarT AYXOBHOe JIIN ITHEBMAaTHUeCKOe Te-
JI0, MMeIoIllee TOHKYIO MaTeprasbHyIo npupony'®. Yucro meradpmsn-
yeckoe paccyxpeHne IInoTmHa JIUITEHO TaKUX APKUX IIpeIMEeTHBIX
00pa3oB, KaKk KOJIECHUIIA IJIN pacTeHIe, OJHAKO BCTpeUaBIIIecs HaM
B quasorax «Tumeri» u «Penp» nMpocTpaHCcTBeHHbIE 06pa3bl IPOCIe-
JKVBAIOTCS 3/1€Ch BIIOJIHE OTUETIIUBO.

Bosee cioHBII O aHAMM3a CIydail OYKBaJIMCTCKOTO IpOUTe-
HIS TIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX 00pasoB, IOJYYMUBIINX PACIPOCTPaHEHIE
B ILTATOHMYECKON TPAIVIIIAN, MOXXHO BCTPETUTH Y (IIOPEHTUIICKO-
ro ¢pminocoda-miaaronnka XV B. Mapcuino ®uunso. Peus uupet Bcero
0 Ilape CJIOB, KOTOpbIE, Ha IIEpPBBIIl B3IJIAN, IPMHAMIEKAT K STUKO-
PUTOPUUECKOMY CJIOBapio 3II0XM. B mpomsBemeHusax ¢aopeHTHMIILA
YacTO BCTpeUaeTcs SIUTET magnanimus, OOpaleHHbIN K ero IIOKpo-
Bureio Jlopeniio Mequum: ropasno vaiite, ueM OXKUTAeMBbIII magni-
ficus (yCTOSBILUMIICSA TIEPEBOM SMUTETA — «BEIMKOJIEIHEII»). KoHeu-
HO, 9TO He eIVHCTBEHHBIN KoppecrnoHaeHT PUUMHO, YIOCTOEHHBIN
TAKOJ XapaKTEPUCTUKIN, ¥ HEBO3MOYKHO OTPULIATH UNMCTO PUTOpUUE-
CKOJI IIparMaTuKy JaHHOTO oOpalrieHusa. MoxHO 6bLIO GBI OXKIOATS,
4YTO y (IOpEeHTHIIIA KaK ¥ TYMAHICTIUECKN OPMEHTUPOBAHHOTO aB-
TOpa IOHATUSI magnanimus u magnanimitas 6yAyT COOTHOCUTHCS C
3TUUECKNUM IIOHATIEM PEYOAOYUY i, BBEIEHHBIM ellle APUCTOTENEM.
IMocnenuuit B «HukomaxoBoit satuke» (EN 1107b21-23, 1123a34 sq.)
HasbIBaeT TaKylo QYILIEBHYIO CTaTh (E€1G) yKpallleHMeM BceX mo6po-
JeTellell, CBI3BIBAET ee C IOHATHEM uecTy (TUr)) U IIpeaIChIBAET,
KaK SICHO M3 KOHTEKCTa, MIMEHHO JIIOAIM 60TaThIM ¥ 3HATHBIM, 00JIa-
JAIOLIMM BBICOKMM COLMATBHBIM II0JI0)KeHMEM. B pycckom mepeBone
H.B. Bparnackoit moHSATHO peyaAouyio TOUTH BCErga COOTBETCTBY-

8 Corrias 2012.

254



ITpocmpancmeenHbili acnexm memaguauxyu NIAMoOHU3MA. ..

eT «BeJIMYABOCTb», XOTSI ITMMOJIOIMUecKy Oojiee OyKBaJIbHBIM IIepe-
BOIOM Oy/IeT «BEIMKOMYIIINIE» VIJIU «BEJIMUMe TYIIIm»

[IposienaTs cebs B BemkoM (1mepl peydla) BenmuaBoctn (peyolou-
xio) momoGaer yke 10 caMOMy Ha3BaHUIO <...» Benuuasbrit (peyoho-
JuY0G) sKe — 9TO, IIO-BUAMMOMY, TOT, KTO CUMTaeT ceOst LOCTOIHBIM
BeJINKOro (0 peydAwv), 6yayum 3TOro JOCToiHbIM <...) B camom ne-
Jie, JOCTOMHBIN MaJIOTO ¥ CUUTAIOILMIL ce0sd JOCTOMHBIM MaJIoro 61a-
ropasyMeH, HO He BeJINUaB, Bedb BEJIMUABOCTb COCTOUT B BEJIVWUNIL,
TaK ke, KaK Kpacora ObIBaeT B GoJbIIOM Tese (§v peYdA® coparty),
a MaJIOPOCJIbIe M3SIIHBI Y XOPOIIIO CIOXKEHBI, HO He IPEKPACHHI (...)
Ho BesmruaBslit, KOJIb CKOPO OH OCTOMH CAMOT'0 BEIMKOrO0, Oy €T, Io-
JKaITYIT, M CaMBIM TOOPOMETENbHBIM: NeICTBUTENBHO, GOMIBIIETO BCe-
raa qOCTOMH 6osiee QOGPOAETENBHBII M BEIMYATIIIero — CaMblil 4o0-
pomerenbHsIii {...) Eciu uenoBek cumraer ceGst OCTOMHBIM BEJIVIKO-
r'0, 3TOTr0 AOCTOMH, ¥ OCOOGEHHO eCiIM OH HOCTOMH BeJIMYANIIEro, TO
9TUM BeNIMUANIINM B IIEPBYIO ouepeab ObIBaeT uTo-T0 ofgHO. [[ToHs-
TUE] JOCTOMHCTBA OTHOCUTCS K BHELITHUM 0JlaraM, a BeIMUaiiIiimM U3
TaKuX OJIar Mbl IIpU3HAEM, BUAMMO, TO, YTO BO3aeM Goram, 1o, K ue-
My GoJiee BCETro CTPEMATCA BBICOKOIIOCTABJIEHHBIE Jonu (Kol 00 pé-
MoT éplevtal ol €V AELONATL), U HATpaay, IPUCYKAaeMYI0 3a caMmble
IpeKpacHble [XesSHMA]; 9TO U €CTh UecTh, MO0 MIMEHHO OHa BeJIyali-
mree u3 BHewrHuX Guar {...) CiieqoBaTeabHO, IOVUCTUHE BeJINYABBIN
IOJDKeH OBITh DOOPOLETETHHBIM U BeJIUME BO BCSIKOI HoGpogeTenn
MOKHO CUMTATh NPU3HAKOM BEIMUABOTO (elva peyalooyov 1O v
ekaotn apetfj péya) <...» Urak, BeIm4aBoCcTs — 9TO, BUAMMO, CBOETO
pona ykpaienue (KOGpH0G) Kobpoaereneit, MO0 MPUOAET UM BeJIUIe
(peilovg yap adTOG TTOLEL) M He CyLecTByeT 6e3 Hux>’.

PakTuueckuit npasurenb ®iaopeHiunu Jloperno Menguan ObLI 1O-
CTATOUYHO «BBICOKOIIOCTABJIEH», YTOOBI OBITH HOCTOMHBIM M >KEJIaTh
TOJI UecTH, KaKas Iogo0aeT «BeJIMUaBOMY» WM K€ «BEJIMKOMY OY-
1roi» yenoBeKy. OpHako ®uuyHO M3BeCTeH Kak IIepeBOAYMUK Ha Jia-
TUHCKMNI I3BIK ¥ TOJIKOBATEeJIb KOpIyca counHeHul1 Ilnarona, a BeIpa-
skeHme peyoroyvyio B [lnatoHOBCKOM KopIiyce BOBCe He BCTpeUaeT-

¥ Cp. «the virtue of the great-souled or the great-spirited man», Schiitrumpf 1989:
11.
» EN 1123a34-1124a3. Ilep. H.B. Bparusckoii.
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csi1. HeGompioe mocianue ¢iaopertuiina «O IIATOHNUYECKOM ITOHU-
MaHUU Npupoasl ¢puiocoda, ero Bocrmranus u obpasa xusHm» (De
Platonica philosophi natura, institutione, actione)’' II03BOJII€T YCTAHO-
BUTB, YTO JIJATMHCKIIE BBIPAXEHNSA magnanimus U magnanimitas 1mo-
ABIISIOTCS y HETO B KOHTeKcTe nmapadpasa guanora «I'ocymapcrso» (R.
6, 485 sq.). Taxum o6pa30M, MO’KHO yTBEpKIaTh, UTO C MX IIOMOIIbIO
nepenaercs mouaTue [Inatona peyodonpéneio. Ho 10 He 03Hauaer,
uyT0o CTarupur nepecraer ObITh peJIeBAHTHBIM KOHTEKCTOM JJISL IIPOSIC-
HEHUs pacCy>KaeHuit GIOpeHTUIIIa, TIOTOMY YTO IPUHIINIINATbHAIL
ycraHoBKa ¢uurocopuy OPUUNHO — 3TO yTBEp)KAEHME U JeMOHCTpa-
LS 9K3eTeTUUECKUMMY CpeCTBaMIy IIOJHOTOo coryacus Mexnay Ilma-
TOHOM M APHCTOTENEM.

IlnaToH HUTOe He JaeT oIpeesIeHNI TOT0, YTO OH ITIOHMMAeT II0T
peyolompémela M ABHBIM O00pa3oM He 3TUMOJIOTM3MPYET 3TO IIOHSI-
tie”?. OJJHaKo OueBMIHAA STUMOJIOTH3AIMS BCTpeUaeTcs y ApucToTe-
JIS1 TIpYL OTIpefiesIeHNN PeyoAouyio: Mo Ha3BaHUI (€k TOD OVOHATOC)
SCHO, YTO «BEJIMUMIO TYIIN» II0J00aeT MPOSBIATHCSI «B OTHOLICHNUI
K BEJIMKUM BelraM» (1epl peyha). XoTs obIiie ITOIXONBI 1 K ITUKE,
1 K agTponosnorun y Apucrorend u IlnaToHa oueBUOAHO pa3IMUHBL,
9. lrorpymMnd orMeuaeT CXOOCTBO B CIIOCO0AX ONpemeeHus «BeJu-
KOTO0 AyLIoi» y oboux duiocopos?. Paccyxnenns IlnaroHa MoKHO
MOHATH TaK, UTO Bce KOOpOmeTeNy IpedIIosaraloT Ipyr Apyra u ma-
JKe Kak OYATO ABIAIOTCA YacTAMU equHOM nobponmerenu (R. 7, 536a),
y ApucToTens BILIOTh KO pasroBopa o peyaloyuyio Bce mobpomerernn
B «HukoMaxoBOIl 9THKe» OMMCHIBAIOTCA Kak IpuobperaeMble He3a-
Bucumo. B EN 1123b30 Craruput yTBep>KIaeT, UTO «BEJIMKNI TYIION

! Tanee ms kparkoctu: De Platonica.

> Cp. y IlnaroHa: «ecTb i y TeOs Kakue-HUOYAb OCHOBaHMS IIOPUIATH TAKOTO
pofa 3aHATHe, KOTOPBIM HIUKTO He MOXKeT Kak ClIeAyeT 3aHUMAaThCs, el OH He Oy-
JeT UeJIOBEKOM, MaMATINBBIM OT IIPUPOABI, CIIOCOOHBIM K ITO3HAHMUIO, BEJIMKOMYLL-
HBIM (HEYOUAOTPETIIG), TOHKUM I K TOMY K€ JPYTOM ¥ COPOJUYEM MCTUHBI, CIIpaBek-
JIMBOCTH, MY)KECTBA U PaccyquTeIbHOCTU?» (R. 6, 487a); «B HETO HOJDKHBI BXOLUTD
MY>KeCTBO, BeJIMKORyIe (LeYOXAOTPETELX), TOHATINBOCTD, TaMATh» (490c).

» Schiitrumpf 1989. To, kak cam ApUCTOTEIb pacCMaTpUBaeT JOOPOJETED HEYQ-
AOTPETTELD, MIMeeT OUeBIAHOE OTHOIIEHMS K CII0C00aM TpaThl GOraTcTBa, M A Ha-
LIIET0 PaCCMOTPEHMSI MeHee PeJIeBAHTHO, UeM ero IIoHMMaHme peyohojuyia.
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o6JajlaeT HAMBBICILIUM B K101 mobpomerenn» (slvon peyaloyrvyov
TO év €KAOTY GPETI]) HéEYQ) — ITO MOSICHSIET STUMOJIOTMUYECKOE OIIpe-
IereHye, JTaHHOe B Hayaie paccykmeHns. Ocobplit craTyc peyohoyv-
¥lol KaKk «yKpaleHus», CJIOBHO ObI BEHUAIOII[ETO BCe OOpogeTen, co-
3BYUEeH PacCyXAeHNIM caMoro e Apucroresis o Mmyapoctu (copia),
KOTOPBIM ITOCBSIIleHa BCA llecTasd KHUra «HmkoMaxoBoil aTMKI» (EN
1138b18-1145a11): MyapOoCTh — 3TO BBICIIAA MHTEJUIEKTyAIbHAS H00-
pomeTenb U HayKa (€7TLOTHN), KOTOpas CBA3aHA C BBICIIEN JK€ YACTHIO
oy, ¢ ymoM (vodc). U 3mech Toke HaMmeuaeTcs cOMMKeHE ¢ KOH-
TEKCTOM paccykmeHnit [raToHa: K BBICIIEMY AyIa OOpalaeTcs He
I[eJIVIKOM, @ OIIpeeIeHHOI CBOEI YaCThIO.

O6patuM Taxke BHUMAaHUE Ha IBE AHAJIOTWY, BCTPEUAIOIINECS B
TIpMBEJEHHOM BBIIIIE PACCYKACHUM APUCTOTEINA: OTHOLICHNE HEYO-
Aoyvyia k «Beamumio» (peyé0el) mosgcHsAeTCA uepe3 HATypPaJIMCTUUe-
CKYIO aHAJIOTUIO C «OOJIBIIVIM TEJIOM», B KOTOPOM TOJIBKO VI MOXKET
OBITH KpacoTa. 3[eCh MMeeTCs B BUAY BBICOKOPOCIOCTb MMEHHO Kak
0COOEHHOCTH NPUPOIXHON KOHCTUTYLUN YesIOBeKa. A [1ajee OH OBO-
PUIT, UTO UEeCTh, [1000a0II[ast «BEJIMKIM IYILION», BO3aeTcs 1 6oram,
UYTO YCTAHABIMBAET MEXAY STUMM OHTOJIOTMUECKY PA3HOYPOBHEBBI-
MM CyILIeCTBaAaMI OTHOIIEHNS HeKoero rmomobus. Pasymeercs, B pac-
CYKIeHUIX APICTOTENS He BCTPEUAeTC sl TAKUX IPKIUX 00pa3oB HECOB-
majeHus IpaHyI] AYIIN U Tejla VUIM IIPEeBOCXOXKAEHMNs IIepBOIl BTO-
poro, kak y Ilnarona. OgHako, HaTypannays MeTadpU3UIECKIUIT I3bIK
[InaToHa u aTuyeckuii — Apucrorensa, PUUMHO BIIOJIHE MOT 3aKJIIO-
YUTH UX B €UHBII IPOCTPAHCTBEHHBII 00pa3 «BENNKON TyXOM» Y-
I, IPOCTEPTHIN K TOPHEMY MIUPY, Ha BepIIHEe KOTOPOTrO caMa MY/I-
pocts, TO ects Bor; u mpuToM, Takas Ayllla eCTh BPOXKIEHHOe, a He
npuobpereHHOE, CBOMICTBO (putocoda. [IockoIbKy y TyIIM eCTh U HI3-
III1Ie YacTH, KaKoBblIe, coriacHo [lnatony, ciaenyer o6y3abIBaTh, OTIIN-
yats Oyay1ero ¢pmiaocoda or Hepmocoda JOHKHA UMEHHO «IIPUPO-
Ia» BBICIIIEl YacTy AYIIN: ee pasMep ¥ OpMEHTaUVs B IIPOCTPAHCTBE.

PaccMoTpumM mcTopmuecKuili KOHTEKCT ¥ KOMIIO3ULIVIOHHBIE 0CO-
6erroctu De Platonica. B IV tome «Ilocnanuit» dmopentuiina nax-
HOe IIPOM3BeNEHIe pacIioyaraeTcs MKy MICbMaMU, NAaTHPOBAH-
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HbIMU 26 ampeind u 14 urooHg 1477 roma, 4TO IIO3BOJIIET HAM 060-
3HAUUTH IIPUMeEpHOe BpeMs CO3MaHyA NaHHOro npoussemeHus. On-
HaKoO B pyKommcHOM Haciaeany OMUMHO COXpaHWMINCH CBUIETEID-
cTBa 0 Oostee quuTeIbHOI pabore ¢prtocoda Hax 3TUM PUIOCOPCKO-
IeJaroTMYecKUM pacCysKIeHeM, YTO KOCBEHHO ITOATBEPKIAeT U €0
nepBslit 6uorpad xosarnuu Kopcu®’. OH coobimjaeTt, uto Mmexay 1464
n 1469 romamu Puumuo uuran Bo PiopeHiuu (BeposITHO, B LEPK-
Bu CaHTa Mapus menby AHKeNIN) TyOIMUHbIE JIEKIIAN, IIOCBSIIIIeH-
uele puasnory Ilnarona «Puneb». PanHne sxe Bepcuy KOMMeEHTapUs
dropeHTHIIIIA K JAHHOMY AMAJIOTY TEKCTOJIOTMYECKY COBIIAJAOT C
NpUBeNeHHbIM MICHMOM, a TAKKe CO CIeTYIOIINUM 32 HUM IIOUTH BO
Bcex cOopuukax «Ilocmanuit» PUUMHO MPOCTPAHHBIM IIPON3BENEHN-
eM «O xusuu IInarona» (De Vita Platonis). Camo mocnauue De Pla-
tonica mpencTaBigeT coOoil, Ha MEPBBI B3IV, IPOCTOI mapadpas
HECKOJIBKUX «IIeJaroTMuecKyx» (PparMeHToB M3 LIECTON M CeabMOIl
xuur aunanora [Inatona «['ocymapcTBa» ¢ MHOTOUNMCIIEHHBIMY OTCHLI-
KaMu K o0pasaM 13 Opyrux IpousBeneHuit [maToHa, KOTOPBIN 3aKaH-
YMBAETCS ITATeTMUECKUMI 3aBEPEeHUAMI B yXe XPUCTUAHCKOTO IIa-
TOHM3MA, UTO Uepe3 UCTUHHYI GIIOCOGUI0 MOXKXHO IPUOIN3UTHCT
x Bory u ynogo6utscsa Emy. OnHako, KpoMe ITegarormyeckux, B HeM
00HapY>KIMBAIOTCS U BIIOJIHE OIIpeJesIeHHbIe MeTadM3MUecKye Uaen:
VMIMEHHO OHM OIIPeeNsIioT CI0BoyIoTpebienne PuumHo u caMmy KoM-
ITO3VIINIO PACCy>KICHNA.

KoMmnosuimoHHo mociaHue, COIIacHO Ha3BaHUIO, pacliafaeTcs Ha
Tpu pasgeia: o mpupoge ¢urocoda, €ro BOCIUTAHNY U 00pase >K13-
uu®. Bo-nepBsix, Oyayumit punocod qoiKeH ObITh CaMoil npupoooil
npenpacroioxet (institutus esse) K TOMy, UT00BI cTaTh P1irocodom;

#* Allen 2000: 10-15.

# TpexuacTHas CTPYKTypa pacCy>KIeHMs MHOTOKPATHO BCTpPeYaeTcs M B CAMOM
TeKCcTe IOoCTaHud, cp.: «K3 aroro ciexnyet, uto ¢unocobus — u gap Boxwuii, u yio-
mobieHne, i OnakeHHelIee moapaxanue [Emy]. Eciu KTo eif IpoHMKCS, TO B CUITY
yrnogmobieHns Bory oH Ha 3emie Oyaer TeM ke caMbIM, KeM Bor gBisercs Ha HeGe-
cax. M6o ¢punocod 3aHMMaeT cpefHee IOI0KeHNe MeKAy Borom u mrogsmm: oH —
uenoBek Mg bora u 6or muia moneit». B aToM ab3alie akLeHT ceIaH Ha MOPaIbHOM
HacrasieHnu (morali institutione), To eCTb BTOpOM KOMIIOHEHTe paccykaeHus. Takum
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BO-BTOPBIX, OH HOJDKEH IPOJTM IIPaBMIIBHBIN Kypc OOyUeHUs Hay-
KaM U YMEHMAM, TO eCThb ObITh HaCTaBJIEHHBIM APYTUM ¢unocopom —
OJIMIIETBOpPEHMEM KOTOPOTO BBICTyIIaeT caM [ImaToH — B MOpasbHO
bunocodun (institutio moralis); B-TpeTbux, PuIocod, QOLIEqUINIT 1O
coseprianus 61ara camoro 1o cebe miu xe yrogobusimiicsa bory, Ha-
CTaBJIAETCA B CBOEI TAIBHEIIIIEN XU3HU YK€ CaMIM 3TVM 3HAaHVEM
6oxectBenHoro. Ilapadpas guanora Ilnarona «l'ocymapctBo», roe u
MIOABJISAETCS IIOHATNE mMaghanimitas, COOTBETCTBYeT MMEHHO IIepBO-
My pasgeny mocianus PuumHo: 0 mpupome ¢unocoda. PropenTu-
eIl YTBEep)KXOaeT, UTO magnanimitas HapaQy ¢ OCTPOTOM yMa UM Kpell-
KOJI IIaMATBI0 — 3TO BPOXKAEHHBIE CIIOCOOHOCTH, «Aaphbl IIPUPOIBI»,
HeoOxoAMMBbIe I GOPMUPOBAHNUA My>Ka COBEPILIEHHOI ToOpomeTe-
an, To ecTh puutocoda-miaTronuxka. [louarue magnanimitas oxassiBa-
eTcsl CMHOHUMUYHO «CcBoGome myxa» ¢mrocoda, Boje K BBICOKOMY:
160, KaK yTBep>KaaeT GIopeHTHell, IIeHUTh HUUTOXKHbIE BeIlly — IIPOo-
TUBHO U BeCbMa OTBPaTUTEJIBHO I TOTO, KTO HaMepeBaeTCs co3ep-
math uctnHy. 3neck PuunHo cnenyer tekcry Iltarona R. 6, 486a, roe
TOBOPMTCS, UTO «MEJIOUHOCTDh — 3JIEIINIT Bpar Oymm» (Evovtioto-
oV Yé&p mov opikporoyio Yuxf)*. OmHako, kKak GBUIO TOKA3aHO BHI-
IITe, yCTpeMJIeHe K BBICOKOMY — 3TO He IIPOCTO TPOII, 0018 JaoIIuil
PUTOPUUECKOI yOeAUTENBHOCTHIO, & BEIpa)KEHIE IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO
acrexTa MeTaM3UKY ILIATOHN3MA, KOTOPBIII MOKHO IIOHNMATh OyK-
BaJIbHO, KaK OBLIO HAMI II0KAa3aHO Ha IpuMepe nuaioros «Pemp» u
«Tumeir». B puanore Ilnatona «l'ocynapcTBa» MBI BCTpedaeM OTTO-
JIOCKM TOJI Xe obpasHocTm: Tak, Hampumep, CoKpar IpemnuchIBaer
¢dunocodaM yCcTpeMIIATHCA K 3SHAHMSIM HaMBBICIINM — TX HEYLOTO O
Onpata (R. 6, 503e, 504d). [TosToMy HeT HUUETO YAUBUTEIHHOTO, UTO
OyrumHO aKTyanM3upyeT STUMOJIOTHIO CJIIOB magnanimus 1 magnani-
mitas ¢ LeJIbI0 YKa3aTh Ha 0OpallleHHOCTh IOAIMHHOro ¢puirocoda x
BBICOKOMY KaK Ha €ro KOHCTUTYTUBHYIO XapaKTepUCTUKY. BykBassb-

obpazoM, Kaxy1umecs cuHoHUMaMmu similitudo (yromoGienne) u imitatio (mogpaxa-
HIIE) B AEVICTBUTEIHHOCTY OTCHUIAIOT K PA3HBIM YaCTSAM TPEXUACTHON CXEMBI.

¢ «MenouHOCTh AyILIN» IIPOTUBOIIOCTaBiIsgeTCI dutocodpam u B amanore «Te-
3TET», CP.: GUIKPOL... TG Yuxag (Tht. 173a).
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HO IIOHATOE «BeJ4ye ayxXa» y (GIOpeHTHUIIa OTChIIaeT K CeMaHTI-
Ke magnus Kak (pu3nuecKoi MM IPOCTPAHCTBEHHON XapaKTepUCTI-
K11 (OOJIBIIION, CHIIBHBIIL, BBICOKMI). VI3 Tpex KOMIIOHEeHTOB (OpMUpPO-
BaHus ¢puirocoda: MprUpoaa, BOCIUTaHNE, 00pa3 )KM3HU — obagaHue
«BEJIMKUM IYXOM» COOTBETCTBYET MMEHHO IIEPBOMY pasfeiy, a 3Ha-
YT, CAMO ITOHATME AyxXa (BBICIIEN pasyMHOI 4acTy AYIIN) HAaTypa-
nusyercs®’.

Ha T0, uTO «BeMMKMIiT AyX» Kak BbICIIAS YACTh AYLIU He BIIOJHE
OrpaHMYeH TeJIOM YeJIOBEKa, YKa3blBaeT MHOIOKPATHOE ITIOBTOPEHIIE
duunHO Tesmca, YTO OH MOXKET OTHEJIATHCSA OT Tesla. YKe B pasfelie
o BocrimraHum ¢urocoda, TOBops 0 Iepexoe OT HaYaJbHOI CTyIIe-
HJ MOPAJIBHOTO BOCIIMTAHMS K MaTeMaTUIeCKIIM HayKaM, pIIOpeHTI-
ex mmutet: «Korma sxke yM (mens), 0CBOGOKIEHHBII TaK, KaK OIMCAHO
BBIIITe, OT BOJIHEHMS [TeleCHbIX] BIeUeHNUIT, HAUHET OTPeLIaThCI OT
Tesa, Torga oyayiuemMy ¢unocody HamIeXUT 0OpaTUTHCI K MaTeMa-
TUYECKUM HayKaM». ITO elle He OKOHUATENbHOE OTHEIEHNE IyXa OT
TeJjla, a MIMEHHO IIPEBOCXOKIEHIE BBICIIEN YacThI0 AYILIU MHOIPU-
POMIHOIL €il TeJeCHOCTH, IIOTOMY UTO HayKaM Oyxyuiero ¢uuocoda
oOyuaeT Bce-Taky HacTaBHUK. O6 okoHYaTenbHOM orpereHnyu du-
YIHO FOBOPUT B 3aBEPIIIEHNI IIOCIAHNS, OTChLIAS K IUIATOHOBCKOMY
00pasy KpbLIATO KOJEeCHMUI[bI QYL U ee HeOoIlJIaTOHNYECKOMY IIpO-
UTeHMI0"®:

Corunacuo [Inatony, nyun (animi) npegarommxcs ¢purocodnn, BHOBb
00peTs KpbLIbs 6J1aroapss MyApOCTH U CIIPaBeJIMBOCTI, €[{Ba OTpe-
LIMBIINCH OT TeJIa, TOTUAC JK€ BOCIIAPSIOT Has3al B CBOe HeOeCHOe OTe-
YEeCTBO; ¥ TaM OHU BBIIIOJHSIOT Te Xe oOssanHoctu (officiis), urto u
Ha 3emure {...» [ToaTomMy qpeBHUE GOrOCIOBHI ITO 3ACIyraM ITOUMTAIN
yMbI (mentes) peRaroIyxcs GuiIocopun, Kak TOJIbKO ITOCTIeTHIIE OT-
PELIAINCE OT TeNa, CJIOBHO IT0JyGOroB, repoeB U OIaKEHHBIX OYXOB
(demones).

*" st 0603HaUeHNsS AyXa IOHATHSA animus, mens u ingenium ucmonassytorcs Ou-
YIHO CHHOHUMUYHBIM 00pasoM.

?* O HeOIIATOHMYECKNX MCTOYHMKAX IpexncTasieHus PuunHo, uto ¢uirocods
II0CJIe CMePTH CTAHOBSTCA demones, ¥ €T0 CBI3M C aHTPOIIONOr el GIopeHTMIIIa CM.
Corrias 2012.
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ITpencrasiennoe B nnociaanum De Platonica noHNMaHUe «BEJINUNI
Iyxa» KaK HaTypaJlN30BaHHOI IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHON MeTadophl mema-
eT 6oJlee MOHATHBIM paccykaeHus Puunno B Tpakrate «O KU3HI»
(De vita 111.1.94-104), e B eIMHOM DAY MPEAMETOB, IIOMOTAIOIIIX
CTSDKATh acTpanbHyto cwry (virtus) CoJHIIA, OKasbIBAIOTCS: IL{BETHI-
TeJIMOTPOIIBL, 30JI0TO, MYCKYC, OapaH U IeTyX, a TaKKe JIOIN «3JIaTO-
BOJIOCHIE, KyuepsIBbIe, UaCTO JIBICOBAThIe I BeJIMKIe TyXoM (magnani-
mi)»*. To ecTpb «BeIMUMe qyXa» 3[eCh TO>Ke IIOHMMAETCSI KaK IIPUPOJ-
HOe CBOJICTBO, BPO>KIEHHOE OIIpeesIeHHBIM JIIOAIM, ITI0J00HO I[BETY
BOJIOC.

Taxum o6pasom, B prrocodckoM a3b1ke PuumHO ycTpaHsaeTcs 3a-
30p MEXAy ONMCAHUAMM MaTepPUaIbHOr0, MeTapU3MUECKOro I ITU-
YeCKOTO IIJIaHa, I YeTo IIPOCTPAHCTBeHHBIE 00passl, MCII0Ib30BAH-
Hble [ImaToHOM muIf BBIpaKeHMsS MeTapM3MUeCKMX MOeNl M 3aKpe-
MMBINVECS BIIOCJIEACTBUI B TPATUIINMN, TOJIKYIOTCI (IOpEeHTUIIEM
OykBasnbHO. Tak, HanpuMep, IIOHATHe Mmagnanimitas (BeJmdue ayxa)
ABJIAETCS I (PIIOPEHTMIIIA M ITUUECKO XapaKTEePUCTUKON, M OT-
CBLJIKOJI K HeoIlTaTOHMUecKoll MeTadusuke [LIoTHHA, 1 IPUPOTHBIM
CBOJICTBOM OT[AEJBHBIX JIOMEN, BhIPAXKAIOLIM IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHDIE
OTHOLIEHNA OYIIN I TeJla: MX OTHOCUTENbHYIO BEIMUYMHY M YCTpeM-
JIEHHOCTD.

2 JlatmHCcKUIT Teket nut. mo: Kaske, Clark 1989: 246-248.
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O NNaTOHUYECKOM MOHUMAHUK
npupoabl guiocoda, ero BOCIUTaHUA 1 06pa3a XusHu°

Mapcunro PUUuHO IPUBETCTBYET CIaBHENIIIEro Myska [[>KOBaHHU
dpanuecko Nnmonuto, rpada lamonsmo®.

Hexorma s ysxe nanucan Bepaapno Bem60*, BeHenuaHIry, MOBOJIb-
HO IJIMHHOE IIMICHMO, IIOCBSIIIIEHHOE IToxBase urocoduu. A Heqas-
HO — HEUTO B TOM e JyXe Ha cell mpeaqMer Mapko Aypenuo®, cias-
HelemMy oparopy. OueBMIHO, YTO MHE OCTAeTCs TeIlePh HAIIVICATh,
KaKOBO JKe IUIATOHMYECKOe MTOHMMaHMe IPUPOb primocoda, ero Boc-
nuraHus** u 06pasa KM3HMU, UTOOBI CTANIO SICHEe, KAKUM IIyTeM HaM

**TlepeBop BeImosHeH o usgauuio Ficinus 1576: 761-763 ¢ yueToM KPUTUUECKO-
o arnImapara, Cojiep>Kalllero YTeHus JIyULIX pyKonuceit, B u3ganuu Ficino 1981: xii—
xiii, 105-106. ITepeBox maHHOrO IMpoM3BeneHUsT PUUMHO HA PYCCKUIT A3BIK, BHIIIOJ-
Henusl1 T.[1. Crewtopoi 1 ony0GIMKOBaHHBII IToX HasBaHMeM «O Impupome, HacTaB-
JreHny, moseneHnu ¢uocoda coobpasso ILaToHy», IPMHUMAIICT HAMI BO BHIMa-
HIMe, ONHAKO MBI He MMeeM BO3MOXKHOCTM IIOAPOOHO ero obcysxaarh, cM. Crelopa
2015. KpoMme TOro, MBI IMeNM B BUAY IIepeBOJ Ha aHTJIMIICKUIT A3bIK, cM. Ficino 1981:
28-31. HeckoibKo mepeBomuecKux perieHnit Y. Tpérep raxske ObLIN HaMU YUTEHBI,
cm. Troger 2015: 401, 406.

** xoBauuu Ppanuecko Mmnmonuro, rpad Tammonsmo (Bropas mon. XV B.) —
IIpeICTaBUTENb 3HATHOTO MAaHTYaHCKOTO CEMEJCTBA, M3BECTHOTO KaK MUHIMYM C
XIB., MMeBIINIT IPKO BBIpa’KeHHBIE T'yMaHUCTIYECKIEe THTEPeChl 11 COCTOSBIINIL B
nepenucke ¢ Puunno. Kauposas nparmaruka obparennit Puunno Kax ¢uiocoda-
IUIATOHMKA K COBPEMEHHBIM €My BJIACTUTENAM, KOHEUHO K€, BOCXOAUT K IMChbMaM
IInaTtona cupakysckum TupaHaM. O skaHpoBoM cBoeoOpasuu muceM PUumHO B KOH-
TeKcTe anoxu cM. Troger 2015.

** Bepuapnro Bem6o (1433-1519) — BeHeLMaHCKUII YMHOBHUK, IOPYUCT U IVILIO-
MarT, JBasKABI MOOBIBABIINIL ITocIoM Benermanckuit Pecriy6iaukn Bo ®nopeniun; Ha
ponyHe OH BXOAWJI B TYMAaHUCTUYECKUIT KPYKOK Aibaa MaHyIus, a ero JInTeib-
Hoe npebpiBanme Bo Propennuy nossomwro PuumHo npexncraButs Bem6o B Kaue-
CTBe ujleHa coobIuecTBa G1y10codOB-eJMHOMBIIIUIEHHIIKOB, KOTOPbIe ITO3Hee CTa-
JIM ACCOLMIMPOBATECA C IEPBBIM IOKoJIeHNeM «PIIOpeHTUIICKOI IIJIaTOHOBCKOI aKa-
JeMUM» — UM 9TO HECMOTPS Ha TO, YTO BeMOO0 MMel peIryTaI(uio aBepponcra, a He
wratonuka. Cm. moxpo6uee Giannetto 1985; Hankins 2011; Kynpsisites 2018: 129-134.

**Mapxko Aypeinno (ok. 1435 — mocite 1478) — BeHELMAHCKUIT YMHOBHUK U TH-
ILIOMAT, YBJIEKaBIINIICA IpedecKoil KIacCUKOI 1 3aHMMAaBIIMiica MereHaTcTBoM. O
nepenucke ®uumHo ¢ Aypenno cM. Laneri 2007.

**IlepeBoy institutio philosophi xax «Bocruranye ¢uiaocodar» cremyer IpU3HATH
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JIydIlle BCETO OTBICKATh TO CaMoe AparoleHHelllllee COKpoBMILe (-
socoduu, a OTHICKAB, — Ha KAKOM 3aKOHHOM OCHOBAaHNY 00JIafaTh UM
L OLIEHUBATH €TO.

Tax kak «purocodpusa» onpenesnsercs BceMn Kak JOO0Bb K My/[I-
pocTy (UTO BhIpa)kaeT caMo 3TO Msl, BBeieHHOe [Iudaropom), a Mya-
POCTb — 3TO co3epliaHye 60KeCTBEHHOI0, TO, HECOMHEHHO, I1eJIb (-
nocopuu — mosHaHMe GOXXECTBEHHOTO. ITO yTBEP)KAAET B CEABMOII
kHure guanora «locymapcTBo» Hartt ILTaToH, KOrjia TOBOPUT, UTO MC-
THHHaA QUI0COPIST — ITO BOCXOXKAEHIIE OT BCETO IPEXOSIIIETO, BO3-
HIKAIOLIETO ¥ YHIUTOKAIOIIETocs, K TOMY, UTO BOMCTUHY eCTh I BCe-
rpa npeGbrBaeT B mocrosHcTBe. CiaemoBareapHO, Gunocoduss BKIIO-
yaeT B ce0s CTOJIBKO pas3fesIoB U COMENCTBYIOIMX yMeHuit (partes &
facultates ministras), KaKoBO UMCJIO CTyIleHel, BO3BOASIIMX OT HI3-
IIIeT0 K BBICHIEMY>. DTI CTyIeHU ONOJIEBAIOTCS OTUACTY Giaromaps
MPUPOIE, OTYACTH XKe uenoBeueckuM ycepauem (diligentia). I6o, kax
coobrraer [Inaron B mecroit kuure auanora «l'ocymapcTBo», 1100071
Oyayiuit ¢puiocod HOJKEH OBITH CaMOil IPMPOLON IIPeapacIioo-
)XeH (institutus esse) K TOMY, 4TOOBI, BO-IIEPBBIX, JIETKO U C TOTOBHO-
CTBIO OpaThes 3a JI00bIe poja Hayk®'. Bo-BTOpPBIX, IIyCTh OH OymeT OT

BeCchMa YCJIOBHBIM Ul 0003HaueHus yueHuss PUumHO 0 TOM, KaK CTAHOBATCS (ILIo-
codamu, ITOCKOJIBKY 3TO 3aBUCUT He OT OJHOIO JIMIIb COIMANbHO-IIeAarornuecKoro
BO3MeicTBYSL. [JaHHBII IIpOIlece CKIIaAbIBAETCs IIOA AelicTBIEM psifa (paKTOpOB: BO-
NepBbIX, OyRyIuii ¢puirocod KoJpKeH ObITH CaMoil IIPUPOXOIL IIpefpacIIOIoXeH (in-
stitutus esse) K TOMY, UTOOBI cTaTh (II0coPpoM; BO-BTOPBIX, OH JOJDKEH IIPOIITH IIpa-
BIJIBHBIN Kypc OOy4YeHMsI HayKaM M yMEHVSIM, TO €CTb OBITh HACTABJIEHHBIM APY-
ruM prrocopoM — ONMLETBOPEHMEM KOTOPOrO BBICTYIaeT caM IliaToH — B MOpab-
HoMl ¢punocoduu (institutio moralis); B-TpeTbux, ¢punocod, KOIIENIINIT OO CO3epLa-
Hus Gyara camoro o ceGe yum e yromo6usiimiics Bory, HacraBisieTcst B CBOeit
JAJIBHENIIIEN KU3HM YIKe CAMUM 9TUM 3HAHVIEM.

»R.7,521c.

*K paspmenam ¢puirocoduy OYeBUIHO OTHOCATCS AUCLUAIIIVMHBI KBAAPUBIYMa I
IVaJIeKTIKa (BO3MOKHO, I TPAMMATIKA), & K YMEHUSM, CONECTBYOIINIM BOCXOXKIE-
HIIO K HaMBBICIIIEMY, HaO TI0JIaraTh, — Urpa Ha Kudape, IMMHACTIUECKIE HaBBIKIL,
BO3MOJKHO TaKKe BJIaJjeHyle OCHOBOIIOJIOKEHVISIMY HAVUIYUIINX 3aKOHOB.

* Orcrofa n Ko KoHIa ab3aua upger napagdpas R. 6, 485 sq. KommenTarops: orme-
YaloT, YTO JAHHBII (parMeHT YaCTUUHO COBIAfaeT ¢ snmuroMoit PuumHo K «Yueb-
HIKY IUTATOHOBCKOI (putocoduu» AJKUHOSL, KOTOPBII (IIOpEHTHEL IIepeBes Ha Jia-
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MIPUPOLBI IPABAVB U COBEPIIEHHO UYIKI BCIUECKOI JDKU. B-TpeThux,
IIyCTh, IIpe3peB BCE ITOBEP)KEHHOE YHUUTOKEHIIO, OH HAIIpaBIIseT
yM K TOMY, UTO [IpeObIBaeT HenaMeHHbIM. HaloGHO eMy TakKe MMeTh
Bexmune ayxa (magnanimus) n ObITH OTBOKHBIM (fortis): HU cMepTU
He CTPAaLLNThCS, HY CyeTHOI CJIaBbl He jKelaTh. Kpome TOro, oH oT
POXIeHNUs MOJDKEeH MMeTh Hamjle)kalllee YCTpoeHue Ayuin (tempera-
tum), u Te ee uactu (animi partes), KOTOpble OOBIUHO BIEKYTCS CTpa-
CTSIMU, BOCIIPMHSTH OT IPUPOABI YKPOIeHHbIMIL®. V160 BCAKMIT aTuy-
I MyIpocTu obpariaer yMm (mentem) K cozepuaHmnio 605KeCTBEHHO-
ro u mpeHeGperaer HacaaxgeHusAMu tena. [lanee, punocod momxeH
651Th cBOGOmEH myxoM (animo)*. V6o uenoBeky, HaMepeBaKOILIEMY-
cs CO3€epLaTh UCTUHY, UYXKILO U B BBICIIIEI CTEIIEHV HECBOVICTBEHHO

TUHCKIII I3BIK U OIyOJmKoBal o HasBauueM De Doctrina Platonis, cm. Ficino 1981:
88, Ficinus 1576: 1496.

**B IUIATOHMYECKON TPaAULINUM Aylla OOBIYHO IIOApA3eNseTcs Ha pasyMHYIO,
SPOCTHYIO (VUIM ITBUIKYO) ¥ BOXK/IEJIEIOIYIO0 YACTY VIV BUABI, Cp., HAIIpUMep: «KakK
MBI y>Ke He pa3 IIOBTOPSUIN, B HAC OOMTAIOT TPY Pas3iIMUHBIX MeXAy cob0il Buaa Iy-
LM, KOKABII U3 KOTOPBIX MMeeT cobcTBeHHbIe ABVDKeHUs » (Ti. 89e); «IIox BImMsAHM-
€M OTI]a B HeM pas3BUBAeTCHd M KpeIlHeT PasyMHOe Hauajo AYIIN, a IOJ BIMIHNEM
OCTaJIBHBIX JIIOJIe]l — BOXAeJelolllee I SpOCTHOe» (R. 8, 550ab). Ot poxneHus B ye-
JIOBEKEe MOTYT IIpeo0afaTh pasHble Havuana, HO IUIsl 3aHATHiI puiiocodueir He0OXo-
IVIMO, UTOOBI IMEHHO pasyMHasl 4acTh ALV ITIaBeHCTBOBAJIA HaJ{ OCTAIBHBIMIL, CM.,
Hanpumep, R. 4, 441a—c; cp. 444b. Ogaaxo PUUMHO BOCIIPUHSI U HEOIUIATOHIYECKOE
y4eHIe, COIJIACHO KOTOPOMY OYIIY CJIefyeT MBICINUTD KaK OMHOBPEMEHHO eIMHOe U
MHOTO€, JeJIIMOe 1 HefleIuMmoe, cM. Enn. 1v.4.2.39-55. Bor mouemy y ®urumso animus
(yM mimv Kyx) Kax BbICIIIAsl YaCTh AYIIV MOXKET METOHMMIUECKI 0003HAUATh eUHYI0
U HeIeMMMYIO TyIIy.

** O6b14HO B puurocopun PuunHo mox animus Goiee MM MeHee OTUETIINBO IO -
pasyMeBaeTcs Ayllla, peObIBaOIas B IIPMUCYILEI] eil OHOI T03HaBAaTeIbHON aKTUB-
HOCTH U yCTpeMJIeHHas K IIpeaMeTaM HaUBBICIINM I HanGoJee JOCTOMHBIM IIOCTHI-
skernst. OH He CTPEMMTCS IIPOTUBOIIOCTABUTD 3TO (purocopckoe IMOHMMAHUS Ty
XpUCTMAHCKOMY BepoyueHI0. B maHHOM mucbMe animus, mens 1 ingenium MCIOIb-
3YIOTCS CUHOHMMMYHBIM 06pa3oM; OHAKO YaCTO animus ele ¥ OTCHLIAET K TEM Me-
cram nuasoros IlnaroHa, rge roBOpuTCs 0 Yuxr), M B 9TUX CIIydasx animus epeBo-
IOUTCS HaMM Kak «Aylax». B maHHOM ke pparmMeHTe KOHTEKCT — yIIOMMHAaHUe 00pa-
LIEHHOCTM IIPOYb OT «HIYTOKHBIX BEllleil», — I10-BUAVIMOMY, COIIKaeT «CBOGORY
IOyxa» ¢ JOOpOIEeTeNIbI0 «BeInyus Jyxax», cp. y IlnaToHa: «Beab MeJIOUHOCTD — 3JI€ii-
LIV Bpar OyLIn (EvavTidTaTtov yap tov opikpoloyia Yuxij), KOTOpOII IpeaHa3Ha-
YEHO BEUHO CTPEMUTHCS K 60)KECTBEHHOMY ¥ UeJIOBEUECKOMY B VIX LIEJIOKYIIHOCTII»
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IIpeJIbIIAThCI HUUTOXXHBIMY BelllaMu. Eciu ske OH BIIOJIHe ITOCBSTUT
ce0s MCTMHE, HaJUIeKAIlleMy YCTpOeHMIo ayLin (temperantia)*® u cBo-
Gome, To Bous ero cBepx Toro Bosiobur (diliget) cipaBemmmBOCTB*'.
Bouee e Bcero mpy 3ToM, OUeBUIHO, HEOOXOAMMBI OCTpOTa yMa (in-
genii), maMATh U Beauune ayxa (magnanimitas)*>. Cuu tpu mapa npu-
POMBL, @ MMEHHO: OCTPOTa YMa, TaMsITh U BeJINUMe AyXa — COUeTasich

(R. 6, 486a). «MemoUHOCTH QyLIN» IIPOTUBOIIOCTABIsETCS QuiocodaM U B quanore
«Tearer», cp. opikpol... tag Yuxag (Tht. 173a).

*Tepmun temperantia ucroabsyercs PUUnHO I Mepeaun cwPPOCLVH B TexX
pasnmernax muainora «[ocymapcTBo», Iie TOBOPUTCSA O HaJJIeKallleM COOTHOIIIEHUN
Tpex yacreit gywm: R. 4, 430c-431b; 442cd. Cm. raxke Kim 2017. B «IlimaToHOBCKOIT
teosorun» (Theol. plat. 8.3.3), rme ®uunHo, ccbutasick Ha [lrarona (R. 4, 429a-435c¢),
ompenenser mpu MopaibHble fobponerenu (iustitia, fortitudo, temperantia), o mo-
CJIeIHel TOBOPUTCS, UTO OHA «OTBPAILIAET OT CJIAXOCTPACTHOTO BOXK/[EJIEHIISI», TO €CTh
obecrieunBaeT BEpXOBEHCTBO pa3yMHOI uacTu gyiy, cM. Hankins et al. 2002: 288.

“'Vmeercs B BUAY, YTO B IIOCTYIIKAaX YeJIOBEKA, HAIIPABIISEMBIX CBOGOTHOI BO-
JIevi, CIipaBeINMBOCTH Beerpa Oymer Bo3naBarhcs gosnkHoe (diliget); cOOTBETCTBEHHO
n ycepaue (diligentia), o koropom nuiteT PUUNMHO, CIeyeT MBICIUTD He TOJIBKO Kak
«€XeTHEeBHBII TPYA», HO U KaK IIPOsABIeHNEe SPOTUUECKON YBICUEeHHOCTY TeM, UTO B
BBICIIIEY CTeIIeHN JOCTOHO 0081, O moHnMaHuy Bou B ¢putocoduu ropeHTmit-
na cMm. Albertini 2001.

* Tarotenne PUUNHO K TPUATAUIECKOI CTPYKType CIIOCOGHOCTE MOKHO 00BsIC-
HUTH BIMIHIEM ABTYCTUHA, CM., HanipuMep, Trin. 11.3.6; 11.7.11-12. Tpnaguueckue
TOCTPOEHNST HeOIUIATOHU3Ma, IT000HbIe Enn. V.1, TOJIBKO MOAKPEIUISIIN 9T CUMIIa-
T, cM. Gersh 2019: 29-33. Cp. y IlnaToHa: «ecTb int y T€0s1 Kakue-HIOYAb OCHOBAHIS
MOPUIIATh TAKOTO POJia 3aHITIE, KOTOPBIM HIKTO He MOXKET KaK CIeyeT 3aHIMAaThCs,
eciu OH He Oy/eT 4eJ0BeKOM, MaMSITIMUBBIM OT IIPUPOJBI, CIIOCOOHBIM K ITO3HAHUIO,
BEJIMKOAYIIHBIM (LEYOUAOTPETTG), TOHKMM U K TOMY )K€ APYIOM U COPOAMYEM VCTH-
HBI, CIIPaBe INBOCTH, MY>KeCTBa i pacCyAUTeNbHOCTN?» (R. 6,487a); «B HEro JOJDKHBI
BXOJVITh MY)KECTBO, BEJIMKOAYLINE (LeYOAOTPETELR), TIOHATINBOCTD, TaMATh» (R. 6,
490c); e1te ouH HaGOp 3 UETHIPEX CIIOCOGHOCTEN, HEOOXOAMMBIX 1Ist (prs1ocodoB R.
6, 503c; a B R. 7, 536a IlnaroH BeIpaxkaeTcst TakM 06pa3oM, UTO Bce Ha3BaHHbIE Kaue-
CTBa OKA3bIBAIOTCS «YACTIMM» OFHON moGpomerenu (ta Thig dpetrig pépn). Crenyer
OTMETUTD, UTO JIATMHCKUII TEpMUH magnanimitas, ucrnonap3yeMmsiii PuumHo, npen-
CTaBJIIIOT COOO0I 3TMMOJIOTIIYECK TOUHBIN 9KBMBAJIEHT IPEUECKOro CJIOBa HEYOAO-
Yuyio. Oguako ato noustue ApucroreneBckoit sTuxu (EN 1123a34 sq.); BeIpakeH1e
peyohoyvyia y Ilnmarona He Bcrpeuaercs, mogpobHee cM. Schiitrumpf 1989. B To ke
BpeMsl BXKHBIIT KOHTEKCT AJISI IIOHMMAHMS «BeJINMUUI» YLV JUIM JyXa HaXOMUM y
[InotuHa: «I103TOMY TOT, KTO ITIOCTUTHET 3TO Bemunme nyiuu (to péyebog tig Yuxmic)
VI TIOCTUTHET ee MOIIb, IIOJIMET, YTO OHa — HeuTO GO)KeCTBEHHOE, 3aCIIy KIBAIOIIlee

265



Hnva I'ypvanoe / NnatoHosckve nccnenosanns 10.2 (2019)

¢ o0yueHMeM 1 OTO0AOIINM BOCIUTAHNEM, POPMUPYIOT My’Ka CO-
BepireHHO mobpomerenu®’. Eciam sxe mmu npeHebperyT, — rOBOPUT
IInaTtoH, — 3TO CTaHET IPWYMHOI BEJINMUANIINX 3TIOXesTHIIT ",
CremoBaTeIbHO, IIPUPOAY HAIJIEKUT HOIOJIHUTH TAaKUM UYeJIOBe-
veckuM ycepaueM (diligentia), Ha xakoe MBI TOJBKO CIIOCOOHBI; I
IIyCTh YEJIOBEK, HA3BAHHBIM 00Pa3oM OT IPUPOABI OJJAPEHHBII, C ca-
MOTO JETCTBA YUMTCS YUTATh, YTO IIEPBOCTEIIEHHO JIST OCBOEHNST BCEX
Hayk*. Ero HeycTpoenHas nyiua (animus inconcinnus) 6aromapst urpe
Ha Kuape npuobpereT Haaexalee ycTpoircTBo yacreir*’. Temo emy
ClleyeT YIPaKHITh TMMHACTIUYECKIIMI UTPAMI, UTOOBI OHO, IIP106-

BOCXVIIEHUS U OTHOCSII[EECS K UNCITY IIPUPOL, IPEBOCXOMSIINK UTO OBI TO HY GBLIO
apewunee...» (Enn. 1v.4.2.66-69; nep. 10.A. lnyanuHa).

** Cp. mepeueHb Tpex CIIOCOGHOCTEN Ay, KOTOpbIe, coriaacHo PuunHo, Heo0xo0-
OUMBI TIOQIMHHOMY YUEHOMY, TO eCTh (putocody-IIaTtoHuKy, B Tpakrare «O xus-
HII»: «IIbUIKast ¥ HeIIPeKJIOHHAs BOJISL, OCTPbII yM (ingenii) u kpenkas nmamsare» (I'y-
pBsIHOB 2015: 159-161). Cxoxxas ceMaHTIKa BBIPasKEHIII ITO3BOJIIET HAM YTBEPKAATh,
UTO IIOJ «BeJumuueM Ayxa» y OuumHO cieqyer MOHMMATh He THMUYECKYIO HOOpO-
nerenb (BeIMKOAyILINe), OOpallleHHYI0 K JIIOASM, a YCTOMUYNBYIO BOJIEBYIO HAlleJIeH-
HOCTB Ha IT03HaHIe IIPeIMeTOB HalBBICIINX, MHTEHIMOHAJIBHOCTD IIOJIMHHOTO I10-
3HAHU.

* Cp. ciioBa Coxkpara: «Tak He cKaskeM JIM MBI, AMIMaHT, TOYHO TaK ke, 4TO I ca-
Mble OfapeHHbIe MYLUN IPY IIOXOM BOCIUTAHNUY CTAHOBSITCSI OCOOEHHO IIIIOXMMu?
Wiy 161 fyMaelirs, YTO BeJIMKIIE IPECTyIUIEHNS Y KPailHIsI MCIIOPUEHHOCTH OBIBAIOT
cJIeiICTBMEM IOCPEACTBEHHOCTH, a He TOTr0, YTO IIbUIKAas HaTypa MCIIOpYeHa BOCIIN-
ranuem? Ho Bexpb cirabple HaTypbl HUKOTAA He OyXyT MPMUMHON HM BelIMKUX Oar,
Hu Gosbirx 3051» (R. 6, 491€). O Tom xe R. 6, 495a—c.

*> Peub ner 06 OCBOEHUV IPAMMATIKI — II€PBOIL M3 AUCILVILUINH TpuBuyMa. Pu-
UYIHO MCIIOJIb3YeT METOHMMIIO, TOBOPS O HEOOXOMMOCTH YUUTh OYKBBI, HA3BaHHBIe
«scientiarum omnium elementa». OueBUIHO XenaHue QIOPEHTUIIIIA CKA3aTh, UTO Oe3
YMeHVSI UMTATh JalbHelllee 00yueHe HEBO3MO)KHO, HO ObLIO ObI OLIMOKOII Iepe-
BOJUTH 9TO MeCTO OYKBAJIBHO U Ha3BaTh CaM¥ OYKBBI «COCTABHBIMI YaCTAMI», «Ha-
yamamu» Hayk. OrMeTum, uto B R. 7, 536d IInaToH muIIeT, YTO BCE HayKu, IIpen-
LIIECTBYIOLVE AMAaJIeKTIKe, JOJDKHBI OCBAMBATHCA €Ille B JETCKOM Bo3pacTe (Toiciv
ovot).

¢ IInatoH cunran o6yueHue urpe Ha Kudape BaKHOI UaCThIO IPOTPaMMBbI BOCIIN-
TaHVS IOHBIX IPAKIAH JIEATbHOTO rOCyapCTBa, Kak OHO M300paskaeTcs B AMajiore
«TocymapcTBo», cm. R. 3, 399¢; 7, 522a; cp. Lg. 7, 809c, 810a. «YpoacTBo, HEpUTMIU-
HOCTb, AUCTapMOHUS — OIM3KIe POACTBEHHMKY 3JI0peUNs U 3JI0HPaBUs, a UX IIpo-
TUBOIIOJIOXKHOCTI, HA000POT, — OJIM3KOe IOApaKaHIe PACCyAUTENBHOCTY M HPaB-
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peTs moxobaroIil BUA, CAENANOCh ObI ITOMOIIHIKOM B M3yUeHUN
¢dbnrocopnu®’; u B TO Xe BpeMsl HY>KHO BHIUMATh OCHOBOIIOJIO>KEHN-
IM HaWIyYIINX 3aKOHOB. YMepeHHbIe 11 GIaronpucToiiasie obomgpe-
Hus OyAyT Tak pasBUBATh AyLIy (animus) MOAPOCTKA, YTO OHA CTAHET
caepXaHHON 1 Mupoobusoit. Cue mopanbHoe Bocnnranue (educa-
tionem) Ha3bIBAIOT STUKOIL.

Korna sxe ym (mens), 0cBOOOKIEHHBIIT TaK, KaK OMICAHO BBILIIE, OT
BOJIHEHUS [TeJIECHBIX| BIEUEHNIT, HAUHET OTPEIIAThCs OT Tena*®, To-
rpa 6yayumemy ¢mirocody HAIIEKUT OOPATUTHCA K MATEMATIUECKIM
HayKaM, KOTOpbIe MMEIT AeJI0 C UMCIaMY, IUIOCKMMU U IIPOCTPaH-
crBeHHbIMU (solidis) purypam®, a Takke ¢ pa3HOOOpa3HBIMU IBIIKE-
HUAM IociaenHux. Tak kKak upen (rationes) umcen, GUIyp u HBIKe-
HIIT TI03HAIOTCSI CKOpee MBIIIUIEHNEM, YeM BHEIIHIMY UyBCTBaMm’,
MOCPEACTBOM X M3YUEHMS AyX OTPELIAeTCs He TOIBKO OT TeeCHBIX
BJIEUEHNIT, HO M OT YYBCTB, 00pAIlasch K BHYTPEHHEMY pa3MBbILILIIe-
H10’". VI MIMEHHO TaK Hy)KHO AyMaTh O CMepTH (UTO SIBJIsIeTCs 00sI13aH-

crBeHHOCTN» (R. 3, 401a). O6 ycTpoeHUM AyIIM ¢ IOMOIIBIO0 MYy3bIKM Y OUUMHO CM.
Kim 2017.

* R.7,521de.

*8 Cp. B TpakraTe Puunno «O XU3HU»: «yllla, BeChbMa YacTO VM Ype3BBIUAITHO Iie-
JIeyCTpeMJIEHHO IIPeNaloIasicsl CO3ePLIaHMI0 Bellleil 60KeCTBEHHBIX, OJlarojgaps I1o-
DOOHOII MIIIe HACTOJBKO BO3pacTaeT 1 oOpeTaeT TaKyl0 MOIIb, YTO IIPEBOCXOMNT
CBOE TeJIO, CTAHOBSCH OOJIbIlIE, UeM MOYKET BMECTUTH IIPUPOJA TeJa, U B CIVUIIKOM
Pe3KMX CBOMX ITOPBIBAaX MHOIJA CIIOBHO OBbI YCTPEMIISETCS OT HETrO IIPOUb JUIN, KaK
IIOPOIT Ka’KeTCsl, IIOUTH OT Hero otperuaercst» (De vita 1.4.44-48; T'ypesinos 2015: 171—
172). Cp. «He pacCTaBIIINCh C TEJIOM, HEBO3MOKHO JOCTUYb UMCTOrO 3HAHNS Yero OBl
TO HU OBLTO... A ITOKa MBI )XMBBI, MBI, II0-BUAMMOMY, TorAa 6yaem OJrbke BCero K
3HAHUIO, KOTAA KaK MO)KHO GOJIbIIIe OTPAaHMYNMM CBOIO CBSI3b C TJIOM I He OymeM 3a-
pakeHBI ero Ipuponok» (Phd. 66e-67a. 3nech u nainee mep. C.II. Mapkua).

*VImeercs B BUAY HayKa O TPEXMEPHBIX (PUIypax, COOTBETCTBYIOIIAS CTEPEOHEV-
tpio. KpaTkoe BBeqeHNe B mpencTaBieHns PUunHo 0 MaTeMaTUUeCKUX HAayKax I MX
uctounuku, cMm. Allen 1994: 28-42.

°°T.e. IATHIO YYBCTBAMU HAIIIETO TeJla. ITO KaKyllleecs IIJIeOHACTIUECKIM ITOHS-
THe B IATMHCKOI TPV, BEPOSITHO, BOCXOAUT K 00pasy «BHYTPEHHETO UeJIoBeKa»
(homo interior) n «BHewIHero uenoBeka» (homo exterior) am. IlaBia, nomysspusanumn
KOTOPOTO BeCbMa CII0coOCTBOBAIN TPy Abl ABrycruHa, cM. Trin. 11.1.1; 2 Kop. 4:16; cp.
Kon. 3:9-10.

' Cp.: «MbI OymeM M3yuarb aCTPOHOMMIO TaK K€, KaK TeOMETPIIO, C IIpUMeHe-

267



Hnva I'ypvanoe / NnatoHosckve nccnenosanns 10.2 (2019)

HOCTBIO prtocoda, kak nuirer [InaTon B quanore «Pemon»*?), 6aro-
Iapsi ueMy MbI BHOBB BO3Bpall[aeMcsI K COCTOSTHIIO moxo6us Bory, kak
n3BecTHO U3 auanoroB «Penp» u «Tearer»>.

ITopsimok sKe OBJageHMs MaTeMaTUYeCKMMY HayKaMI, COIJIaCHO
pmnocodam-rraTtoHnKaM, TaKOB®: 3a apuPMETUKOI JOJDKHA CIeo-
BaTh FeOMeTpPIUs, 32 reOMeTpuell — CTepeoMeTpUsi, IIOTOM aCTPOHO-
Mus, ¥, HaKOHell, 32 acCTpOHOMUell — MysblKa. V60 umcia mpen-
LIECTBYIOT QUIypaM, a IUIOCKMe UTyPhI IPENIIECTBYIOT IPOCTPAH-
CTBEHHBIM WM TpexMepHbIM. Terna ske TpexmepHsI (solida) npexne,
uyeM MOryT mpuobpectu aBwkeHMe. [IOpATOK Ke 1 UMCIOBBIE OTHO-
1IeHUs [pa3HOBBICOTHBIX | 3BYKOB (Vocum) ClIeqyIoT 3a ABIDKEHMEM .
Uraxk, mycts apudmeTura, KOTopas MMeeT HeJI0 C uuciamu, Oymer
IIepBOIL; 3a Hell IyCTh CIeyeT reOMeTPIs, M3ydarolast IJIocKue (-
I'YPBL, dajiee MyCTh UAET CTePeOMeTPIS, PACCMATPIMBAIOIIAd TPeXMep-

HMeM OOLIMX ITOJIOKEHMUI], a TO, uTO Ha Hebe, OCTaBUM B CTOpOHe (Td 8 €v 1) ovpa-
V@ £XOOEV), pa3 MbI XOTUM [eICTBUTEIHHO OCBOMTH aCTPOHOMIIO I JICIIOJIb30BATh
ellle HENCIIOIb30BAHHOE Pa3yMHOE I10 CBOEI IPMpOfe HAuajo Haieir qymm» (R. 7,
530bc).

*? «Te, KTO MOAMNHHO ITpefaH purocoduy, 3aHATHI Ha CAMOM [IeJIe TOJIBKO OLHIM
YMUpPaHMEM U CMEPTBIO», «ICTUHHBIE (III0CO(BI MHOTO JYMAIOT O CMEPTH, ¥l HUKTO
Ha cBeTe He 6OUTCS ee MeHbIIe, ueM 3T Jroau» (Phd. 64a, 67e).

>* «I10 CIIpaBeIJIMBOCTI OKPBLISETCSI TOIBKO pasdyM ¢urocoda: y Hero Bcerga o
Mepe €ro CWJI IaMaTh obpallileHa Ha To, ueM GoxxkecTBeH Gor» (Phdr. 249c); «omHO
JIMLIB TEJIO €r0 IIPeObIBaeT... B TOPOAE, pa3yM XKe... IAPUT HaJO BCEM... MepsI IIPOCTO-
PBI 3eMJIN, CITyCKasiCh IO 3€MJII0 U BOCHApsis BbIlIe HebecHbIX cBeTmi» (Tht. 173e.
ITep. T.B. BacuibeBoit).

**9roT u cexyomuit ab3an KpaTtko napagpasupyior R. 7, 522¢ sq.

**R. 530d-531d; cp. y Boarus: «XoTs ciryXxoBoe OLIyII[eHIe U PacIio3HaeT KOHCO-
HaHC KaK TaKOBOII, TOJIbKO PasyM BeCKO Cyaut o HeM» (Inst. mus. 1.28; 3gech u fajee
nep. C.H. Jle6enesa). JlaruHcKas My3bIKaJbHas TEPMUHOJIOIMS, MCIOTb3yeMas Pu-
YIHO, BOCXOIUT K ABrycTuHy u Bosumio: ®uumHo 3HaJ 1 KaKue-TO BepCUN TPaKTaTa
«OcHOBBI My3bIKI» Boamus, u TpakraT ABryctTuHa «O My3bIKe», KOTOPBI OH LIUTHU-
pyert B cBoeit «IlmaToHOBCKOI Teonorum». [Iox aT. « vox» B JAHHOM ClIydae ClefyeT
ITOHMMATb BBICOTHO OIIpeLeJIEHHBII 3BYK (Cp. aHIUI. «pitch»), mpuuem He obs13aTensb-
HO IIPOM3BEJEHHBII UeJOBEUECKIM IOJIOCOM, a TAK)XXe C IIOMOIIBI0 MY3bIKAJIBHOTO
VHCTPYMEeHTA MJIN XKe IIPOCTO BO3HMKAOIINIL Ipu ABIDKeHuN. O HellpeMeHHOI CBsI-
37 3ByKa U ABVDKEHNS (B TOM UMCIIE, O 3aBYICUMOCTH BBICOTHI 3ByKa OT CKOPOCTY ABH-
sxenust) y Bosuwst cm. Inst. mus. 1.3; 4.1.2; JleGenes 2012: 15-18, 186-187.
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HbIe TeJla; UeTBEPTOe MECTO ITyCTh 3aHMMaeT aCTPOHOMIUS, KOTopas
ITO{HMMAET B30p K ABIDKEHUIO TPEXMEPHBIX Tell, TO ecTh cep’ . ITo-
CIIe[IHEee Ke — MY3BIKa, KOTOpas MCCIeAYeT MOPANOK 3BYKOB, IIOPOJK-
IaeMBbIX ABVKEHIEM.

Korna atu Hayku ycBoensr”’, [ltaToH 00yuaeT AnajeKTIKe, TO eCTh
HayKe O JOKa3aTeJbCTBe NCTUHBL. OH yTBEp)KIaeT, UTO AValIeKTIKa —
3TO He TOJIBKO JIOTMKA, KOTOpasi 00yuaeT HauaJIbHBIM I B BBICILIE CTe-
IeHy (pOopMaNN30BaHHBIM®® IIpaBUJIaM YMO3aKJIIOUEHNIT, HO M BBICO-
KO€ MICKYCCTBO ITOJJTOTOBJIEHHOTO yMa, IIpeJHa3HaAueHHOe ISl IIOCTI-
JKeHMs1 caMOil MCTUHHONM M UMCTOM CylHocTu (substantiam) BCSKOI
BeIIV IIOCPeACTBOM BHayase (U3NUECKUX, 3aTeM MeTapu3nuecKmx
crioco60B paccyxaeHns*. [[abbl CTaI0 BO3MOXKHBIM ¥ PACKPBITh CYTh
(ratio) uero yromgHo, 1 BOCIIPUHSTE, HAKOHEL[, CBEPX IIPMPOIBI UyBCTB
VL TEJI CBET yMa, a TAK)Ke [T03HATH OecTesiecHbIe GOPMBI BEIlleit, KOV MbI
3oBeM upesmu. 1 uepes Hux cosepriayics ObI caM eJVHBII MCTOUHMK
Bcex (GopM, IPapOAUTEb, & TAKKE CBET YMOB I AYIL, IIEPBOIPUUNHA
u uenb Bcero (koropsun [lnaTon mmenyer Giarom camum 1o ce6e)®.

*¢ «/3 BemMumMH OHM HEIIOBILKHEI, KaK, HalpUMep, KBafpaT, TPeyTOJIbHUK VTN
KPYT, a Apyrue IOBIDKHEI, KaK, HalpuMep, HeGecHas cdepa 1 BCE, UTO B Hel ¢ HAM-
JIeKalleil CKOpocThio Bpataercs» (Inst. mus. 2.3.5).

*" «CueT, TeOMETPUIO ¥ PA3HOIO POofAa APYTUe MpeABapUTeIbHbIE I03HAHNUS, KO-
TOpBIE JOJKHBI IIPEAIIeCTBOBATh AMAJIEKTIKE, HaJ0 MPEIoAaBaTh... €Ille B JeTCTBE»
(R.7,536a). Onupasics Ha Ilnatona, PrunHO MeHseT ITOPSAOK OCBOEHNS JVICLIUILINH,
TIPUHATHI B COBpEMEHHBIX €My YHUBEPCUTETaX, COIVIACHO KOTOPOMY AMaJeKTMKa
OTHOCIJIACH K AVICLIMIUIMHAM TPMBMYMA, M3y4aBIINIMCS IIpeKe KBaJpUBIyMa.

°* BolpakeHue «minutissimas regulas» He clenyeT IOHUMATh KaK «HIUTOXKHEN-
1Iye IIpaBuia», IOTOMY UTO B BBICOKOM JMICKYCCTBE AMAIEKTMKY He MOXKET OBITh HU-
Yero HMUYTOKHOTO; peub MMEHHO O KaKMX-TO OUYeHb IIPOCTHIX 1 JIETKO (popMansye-
MBIX IIpaBMJIaX YMO3aKJIIOUeHNs B yXe APJMCTOTeJIeBOII CUJIIOTMCTUKIL.

> [I;aTOHOB MaHeTVPUK OuajieKTuke cM. R. 7, 532a-536d. OgHako TIpeJIOXKeH-
HbII PMUNHO MeTONMYeCKUIT IOPANOK IT03HaHMs Belell (0T Pu3muecKoro K Mera-
(usnueckoMy) CKopee HaIIOMIHAET APICTOTENIEBbI PACCYKAEHIS: «AJIs Hac» IIepBee
1 60Jiee M3BECTHO TO, YTO GIIVDKE K UYBCTBEHHOMY BOCIIPMATIIO MIu (pU3mUUecKoe, C
KOTOPOTO M HaUMHAETCA ITO3HAHME C 1[eJIbI0 JOCTIYD TOTO, UTO ABJIAETCSA IEPBBIM II0
TIpUpOJE», TO eCTh Hambostee obium mnu Mmetadusndecknm (APo 1.2, 71b34-72a4; Ph.
1.1; De An. 2.2, 413a11-13).

Cp. 1 Tum. 6:16; Qur. 4:7; Pum. 11:36.
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Cosepuanue 3TOro 1 €CTh MYLPOCTD, II0OOBb K KOTOPOII COBEPILIEHHO
BepHO MMeHyeTcs pumocodueit.

ITocie Toro, kKak ayx (animus) ¢purocodcTByIOLIETO CO3epLAT BbIC-
ree 6saro camo 1o cebe, Ha 3TOM OCHOBAaHUU OH CYIUT, UTO OBLIO
ObI 6JIarOM B JeJIaX UeJOBEUECKUX, & UTO — 3JI0M, UTO ITOCTBIIHBIM,
a YTO TOYETHBIM, UTO BPEJOHOCHBIM, a UTO ITOJIE3HBIM; U 110 06pas-
Iy HAMBBICIIIETO OH OpraHuU3yeT yejoBeueckue neiaa. OH oTBpalaer
VX OT 3J1a ¥ HAIIPABJIAET K OJIary 1, pyKOBOJCTBYCH JAaHHBIM pa3yMe-
HueM (prudentia), ycTpayBaeT YacTHBIE, CEMeIIHbIE I O0IIIeCTBEHHbIE
Iena; yUUT 3aKOHaM U criocobam ympasieHust. OTTOro-To 3aKOHBI U
ITOSIBYINCE.

Bor nouemy Iltaron B quainore «Tumeit» Ha3biBaeT puaocodhuio
napoM BokbumM, mpeBocxogHee KOTOPOTro HeT HIMUETo 13 TOTO, UTO AaJl
HaMm Bor®'. 6o Huuero siyuiire He MOIJIO AapOBATh UeJIOBEKY 6J1aro
camo 10 cebe, KaKOBOe M eCThb Bor, HeXeJy CKOJIb BO3MOKHO II0JI-
Hoe ynomo6ienue Ero 6oxectBeHHOCTH. Beb KTO yCOMHUTCS, UTO
Bor ects cBOOOMHAL OT Tesa MICTUHA, IMeIoliasg 000 BceM IIOIeYeHIe
(providentem)? Puocod ke IOCPeICTBOM MOPAIBHOIO HACTABIECHNUS
(morali institutione) M TOTO IMEPBOHAYATIBHOTO 0Opa30BaHMsA, O KOTO-
POM MBI y)Ke CKasalu, OCBOOOXKIaeT QyX OT TeJIECHBIX BIEUEHUIT U
YYBCTB; IIOCPEACTBOM AMAIEKTUKIU QOCTUTAET UCTIHBI; IOCPENCTBOM
rpaskIaHCKOI HayKu ImpoMbiuuiser (providet) o mopsx. VI3 atoro cie-
ayer, uro ¢urocodus — u map Boxwuit, n ynomobiaeHne, u GrakeH-
Heriiree mogpaxanne [Emy]*. Eciu KTo el IPOHMKCS, TO B CIUITY YIIO-
no6enust Bory oH Ha 3emiie Gyer TeM e caMbIM, KeM Bor sBisercst
Ha HebGecax. 6o ¢pmtocod 3anmmaer cpenHee monoxeHne mexay bo-
roM M JIIOJbMI: OH — uesioBeK 1yt Bora u 6or s mroxeit®. Obranas

! «BOSHUKJIO TO, UTO HasbIBaeTcs prutocoduell 1 Jydlile Yero He 6bLI0 U He Oy-
IeT Imogapka CMepTHOMY poxny ot 6oros» (Ti. 47b).

2 O TOHKIX PasiIMUMsIX XPUCTUAHCKOTO U IJIATOHMYECKOTO IIOHMMAaHIs YII0K006-
snenns Bory cm. Hly¢gpus 2013: 206-214. Cm. Taxoke Ilerpos 2019: 708.

** 9ra MeauanbHast QyHKIMS urocoda cTaHOBUTCS IOHITHA B CBeTe JaJbHEII-
LIIETO PaCCYKAEHNUs, COTIACHO KOTOPOMY BBICILIAS M Pa3yMHasl 4aCTh AyILuM (IIIOCO-
¢da mogobua gemony. Cp. quanor Cokpara n quotumsl: «Bens Bce renun (Soupovi-
0V) IPeCTaBIIAIT CO00TT HEUTO CpefHee MeKAy 60roM 1 cMepTHBIM. — KakoBo sxe
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nctuHoi, Bory on — cuyra (familiaris); obnamas ceobomoii, cebe ca-
MOMY OH — XO3SIH; 00JIafast pa3yMeHUeM B IPOKIAHCKUX menax (ci-
vili prudentia), OH HaUaIbCTBYET HAJ BCEMU OCTATIBHBIMMU JIIOABMU .
IToTOMY-TO M CUMTAETCSA, UTO HEKOTIA IIPY TAKOM IIpaBmTeie ObLUT 30-
noroit Bek (aurea secula), KOTOpBIIL, COrIaCHO mpepacKazanuio [liaro-
Ha, BEPHETCS TOJBKO TOTA, KOTHa BIACTH (potestas) u MyOpOCTb BMe-
CTe BOMIYT BO €NUHBII TyX (animum)®.

Cornacuo Ilnarony, nyiu (animi)®® npenarommxcs gumocopun®’,
BHOBB 00peTs KPBLIbsA 61aroapst MyIPOCTU U CIIPABEIIMBOCTH, €[Ba
OTPELINBIINCEH OT Tejla, TOTUAC JKe BOCIIApSIOT Hasal B CBOoe Hebec-
HOe 0TeuecTBO®®, M TaM OHM BBIMIOJHSAIOT Te Ke obsa3anHocTu (officiis),
uro u Ha 3emute. [Ipe6rIiBas ¢ Borom, oHu panyroTcs nctuHe®’; MEXIY
coBo11 TOP;KECTBYIOT 0 cBOGOIe’’; MBUKMMBIE cocTpafanueM (pietate),

VX HasHaueHye? — CIPOCYUI sI. — BBITh MCTOJIKOBATENSIMYL U ITOCPEJHUKAMY MEXIY
soxbMu u Goramm» (Smp. 202de. Ilep. C.K. Anra).

¢ Cp. y Iltoruna B Tpakrare «O moGpomereinsix»: «Msiuuienue (vonoig) tam [B
yMe, B HAUBBICILIEM ]| €CTh 3HAHUE 1 MYAPOCTh (LG THN Kol 60pin); 0BpaleHHOCTh
K camoMy cebe — caMoobnanaHue (GwPPOGHVN); UCIIOIHEHME CBOETO Jela — CIIpa-
BemIImBOCTH (oiketompayio)» (Enn. 1.2.7.3-6; mep. C.B. Mecsir). CMm. Tak)ke KOMMeHTa-
puit k mepeBony Sent. 32 [lopdupns, KOTOPBIN JOCTATOUHO TOUHO cienyet [LtoTuny:
Mecstr 2008: 289-294. Hecmorps Ha To, uro $urumHo nepesen u tpaktar [lopdupust
Ha JIATVHCKIUII A3BIK, B IMEBLIEMCS Y HETO MAHYCKPUIITE OTCYTCTBOBAJIV CEHTEHIVIV
9, 14, 29, 32-44: Catana 2014.

¢ «Iloka B rocymapcrBax He OyQyT LapcTBOBATh (GUIOCOPHI I1MO0 TaK Ha3bIBa-
eMble HBIHEIIIHE [apyl U BIAABIKV He CTaHyT OJIAarOPOJHO M OCHOBATENBHO (ILIO-
cocTBOBATD 1 9TO HE COJIBETCS BOEANHO — IOCYAapCTBEHHAs BIACThb M puitocodus. ..
rocygapcrBaM He u36aBuUThCA OT 301» (R. 5, 473cd). Cp. o «3osmorom Beke» Hes. Op.
109-120.

¢ TTockonbKy mapadpasupyercs teker [Ltarona (Phdr. 246a sq.), rjie roBOpuTcs o
Yux1), RAaHHBIIT IIepeBOJ MIPEICTABISIETCS YMECTHBIM.

" Ucrmonp3oBaHne obo3HaueHus philosophantes BMecto o6erunoro philosophi, Be-
POSITHO, MPM3BAHO CHENATh aKI[eHT Ha oOpase xu3HuU ¢uiaocopa — ¢uaocopckoir
npaktuke (actione), KOTOpas TeM caMbIM IIPOTMBOIIOCTABIISETCS IPUPOTHBIM 3a4aT-
xam philosophi futuri, o6cyKmaBIINMCS CHavYana.

%8 Phdr. 246a—249d.

% Cp. o Bore u «pagoctu nctuHbl» y ABrycrusa, Haupumep, Conf. 10.23.33, uro
CTaNo OOLIMM MECTOM Y XPUCTUAHCKUX aBTOPOB.

7° BepoSTHO, UMeETCs. B BULY CBOOO/IA OT «OKOB» MaTePUANbHOTO MUPA, MHOTIPU-
POMHBIX BBICIIEI ¥ Pa3yMHOI YacTy TYILM.
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OHV IPOMBILLISIOT (provident) o Jroxsax, moxo6Ho BecTHMKaM Bora n
IIPOpOKaM, IIPOJOJIKas M B TOM MUpe [IeJIaTh BCe TO JKe, UTO I B 9TOM.
Ouu ob6paruaroT gyiuu (animos) arogeit kK bory u pasbsacHIIOT ueioBe-
yeckuM ymam (mentibus) COKpoBeHHBIE O0KECTBEHHbIE TallHbI .

[TosToMy peBHIE GOTOCIOBBI 110 3aCIyraM IIOUMTANN yMBI (men-
tes) nmpenamoumxcsa Grrocopuu, Kak TOIBKO MOCTIeIHIE OTPEIIANIC
OT TeJia, CJIOBHO IOJyOOTOB, TepOeB 1 OiIayKEHHBIX TyXOB (demones)’?,
TOYHO TaK K€, KaK OHY IOYUTAIN Te TPUAUATH THICAY NyX0B (demo-
num), ynomsHyTsix y lecuoma”.

Urax, purocodust, eciny roBOPUTH KOPOTKO, ECTh BOCXOXKIEHME Y-
xa (animi) OT HM3IIETO K BBICIIIEMY, OT ThMBI K cBeTy. Ee mepBompn-
unHa (principium) — BIOXHOBEHIE OT 0O’KeCTBEHHOTO yMa (mentis),
cpenorounte (media) — yMeHNs 1 HAyKU, O KOMX MbI ITOBEIAJIN, a LIeJIb
(finis) — oBJaxeHMe BHICIIVIM 6JIarOM; ¥ HAKOHEL], I10JIb3a €€ — B CIIpa-
BeJIMBOM IIpaBJIEHUN HaM JIIObMI.

Bcem atum s mopmemics ¢ ®panuecko Bepimureepn’®, Hammm
npyroMm-duiaocodom, a ThI U3 TeX Ke COOOpaKeHUII ITONENNCh C Ha-
wium [[xynnaso Bypro”. Ilporuari.

"*Tlog «arcana Dei mysteria» MOTYyT IIOApa3yMeBaThC MMEHHO TEOJIOTMUeCKIe
yueHus ApeBHUX My#apeloB. O6 ucroprocodun PUUMHO U «prisciorum arcana» cM.
Kynpsasues 2018: 335-357.

72IIMaTOH IMIIET, YTO Pa3yMHBII BUA AYIIM HAIUIEKUT MBICIUTL KaK JeMOHa,
KOTOPBIII «00MTaeT Ha BepIIHe HAIIIEeTO Tejla M yCTpeMJISeT Hac OT 3eMJIU K POTHOMY
Heby» (Ti. 90a); cp. Cra. 398bc. Cp. raxke y IIpokia In Ti. 77.9-15. O HeorutaToHIYe-
CKMIX JICTOUHMKAX IpefcTaBieHys PrraiHo, 4To Guaocodsl mocie CMepTH CTaHOBAT-
cq demones, 1 ero CBA3M ¢ aHTpornosorueit dpiopenTuitna cm. Corrias 2012. OgHaxo
. XeHKMHC IIpeiocTeperaeT OT TOTo, YTOOBI IIOHMMATh CChUIKM PIUMHO Ha IT03TOB
M OPeBHMX MYJpPEIOB, BBIPAXKABIINXCSA IO3TUYHO, B TAKMX CIYJadxX CIUIIKOM OyK-
BanbHO, cM. Hankins 2006.

7 «ITocmaHpl 3eBCOM Ha 3eMIIO-KOpMILIUIYY Tpu Mupuansl / Ctpaskeit 6eccmept-
HbIX. Jlomeit 3eMHOPOTHBIX OHM OXPAHAIOT, / [IpaBbIX 1 3JIBIX YEJIOBEUECKMUX JeJI CO-
risipaTan, 6ponar / Ilo Mupy Bcrogy oHM, 00JI€deHHbIE MIVIOIO TyMaHHOM» (Op. 252
255, nep. B.B. Bepecaesa). Cp. y Ilnarona R. 5, 468e—469a.

’* dpanuecko Bepnuureepu (1440-1501) — GopeHTUIICKUIT JBOPSHUH, HO3T 1
reorpad, a TakKe MOKpoBUTeJIb PUUMHO, YUACTBOBABLIMII B M3JAHNUN €r0 TPYHOB.
Cm. raxke Kynapsasues 2018: 358-359.

7* Huxakmx cBefieHuiI o coBpeMeHHuKe ®rumHo nmo nmenn «[xymmano Bypro»
(Iuliano Borgo, Juliano Burgo) HaiiTu He yOanocs.
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AHHoTauunu / Abstracts

Anekceri lnewkos
[pyras BeUHOCTb: MTHOBEHHOCTb MaTepuu y lNnaToHa.

CraTbst ITOCBSIIIeHa BOIIPOCY 06 OTHOILIIEHNH MaTepuy Ko BpeMeHM B « Tumee» [naTo-
Ha. Eci1it BeUHOCTD — 3TO KIIF0UeBast XapaKTepUCTIKA UAEIL, a BpeMs — MIPa, TO KaKOB
TEeMIIOPAJIBHBIIL cTaTyc MaTepun? C OXHOI CTOPOHBL, OHA CYLECTBYET IO YCTPOESHIS
KOCMOCa, a 3HAUMT, 0 U BHe BpeMeHM. C Ipyroif CTOPOHBI, MaTepust — MPUHIIIIN-
aJIbHO MHAs MealbHOI ITapaguryMe, a 3HaUNT, He MOXKeT OBITh OIMCaHa C TIOMOILIBIO
BeuHoCTIL. B TakoM ciyuae, drurocodus Iltatora ocTaBiseT MeCTO M 4€ro-TO APY-
rOTO, TPETHETO, HapsAMy C BEUHOCTHIO M BpeMeHeM. B cTaThe BBIABUIAeTCS THUIIOTeE-
3a, UTO OOCY’KAEHUE CTPAHHOTO «BAPYT», « MTHOBEHHOCTI» (T0 é€aipvnc) B «Ilapme-
HUfe» MOXXeT IIPOJINUTH CBET Ha 3TOT TPETUII TEMIIOPAJBHBIIL CTAaTyC. B craThe, Bo-
IIepBBIX, KPUTUKYETCS BO3MOXKHOCTD OIMICAHMS MaTePUH B TePMMHAX BEUHOCTH (II0
KpailHell Mepe, B TOM Ke CMBICJIe, B KAKOM ITIOHMMAEeTCsI BEUHOCTD uaeit). Bo-BTopsIx,
paccMaTpuBaeTcsi ceMaHTHMKa cIoBa ¢Exipvng B pasHbIx auanorax [liaToHa i aHamm-
3upyercs: posib noHsTus 10 ¢€aipvng B «IlapmeHnne». B-rpeTsux, 000CHOBBIBAETCS
BO3MOKHOCTB IIPMBJI€UEHNS paccyxaeHns «IlapMeHna» 0 MTHOBEHHOCTH IJI pac-
cmorpeHns Matepun B « Tumee». HakoHell, 06BSICHSETCS POJIb I 3HaUeHIe MTHOBEH-
HOCTY MaTepun B puiocodckoir cucteMe «Tumes».

Kiouesvie crosa: Ilnaton, « Tumeii», puocodust Bpemern, «IlapmeHnn», BEUHOCTS,
BpeMs, MTHOBEHHOCTb, Ui, KOCMOC, MaTepu.

Aleksei Pleshkov
The Other Eternity: Instantaneousness of the Receptacle in Plato.

The article raises the question of the relation of the receptacle to time in the Timaeus. If
eternity is the essential characteristic of the forms, and time — of the world, then what
is the temporal status of the receptacle? On the one hand, it exists before the creation of
the cosmos, i.e., out of time. On the other hand, it is opposite to the model, i.e., cannot be
eternal. In this case, Plato’s philosophy leaves room for something other, third, besides
eternity and time. It is argued, that Plato’s discussion of a strange instantaneousness
(to €€aipvng) in the Parmenides can shed light on this third temporal status. In the
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article, I first criticize the possibility of describing the receptacle in terms of eternity
(at least in the same sense as the eternity of the forms is understood). Second, I consider
the semantics of the word é€aigvng in various dialogues of Plato and analyze the role of
the concept 1o é€aipvng in the Parmenides. Third, I give reasons why it is possible to use
the Parmenides’ argument about instantaneousness in the discussion of the receptacle
in the Timaeus. Finally, I explain the role of the instantaneousness of the receptacle in
the system of the Timaeus.

Keywords: Plato, the Timaeus, philosophy of time, the Parmenides, eternity, time, in-
stantaneousness, forms, cosmos, receptacle.

Muxannuc Teroc
Kak «Coduct» otBeuaer «[lapmeHngy», unm
lMouemy EanHoro HeT cpeamn BenMKNX poaoB.

Crares nccienyer orHourenue «Coducra» x «Ilapmenupy»: kakum odbpaszom «Co-
¢ducT» oTBeuaeT Ha BOIPOCHI, 3aIIPOCHI M aropuu, copMynnpoBaHHble B «Ilapme-
HUge». ABTOp CTpeMUTCS ITOKa3aTh, KaK IIPOOJIeMbl, BCTpeyalolliecs B IIepBOIl ya-
ctu «IlapMeHMa», M KaTEerOpUM, MCIIOJIb3yeMble BO BTOPOJL YaCTy AMajIora, COOTHO-
CSITCS C peleHusIMIL, IpeioskeHHbIMU B «Cogucre». «IlapMeHMI» TOIKOBAJICS I10-
pasHOMY: KaK yIpakKHeHIe B JIOTKe I KaK TeOpHs OTHOCUTEIBHO OOroB, I JaxKe KakK
TIpUMep COBEPIIEHHOM 1 aGCOJIIOTHO HEBO3MOXHON cuMMeTpun. [[uanor HasbIBa-
JIV JIYYIIVIM B ICTOPUY COOPHMKOM aHTVHOMMIL, HO TaK)Ke Y1 HEBO3MO)XHOI CXEMOI],
TOKa3bIBaIOIIell, KaK He CJIefyeT MBICIUTH Teoputo upaeii. Ero neas — maponns mim
ke 00yUeHMe, IleJarornyecKoe yrnpaxHeHue, HeOOX0QMMOe IJIs OThICKAHVISI HaflJle-
JKAIllero IyTY K JICTUHE, OJJHAKO 0e3 TOro, 4To0bl OTKA3bIBATHCS OT M€V, HAIPO-
TUB — JMIMes B BUAY IOATBEPAUTD 1 OTTOUNTH NX. FIHaue, ocTaBUB MaeN, MbI TepgeM
BO3MOKHOCTh 3aHMMAaThCS IMaJeKTuKoit u ¢uinocodueir. Tpu nuasnora, «Tearer»,
«[Mapmenna» u «Coduct», BMecTe 00pasyoT CIOKHYIO HOKasaTeJIbHYIO I gpaMa-
TIYECKYIO CTPaTeruIo, BeAyIyI0 Hac K OIIPOBEP;KEHIIO YUEHII 3JIeaTOB I K 3peJIoit
onrosoruu «Tumes». MblI ocrapaeMcsi I0Ka3aTh, YTO ITOCBALLEHHBIE 0IOHAMUC, Be-
JIMKMM POAaM M OOLITHOCTY A€ paspensl, ciaenytomume B «Coducre» 3a anmsonom
rUraHToMaxuu, 60ps0BI 3a Yycuo, MpeAIaraloT BHIXOJ U3 allOpUil IMPUIACTHOCTU I
paspeleHue «Bexnyariieir TpygHoctu» «I[lapMeHnma», HaMeyarole IIyTH crace-
HMSI TEOPUM M€, a C HUMI — U BO3MOXXHOCTYI 3HAHWs, Jloroca un ¢puocoduu.

Kiiouesvie crosa: «Couct», «IlapmeHnn», 0HAMUC, BEIIKIIE POJBI.

Michalis Tegos
How does the Sophist reply to the Parmenides? Or,
Why the One is not among the Megista Gene.

This paper explores the relation of the Sophist to the Parmenides: in what ways the
Sophist responds to the questions, aporias and demands raised in the Parmenides. It
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aims to show how the problems encountered in the first part and the categories used
in the second part of the Parmenides, relate to the solutions proposed in the Sophist.
The Parmenides has been interpreted in various ways: as a logical exercise and as a
theory about gods, even as an example of perfect symmetry in impossibility. It has
been acclaimed as the best collection of antinomies ever produced, but also, as an
impossible map sketching how the theory of forms should not be thought. Its purpose,
a parody, or training, a pedagogic exercise necessary for the proper way to truth. Not,
however, in order to discard forms, but, on the contrary, to affirm their necessity and
refinement, if we are not to end up abandoning forms and, with them, the possibility of
dialectic and Philosophy. Throughout the Parmenides, the Theaetetus and the Sophist,
we are led through a complex argumentative and dramatic strategy to the refutation of
the Eleatic doctrine and the mature ontology of the Timaeus. We shall seek to show that
the sections on dunamis, the megista gene and the community of forms that follow the
Gigantomachia episode about ousia in the Sophist, propose a way out of the aporias
of participation and the ‘greatest difficulty’ of the Parmenides, a way to salvage the
theory of forms, and, with them, the possibility of knowledge, logos and Philosophy
altogether.

Keywords: the Sophist, the Parmenides, dunamis, megista gene.

Anekceri [apamxa
TpoiiHoi «/loH»: 0 nocneaHUX U3AaHUSAX Ananora.

B mratoHOBcKOM Kopiryce «IoH» BBIENAETCSA KaK CBOEIT TEMATHKOI (JICTOK XY HOKe-
CTBEHHOTO TBOPEHNIS: MICKYCCTBO U YM JINOO OJEPKIMOCTH, 005KeCTBEHHOE BIOXHOBE-
HMe?), TaK U CTIIIEM — HeOObIUalHO HEMHOTOCIOBHBIM U IIpsIMONMHeHbIM. [Tocnen-
Hee MOKHO BOCIIPMHATH U KaK OCOOEHHO M30IIPEHHYI0 UPOHMIO — UMEHHO B 9TOM
Iyxe, KaK OCTPYIO LIYTKY, KaK «OTKPOBEHHYIO HacMellKy (persiflage)», McTonKoBa
atot Tekct [ere. Ero coBpemennuku Act 1 Bekkep, paHHIe M3JaTeIy INIATOHOBCKOTO
KOpIIyCa, IPeAIOWIN UCKIIUUTD JUAIOT U3 YICIa TOAIMHHEBIX. BIUIOTH 00 Hammx
IHeJT BBICKA3bIBAIOTCS COMHEHUs B aBTOpCcTBe «MoHa». He Haxomst HIKaKIMX OUeBIA-
HBIX IPU3HAKOB HEMOIMHHOCTH JUAJIOTa, TAKOI aBTOPUTeT, Kak Xonbrep Teciedd,
BCE-TaKy OTHOCUT €ro K Kateropun dubia. B mocieqHee BpeMst BBILLLIO Cpasy TPU KpU-
Tuueckux usnanus «MoHa», KaxKgoe [o-cBoeMy 3aMeuaresibHoe. Hauano moioxmia
Kapnorra Kamyuunso (2005), npoxoikmi Ansbepr Peitkc6apon (2007); HakoHel, 3a-
BepIIaeT TOT PsIf coBceM cBexee (2018) uzpanue Jlopeno Pepporu u Apao Mace.
B crarpe maercs KpaTKuit 0030p KaXKOT0 M3 3TUX TPEX U3LAHMIL ¥ CTABUTCS BOIIPOC
O IPMHLNIIAX TOJIKOBAHMsI, CO3BYUYHBII HaMeueHHOI B «VoHe» anbrepHarnBe. Yto
CeroHs IpeAIOUYTUTEIbHEN — BAyMUUBOE I JOTOLIHOE UCCIIeOBAHIE 1 BOCCTAHOB-
JIEHJE TEKCTa ¥ KOHTEKCTa IaMsATHIKA 100 GoJiee YU MeHee TBOPUECKME HAMTIIS,
KOTOPBIM B IIPMHIUIIE HE IHTEPECHO «TEJI0» TEKCTa, MUCTOPMS €0 BOSHUKHOBEHUS I
NpenaHus, a BasKeH HaOOp U/ell, BBIYUTHIBAEMBIII B II€AIBHOM 00pa3e 3TOro TEeKCTa.

Krwouesvie crosa: Ilnaron, «Mou», TOJIKOBaHIE.
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Alexei Garadja
Triple lon: On Recent Editions of the Dialogue.

In the Corpus Platonicum, the dialogue Ion stands out both for its subject (what is the
origin of the work of art, mastership and rational ability, or rather mania, divine inspi-
ration?) and the mode of its presentation, which is unusually succinct and straightfor-
ward. The latter may be perceived as an extremely sophisticated irony — that is how,
as a practical joke, as ‘a sheer persiflage’, the text had been interpreted by Goethe. His
contemporaries Ast and Bekker, the early editors of the Platonic corpus, preferred to
exclude the dialogue from the list of the authentic works of Plato. Doubts about the
authorship of the Ion are being expressed till nowadays. Holger Thesleff fails to find
evidence of the dialogue’s unauthenticity, but still counts it among the dubia. In re-
cent years, no less than three critical editions of the Ion have been published, each of
them remarkable in its own way. Carlotta Capuccino made a good start (2005), Albert
Rijksbaron carried on robustly (2007); finally, Lorenzo Ferroni and Arnaud Macé of-
fered their own spic-and-span edition (2018). The article surveys each of these three
editions and raises a question about the interpretation of literary works along the lines
sketched in the Ion. What is preferable today: a rational and thorough examination and
restoration of a text, or more or less inventive intuitions that would ignore the ‘body’
of the text, the history of its emergence and tradition, and play with a set of constructs
picked from an ideal image of the text.

Keywords: Plato, the Ion, interpretation.

Upuna lNportononosa
CokpaT KaK «CYLLIHOCTb» 1 «METOA»: 3IEHXOC 1 anopus.

«CoKpaTuueckmil BOIpOC» 3aKII0UaeTCd B TOM, YTO MCXOAA M3 HOIIENIINX O Hac
MCTOYHMKOB HalTM «McTopudeckoro» Cokpara BecbMa 3aTpyaHuTenbHO. «Cokpa-
TbI» [lnaToHa, KceHodoHTa, APICTOKCEHA CIIIBHO OTIIMYAIOTCA APYT OT APYTa, HO U B
paMKax counHeHMI ogHoro aBTopa — [Inatroma — Cokpar nmpejcraeT oueHb pa3HbIM:
MPOHMUK, MOPAJINCT, TMOPICT, «3aKOHHIUK», MalleBTIUK, pe30Hep, allOPETHK, yUNTEb,
coducr, Mucraror u T.4. B crarbe BergBuraercsa rumoresa, 4o COKpaT B I€JIOM B
PasHBIX QUaJioraX BOILIOINAET OBYUKeHMe oT cdephl K chepe B CBETE UETHIPEXUaCcT-
HOTO CTPOEHMS CYIIero B «pasaeneHHoit JIuaum» (R. 509-511), mpencTasiss coboit
HEeKYI0 AMHAMIUYECKYI0 IepCOHM(UKAINIO Pa3HOHAIIPABIEHHOTO ABIDKEHMA THUIIA
9pora. Purypa CokpaTa B iMaIorax BCexX Tak Ha3bIBa€MBbIX TPEX IIEpIOJOB Peann3yeT
eIMHYI0 KOHIEIIIO (3JIeHXO0C-aIopus — TPAaHCIIeHAMPOBaHME — HOICIC), B KOTOPOII
aropus Ha ypOBHE IIpeIMeTa U IO3HAIOIIETO I IOIBITKA PEIINTh ee BeAyT K TpaHC-
LIEHMPOBAHIIIO, & OHO JaeT BO3MOXKHOCTb OTpedIIeKCHPOBATh HOITUYECKYIO paboTy
cosnanud. Ha matepuane «Jlaxera», «Xapmuna» u «Ankusuana I» paccmaTpuBaerca
IepBas CTyIeHb CXeMbI, Ha KOTOPOJl MeTObI 3JIEHX0Ca M aIlOpMI JeMOHCTPUPYIOT
«pPaCKOJIOTOCTb» ¥ «HEXBaTKy» KaK CO CTOPOHBI ITpeiMeTa ITO3HaHN, TaK ¥ CO CTO-
POHBI Io3HarIero. IIpusHanme CBOEro He3HAHNA IO OTHOIIEHMIO K PACKOJIOTOMY
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MpeaMeTy U PasfBOEHHOMY «SI» BENET K BOIIPOCY O BO3MOXKHOCTU «AYTEHTUUHOTO
eIVHCTBa» U MpeIMeTa, U «s», K BOIIPOCY O «CaMoM II0 cebe camoM» (a0td Tadtd)
VL TEM CaMbIM — K 9IIJeTIKe ¥ HeOOXOAMMOCTH TPAaHCLEHAMPOBAHNS KaK BBIXO/A 3a
npeznenbl «Cdep CyLIero», YTo CTAHOBUTCS IVIABHON TE€MOI PYTOro TUIIA AMATOTOB
(«Iup», «Denp», «[ocymapcTso»).

Kiouesvie crosa: Coxpar, 06pas, CyLIIHOCTb, METOJ, 9JIEHXOC, alTOpIs, TPaHCLIEHIeH-
.

Irina Protopopova
Socrates as ‘Essence’ and ‘Method’: elenchos and aporia.

The ‘Socratic question’ refers to the difficulty of unearthing a ‘historical’ Socrates in
the sources that have come down to us. The ‘Socrates’ of Plato, Xenophon, Aristox-
enus, are all very different, and even within the work of a single author — Plato —
Socrates is quite versatile, appearing as an ironist, moralist, hybrist, ‘lawyer’, obstetri-
cian, ratiocinator, aporeticist, teacher, sophist, mystagogue, etc. The article proposes
the hypothesis that Socrates in his entirety in different dialogues embodies the move-
ment from sphere to sphere in light of the quadripartite structure of existence in the
‘divided Line’ simile (R. 509-511), representing a kind of dynamic personification of
multidirectional movement of the Eros type. The figure of Socrates in the dialogues of
all the so-called three periods realizes the entire concept (elenchos-aporia — transcen-
dence - noesis) in which aporia and the attempt to resolve it lead to transcendence,
and this in turn makes it possible to reflect on the noetic work of our consciousness.
The first stage of the scheme is considered using the material of the Laches, Charmides
and Alcibiades I, where the methods of elenchos and aporia demonstrate a ‘split’ and
‘lack’ on the part of both the object of knowledge and the knower. The recognition of
one’s ignorance in relation to the split object and the cleft self lead to the question of
the possibility of an ‘authentic unity’ of both the object and the self, to the question of
a0TO TadTd, and thus to eidetics and the need for transcendence as a way out of the
‘spheres of existence’, which becomes the main theme the dialogues of another type
(the Symposium, the Phaedrus, the Republic).

Keywords: Socrates, image, essence, method, elenchos, aporia, transcendence.

Kupunn lNpokonos
Cokpar, yueHuk Mudaropa.

B cratbe paccMaTpuBaeTcs TUIOTe3a O BO3MOXHOM HudaropensmMe MCTOPUIECKOTO
Coxpara. M3BectHO, uto Cokpar B auanorax IlmaroHa BeIcKasbiBaeT nmudaropeiickme
maen, KOTopble IIPUHATO CUNTATh BRIpa)KeHMeM MbIcieli camoro ITnarona o mudaro-
pensme. B kauectBe HesaBucumoro ot IlmaroHa ncrounnka 6epyrea «Obmaka» Apu-
crodana. Borpexn pacnpocrpaneHHoMy Te3ucy, Cokpar B «O61aKkax» He ABIIETCI
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cobuparenbHBIM 00pa3soM MHTeJUIEKTyasa cBoero BpeMenn. Comocrasienue «O0a-
KOB» ¢ «PelOHOM» II0Ka3bIBAET, UTO MEXKAY OBYMs oOpasamu CoKpaTa ecTb HECKOJIb-
KO TOYEK CONPUKOCHOBEHNs. Bo-mepBhIX, 00bIBaTeAbCKMIT B3MIN ApucrodaHa Ha
CoxkpaTa U €ro LIKOJIy KaK Ha ITOJYyMEPTBBIX HUIMX (B CPeHEI KOMEUN 32 TAKIM
TYIIIOM IIEpCOHasKeN 3aKpennTes ums «muaropucr») Cokpar oaBepraeT KpUTUKE B
«®PemoHe» 3a IIYXOTY K HurocodpckoMy MOHUMAHUIO cMepTH. Bo-BropsIx, B «O6ia-
Kax» COKpAT I €ro yueHUKI COCTABIISIOT 3aKPBITYIO OT HETIOCBSIIIEHHBIX 930Tepuye-
CKYIO LIKOJIY, TOJOOHYI0 Iudaropeiickomy Kpyry, 4To 6J1m3Ko k 06pasy ¢pumocodpun
Kak uHMnManuu B «Pemone», rae Gpuirocodspl HasBaHbI BaKXaHTaMI, KOTOpbIE II0-
Clle CMEPTHL IIEPEXOMAAT B poj 60roB. B-tperbux, Hatypdurocodcekue ugen Coxkpara B
«O6makax» 3HakoMbI Cokpaty «PemoHa» 1 yIoMuHaoTCs B ero aBrobuorpadun. Ha
OCHOBAHMI 9TUX CBUAETENBCTB MBI IIpenanoiaraeM, uro Cokpar «O6aako» n «Pe-
IOHAa» BO MHOTOM MCTOPUYECKHU JOCTOBEPEH, a IIOCKOJBbKY OOJIbILIAS YacTh CBUME-
TEJIBCTB OTHOCUTCS K muaroperickuM yepram Cokpara, 3HAKOMCTBO MCTOPUUECKOTO
Coxkpata ¢ mudaropensmMoM He KakeTcst HeBO3MOXHBIM. Boitee Toro, ayurrosuu ITna-
TOHA Ha JIEKCUKY ApycTodaHa II0KasbIBAIOT, UTO ILIaTOH CO3HATENBHO 00paIaeTcst
K 06pa3y Cokpata B Komenusax Apucrodana. Takum ob6pasom, xots nges o Cokpare-
nugaroperiie He BOIIUIA B KAHOHIUECKYIO UCTOPUIO puutocodun, mockonbKy «Oba-
Ka» BOCIIPMHMMAJICH Kak KieBera Ha CoKpara, He UMEIOIIas MCTOPMUECKOI 3HAUN-
MOCTH, MICTOYHMKM [AOT IIOBOX IIEPECMOTPETH CIIOKVBILNIICS KOHCEHCYC.

Kriouesvie cnosa: Coxpar, [ludarop, Apucrodan, «Demor», «Obmaka».

Kirill Prokopov
Socrates, the Disciple of Pythagoras.

In this study we will question the conventional view that historical Socrates had no
connection with Pythagoreanism. An experienced reader of Plato would notice that
Socrates in Plato recites Pythagorean ideas. This has been commonly regarded as
Plato’s way of expressing his own sympathies. In this paper, Aristophanes’ Clouds are
considered as an independent source for establishing Socrates’ relation to Pythagore-
anism. A closer reading of the Clouds alongside with the Phaedo shows that there are
several intersection points between the two images of Socrates. First, Aristophanes’
mundane view of Socratics as half-dead beggars was criticized by Socrates in the
Phaedo for its blindness to the philosophical understanding of death: a true philoso-
pher may look dead to the many, yet in fact he or she is more alive than anyone. Sec-
ond, Socrates and his students in the Clouds form an esoteric Pythagorean-like circle,
which recalls the image of philosophy as initiation in the Phaedo, where philosophers
are called Bacchants, who enter the realm of Gods in the afterlife. Third, Socrates’ nat-
ural philosophy in the Clouds is similar to that of the young Socrates in the Phaedo.
On the basis of this evidence, we assert that the Socrates of the Clouds and of the
Phaedo is in many respects the same. Since most of this evidence portrays Socrates as
a Pythagorean, the acquaintance of historical Socrates with Pythagoreanism seems not
completely improbable. Moreover, word by word parallels in the works of Plato and
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Aristophanes show that Plato consciously refers to the image of Socrates in Aristo-
phanes. Conclusion: while the idea of Socrates the Pythagorean did not become part
of the currently accepted history of philosophy, since the Clouds has been mostly in-
terpreted as a slander of Socrates with no historical value, the sources provide an op-
portunity to reconsider the existing status quaestionis.

Keywords: Socrates, Pythagoras, Aristophanes, the Phaedo, the Clouds.

Hpnna Mouanosa
AHTucdeH kak HacnegHuk Cokpara:
K BOMPOCY O COKpaTUUeCcKon nanaene.

B crarse paccmarpuBaercs puirocodus Autucdena (ox. 450 — 360 r. mo H.3.) Kak orpe-
IeNsIolias CTAHOBJIEHME COKpAaTHUecKoil maimerin. [eMokparusaius coducruue-
CKOTO IBIDKEHNS B KoHIle V — Hauase IV BB. [0 H.3., a TaK)Ke IIPOLIECCHI MHCTUTYAIIN-
3alMM «BBICIIIETO 0Opa30BaHMUsA» MPUBOAAT K AuddepeHmauy BHyTpU copucTu-
YEeCKOTO OBVDKEHMS M IIOSBJIEHUIO IBYX BEMYLIMX TEUEHMIT: PUTOPHUECKOTO (IIIKO-
na Vicokpara) n drutocodckoro (CokpaTuueckoro), cBszaHHoro ¢ ¢purypoit Cokpara.
Coxkpartnueckas naiineiis AHTuchera GopMupyercs B pesdyiabTaTe KPUTUKM codu-
criyeckoit npakTuky. Cras mociegoBareseM 1 JyXOBHBIM HaciemHukoM Cokpara,
Anrtucden npearaer cBoil OTBET Ha BOIIPOC O TOM, KaK MOXXHO Hay4uUThb JOOpoe-
tesu (apete). ApeTe, 10 MHeHIIO AHTIC(]EeHa, — 9TO MOPATbHOE Ka4eCTBO; Malifeiisa
COCTOUT He B Iepefaue rotoBeix 3Hauuil («O Bocnuranumy, iy O6 uMeHax»), a B
JIMYHOM YCYUIMU ¥ yIpakHeHMM (COKpaTmuecKas Iaiifeiis). Vmeasom cokparmue-
CKOJ Iajieiiyi CTAaHOBUTCSI CAMOJOCTATOUHBII YaCTHBI UeJIOBEK, a paspaboTaHHas
AntncdeHoM guAaKTHUECKas TEXHMKA JeNaeT Maeal NOCTIDKMMBIM. Takum obpa-
30M, Ileflarornyeckas crparerus AHTIceHa IpeACTaeT KaK albTepHATIBA U YTIIIN-
TapHOII Naiineite COPICTOB, U MeJarorndeckoll CTpaTeruy ux IpOoTUBHUKOB — Vco-
xpara u IInatona. Ilegarormueckas MpakTUKa SJUIMHUCTIYECKMX IIKOJ BO MHOTOM
yHacJe[JOBaJIa COKpAaTIYeCcKyo maiimeiiro AHTICheHa.

Kiouesvie cosa: pmnocopus Aurucherna, Coxpar, cCOKpaTuuecKas manmeiis.

Irina Mochalova
Antisthenes as Heir to Socrates:
On the Question of Socratic paideia.

The article deals with the philosophy of Antisthenes (about 450 — 360 BC) as a deter-
mining factor for the formation of Socratic paideia. Democratization of sophistic move-
ment and institutionalization of “higher education” in the late V — early IV centuries
BC lead to differentiation within the sophistic movement and the emergence of two
leading trends, rhetorical (school of Isocrates) and philosophical (Socratic, associated
with the figure of Socrates). The Socratic paideia of Antisthenes is formed as a result
of criticism of sophistic practice. As a follower and spiritual heir to Socrates, Antis-
thenes offers his own answer to the question of how to teach virtue (arete). According
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to Antisthenes, arete is a moral quality; paideia does not consist in the transmission of
ready-made knowledge (On education, or On names), but in personal effort and exercise
(Socratic paideia). The ideal of Socratic paideia becomes a self-sufficient individual, and
the didactic technique of Antisthenes makes this ideal achievable. Thus, the pedagog-
ical strategy of Antisthenes appears as an alternative to both the utilitarian paideia of
the sophists and the pedagogical strategy of their opponents — Isocrates and Plato. The
pedagogical practice of the Hellenistic schools in many respects inherited the Socratic
paideia of Antisthenes.

Keywords: philosophy of Antisthenes, Socrates, Socratic paideia.

Pycram Fananunx
[lBe cTpaTterumn BocnutaHus: copucTmueckas u cokpaTuueckas.

B aHTMYHOCTM CYII[eCTBOBAJIO JBa TUIIA TOTO, UTO MbI GBI ceifuac Ha3BaJIM BBICIIVM
ob6pasoBaHyeM. [IepBBIil TUII — PUTOPUUECKIIT, KOTOPBIIL GepeT cBoe Hauaso y codu-
CTOB M ke ellle paHblIIe, KaK g II0CTapaloch II0Kas3aTh, — yke y omepa u 'ecuona. B
€ro OCHOBe JIeXKUT pUTOpUUecKoe BocriuTaHue. Takoe BocrutaHme obelaeT HAyUnTh
ueJIoBeKa 3a NEHBI'M NOOpOmeTeNN, KpacuBoll 1 y6eqUTeIbHOI peunt, aTh eMy II0-
3HaHWI B GM3NUECKUX HayKax JI MICTOPMIY UM TeM CaMbIM CHeJIaTh ero IPUIOHBIM
K rocyapcTBeHHOII ciyx06e. CBoelt BepILUHbI 9Ta TpaguLus gocruraet y IIporaro-
pa, a 3aTeM B 1IKoJe Mcokpara. Bropoit i BocrmTaHus — Gyurocod ek, KOTOPBIi
BBeJI B KyJbTypHbII 00uxon Cokpar. ITOT THII TOXKe He JIMIIEeH PUTOPUUECKOI CO-
CTaBJISIOLIel], HO BCe )K€ OCHOBHOII YIIOp AejaeTcs Ha (Gurocopuio, IOHNMAEMYI0
Kak Io3HaHue Biara camoro 1o ceGe. B ocHOBe 3TOro THIIA JIEKUT rpedecKas GuuIo-
codckast apoTIKa, BOCXOMSIIAsI OT IIPEKPacCHOro Teja K Aylie 1 aajee — K Biary per
se. CBoero coBepIlIeHCTBA 3Ta Tpaguiusa gocturter B Akagemuu IInatona. Pas6opy
00enx 3THX yUeGHBIX CHCTEM, MX AeTajleil ¥ HEKOTOPBIX MHTEPECHBIX TOAPOGHOCTET
TIOCBAIIeHA HACTOAILAS CTAThA.

Kniouesvie crosa: puropuka, uiaocodus, sTuKa, Maimeis.

Rustam Galanin
Two Types of Education: The Socratic and the Sophistic.

In Ancient Greece, there were two types of what we now call higher education. The
first one, rhetorical, sprang from the sophists, or even earlier sources, as I will try
to show, starting from Homer and Hesiod. Its core was rhetorical training. In the
the broader sense, the paid rhetorical education promised to instruct one in virtue,
in graceful and persuasive oratory, to provide one with the knowledge of physical sci-
ences and history, and make one suitable for public and political affairs. This tradition
reaches its climax in the educational activities of Protagoras and Isocrates. The second
type of education is erotic philosophy introduced by Socrates. It is based on man’s de-
sire to know the Good per se. The nature of this education type is rooted in the loving
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movement deriving from the attraction to the beautiful body, carrying on to beauti-
ful soul, and finally ascending to the Good as such. This is the movement of a special
philosophical Eros with which Socrates is totally obsessed. This tradition reaches its
perfection in Plato’s Academy. My paper is devoted to the analysis of both educational
systems.

Keywords: rhetoric, philosophy, ethics, paideia.

Anekceri PaxmanuH
$urypol Cokparta u npuspaku [Nnatona
B punocodum o6biaeHHOrO 3bIka nocse ButreHwreiiHa.

B crarpe uccienyrorcs obpassr u posns Cokpara u IlnaTona B Toit nuHUN Guioco-
¢um 06BIIEHHOrO SI3bIKA, KOTOpas BOCXOANT K II031HeMy Burrenmreiiny. Ilokasano,
4yTO ObpallieHye [T03{Her0 BuTreHIITeliHA M pAHHIX BUTT€HIITEIHIAHIIEB, B UaCT-
voctit [xoHa Yusngoma, k Cokpary (B MeHbIel creneHn K IImartoHy) mpecienyer
NpeUMYIIeCTBEHHO HEeraTHBHYIO Lesb: MeTox CokpaTa paccMaTpyuBaercs Kak obpas-
LIOBO OLINOOUHBII, XOTS 1 MOKeT ObITh BKJIIOUEH B MATNUTPY IpuUeMIIeMbIX GuiIocod-
CKVIX ITPAKTYK IIPY HEKOTOPOI MoguduKanmu; pu stoM B3y [ItatoHa Ha ¢uro-
co¢uro 1 no3gHeMy BurreHmITeiiHy 1 BUTreHIITEIHIAHIAM [IPECTABIAETCS TIIy-
60Ko0 ommbouHbIM. B cBoto ouepensn, Parr Puc u Craniu KaBenn cKIOHHBI cunTaTh
rexHnKy Cokpara 00pasuoBo (Guiaocodckoit: Gyayun smyuCTeMONIOTMUECK OTKPBI-
TOJ K OOBIIEHHOMY SI3BIKY, OHA 3((PEKTUBHO pelllaeT KOHIENTyaJbHble IPOOIeMBI,
IIOCKOJIbKY peJieBaHTHA U (JOpMaM SI3bIKOBBIX BBIPXKEHUIL, U CTPYKTYPE CUTYALINIL,
B KOTOPBIX OKa3bIBAIOTCS CyObeKThI. KpoMme 3TOrO0, COKpaTnueckoe BOIpOILIaHue, pe-
aNu3ysch B IPOCTPAHCTBE OOBINEHHOIO S3bIKa, OTKPbIBaeT Gruiocopmm «IyTh KO-
Molt» (Burrenireits), B 06b11eHHY0 K13Hb. [locieqHee 06CTOSITEIBCTBO CTAHOBIUT-
sl pELIAOIIM B BOCIPUATUM COKpaTHUecKoro uaeana diurocodun Paurem Pucow,
KOTOPBINI, OCHOBBIBAsICh HA TE3NCE O TOXKJECTBE 3HAHNI ¥ KOOpOJeTeNy, He TOJb-
KO CTPONT 3TUUECKYIO TEOPUIO, HO M TIOKAa3bIBAET, KAKVMM 00pa3OM JIMHIBICTIYUECKAS
¢duocodust Moker GbITH PUIIOCOPUENT JKUSHU: B 9TOM OTHOLIEHNUY aKTYaIbHO I CO-
nocrasienne Cokpara ¢ XpucTom, 1 crieruguieckoe npoureHne IlnatoHa B qyxe
Burrenreitna. HakoHel, 0coGeHHO puMeyareabHo T0, Kak o6pa3 Cokpara m03Bo-
JISIeT IIPOMHTEPIIPETUPOBATE CXOACTBA MOPAJIBHOIO 3HAHMS ¥ 3HAHMS SI3bIKA.

Kniwoueesvie cnosa: Coxpar, Burrenmreits, Ilnaron, Pamr Puc, [)xon Yusgom, Crannn
Kagesur, nunarsucrnyeckas gpuurocodus, aTuka, Meradusuka.

Aleksey Rakhmanin
Figures of Socrates and Phantoms of Plato
in Linguistic Philosophy after Wittgenstein.

The article engages with the questions of how and why philosophers who are Wittgen-
stein’s heirs address the images of Socrates and Plato. It’s been shown that the late
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Wittgenstein’s and early Wittgensteinians’ (e.g., John Wisdom’s) attitude towards
Socrates and, to a lesser extent, Plato is primarily negative. Socrates’ method was re-
ferred to as the epitome of misleading technique, although after some modification,
it could be introduced into the repertoire of philosophical methods as an appropriate
one. At the same time, neither Wittgenstein himself nor his successors accept Plato’s
view on philosophy. In contrast, Rush Rhees and Stanley Cavell are inclined to con-
sider Socrates’ technique as the epitome of genuine philosophy: being epistemically
susceptible to ordinary language, it effectively settles conceptual perplexities since it is
relevant both to forms of language and the structures of concrete situations. Moreover,
as Socrates’ questioning deals with ordinary language, it shows philosophy its “way
back home” to ordinary life. This is crucial as far as Rush Rhees’ concept of Socrates’
philosophy is concerned. Rhees outlines a theory of morality based on Socrates’ equa-
tion of knowledge and virtue, and thus shows how linguistic philosophy can be a phi-
losophy of life. It is in this context that Rhees’ comparison of Socrates to Christ is of
special importance as is his peculiar Wittgensteinian reading of Plato. Finally, it is es-
pecially significant that Socrates’ approach to philosophy makes it possible to consider
the resemblances between moral knowledge and knowledge of language.

Keywords: Socrates, Wittgenstein, Plato, Rush Rhees, John Wisdom, Stanley Cavell,
linguistic philosophy, ethics, metaphysics.

Poman Cetnos
KnHuam n nynansm B ouerke lOnnana OTcTynHuka.

Jna mmneparopa IOnmana B ero mojeMmke ¢ XpUCTMaHAMM KMHM3M ¥ MyHausM
BBICTYTAJIM ABYMf PasIMUYHBIMU II0 CBOEI PeIUTMO3HO-PUIOCO(CKOI CyTH, HO
BIIOJIHE PaBHOIIPABHBIMI B KaueCTBe PUTOPUUECKUX apIyMEHTOB SIBICHMIMI. MbI
paccMaTpuBaeM, Kak ITOJIeMMUdecKye 3afaul MMIepaTopa BEI3BAIM KOHCTPYMPOBa-
Hue 06pa3oB ABYX OOLIMH. B 3Tux 06pasax sTHMUECKNE, PEIUTMO3HbIE M MOPAJIBHO-
ITOBeleHUeCKIe YePTHI TePSUIN B OHOM CIIydae HAIMOHAIBHYIO, B APYTOM — IIKOJIb-
Ho-¢mmocodekyio creruky. OHM MpeBpaIantuch B aTpUOYThI COUMANBHBIX IPYIIIL,
OLleHMBaeMble C TOUKM 3PEHMHI MX COOTBETCTBUA TPAJUIMAM M KOCMIYECKOMY
crporo. O6e IrpyIIIIbI KaXKyTCs JeBMAHTHBIMIIL, TaK KaK OTPUIAIOT Te CTOPOHBI KI3HIL,
KOTOpBIe GONBIINMHCTBY IIpeACTaBILIOTCS ecrecTBeHHbIMIL. Ho IOnnan onpasapiBaeT
UX «I€BUAHTHOCTb», B OTJIMUNE OT XPUCTUAHCKOI. KMHIKY MCIIBITHIBAIOT IIOJINH-
HYI0 IIPUpPOAY UYeJIOBeKa, TepedeKaHyBas ce6s B CyIecTBa IOMJINHHO GrutocodcKue.
VIx MyapoCTh BefleT IPOMCXOXAeHNe oT epakiia, a IOTOMY 9Ta TPaAMIIM OCBSIICHA
6oramu. Mymen TaxxKe ABJIAIOTCS 3aKOHHOI YaCThIO OIIKYMEHBI, HECMOTPS Ha CBOIO
TOPABIHIO M OTKAa3 OT IOUMTAHNSI MHBIX GOToB, KpoMe cOGCTBeHHOro. VX mapTuky-
JSpUSM — 3TO OfHa U3 Aeraieii Ilemoro, a He UTO-TO, ero paspyiuaioiiee. BepHocTs
IIpefKaM B COOIIOMEHNN TPaJUIIUIL, TOTOBHOCTh HECT )KEPTBBI, T€PIIETh COCTOAHIE
COLMANIBHBIX «IIapMeB» AeJaloT IX IIPMMepOM Il coBpeMeHHMKOB IOmnana. B pe-
JIUTTO3HOM OTHOLIEHMI OHM CBSI3aHBI C KOCMOCOM, KaKuM ero BuauT IOmmaH, Tak Kak
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MTOKJIOHSIOTCA CO3TATENI0 HAIIIEr0 MUpa, MMEIOLeMy BIIOJIHE OIpefesleHHOe MeCTO
B HEOIJIATOHIYECKOII MepapXuy 60KeCTB.

Knioueswvie cosa: HeornmaTornsM, I0mman OTCTyIHNK, KMHI3M, Ty al3M.

Roman Svetlov
Cynicism and Judaism in the Estimation of Julian the Apostate.

In his polemic against Christianity, the Emperor Julian considered Cynicism and Ju-
daism as two essentially different philosophical and religious phenomena and at the
same time as two perfectly equal rhetorical arguments. We are going to examine in
what way the Emperor’s polemical tasks informed the images of these two communi-
ties. Ethnic, religious, ethical and behavioral traits of these images were loosing their
national, in the case of Judaism, and scholastic or philosophical particularity, in the
case of Cynicism. They were transforming into attributes of social groups, evaluated
in terms of their conformity with tradition and cosmic order. Both groups appeared
as deviant, since they denied those aspects of life that the majority deemed natural.
Still, their deviance, unlike that of the Christians, was justified in Julian’s opinion. The
Cynics probe the true nature of man, attempting to alter themselves into truly philo-
sophical beings. Their wisdom goes back to Heracles, and therefore is sanctified by the
gods. The Jews, too, are a legitimate part of the oecumene, despite their arrogance and
refusal to worship other gods but their own. Their particularism is a detail that is part
of the Whole, not an oddity destroying it. Fidelity to ancestors in observance of tradi-
tion, readiness to make sacrifices, to suffer the condition of social pariahs, makes them
an example for Julian’s contemporaries. Moreover, they are religiously connected with
the cosmos, as it was viewed by Julian himself, since they worship the Creator of our
world, who has a definite place in the Neoplatonic hierarchy of deities.

Keywords: Neoplatonism, Julian the Apostate, Cynicism, Judaism.

Uropb TanTnesckuii
YueHue ApuctoTens o pa3ymMHOI yacTu AyLumu
B KOHTEKCTe «coTepuonorum» lNnartoHa.

B craThe paccMaTpMBAIOTCS KIIOUEBbIE ACIEKTHI CTAHOBJIEHNS I BOJIOLMN «COTe-
PHMOJIOTMUECKMKX» 3JIEMEHTOB B yueHuu Apucroreis (HaumHas ¢ GparMeHTOB €ro
«3IK30TEePUUECKIX» [IPOU3BEJeHMIT — IIPeKae Bcero, quainoros «Esmem, mmm O my-
uie», «O punocodum» n «IIpoTpenTuK») 0 pa3yMHOM «UaCTU» AYLIN YeJIOBeKa KakK
€ro camocTy, 0 ee «00)KeCTBEHHOCT!», IyTAX oOpereHNs «OeccmepTusi» (BKIrouast
MMIUIMIVTHBIE HAMEKM Ha «BO3JasHIe») BO B3aMOCBSI3Y C JOKTPIHOI 06 yMe 6o-
ra I ero KOPPEeJAIUI C «AesTeIbHBIM YMOM» desoBeKa. COOTBETCTBYIOLIIE acIIeK-
TBI KOHLeI 11 CTarupura COMoCTaBIAIOTCA C «COTEPUOTIOTMUECKIMI» SJIeMEeHTaMI
yuenns Ilnatona o «6eccMepTHOI» (pasyMHOTI) UaCTM AYLLN YeIOBEeKa I ee yUacTu
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II0 OTAEJIEHNN OT T€JIa B KOHTEKCTE €ro JOKTPMHBI O MI/IpOBOI‘/‘I ayme n 0CO0EHHO-
CTAX €€ «CTPYKTYPBI». CoIOCTaBISIOTCS TaKKe OTHEJIbHBIE 3JIEMEHTBHI IIpEeNCTaBIIE-
Huit [InatoHa u ApI/,[CTOTe.HSI O CYLIHOCTI I[O6p011€Te.HI/I 7 €€ «COTEPUMOJIOTMMUECKUX »
aCIIEKTaXx.

Kiouesvie ciosa: Apucrorens, [ItaTon, 6eccMepTue KyLui, COTEPIOTIOTSL.

Igor Tantlevskij
Aristotle’s Teaching on the Rational Part of Soul
in the Context of Plato’s “Soteriology”.

The article deals with the key aspects of the formation and evolution of the “soteriolog-
ical” elements in Aristotle’s teaching (starting with fragments of his “exoteric” works,
such as the dialogues Eudemus, or On Soul, On Philosophy, and Protrepticus) about the
rational “part” of the soul of man as his self, its “divinity”, ways of attaining “immortal-
ity” (including implicit hints of “retribution”) in conjunction with the doctrine of god’s
mind and its correlation with the human “active mind”. The relevant aspects of the Sta-
girite’s concepts are compared with the “soteriological” elements of Plato’s teaching
on the “immortal” (rational) part of the human soul and its fate upon separation from
the body in the context of his doctrine of the world soul and the peculiarities of its
“structure”. The individual features of Plato’s and Aristotle’s ideas on the essence of
virtue and its “soteriological” aspects in the process of human activity are also put in
comparison.

Keywords: Aristotle, Plato, immortality of soul, soteriology.

TatbaHa JIuTBUH
AnnTenbHOCTb BEUHOrO: 13bIK Bpax/abl
B HappaTuBax Mo3aAHeaHTUUHbIX KOCMOJIOT 1.

B crarpe paccmaTpuBarorcsa MUGOIOTeMbl O BpeMEHM ¥ BEUHOCTH B ITO3IHEAHTIY-
HBIX CIOXKETaX O COTBOPEHMM MINpa, M3BECTHbIE IO IIJIATOHOBCKO-IMdaropeickoir,
repMeTM4ecKoil ¥ IHOCTMYECKON MHTepupeTaumaM. Mmes BedHoro B mMupe, cooT-
HOLIIeHJe BpeMeHI I BeUHOCTY PacCMaTPUBAIOTCA Ha IpuMepe KoHuuKkTa Pema u
Pomyra, maBiero HasBaHNe BeUHOMY Topomy. B okyce aHanmmsa HaxommTcs G3BIK
IO37Hel aHTUYHOCTM, B KOTOPOM IIe€peIljieTaeTCd JPEBHMIT TAHTeOH ¥ BO3HMKAET
HOBas XPUCTUAHCKad CeMaHTMKA. BeUHOCTh Kak 03HayaeMoe 1 aKT/KOHQIUKT 1Me-
HOBaHMA KaK O3Haualolllee, KaK Hauajlo HOBOI MCTOPYY, AMAJIEKTIYUECKN MBICIUTCS
He TOJIbKO B MU}ax, HO U B KPUTMKE XPUCTUAHCKUX aBTOPOB, B UaCTHOCTU ABTY-
ctuHa. [InaToHnyeckas qualeKTIKa OKa3bIBaeTCs SMMUCTEMONOTUECKIM pellleHeM
UL BHYTPEHHEro CEMaHTIMYECKOTO KOH(IIMKTa XPUCTMAaHM3AIMI [TO3AHNIX aHTUU-
HBIX KOCMOJIOTMIT; yCTaHOBJIeHNe BedHoro Ha 3emute ('pax Boxxnmit) mpmobperaer xa-
pakTep HaMeHOBaHMsA, CUMBOJIIUECKOT0 Hayajla HOBOT'O TBOPEHMS.

Kriouesvle cnosa: mo3nHsAA aHTUYHOCTD, AMAIEKTIKA, « T1MeTi», ABryCTUH, KOCMOJIO-
I'us, HappaTuB.
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Tatiana Litvin
The Duration of Eternity: The Language of Enmity
in the Narratives of Late Antique Cosmologies.

The article deals with mythologemes about time and eternity in Late Antique stories
about the creation of the world, known through the Platonic-Pythagorean, Hermetic,
and Gnostic interpretations. The idea of the eternal in the world, the relation between
time and eternity is considered using the example of the conflict of Remus and Romu-
lus, which gave the name to the eternal city. The focus of analysis is the language of
Late Antiquity, in which the ancient pantheon intertwines and new Christian seman-
tics arise. Eternity as signified and the act/conflict of naming as signifier, as beginning
of new history is thought dialectically not only in myths, but also in the criticism of
Christian authors, in particular Augustine. Platonic dialectics turns out to be an epis-
temological solution for the internal semantic conflict of the Christianization of Late
Antique cosmologies, the establishment of the eternal on earth (City of God) takes on
the character of a name, a symbolic beginning of the new creation.

Keywords: Late Antiquity, dialectics, the Timaeus, Augustine, cosmology, narrative.

AHHa CtenaHoBa

MpuHUMN NPMpPOAOCO0OPAZHOCTY 1 AHTPOMONOTrMUECKMIA
BekTOp ckenTuueckoi mbicnu (o1 Cekcta IMnupuka

kK AHTuoxy Ackanorckomy u Linuepony).

CraTbs mocBsIlleHa BoIpocy GopMupoBaHMs yueHNs L{uijepoHa Kak BBIPRKEHUSI
B3IJIAJOB CKEIITUMKOB M CTOMKOB Ha UeJIOBeKe, OTPaKAIINNUX IapagurmMy IpUpoOmo-
€006pa3HOCTI. AKTYaJIbHOCTh TeMbI O0YCJIOBJIeHa 3afiaueil BBIICHEHNS TOHKOCTEl
SBOJIOLUM MBIILIEHNA IOCIe0BaTeNlell CKeIITUUECKN HACTPOEHHBIX MBICIUTENE
OT «CKENTUUYECKOTO IIATOHM3Ma» 2-1 1 3-11 AKaleMuu M0 «3KIEKTUUHOTO IIJIaTo-
Hu3Ma» 4-11 Akagemun. Ilepexon oT SpOCTHON KPUTUKM CTOMKOB CKEIITUKAMIL K MH-
Terpaiiuiu 3JI€MEeHTOB CTOMYECKOI MBICTIM B TKAHb HOBBIX yueHMI AHTHOoxa 1 Lue-
poHa TpebyeT [eTalbHOro M3yUeHNsd, OCHOBAHHOTO Ha 3HAHMI TEKCTOB M TEPMITHO-
soruu. B aToit craThe 06cyrKmaeTcs onpeseeHne yenoBeka, fanHoe CekcToM IMIu-
PUIKOM, I €T0 CBA3b C OIpefesieHreM AHTIIOXa. ABTOp ofpalliaeT 0co6oe BHUMAaHIe
Ha XapaKTePUCTUKY IPUHIMIA IPUPOLOCOOOPA3HOCT KaK KIIOUEBOTO MOMEHTA y
CTOMKOB I CKEIITUKOB, KOTOPBIN UIPaeT pojib IIOCPEHMKA B YUeHUN O IIpe/iCTaBlIe-
HMAX, UTO ObLIO BakHO Ag Iumepona. OtMmedaercs, 4To obpareHne Iuiepona x
YyBCTBAM He CIIyUaifHO ¥ yXOAUT KOPHAMMU He TOJbKO B CTOMYECKNE, HO U B CKeIl-
TUUYECKIE TPATULINN, II0O3TOMY AHTIOX B CBOEM CTPEMJIEHMI BO3POIUTD IJIATOHM3M
TIOTIBITAJICS CBA3ATh TEOPMIO BOCIIPMMMUMBOCTY (BIleuaTiaeHmit) ¢ upesamu [lnatoHa.
ABTOp OTMeYaeT, UTO BOIIPOC O IpejielaX 3HaHMsA MIUpPa, pacCMaTPMBABIINIICA CKeTl-
TUKaMM BTOPOII 1 TpeThell AkageMuu, TpaHchopmuposacs Giarogaps [lunepony u
TPAHCIAMPOBAJICA B TEPMUHAX YeTBepPTOl AKafemun. Peus Temeps ysxe I11a He TOJIb-
KO O CTeIIeHN 3HaHNS STHUECKUX IPUHINMIIOB, MAaCIITabax IOIb3BI, HO I O MaCIlITa-
6ax 4eJI0BEUECKIX BO3ZMOXKHOCTEI I UX KOPHX. TakuM 06pasoM, MOHATIE IIPUPOLBI
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pacrpoCTpaHAa€TCsI Ha €CTECTBEHHDBIE KAaTETOPpUM, MMEIOIINE OTHOIIEHNE K LEHHO-
CTH, CTaB OCHOBOIT AT IIOHVIMAHMA INVIPOKOI'O CIIEKTPA XXU3HN U YeJIOBEeUeCKOI Je-
ATCJIIbHOCTHU. Bnaronap;l HI/II_ICPOHY HE€ TOJIBKO T€Ma 4Y€JIOBEKa B LIEJIOM CTaHOBUTCA
HeHTpaﬂbHOﬁ TeMOI APEBHETO MBINUJIEHNS, HO M IIPMPOAaA IIPMPOaa YE€JIOBEUECKOTIO
IIOHMMAaHNA, YTO BO MHOTOM VMHUIINVIPOBAHO CKEIITITYeCKOM Tpa,umumeﬁ.

Kiouesvie crroga: moHnMaHme, IpUpPOLOCO0OPa3HOCTD, CKEIITUKI, CTOMKIY, CPOACTBO,
Cekct Omnupuk, AHTHOX AcKasoHckuii, [lnnepos.

Anna Stepanova

The Principle of Conformity to Nature

and the Anthropological Vector of Sceptical Thinking

(from Sextus Empiricus to Antiochus of Ascalon and Cicero).

The article focuses on the issue of the formation of Cicero’s teachings as an expression
of the views of the Sceptics and Stoics about man reflecting the paradigm of confor-
mity to nature. The relevance of the topic is due to the task of elucidating the subtleties
of intellectual evolution of thinkers of sceptical persuasion from the “sceptical Platon-
ism” of the 2nd and 3rd Academy to the “eclectic Platonism” of the 4th Academy. The
transition from fierce criticism of the Stoics by the Sceptics to the integration of ele-
ments of the Stoic thought into the fabric of the new teachings of Antiochus and Cicero
requires a detailed study. The article discusses the definition of man given by Sextus
Empirics and its relation to the definition given by Antiochus. Special attention is paid
to the principle of conformity to nature which is a key point for the Stoics and Sceptics,
playing the role of mediator in the teachings about impressions important to Cicero.
Antiochus, in his attempt to revive Platonism, tried to link the theory of receptivity
(impressions) with the forms of Plato. The question of the extent of knowledge of the
world, considered by the Sceptics of the 2nd and 3rd Academy, was translated, thanks
to Cicero, into the terms of the 4th Academy. It was no longer only about the degree
of knowledge of ethical principles, the extent of utility, but also about the degree of
human abilities and their roots. The concept of nature extended to the natural value-
relevant categories, has become the basis for understanding the broad scope of human
life and activity.

Keywords: understanding, conformity to nature, Sceptics, Stoics, affinity, Sextus Em-
pirics, Antioch of Ascalon, Cicero.

Unba l'yppanos
[MpocTpaHCTBEHHDbIN acnekT MeTadu3nky nnaToHU3ma
n «Bennumne ayxa» B punocopun PuumHo.

B nocnanny @uunso «O m1aToHNYecKoM IIOHNMaHNI IIPUPOLI puurocoda, ero Boc-
nuTaHusg 1 o6pasa KU3HU» JATUMHCKOe IIOHATHIE magnanimitas BCTpedaeTcs B KOH-
Tekcre nmapagpasa guanora «[ocymapcrBo» (6, 485 sq.), YTO ITO3BOJISIET YCTAHOBUTD
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€ro 9KBUBAIEHTHOCTH [[IaTOHOBY MOHATUIO peyohompémneln. PUUMHO yTBEP:KOAET,
YTO «BeJIMUNE NyXa» HapsAy C OCTPOTOI yMa U KPEIKOI [IaMsIThI0 — 3TO BPOXK/IEH-
HbIE CITIOCOGHOCTY, «Iapbl IIPUPOIBI», HEOOXOAMMBIE I GOPpMUPOBAHUS MYIKa CO-
BepILLIEHHOIT oOpoaeTeny, TO eCcTh prurocoda-ruraToHnka. [lanpHerllnee ucciexoBa-
HIIe TOTo, KakK (hJIopeHTHel IIpefCcTaBiseT Hamyullee A1 GUIocopcKkmux 3aHATUIL
YCTPOIICTBO [YILUM, ITOKA3bIBAET, UTO IIOJ] «BENINUMEM AyXa» B JAHHOM ITOCIAHUMI
ClleyeT IOHMMATH He 9TUUECKYI0 JOOPOgeTellb, 00paleHHYIO K JIIOMAM, a YCTOINUM-
BYIO BOJIEBYIO HAIleJICHHOCTb Ha [TO3HAHME IIPeAMeTOB HamBbIcimx. Ho ycrpemie-
HIIe K BBICOKOMY — 3TO He IIPOCTO TPOIL, 00JIaJaroLIil PUTOPIUECKOI YOe IUTeTbHO-
CTBIO, & BHIPKEHME IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHOTO ACTIEKTa MeTaQU3UKI IIATOHU3MA, KOTO-
PBIiT CIefyeT ITOHMMATh OyKBAJIBHO: CXeMATHU3aLMsl Y TeOMETPU3ALIUS PEaTbHOCTI
ocoGeHHO aBHBI B nuaiore [lratona «Tumeit». [J09TOMy HeT HMUEro yAMBUTEIb-
HOro, yTo PUUMHO OOBIIPHIBAET STUMOJIOTUIO CJIOB magnanimus i magnanimitas ¢
LIeJIBI0 YKa3aTh Ha 00pallleHHOCTh ITOAIMHHOr0 ¢prrocoda K BHICOKOMY KaK Ha ero
KOHCTUTYTUBHYIO XapaKTE€PUCTUKY. ByKBaJIbHO IIOHATOE «Besnyme ayxa» y GIopeH-
TUIIIA AKTyaIU3MpyeT CEMAaHTUKY Magnus Kaxk (pU3MUecKoil WM IPOCTPAHCTBEH-
HOII XapaKTepucTUKM (GOJIBIIION, CIUIbHBII, BBICOKMIT). B purocopckom sn3vike Pu-
YIHO YCTPaHIETCs 3a30p MEXIY OIMCAHUAMM MaTepUaIbHOTO, MeTahU3MIeCKOTO
u stuueckoro. K my6nmkanyy npuiaraercs KOMMEHTUPOBAHHBII IIEPEBOL Ha pyC-
cKyit a13bIK nucbMa Prumao «O IIaTOHNUYECKOM IOHMMaHUM IPUPOAbI duitocoda,
€ro BOCIIUTAHVS 1 00pasa KU3HU».

Kiiouesvie cnosa: dvumHoO, aHTPOIOJIOT NS, IIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIE 00passl, magnanimi-
tas, Beq4ue ayxa.

Illya Guryanov
The Spatial Aspect of Platonic Metaphysics
and the ‘Greatness of Mind’ in Ficino’s Philosophy.

In Ficino’s epistle De Platonica philosophi natura, institutione, actione, the Latin con-
cept magnanimitas is used in paraphrases of Plato’s Republic (6, 485 sq.), which makes
its equivalence to the Greek peyodompémewn quite clear. I argue that ‘greatness of
mind’ would be a more accurate translation for this concept than ‘magnanimity’. Ficino
claims that the ‘greatness of mind’, along with sharp insight and tenacious memory,
are innate abilities, ‘gifts of nature’ necessary for producing a man of virtues, that is,
a Platonic philosopher. A further study of how Ficino presents the constitution of a
soul appropriate for a philosophical life shows that by the ‘greatness of mind’ in the
epistle he means not moral virtue in relation to other people but a strong focus on
knowledge of the highest things. This aspiration for the highest level of knowledge is
not just a trope bidding for rhetorical persuasiveness, but an expression of a spatial
aspect of Platonic metaphysics, which should be taken literally: the schematization
and geometrization of reality is perfectly clear, e.g., in Plato’s Timaeus. Thus, it is not
surprising that Ficino emphasizes the etymology of the terms magnanimus and ma-
gnanimitas to point out that aim towards the ‘highest’ is constitutive for a Platonic

331



philosopher. He actualizes the physical and spatial semantics of the word magnus, sig-
nifying something great in size, vast, possessing great force. I argue that, in Ficino’s
philosophical language, the gap between descriptions of the material, metaphysical
and ethical entities is eliminated. The paper also offers a commented Russian transla-
tion of Ficino’s epistle De Platonica philosophi natura, institutione, actione.

Keywords: Ficino, anthropology, spatial images, magnanimitas, greatness of mind.

Cepreti Hukonenko
K Bonpocy o nnatoHu3me B TEOPMM JIOrMYECKOro s3blIKa
paHHei aHanuTuuyeckon punocoduu.

Crarps IpefcTaBisgeT aHAJIM3 BIMAHMA IIATOHM3MAa Ha PAHHIOKN aHAJIUTIYIECKYIO
¢uocoduro B pasjenax JOIMKH U MUCTEMOJIOIUY. AKTyaJbHOCTb TEMBI MCCIIEO0-
BaHMUs B TOM, UTO UAeN paHHel aHaTUTI4IecKol ¢urocobun GopMUpPyIOTCS B X0
TIOJIEMUKN C TUIATOHM3MOM M Meaan3MoM. B cTaTee paccMarpmBaeTcs Jormdeckas
Teopusl HaIMeHOBaHUs, IIPeIVIOKeHHAs B IUIATOHOBCKOM auasore «Kpatwmi». lena-
eTcsl IIPeATIoNoKeHIe, UTO MIPOeKT MAeabHOTO S3bIKa, pealM30BaHHbI aHATIUTH-
uyeckumu ¢unocopamn, MMeeT B KauecTBe KJIACCHMIECKOTro MCTOUHMKA (ruiocoduro
Ilnatona. B crarbe mogpo6HO paccMaTpyBaOTCS JIOTMUECKYIE I SIICTEMOJIOTMUECKIe
Ve CIeAYoINX aHannTnueckux ¢puirocodos 1900-1930-x romos: b. Paccen, JI. Bur-
renireits, A.H. Yaittxen, A. Aitep, IL.®. Crpocon u ap. IInaron B «Kparuie» yunr o
HaJIMumMy 0co00l1 chepbl « MBICIUMOTO», MM TOTO, O UeM MBI MOKEM CKa3aTb. Tak-
ke ImaToH BBIABMUTAET MPeIIOI0KeH)e O TOM, UTO MMeHa JAIOTCs BelllaM He IIPOMm3-
BOJIBHO, a C TOUKM 3peHNs OINCAaHMUs CyIIHOCTH Beleir. [Tomo6Has mocTaHOBKA Ipo-
GJIeMBI SIBIISIETCS KOHTeHMAIBHOI MAEsAM IIpefCTaBuUTeNel] PAHHel aHAIMTIYECKOII
dumocoduu. s HUX Upe3BBIYAIIHO aKTyalbHa 3a1aua BhIIeNeHNs Cpephl « MBICIIN-
MOTO», «OCMBICJIEHHOTO», & TaKXKe I'PaHNI] I3bIKa. BrICKa3bIBaeTCAd ITOJIOKEHME, UTO
JIOTMUECKIII SI3bIK MaTeMaTIUeCKOII JIOTUKY (Harpumep, si3bIk Principia Mathemati-
ca ywn «JIormko-¢pyIocodckoro Tpakrara») Ha3BaH «JIeaNlbHBIM» BCIENCTBME Ha-
JUMs IPU3HAKOB, BBIABJICHHBIX IIIaTOHOM: BCEOOIHOCTY, YHUBEPCATBHOCTI, OfI-
HO3HAYHOCTH, PaLlIOHAIBHOCTI, IIPOCTOTHI 11 Ap. OGOCHOBBIBAETCS IIPEATIONOKEHIIE,
YTO IIPY BCe¥l HECOBMECTMMOCTY OCHOBAHUII IIJIATOHMCTCKOI ¥ MaTeMaTIUeCKOI1 JI0-
IMKY paHHUX aHAJIMTUKOB MOKHO OOHAPYKUTh UX CYLLeCTBeHHOe rogobue. B sornu-
YeCKOM sI3bIKe aHAJIMTIUECKOI (PUI0COPUI MeHsIeTCs TOJIBKO OHTOJOTMUecKuii ba-
3uc. ITo cBoeit ke GopMe ITOT A3BIK COOTBETCTBYET TeM TpeGOBaHMAM, KOTOPBIE BBI-
neunyn [Inaron. IlpusHaeTcsa cpaBeIMBOI TpaKTOBKA JIOTHUecKux upeit Paccena,
Burtrenmrerina, pere u fp. Kak pOpMbI «MaTeMaTIIECKOr0 (CEeMaHTIYECKOTO) I1Ia-
TOoHM3Max. [lokazaHo, uTO B pOpPMAIBHOM OTHOLIEHIN CMBOJIM3M MaTeMaTIUeCKOIl
JIOTVIKM pAaHHMX aHAINTIUECKNX (rnocodoB ocTaeTcst MIATOHUCTCKIM II0 CBOETI Cy-
TI1. B 9TO1I CBSI3M yCTOSABILUIICS B JINTEPATYPE TE3NUC O BPAKAeOHOCTI aHATIMTIUECKOIL
dunocodun ngesM mIAToHN3Ma TpebyeT KOPPEeKTUPOBKY U ITePecMOTpa.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Ilnaron, ananutiueckas ¢purocodus, Paccern, moruka, s3bIk, HauMe-
HOBaHIeE, CYLIIHOCTb.
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Sergei Nikonenko
Platonism in the Theories of Logical Language
of Early Analytical Philosophy.

The article deals with the impact of Platonism on early analytical logic and episte-
mology. The analytical philosophies emerge out of a controversy with Platonism and
Idealism. The logical theory of naming in Plato’s Cratylus is of special interest here.
The project of an ideal logical language seems to be philosophically grounded in Plato’s
philosophy. The article focuses on the logical and epistemological ideas expounded in
1900-1940 by B. Russell, L. Wittgenstein, A.N. Whitehead, A. Ayer, P.F. Strawson, etc.
In the Cratylus, Plato writes on the strong naming of the entities that supposedly have
non-logical existence. He assumes the existence of the world of what is “thinkable”, or
of what we can speak about. Plato’s view is congenial to analytical theories of naming
and description. Analytical philosophers consider the logical language of mathemati-
cal logic (for example, the language of the Principia Mathematica or the Tractatus) as
the “ideal language” because of its apparent Platonist features: generality, universality,
rationality, uniqueness, simplicity, etc. The main reason for their criticism of Plato’s
logic lays in the epistemology of logical grounds. These grounds are facts, not ideas.
Analytical philosophers mostly reject the theory of ideas. However, this is not their
common view. Frege (theory of the “thinkable”) and Whitehead (theory of “eternal
objects”) are rather congenial to Plato’s ontology. Analytical logical language is sim-
ilar to the language of Plato’s logic. It is possible to agree with the interpretation of
Russellian, Wittgensteinian and Fregean logic as “mathematical (semantical) Platon-
ism”. Platonism and analytical philosophy are different in epistemology, but they are
practically identical in logic and philosophy of language.

Keywords: Plato, analytical philosophy, Russell, logic, language, naming, entity.

Pycrem Baxutos
MpeanbHoe VnbeHKoBa C TOUKM 3peHNs NiaToHU3Ma.

Cosercknit ¢puocod 3.B. Unbenkos mosarai, uro [L1aToH, KOTOPBI OTKPBLI CyLIe-
CTBOBaHIe UAEI, HeIIPaBUIBHO MCTOJIKOBAI ObITHeE MAeanbHOro. ITo MueHuo MibeH-
KOBa, TOJIBKO IOJIMTIKOHOMMYeCKast Teopus Mapkca JaeT K104 K TOHMMaHUIO nje-
anpHOro. OMHMM U3 IIPMMEPOB MeatbHOro MnbeHKoB cunTan peHoOMeH CTOMMOCTIH,
onucanHbll B «Kanurane» K. Mapkca. NiIpeHKOB yIogo0Is TOBApHO-IEHEKHBII
o0MeH 1 00MeH BelllecTBaMI MEXIY YeJOBeKOM U Ipupojoit (tak Mapkce ompene-
a5t TpyR). CTOMMOCTD «IIOSIBJISIETCSI» B BEIM B IIPOLIECCE PBIHOYHOTO 06MeHa Tak
JKe, KaK BeIIleCTBO IPMPOMBI IIOIyJaeT OTIeUaTOK UeJIOBEYeCKOIl MIeN B Ipoliecce
ero obpaborku. OgHaKo 3Ty MeTadhopy MOXKHO IIPOJODKATE: CTOMMOCTH B BEILIN J0
pBIHOYHOTO 0OMeHa He O0bL10. Ho Ha IIpom3BOACTBO Bely ObLT ITOTpaueH abCTpaKT-
HBII TPy, KOJIMYECTBO KOTOPOTO OTPa’kaeTcd B CTOMMOCTH. TOUHO TakK Ke B IIpeaMe-
Te TIPUPOABI HOJDKHA OBITh CyOCTaHIVS, KOTOpas II0TOM OTOOPAsUTCA B UeaIbHOM
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ObrTHn. JTa cyOcTaHuMA — BeeoOLias Gopma Belu, KOTOpas IpeacTaBlIeHa B MaTe-
pUaNbHOM Tejle APYTON Belu — B IIpeJMeTe KyJIbTyphl. B mpoliecce Takoro mpen-
CTaBJIEHNS OIHOJ BEI[bI0 BceoOwIeil GOPMBI APYTOil Bl 11 BOSHUKAET MeaIbHOe.
VInbeHKOB IIPM3HABAI CYIL[ECTBOBAHIE BCEOOIIIEr0 B IPUPOAE, HO XapaKTepu30Ball
€ro Kak MaTepuajbHoe 6biTHe. Mexay TeM, aTu BceoOiye GOpMbI 11 3aKOHBI 0071a-
JAloT BCeMM IapaMeTpaMu uaeansHoro Oprtus. Ha aTo ykassiBam M.A. Jndmi
A.®. JloceB. TakuM 06pasoM, MIbeHKOBY He yIalIOCh ONPOBEPTHYTH IIJIATOHOBCKYIO
TEOPMIO UJIEN, IPY ITOM OH JOTIONHMII €€ Ba)KHBIM HIOAHCOM.

Kmouesvie crosa: 9.B. nbeHkoB, uneansHoe, [I1aToH, 9i140CHI, BceoO1e pOpMBbI.

Rustem Vakhitov
The Ideal in Evald Ilyenkov from the Standpoint of Platonism.

The article examines the Soviet philosopher Evald Ilyenkov’s approach to the con-
cept of the ideal. llyenkov believed that Plato, who discovered the concept of ‘idea’,
misinterpreted the existence of the ‘ideal’. In his opinion, the political economic the-
ory of Karl Marx is the only key to understanding the ideal. Ilyenkov considered the
phenomenon of value described in Marx’s Capital to be an example of the ideal. The
commodity-money exchange is similar to the exchange of substances between man
and nature (as Marx defined labor). The value of a thing emerges in the process of
market exchange just as a substance of nature obtains the imprint of a man’s idea in
the course of its processing. However, this metaphor may be extended: there is no
value in a thing before market exchange. Still, to produce a thing, some abstract labor
was spent, the amount of which is reflected in the value. Similarly, there must be an
essence in an object of nature, which later comes to be reflected in ideal existence. This
essence is the universal form of a thing, which is represented in the material body of
another thing — e.g., of a cultural item. In the process of such representation of one
thing’s universal form by another thing, the ideal appears. Ilyenkov acknowledged
the existence of the universal in nature, but he characterized it as material existence.
Meanwhile, these universal forms and laws possess all the parameters of ideal exis-
tence. This was indicated both by M. Lifshits and A. Losev. Thus, Ilyenkov failed to
refute Plato’s theory of ideas, and at the same he added to it an important nuance.

Keywords: Evald Ilyenkov, the ideal, Plato, eidos, universal forms.
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