AHHOTALIMMN / ANNOTATIONS

UcaKoB A. H. BOT U BbITUE: XPUCTUAHCTBO U dU10CODUA

Knwuesble cnosa: bor, BbiTne, xpuctnaHcteo, dpunocodums, HeOOPTOAOKCANbHAA TEONOTUS,
TpaHCLEeHAeHTHoe.

AHHOTaums: MNMpobaema coBMecTUMOCTU bbiTA M bora — 310 dyHAameHTanbHaA npobaema Tpaau-
poBaHuA GUNOCOPCKOro 3HaHWA, Ero 3aBUCUMOCTM OT HayasibHbIX YC/I0BUI, KOTOpble Bceraa TpebyoT
HEKOTOPOro AoonpeseeHNa B KOHKPETHOM KyAbTyPHO-UCTOPUYECKOM cuTyaumm. CoBpemeHHas cutya-
uMA nocne Xavaerrepa u Heyaaum sK3UCTeHLMaNbHOW GUnocodum MoryT 6biTb OXapaKTEPU30BaHbI Kak
ocnabnexuve bbitua (TepMmuH OykaHHM BaTTMO). BO3MOXKHO, OAHWM U3 CNeACTBMIA 3TOro ByaeT ycuneHme
naeun bora, ee ponun Kak cmbicnoobpasytollero gpaktopa. Ho o4eBMAHO, YTO ceiivac BECbMa aKTyaneH
OCMbIC/IEHHbIV Ananor Gunocodum 1 XpUCTUAHCKOM TEONOTMKU B OBLLLEM KOHLENTYalbHOM nose.

ISAKOV A. N. GOD AND BEING: CHRISTIANITY AND PHILOSOPHY

Keywords: God, Being, Christianity, philosophy, neo-orthodox theology, transcendent.

Annotation: The problem of compatibility of Being and God is a fundamental problem of a tradition
making of philosophical knowledge, its dependence on entry conditions which always demand some
define in the future in a concrete cultural and historical situation. The modern situation after Heidegger
and failure of existential philosophy can be characterized as weakening of Being (Gianni Vattimo's term).
Probably, strengthening of idea of God, its role as sense creation factor will be one of consequences of
it. But it is obvious that intelligent dialogue between philosophy and Christian theology in the general
conceptual field is very actual at present.

CEKALKMI A. K. HECNEWHOCTb: OHTONOTMYECKME U TEOIOTUYECKUE ACMEKTbI

Kntovessblie ca108a: XPOHOMO33UC, BpeMs Kak 3amef/IeHne, HECNeLHOCTb, 3CKanu3m, NpousBeseHue,
OBELLECTB/IEHWE, KpeaTUBHble NPaKTUKK, Instant God.

AHHOomayuA: CUTyaumsa COBPEMEHHOCTU OBHaXKaAET OHTONIOTMYECKOE U3MEPEHMNE CKOPOCTU: MUP B CBOUX
Hanbosnee CyLECTBEHHBIX MOMEHTAX MPeAcTaeT Kak Cymma CKOpocTei. AHa/MTUKa NOBCEAHEBHOCTU
npu 3ToM 06HAPYKMBAET Cy}KEHWE AMana3oHa, 3po3uto Hanbosee MyBOKUX U OCHOBATENbHbIX MPAKTUK
npucyTcTBUA. B KayecTBe «KomneHcupyoLein 4obpoaeTenn» BbICTyNaeT HECMELWHOCTb, Npexae 6bis-
LIan orpaHMuYnBaoLWMM GpaKTopomM pedaeKkcumn, HeKUM NpenaTcTBuem NoHMMaHua. OQHaKo, NOCKObKY
XPOHOMO33KUC MMUPa CBUAETE/IbCTBYET O C/IMMAHUM CKOPOCTEW, HECTIELIHOCTb CTAaHOBUTCA HECTUPaeMbiM
3HaKOM NpenuHaHus, NPeaoTBPALLAOLMM NajeHe B HEPA3NINYUMOCTb.

AHanv3upyeTca posib HECMELWHOCTU B SKOHOMUKE, B UCKYCCTBE M B NMOBCEAHEBHOM KOMMYHUKALMK.
Ocoboe BHMMaHMe obpalyaeTcs Ha cyabby NponsBeseHUsa Kak NpUBUAErMpoBaHHOW GopMbl 06bEKTU-
BaLMM YeNOBEYECKOTO NPUCYTCTBUA.

SEKATSKIY A. K. THE ONTOLOGICAL AND TEOLOGICAL ASPECTS OF «NOT-TO-BE IN A HURRY»

Keywords: production of time, ontological slowness, genesis and poesis, work of art, human conditions,
creative activity. Instant God.

Annotation: The situation of modernity reflects itself as multiplicity of speeds and all kinds of quick-
ness. Conditions of human being are changing according the grows of communication, wanting and
art-producing. The most difficult state of Today is «not to be in a hurry», at the same time it is the
most important state.

This article treats some social reasons of such a situation. Special attention is devoted to so called
«modern creative activity».
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0P10B /1. Y. OT KOHCTUTYMPOBAHMA K MO33UCY: TEPMEHEBTUYECKUA METOZ XAUOEMTEPA

Kntovesble cnosa: GeHOMEHONOIUA, repMeHeBTUKa, CODbITUE, KOHCTUTYMPOBAHME, MO33UC, TOPU3OHT,
Hauano.

AHHOmayus: CywecTByeT M MUp 3a Npesenamm MHTEHUMI? Kak M3BECTHO, TpaHCLEeHAeHTanbHasA GeHo-
MeHonorua lyccepns oTBeYaeT Ha 3TOT BONPOC OAHO3HAYHO OTPULLATENIbHO. Xalaerrep He nogaepku-
BaeT BBEAEHHbIW [yccepaem NPUMHLMM TOTaZIbHOCTU CO3HaHWA. OH NPeoso/IeBaeT MHTEHLMOHANbHOCTb,
cnepys Bonpocy o 6bITMK. B cTaTbe paccmaTpUBaOTCA HEKOTOPbIE acMeKTbl 3TOr0 CMeLLeHUA aKLEeHTOB
YMO3PEHUs, KOTOPOE MOXKHO OMUCbIBaTb KaK Nepexos OT TPaHCLeHAeHTanbHO-GeHOMEHO0rMYeCcKom
YCTaHOBKM K repMeHEeBTUYECKOW.

ORLOV D. U. FROM CONSTITUTIVE ACTING TOWARDS POIESIS: HEIDEGGER’S HERMENEUTIC METHOD

Keywords: phenomenology, hermeneutics, event, constitutive acting, poiesis, horizon, origin.
Annotation: Does anything exist beyond intentional purposes? It is known that Husserl’s transcendental
philosophy answers to this question in the unambiguously negative way. Heidegger does not accept
readily the principle of totality of consciousness, which is introduced by Husserl. Heidegger overcomes
the intentionality because of following to the question of being. The article considers some aspects of
that shift, which is described as the conversion of the transcendental-phenomenological attitude into
the hermeneutic one.

MBAHOB B. /1. PRINCIPIUM OMNIUM PRIMUM: MECTO MPUHLMMNA NPOTUBOPEYNA

B MOPAAKE 3KCM/IMKALMKN NOHATUA CYLLETO B HAYKE OHTOJIOTUU XPUCTUAHA BONbOA

Kntoyesbie c108a: NPUHLMN NPOTUBOPEUNA; HayKa OHTON0TMM Xp. Bonbda; meToanyeckan skcnankauma
MOHATUA CYLLEro; CBA3b NepBbIX NPUHUMNOB; cneunduyeckas Gopma HOBOW OHTONOTUM.

AHHomayus: CTaTba NOCBALLEHA MCTONKOBAHMIO MeCTa NepBOro NpuHLMna B oHTonornm Xp. Bonbdpa u
onpeaeneHnto CyLLLHOCTHbIX YepT 3TOM HayKku. CHavyana onucbiBaeTcs NMOJIOKEHME NPUHLIMNA NPOTUBO-
peuna B Hay4HOMN AeAyKUMKU «MOHATUA Cyliero BoobLue» BHYTPU NepBbiX ABYX cekuumit «Ontologia»
Bonbda. Kpome TOro, gaetca MHTeprnpeTaLma CoaepiKaTenbHON B3aMMOCBA3K NMPUHLMMNA NPOTUBOpE-
4YMA U NPUHLUMNA AOCTaTOYHOrO OCHOBAHWA. Bo-BTOpPbIX, 3Ha4YeHMe NpuHLMNa npoTMeopeyna y Bonbda
paccmaTpuBaeTcs B KauecTBe «MHAMKATOpa» 0COBEHHOro MOHUMaHMA MeTapU3UKM KaK METOLNYECKN
BbICTPOEHHOM HayKM OHTOIOMMK, U Ha OCHOBaHMM 3TOr0 o4epyumBaeTca cneunduyeckas Gopma HoBOM,
T. €. HOBOBPEMEHHOM oHTONOrMn Bosnbda B Lenom. [ cpaBHEHUSA SAeTCA KpaTKas XapaKTepucTu-
Ka NpUHLMNA NPOTUBOPEYMA B CXONACTUYECKOW meTadusnke (Ha maTepuane Tpaktata ®p. Cyapeca).
B utore TemaTM3MpyeTCcA NPUUMHA UCKAIOUYUTENBHOTO 3HAYeHUA MPUHLMMNA NpoTuBopeyns y Bonbda,
1 OTMeYaeTCca CABUTM B MOHUMaHUM MeTadU3MKN KaK paLMoHaibHOW HayKu, MPOM3OLIeLLnNiA B paHHee
Hosoe Bpema.

IVANOV V. L. PRINCIPIUM OMNIUM PRIMUM: THE SIGNIFICANCE OF THE PRINCIPLE OF CONTRADICTION IN THE
ORDER OF EXPLICATION OF THE NOTIO ENTIS IN THE ONTOLOGY OF CHRISTIAN WOLFF

Keywords: the Principle of Contradiction, the science of Ontology by Chr. Wolff, the methodical ex-
plication of notio entis, the connection between the first principles, the specific form of the modern
ontology.

Annotation: The article tries to interpret the significance of the first Principle within the ontology by
Chr. Wolff and to determine the characteristic features of this science. It describes the place of the
Principle of Contradiction in the scientific deduction of notio entis in genere within the first two sections
of Ontologia by Wolff. Furthermore it explains the connection between the Principle of Contradiction
and the Principle of Sufficient Reason in Wolff. Then the extraordinary significance of the Principle of
Contradiction for Wolff is explicated as a kind of indicator for the peculiar understanding of the new
science of ontology in order to determine the specific form of Wolff’s modern ontology. To this purpose
the significance of the Principle is compared to the role it plays in the scholastic metaphysics (in the
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3rd Metaphysical Disputation of Fr. Suarez, SJ). As a result a peculiar displacement of the concept of
metaphysics as the rational science that occurs in the Modern Age is identified.

fpoTonomnos U. A. MPOBNEMA OHTONOTMYECKOTO JOKA3ATE/IbCTBA M NMOHATUE

O TPAHCLEHAEHTAIbHOM UAEA/NE B ®U10COGUMN KAHTA

Kntoyesole crioea: npobaema OHTONOMMYECKOrO A0Ka3aTeNbCTBa, MOHATUE TPAHCLEHAEHTANbHOMO naea-
Na, cylecTsoBaHue bora, «4OKPUTUYECKUIN» Neprog, obLiee NoHATME O BbITUM, OHTONOTUYECKMIA apry-
MEHT, peasibHas BO3MOMHOCTb U AeMCTBUTENIbHOCTb, KOHCTUTYTUBHOE 3HaYeHUe, PeryaaTUBHbIN CTaTyc.
AHHomayus: CtaTba nocesleHa npobaeme OHTONOTMYECKOTO A0Ka3aTeNbCTBa CyLLeCTBOBaHMA bora 1 no-
HATUIO O TPaHCLEHAeHTalbHOM naeane B dunocodmm KaHta. B npoTMBONONOKHOCTb «KPUTKKE YMCTOrO
pasyma», B «4OKPUTUHECKMII» nepuog KaHT Bbli yBEPEH B TOM, YTO MMEETCA TEOPETUYECKOe A0Ka3aTeslb-
CTBO CyluecTBoBaHusA bora. OH NpeACTaBAseT 310 ero 40Ka3aTe/IbCTBO B PAaHHWUX PaboTax Kak «OHTONO-
TMYECKOEe», OT/INYAs ero OT KapTe3MaHCKOro apryMeHTa, KOTOPOEe MOJIyYUT Ha3BaHWE KOHTONOMMYECKOro»
TONbKO B €ro «KpuTMKe YucToro pasyma». « OHTONOTMYECKUIA» aprymeHT KaHTa, ycTaHaB/iMBaemblil UM
ncxoaA 13 obLero NOHATUA 0 BbITUM U peasibHOM BO3MOXHOCTH, TePAET B «KPUTUKE YMCTOrO pasymar
CBOE KOHCTUTYTMBHOE 3HAYeHWe U NOJIyYaeT PeryiaTUBHbIN CTaTyC TPAHCLEeHAEHTabHOrO naeana.

PROTOPOPOV |. A. PROBLEM OF THE ONTOLOGICAL PROOF AND CONCEPT
OF THE TRANSCENDENTAL IDEAL IN THE KANT’S PHILOSOPHY

Keywords: problem of ontological proof, concept of the transcendental ideal, the existence of God,
«precritical» period, general concept of the being, «ontological» argument, real possibility and actual-
ity, constitutive significance, regulative status.

Annotation: The article is dedicated to the problem of ontological proof of the existence of God and
concept of the transcendental ideal in the Kant’s philosophy. In contrast to the «Critique of Pure Rea-
son» in the «precritical» period Kant believed that there was theoretical proof of the existence of God.
He represents this his proof in the early works as «ontological», to distinguish it from the Cartesian’s
argument, which he would call «ontological» only in the «Critique of Pure Reason». Kant’s ontological
argument which was established on the basis of general concept of being and of real possibility loses
its constitutive significance in the «Critique of Pure Reason» and receives the regulative status of the
transcendental ideal.

UBAHOB B. /1. « META®U3UKA» BAYMTAPTEHA B TPALMLIMM HEMELLKOW LUKONbHOWN

onnocoounn XVIII B. MPEANUCIOBUE K MEPEBOAY

Kntouesole cnosa: «MeTadusmnka» baymrapTeHa; sKaHp KOMMNEeHAWYMa U ero UCTopUA; CTUINCTUKA
«MeTadpusnkn» baymrapteHa; baymrapTeH Kak BonbduaHel; BaMaHMe baymrapteHa Ha KaHTa; cu-
HoOMCUC coaepKaHua «MeTadusnKM»; aHaM3 OHTONIOTMYECKOro TpaKTaTa.

AHHOmayus: HacToAlwana cTaTbA ABNAETCA BBEAEHNEM K NepeBoay NpeancioBMA U NepBoi rasbl «Me-
Tadusnkmn» A. . baymrapteHa. OHa cogepkut B cebe 6uorpaduio dunocoda, NPOACHAET KaHPOBbIe
N CTUNCTUYECKUE OCOBEHHOCTU 3TOTO COYMHEHUSA, NOKa3blBaeT HEMELLKYIO LWKObHY dunocodpuio
XVII=XVIII B. Kak KOHTEKCT CO34,aHUA 1 BOCMPUATUA STON KHUTW. B cTaTbe npuBeaeH nepeBos CMHOMcUca
coaepaHua «MeTadm3nKM» U KPaTKO NPOaAHAZIM3MPOBAHbI HEKOTOPbIE COAEpPKATe/IbHbIE MOMEHTbI
TPaKTaTa OHTO/IOMMU KaK ee NepBoi YacTy.

IVANOV V. L. METAPHYSICA OF A.G. BAUMGARTEN WITHIN THE TRADITION OF THE GERMAN SCHOOL
PHILOSOPHY OF THE XVIIITH CENTURY AN INTRODUCTION

Keywords: Baumgarten’s Metaphysica, the genre of compendium and its history, the style of Baumgar-
ten in his Metaphysica, Baumgarten as the follower of Chr. Wolff, the influence of Baumgarten upon
Kant, synopsis of Metaphysica, the analysis of the treatise of ontology.
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Annotation: This article plays a role of introduction to the translation of the Preface and the 1st Chapter
of Metaphysica by A.G. Baumgarten. It describes the philosopher’s biography, explicates the scientific
genre and the stylistic aspects of this opus. Likewise, it shows the German school philosophy of the
XVII — XVIII centuries as the context for the creation and reception of this book. The article contains
the Baumgarten’s own Synopsis of the Metaphysica. Besides, some specific features of the treatise in
Ontologia have been also analysed.

HoroBuymnH O. H. KOHLENUWA COINCIDENTIA OPPOSITORUM U KPUTUKA MPUHLIMNA

NPOTUBOPEYMNA APUCTOTENA B NO3AHEM TPAKTATE HUKONIAA KY3AHCKOrO «O HEMHOM»

Kntoyessble cnoea: npuHLMN NpOTUBOpeYna, ApUCToTeNb, MHOe, HeMHoe, coincidentia oppositorum,
yyeHune Hukonasa KysaHckoro.

AHHOmayusA: B no3gHem TpaktaTte «O HemHoM» HuKonaw KysaHcKuii npeAnpuHUMAET oYepesHyto no-
MbITKY NOMbIC/IUTb HEMbICIMMOE. IMA «HEMHOTO», Kak OH MO0/IaraeT, MOXeT BbITb HaUAYYLIMM NPOBO-
OHVKOM Ha 3TOM MyTM, NMOCKOJ/IbKY CMOCOBHO BbIPasuTb CMbICA Pas/ivMuma KOHEYHOTO TBapHOro u bec-
KOHEYHOTrOo TBOPALLEro CyLLero. ITOT CMbICA UKW 3HAYEHUE KHEMHOTO» MOAraeTcd UM U 0 MOHUMAHUA
nepBoOHayasa NocpeacTBOM COBMaZeHUs NPOTUBOMONOKHOCTEN, U A0 061aCTM NPUMEHUMOCTU NPUH-
uMna NnpoTnsopeyma. B ctaTbe paccmaTpuBatoTCA 3NUCTEMONOTMYECKNE, IOTUYECKME N OHTONI0TMYEeCKue
MMMNIMKaUMM AAaHHOMO NapajoKca B KOHTEKCTe KPUTUKM Hukonaem KysaHCKMM yyeHua ApuctoTtena o
npoTUBOpPEUUNN.

NoGoviTsIN O. N. THE CONCEPTION COINCIDENTIA OPPOSITORUM AND THE CRITICS

OF THE ARISTOTLE’S PRINCIPLE OF CONTRADICTION IN THE LATE TREATISE «ON NOT-OTHER»

OF NICHOLAS OF CUSA

Keywords: principle of contradiction, Aristotle, Other, Not-Other, coincidentia oppositorum, doctrine
of Nicholas of Cusa.

Annotation: In the late treatise «On Not-Other» Nicholas of Cusa undertakes ones again an attempt
to think over unthinkable. The name «Not-Other» as he supposes might be the best conductor on
this way, because it can express the sense of difference between the final creaturely beings and infini-
tive creative being. This sense or meaning is constituted by him both before understanding of a First
Course with the coincidence of contradictions and before the sphere of application of the principle of
contradiction. Epistemological, logical and ontological implications of this paradox are being analyzed
in this article in context of the critics by Nicholas of Cusa of the doctrine of Aristotle on contradiction.

UBAHOB B. /1. BONPOC [IYHCA CKOTA O6 MHTEHCMBHOM BECKOHEYHOCTM B TPOMLIE

B KOHTEKCTE UCTOPUMU KAHPA TEONOTMYECKMX BOMPOCOB QUODLIBET.

MPEAMCNOBUE K NEPEBOAY

Kntodessbie coea: cxonacTuyeckan TeONOTUA; KaHp Teosornyeckux sonpocos Quodlibet; nccnego-
BaHWE MHTEHCUMBHOWN 6eckoHeyHocTu B Tpowuue; Teonorus yHca CKoTa; UCTOpPUA CpeaHEeBEKOBOro
yHMBepcuTeTa.

AHHOmMayusA: HactosAwan ctaTbsa NpeacTaBaseT coboi BCTynieHue K NyBANKyeMOMY HUXKe Nepesoay
V Bonpoca Quodlibet dpaHumcKaHcKoro Teonora MoaHHa [lyHca CKoTa. B cTaTbe aKCAUUMpPYeTCsa CTPYK-
Typa 1 cneunduryeckme YepTbl YHUBEPCUTETCKON AMCMYTALLMUM €O YEM YrO4HOY», OMUCLIBAETCA UCTOPUA
TEO/IOMMYECKOro XaHpa «Kakux yroaHo BONPOCOB», ero BOSHUKHOBEHWe U pacugeT B KoHue Xl — Ha-
yane XIV B., a TaKKe yKasbiBaeTcAa Ha mecTto Quodlibet [lyHca CKoTa B 3TOM UCTOPUMU U B €ro cOBCTBEH-
HOM aKaZemuyecko Kapbepe. [Janee, B cTaTbe NpeACTaBaeH OOLWMIA TeMaTUYECKUI NaaH TpaKkTaTa
Quodlibet, KpaTKo OxapaKTepun3oBaHbl OCHOBHbIE COAepIKaTeNbHble MOMEHTbI B Bonpoce [yHca CKkoTa
06 MHTEHCUBHOW BECKOHEYHOCTH, a TaKKe 0COBEHHOCTM AaHHOro nepesoaa.
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IVANOV V. L. THE QUESTION ON THE INTENSIVE INFINITY IN THE TRINITY BY JOHN DUNS SCOTUS

WITHIN THE TRADITION OF THE THEOLOGICAL QUODLIBETAL QUESTIONS. AN INTRODUCTION

Keywords: the scholastic theology, the genre of the theological Quodlibetal questions, the inquiry on
the intensive infinity in the Trinity, the theology of Duns Scotus, the history of the medieval university.
Annotation: The article is an introduction to the translation of the V. Quodlibetal question by the Fran-
ciscan theologian John Duns Scotus. It explains the structure of the university disputation de quolibet,
describes the history of the theological genre Quodlibet in the Middle Ages and situates the Quodlibetal
questions of Duns Scotus within this history and his own academic career. Additionally, the main subject
matters of the Scotus’s question on the intensive infinity in the divine are identified and the features
of the present translation are specified.

BAP/IAMOBA M. H. ECTb N1 CUNA BE3 MATEPMM? O BECKOHEYHOM CUNE B « DU3UKE» APUCTOTENA
Knroueseole cnosa: GU3nKa, NepBbli ABUraTeNb, MPUYMHA, CUNA, ABUXKEHUE, AyLia.

AHHOmayusA: CTaTbs NOCBALLEHA MHTEpPNpPeTaLmMm 6eCKOHEeYHOW CUbl NepBoro Asuratens B «Pusmke»
ApucToTtens. B cBoem UCTONIKOBaHMM aBTOP ONUPAETCA Ha onpeaesieHne ABUNKEHWUA, KOMNO3ULUKN Noa-
BUMKHOTO CYLLEro 1 ero Hadyan. MNepsblii A4BMraTeNb BblAGNAETCA U3 PAAA GU3MUECKMX BeLLei KaK To, YTo
HEe MMeeT MaTepuu, NO3TOMY ero CU/a Kak Havyano ABuKeHua ana Heba TpebyeT LONONHUTENbHOTO
0b6bACHEHUA.

VARLAMOVA M. N. HOW COULD BE A POWER WITHOUT MATTER? SOME WORDS ABOUT

THE POWER IN ARISTOTLE’S PHYSICS

Keywords: physics, the first Mover, cause, dynamis, motion, soul.

Annotation: The article is dedicated to the interpretation of the endless power of the first Mover in
Aristotle’s Physics. In his analysis the author uses the definition of motion, composition of the movable
thing and its origins. The first Mover stands out from a series of physical things because it is deprived
of matter. That is why its power as the source of motion of the Sky requires a special interpretation.

KAP®UKOBA JIEHKA. UMEHA W BELLW COMNACHO EBHOMUIO KU3UMYECKOMY U TPUTOPUIO HUCCKOMY
Kntovesbie cno8a: KannagoKuiickoe 6orocs10BMe, HE0APMAHCTBO, XPUCTUAHCKAA OPTOAOKCUSA, UMA, Peub,
3HayeHue, aHTUYHbIE TeOPUM peyn.

AHHOMayus: NMonemuKka Kannagokninckmx bpatbes Bacunma Kecapuiickoro u MNpuropua Hucckoro ¢ Heoa-
pvaHuHom EBHOMMEM, envckonom Knsnyeckmm, OTHOCUTCA K CaMbIM MHTEPECHbIM 6Orocn10BCKUM Cro-
pam |V B., B KOTOpbIX popMyMpoBanach XpUCTMaHCKan opToaoKeua. CTaTba nocssalleHa He Horocnos-
CKOMY COZEPKaHMIO JaHHOM MONEMUKM B LLE/IOM, @ MOHATUIO peun y EBHOMMA 1 TPUropUsA, N3I0KEHUIO
MX MHEHWI O ee NPOUCXOXKAEHUWN. B 3aKNt04eHNN paccMaTpUBaETCs 3Ha4YeHMe 3amedaHunii 06 aHTUYHBIX
TEOPUAX PeUn, UCNOAb3YEMbIX NONEMUCTAMMN A1 UPOHNYECKOTO OCMEAHNA MHEHWUA CONnepHMKa.

KARFIKOVA LENKA. NAMES AND THINGS ACCORDING TO EUNOMIUS OF CYZICUS ANG GREGORY OF NYSSA
Keywords: theology of the Cappadocians, Neo-Arianism, Christian orthodoxy, name, speech, meaning,
ancient theories of speech.

Annotation: Polemics between Cappadocian brothers Gregory of Nyssa and Basil of Caesarea and Neo-
Arians bishop Eunomius of Cyzicus is one of the most interesting theological disputes of the 4th century,
which served to formulate the propositions of Christian orthodoxy. The article does not deal with the
theological substance of this polemics in whole, but it considers views of Eunomius and Gregory on the
subject of speech’s origin. In conclusion it is discussed the meaning of some ancient theories of speech,
which were used by both polemical sides for ironic mockery of antagonist’s opinions.
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J1yPbE B. M. UAEHTUYHOCTb YENIOBEYECKOM IMYHOCTN NO MOAHHY ®UNOMNOHY:

®U3NYECKOE TENIO B MPOCTPAHCTBE W YE/IOBEYECKOE TE/IO NO BOCKPECEHUU

Knrovesole cnosa: NoaHH PUNonoH, MOHOPU3UTCTBO, OPUTEHM3IM, MPOCTPAHCTBO, aHTPOMNOIOIUSA, BOC-
KpeceHue, IMYHOCTb.

AHHOmMayusa: TnaBHas NPUYMHA 3aTPYAHEHNI NPU PEKOHCTPYKUMM yueHns GnionoHa o TeNecHom BOC-
KpeceHun — ToTasibHas 3aBUCMMOCTb UcCCaef0BaTeNnet 0T KOHOHUTCKUX MCTOYHUKOB (T. €. JOKYMEHTOB
KOHOHWUTOB — TOW ppaKLMM MOHOPUIUTOB-TPUTEUTOB, KOTOPAs pasoLwnacb ¢ PMAONOHOM UMEHHO NO
Y4YEHUIO O BOCKpeceHun). [laxke XanKkugoHuUT Tumodein KOHCTaHTUHOMONBbCKMI 3aBUCUT OT KOHOHUTCKUX
WUCTOYHMKOB.

KOHOHWTbI MOHMManM TepMUH PUNONOHa Ei50C B KaYeCTBE CUHOHMMa TEPMUHY OXAUQ, TOr4a Kak Ha
caMoM Ziene OH MMes Apyroe 3HayeHue (Ayla Kak oTaenmMman EVIEAEXEID Tea U T. 4.). Takum obpasom,
3HAMEHUTbIV ropaneB y3en aHTUOUIONOHOBCKOTO KOHOHUTCKOTO diopunerns — HuxKecneayrowme cno-
Ba ®UA0MNOHA O TENECHOM BOCKPECEHUU:

\cumX ~rads av o <\~ ».\oo:u}\.-r{J \mqﬂ .\_._'}»n’ S dasls <\a

AO0/TKeH 6bITb pa3py6neH nocpeacTtsBOm ameHaaumnnm:

) Keas ndr AW L oudurl (in) oise Rusana

LURIJE V. M. IDENTITY OF THE HUMAN INDIVIDUAL ACCORDING TO JOHN PHILOPONUS:
THE PHYSICAL BODY IN SPACE AND THE HUMAN BODY IN RESURRECTION
Keywords: John Philoponus, Monophysitism, Origenism, space, anthropology, Resurrection, person.
Annotation: The difficulty of reconstructing Philoponus' thought concerning the bodily Resurrection
resulted from our total dependency on the Cononite sources (the monophysite tritheist party of the
opponents of Philoponus): even Timothy of Constantinople (a Chalcedonian) was depending on the
Cononite information, too.
The Cononites understood Philoponus' notion of €ido¢ as synonymous to axAua, whereas its real mean-
ing was different (the soul as a separable évieAéxeia of the body etc.). Thus, the famous knot from
the Cononite anti-Philoponian florilegium, the following Philoponian quotation (about the resurrected
bodies):

) Kras ndr o A (oouiuet (anl i Muss aasls

must be cut with an emendation:
il Krads pdr ARl oouiuel () oine uamna

BbupPtokoB 4. C. TO GTTeIpov: ACMEKTbI MOHUMAHMA Y MOAHHA OUNONOHA,

NO3AHUX NAATOHUKOB U CB. MOAHHA JAMACKUHA

Kntoyegoble cs08a: GeCKOHEYHOCTb, becnpeaenbHOCTb, Bpems, BUA, MHAMBUALI, ANeKCaHAPUNCKas LLKO-
/la HeonnaToHM3Ma.

AHHOmMayusa: B ctaTbe uccnenyetca tTema 6eckoHeyHocT y MoaHHa ®unonoHa, MoaHHa [Jamacku-
Ha W y npeacTaBuTenei AnekcaHApUINCKOW HeOMIaTOHWYEeCKOM WKoAbI. [oKasbiBaeTcs, YTo Ha poHe
napagurmanbHoin nosuumm ApuctoTens, OTPULAIOLWEN CyLLLlecTBOBaHME aKTyaslbHOW U JonycKatowen
CyLLecTBOBaHME MOTEHLMANbHOW BECKOHEYHOCTH, OBHAPYKMBAIOTCA ABE KpaliHWe NO3ULMU: AUCKYPC
dunonoHa, Ucxoaa U3 OTPULIAHMA CYLLECTBOBAHMA aKTyalbHON BECKOHEYHOCTH, CKIOHAETCA B CTOPOHY
OTPULL@HNA N BECKOHEYHOCTM NOTEHLMANbHOW, CBOAA ee K aKTyaslbHOW, B TO BpeMs Kak Auckypc [a-
MacKMHa NPOTUBOMONOMKEH GUIOMNOHOBCKOMY, M B paMKax HEro AOMYCKaeTCa AUCKYPC CyLLEeCTBOBaHMA
aKTyanbHOW 6ECKOHEYHOCTH Kak B BOXKECTBEHHOM, TaK 1 B TBapHOW chepax.
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sTVm AHHOTALLUU

BirJuKoVv D. S. TO GTTelpov: THE ASPECTS OF UNDERSTANDING BY JOHN PHILOPONUS,

THE LATER PLATONISTS AND ST. JOHN DAMASCENE

Keywords: infinity, unboundedness, time, species, individuals, Alexandrian Neo-Platonic school.
Annotation: The article is dedicated to analyses of the topic of infinity according to John Philoponus,
John Damascenes and members of the Alexandrian Neoplatonist school. It is demonstrated that Ar-
istotelian understanding of infinity which denies the existence of actual infinity and admits the exis-
tence of potential infinity, being taken as the background, results in two extreme positions. Firstly, it
is Philoponus’ discourse which, based on rejecting of the existence of actual infinity, leads to rejecting
of potential infinity as well, for the same reason, that for Philoponus potential infinity is reduced to
the actual one. Secondly, it is Damascenes’ discourse which is opposite to the discourse of Philoponus
and which admits a discourse of the existence of actual infinity in both Divine and created spheres.

AXYTUH A. B. <OMOHUMMUA» B NEPEBOAE ®UNOCODCKMUX MOHATUMN

Kntoyessle cnosa: unocodus, dunonorus, nepesos, OMOHUMUA, NOHATUE, CEMAHTUKA, «10TOC», N10-
rMKa, KKOCMOC».

AHHOmayuA: Nepesos GUN0CODCKUX TEPMUHOB HATANKMBAETCA HA ocobble TpyaHOCTU. Punocodcekoe
MOHATHE, C OAHOW CTOPOHbI, MYBOKO CBA3aHO C CEMAHTMKOM A3blKa, BHYTPU KOTOPOro CKAAaAbIBAaETCA.
C Apyroi CTOpOHbI, NPeAMET, K KOTOPOMY OHO OTHOCUTCA («MUP», «KNPUPOAA», KCO3HAHMEY, CAMO «MO-
HATMEX...), KaK Bbl BNepBble BO3HWKAET B CBOEO6PA3HOW JIOTUKE YMO3PEHUS U onpeaensetcs eto. Aas
dUNOCOPCKUX cMCTEM B MPUHLMME OTCYTCTBYET 0bLWnii BHEGUNOCOPCKUI Te3aypyC, KOTOPbIM MOMKHO
6b110 6bl BOCMO/1b30BaTHCA A8 NepeBoda. Hanpumep, ecam rpeyeckme MMeHa «MAea» UAK KKOCMOC)
MCMONb3YeTcs CEeroAHA ANsA NepeBosa COOTBETCTBYIOLMX TEPMUHOB rpeyeckoi punocodum, BO3HUKaeT
ByKBasibHas OMOHUMUS.

ACHUTIN A. V. <HOMONYMY» IN TRANSLATION OF PHILOSOPHICAL TERMS

Keywords: philosophy, philology, translation, homonymy, concept, semantic, «logos», logic, «kosmos»
(space).

Annotation: Translation of philosophical terms encounters special difficulties. The philosophical concept,
on the one hand, is deeply connected with semantics of language in which develops. On the other hand,
a subject, which it concerns («world», «nature», «consciousness», «concept» itselfs...), arises — as if
for the first time — in the original logic of speculation and is defined by it. For philosophical systems
basically there is no general extraphilosophical thesaurus which could be used for translation. For
example, if the Greek words «idea» or «kosmos» is used today for translation of corresponding terms
of the Greek philosophy, there is a literal homonymy.

JoBATYP A. U. INATOH O6 APUCTOTENE

Knrouesole caoea: MnaToH, ApuctoTtenb, YTeHne, nnucbmo, Vita Marciana, Vita Aristotelis Latina.
AHHomauus: B ctatbe «lnaToH 06 ApuctoTtene» (1966) A. U. [loBaTyp aHa/M3UPyeT NoXBa/ibHble C/I0Ba
MnatoHa B agpec ApuctoTtens, coxpaHéHHble Vita Marciana m Vita Aristotelis Latina. MaaToH HasbiBan
[0M CBOEro y4YeHWKa «LOMOM YuTaTens», U Koraa Apucrtotens He 6bino cpeam cayliatesnei, roBopua:
«yM OTCyTCTBYeT». [JoBaTyp yCMaTpMBaeT B 3TUX C/I0BAX MPOHUIO, Nonaras, 4To $punocod CokpaTuyeckom
LWKOMbI HE MOT BCepbE3 0806pATb N06BU K UTEHMIO.

Mo34HEB M. M. TINATOH OB APUCTOTENE. MOCNECOBME

Kntoyesoie ciosa: [osatyp, unonorus, punocodus, spyauums, MnatoH, Apuctotesns.

AHHOmayus: OueHnBas BbIBOAbI aBTOPa CTaTbM, MPUBOAUM CBMAETENLCTBA KHUroNo6mMA MnaToHa, u oT-
Meyaem TeHaeHumIo 6rorpada NocTasuTb 3pyauLMI0 ApuctoTens Ha cayx6y dunocodun ero yuutens.
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ANNOTATIONS sTVm

Mpu3Haém NoANMHHOCTL C0B MAaToHa, PaBHO KaK M CKPbITYIO MPOHMIO, BbI3BAHHYIO HE CTO/IbKO CTpa-
CTbto APUCTOTENA K YTEHMIO, CKOJIbKO €ro CKpYnyné3HoCTbio, Nt060BbI0 K AeTasn: WMPOKAsA 3pyauLma,
KOTOPOM He YMEET CKpbITb C/yLuaTeNb, 6blBaeT HENPUATHA JIEKTOPY.

DOVATUR A. |. PLATO ON ARISTOTLE

Keywords: Plato, Aristotle, reading, writing, Vita Marciana, Vita Aristotelis Latina.

Annotation: The paper of Prof. A. |. Dovatur «Plato on Aristotle» (1966) examines Plato’s praise of his
pupil preserved in Vita Marciana and Vita Aristotelis Latina, both reflecting ancient biographical tradi-
tion according to which Plato called Aristotle’s house «the reader’s house», and when Aristotle was not
present among his listeners he used to say that the «the mind is absent». Presuming these words to
be authentic, Dovatur recognizes the ironic touch in them. He argues that for the follower of Socrates
written texts would have little value in contrast to oral dispute; thus Plato could hardly have approved
of Aristotle’s passion for reading.

POZDNEV M. M. PLATO ON ARISTOTLE. AN AFTERWORD

Keywords: Dovatur, philology, philosophy, erudition, Plato, Aristotle.

Annotation: The review of Dovatur’s argument points out various testimonies of Plato’s own fondness
of literature and his interest in it shared by the Socrates of his dialogues. The reader’s attention is
drawn secondly to the intentions of a biographer, probably a Neo-Platonist, to represent Aristotle as
an adherent of Platonic philosophy. Even his great learning is admired in context of this faithfulness to
his teacher. The authentic meaning of Plato’s word might well be ironic, but the irony pace Dovatur is
called forth not by Aristotle’s wide reading per se, but by his famous scrupulousness, an effect of great
erudition that often makes a good student very uncomfortable for a good lecturer.

EINAT 383





