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BBEJAEHUE

Ota KHHTa SBISETCS COOPHUKOM MarepraioB MOCKOBCKOH MEXTyHApOa-
HOI KOH(epeHINHU 10 APHUCTOTEII0 « APHUCTOTENIEBCKOE HACEANe KaK KOHCTH-
TYHUPYIOILUI AJIEMEHT €BPONEHCKON palMoOHaIbHOCTIY, Impomenmel 17-19 ok-
T0ps 2016 toma B WuctutyTre Qumocobpun PAH. Koudepenmus sBumach
YacThI0 BCEMHPHOTO TOAWYHOTO KOHTrpecca “Aristotle today — Aristoteles
heute — Aristote aujourd’hui” (www.c-h-o.eu/aristotle-today), mocBsIIIeHHOTO
2400-n1eTHIO CO JHS POXKACHUS APUCTOTEIIS.

[IpoBeneHne 3TOr0 HAyYHOTO MEPOINPUSTHS OBbIJIO BBI3BAHO HE TOJIBKO
toomteem Craruputa. [locnennue nBa AecsTka JeT UCCIEIOBaHUA B 00JacTh
ucropuu GpuiIocopun M HayKH OOHAPY KW OTUETIMBOE BO3BpAILCHUE BHUMa-
HUS K HACJIEZIMI0 APUCTOTEIS, KOTOPOE SIBIISIETCSI KPaeyroJIbHBIM KaMHEM €BpO-
MEHCKOM PaIMOHATIBHOCTH, OepyIlell Hayaao B KIacCHYecKow ['peruu U Kyiib-
MUHHpYIOIEeH B TeopeTndeckoM reHnu Ilmarona n Apucrotens. B counnennsix
ApucroTtenss TPO3PEHHST €ro IpPEeAlIeCTBEHHUKOB A QepeHIupyoTcs Hu
0(hopMITIOTCS. AUCIMIDIMHAPHO B BUJIE (PU3UKH, STHKH, YUICHHUS O TIEPBBIX Hada-
max (metadmsukn). OOIIas HaIPaBIEHHOCTh aPHCTOTENI3Ma Ha HAYYHBIN IO~
XOJI K M3yUCHHIO TIPUPOJIBI M YEJIOBEKA 3aJI0’KHIIa OCHOBBI Pa3BUTHS €CTECTBEH-
HBIX W TYMaHUTAPHBIX IUCHHILUINH, COCTABISIOIINX OTINYUTEIBHYIO YEpTy
eBporeiickoil nuBmu3anuu. VIMeHHO B paboTax ApHCTOTENs 00CyKAaloTCs
(yHIaMeHTaIbHbIe IPUHLUIIB M KaTETOPHU (PU3HMKY, OMOJIOTHH, STUKH, JIOTHKH,
Mmeradusuky. Bee mocnemyromiee pasBuTHe eBpONEHCKON MBICIH XapaKTepHU3y-
eTcsl yCcBOEGHHeM, TpaHc(hopMalneld 1 pa3BUTHEM apucTOTeIn3Ma, Oyab To AH-
THYHOCTh, Cpenaue Beka win HoBoe Bpemsi. Kaxknas moceytommast smoxa, ja-
JK€ eCJIM OHa pa3pabaThlBacT KauyeCTBEHHO WMHOM KaTEropHabHBINA armapar,
BBIHY)KZIEHAa 3aHOBO II€PEOCMBICIHMBATH, IPOJYMBIBATh MOCTPOCHHSI MBICIHTE-
JIell, KOTOpbIE CTOSUT Y MCTOKOB (prutoco)cKoif M HaydHOW Tpamuimu. Benb,
n3ydasi CBOM UCTOKH, 3110Xa N3y4aeT ceOs.

TeMm He MeHee, M HbIHE apHCTOTENICBCKas TPAUIIHS H3ydeHa HEIO0CTaTOq-
Ho. Ecnu yXe aBHO Ha OCHOBHBIE €BPOICHCKHE SI3bIKM NEPEBENEH IMOJHBIN
KOPITyC COYMHEHHH ApPHCTOTENs (Ha PYCCKOM SI3BIKE €ro HeT JI0 CHX TIOp), TO
COUYMHEHHS TpeuecKknx KoMMeHTaTopoB Apucrotens III-VI BB. mo mocnemanero
BPEMEHHU OCTaBAINCh HENMpOYUTaHHbIMU. He ciydaiiHo, BayKHEUIUIMM Npearpu-
ATHEM B O00JAaCTH HM3yuYeHHWs Haclequss ApHCTOTENs SBHJCS MEXIyHapOIHBIH
MPOEKT IO TMEePEBOJly TPEYECKHX KOMMEHTapHeB K APHCTOTEIIO0, HAuaThlid 110]T
pykoBoactBoMm Pruuapia Copabmku B 1987 r. B pesynbrate ycunmii yu€HbIX U3
MHOTHX CTpaH OITyOJIMKOBAHO IOYTH IIOJNTOPHI COTHH TOMOB. [lepeBomueckas
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paboTa IpoIoKaeTCsl, M 3TO BBIBOAUT N3 3a0BEHUS JOJITHI, OOraThlil naesiMu u
pediekcrel epruos UCTOpHN eBporelckoil Grtocodun, nepedopmaTnpoBas-
W Haclieue rpedeckoil Gpumocodun 1 nepenaninmii ero CpeHIM BeKaM.

B 2400-meTHIOI TOMOBIIMHY CO IHS POXKICHUS APHUCTOTENS HAayJHBIC
uentpel [eiinenmsbepra (I'epmanms), [amyn (Mramms), Ilapmxa (Ppanmms),
Xemscuakn (Qummsanus), Jluccabona (Ilopryramus), Hotp-Heiima (CHIA),
Mockssl (Poccun), JIésena (benbrust) u Adun (I'peryst) opraHu30Baind B CBOUX
CTpaHaxX CepUi0 KOJUIOKBUYMOB «APHCTOTENb CeTOAHsD». OCYIIECTBUTH MOI00-
HBIH [IPOEKT Ha HAIIMOHAJIBHOM YPOBHE CIIOCOOHBI TOJIBKO COOOIECTBA C Pa3BH-
TOW NIKOJIOH MCTOPUKO-(PUIIOCOPCKUX HCCIEOBaHUM, 00J1aaloIe COOTBETCT-
BYIOIIMMH HAayYHBIMH M  IIPEMOJIaBaTEeIbCKUMHU  KaJpaMH, CIIOYKHBIIEHCS
TpaJUIuell repeBoja ApUCTOTeNsI Ha HALMOHAIBHBIN SI3bIK, JOCTATOYHO Pa3BH-
TBIN 771t Iepeaun GuiocoCKOro KaTeropuaabHOTO armapara 1 JEKCHKH.

Kornma xoopauHaTopbl NpoekTa «ApHUCTOTENb CETrOJHS» OOpaTWIINCh B
LlenTp anTH4HOM M cpenHeBeKOBOH (uocodun n Haykn MHCTHTYTA (ritoco-
¢mm PAH ¢ npeasnoskeHneM MpoBECTH OIWH U3 TPEXTHEBHBIX MEXKTyHAPOIHBIX
KOJUTOKBHYMOB B MOCKBE, OBIJIO MIPUHSATO PEIICHNE HHUIIMUPOBATH TPEXTOIHI-
HBII apucToTeneBckuil mpoekT «Hacneaune Apucrorens kKak KOHCTUTYUPYIOIIIHA
AJIEMEHT E€BPONEHCKON paIlMOHAILHOCTH B UCTOPHUYECKON TIEPCTIIEKTUBE», Pado-
TAIOIIMI cpa3y MO HECKOJBKHM HampaBlICHUSM HAay4HOH M 00pa3oBaTeNbHOI
nesrenapHocTH. C caMoro Hayana MPOeKT MBICIHIICS KaK MacIITabHOe COTpy.-
HUYECTBO YYCHBIX M3 CaMbIX Pa3HbIX 00JacTeil 3HaHMSI U MHCTUTYTOB. BayKHBIM
00CTOSITENILCTBOM SIBHJIOCH TO, YTO HAuMHAHME TOIYYMJIO (DUHAHCOBYIO IOA-
nepkky Poccuiickoro HaygHOro (oHIA. DTO TMO3BOJIMIIO BHIBECTH OpTraHW3allH-
OHHYIO aKTHBHOCTb U pabOTy Ha MEXHWHCTHTYIIHOHAIBHBIA M MEXyHapOTHbIA
ypoBeHs. Oprannzaropamu npoekta cranu Mucruryt dpunocodnn PAH, Unctu-
TyT BceoOmmeit nctopun PAH, HoBocnbupckuii rocyaapcTBEHHBIN YHHBEPCUTET,
Wncturyt ¢unocopun u npaa CO PAH, TlepBbIif MOCKOBCKHIA TOCYTapCTBEH-
HBII MeIUIIMHCKUH yHUBepcuTeT nMeHn V.M. CedeHoBa.

HazoBem nWIb HECKOJIBKO BaKHEUIIMX HAIpaBIeHUN pabOThl B paMKax
npoekra. 11 HostOpst 2015 1. B paMkax opranu3oBaHHo# a.¢.H. J[.A. Bagaibiku-
HBIM OCEHHEH IIKOJIBbI «APHCTOTENIEBCKOE HACNeNUe B OMOJIOTUM, MEAUIIMHE U
aTHKe», npoxoauBmeld B [leppoM MOCKOBCKOM TocyqapcTBEHHOM MeEIUIIWH-
ckoM yHuBepcurere umenn .M. CeueHoBa, noa pykoBozacteoM a.¢.H. B.B.
[TerpoBa Obla OpraHn30BaHa CEKIHs K APHCTOTENIEBCKAs TPAIULIUS O YETOBEKe:
TICUXOJIOTHSI, OMOJIOTHSI, MEJUIMHA, STHKa», HA KOTOPOW ObUTH mpouuTaHsl 19
noxitanoB (https://iphras.ru/page24643766.htm).

B Hnucturyre punocodun PAH Ob1 opraHm30BaH MOCTOSIHHO JCHCTBYTO-
MU ceMUHap «OJHTENeXUs KUBOTO Tela», HANpPABICHHBIN Ha (DHIOJOTHIECKH
TOYHOE YTEHWE APHCTOTENS Ha SI3bIKE OpHIMHANA, CONMpOBOXKAAromieecs (uiio-
CO(CKIM KOMMEHTHPOBAHHEM U YYETOM COBPEMEHHOM 3apyOe:KHOMN JINTEPaTyphI.
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B xoze paboTsl 3TOr0 ceMuHapa, KoTopslii Bosriasmia K.¢.H. C.B. Mecs, pa3ou-
pascst Tpaktat Apucrotens «O mymre, (https:/iphras.ru/page30892424. htm).

Jis oTpakeHHs JEATebHOCTH, OCYILECTBIABLICHCS B paMKax IPOEKTa,
OBLT co31aH HHTEPHET-CalT « Apucrorens ceromus» (http:/aristotletoday.ru).

Ha 3axmounrensHoM 3Tane mpoekta, 1-10 certsops 2017 . B HoBocu-
OMPCKOM rocyIapCTBEHHOM YHHBEpCHUTETE 1moJ] pykoBoacTBoM E.B. AdonacuHa
OblIa TIpOBEJEHA MeXIyHaponHas mkona «llepumareTndeckas Tpaauims. Pe-
nenuus ydeHus Apucrorens B dunocopuy, Hayke M JIHTEpaType»
(http://aristotletoday.ru/konferenciya).

Ho BaxHeHIIMM 3TanoM padoThl, — Kak 1o Macmraly, Tak U 1o Hay4HO-
My COAEpXaHHI0, — SIBHJIach MOCKOBCKas MEXIyHapoaHas KOH(EpeHIHs,
nposeneHHast 17—19 okrsiops 2016 1. B MHcTHTYTE dmnmocodun PAH mon pyko-
BogcTBoM a.¢.H. B.B. IlerpoBa. Kondepenuus Brmodana TpEXITHEBHYIO IPO-
rpaMMy CECCHIi, COCTABJIEHHBIX U3 JOKIAJ0B MO IIUPOKOMY CHEKTPY apUCTOTe-
JIEBCKOHM TpoOiieMaTHku — MeTa(u3uKe, 3THKE, JIOTHKE, a Takke OHOJIorny,
€CTeCTBO3HAHUIO 1 TIp. OCOOCHHOCTHIO KOH(PEPESHITNH OBLT aKIIeHT Ha PEICTIIIH
W TpaHC(OpPMAIN APUCTOTEIEBCKON TPAaAWIMK B IOCIEIYIOIINE SMOXH U B
MO3IHEUIINX KYJIbTypax.

Temaruueckn 3T0 HaydyHOE MEPOINPUSTUE MOJIYIHIOCh BECbMa Pa3HOO00-
pasHbM: B 17 cekumsx OputH 3aunTanbl 108 HayIHBIX COOOIIECHMIA; BBICTYTIAIO-
IMe JOKJIaJ4MKU TPEeICTaBIsIM MHOTHE HayuHble LeHTpbl Poccun (Mockaa,
Canxkr-IlerepOypr, Bonrorpan, Kupos, Kpacuosipck, HoBocnbupck, PoctoB-Ha-
Jony, ToMcKk); pe3ylbTaTaMu CBOMX HCCIIEAOBAHUM JSTUINCH KOJUIeru u3 besb-
run, bpaznmmu, BenukoOpuranny, I'perun, Wtannu, Upana, [opryramm, Typ-
un, Y30eKucTana, YKpauHbl, Yexum.

@urypa Crarupura BOUCTHHY CTana CUMBOJIOM OOBEIMHEHUS, a ero 3Ha-
YEeHHE JUISl COBPEMEHHOH PallOHAIBHOCTH OBUIO TIOATBEPKICHO HEMOAEIEHBIM
MHTEPECOM, MPOSIBIICHHBIM K €r0 MBICIH M BIMSHHIO €r0 HAacJIeAWsl Ha Mocie-
JYIOIME TPaJilUM B CaMbIX Pa3HbIX 00JacTAX 3HaHMA. He cimydaitHo koHpe-
PEHIIMS TTOMY4MIach HE TONBKO MEKAYHAPOIHOMN, HO U MHTEPIUCLMIUIMHAPHOM:
Cpel IOKJIAIYUKOB ObLIH (HIOCO(BI, HICTOPUKH, MEIUKH, (DHIOIOTH, IPeACcTa-
BUTEJI €CTECTBEHHBIX HayK. Ilono0HOE AucHUmInHapHOe pa3HooOpasue oTpa-
’KaeT MHOTOTPAHHOCTb M IIUPOTY T€HUS APUCTOTEIS.

B uyernoBedyeckoMm ITaHe KOH(EPEHIMS TaKKe OKazalach MHTEPECHOW 1
MPOIYKTUBHOM ISl BCEX YYaCTHUKOB. TpexaHEeBHOE OOIIEHHE MO/ CeHbI0 ApH-
CTOTEIsI, KOTOPBIH, KaK M3BECTHO, CHEUATIBEHO PACcCysKIall O ApysKOe, T03BOIH-
JI0 Y9aCTHHKAM, KOTOpBIE TPEeXk/e He OBbUTH 3HAKOMBI, 00OpEeCTH HOBBIX JIpy3eH, a
CTapbIM JPY3bsIM BCTPETUTHCS] BHOBb.

B nacrosmei kaure coOpaHbl MaTepraibsl 45 TOKIIAI0B, TPOUYNTAHHBIX Ha
MockoBckoil KoH(MEpeHINH 0 APHCTOTENI0. 31eCh OHU MepepaboTaHbl B BHIE
crateil. TemaTHyecky KHUra paclpesiesieHa Ha MATh Pa3zenoB, (GOKYCHPYIOIIHUX-
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Csl Ha T€X WIM UHBIX acleKTax yuyeHHss APUCTOTENsl WU apUCTOTENEeBCKOM Tpa-
quiun: «Yuenue Apuctorens», «Hacnenue Apucrorens B I[-XVI Bekax»,
«ApucroTeneBckas JOrHKa», «ApUcToTeneBckas Tpaauuus B Poccun», «Apu-
crorenieBckas Tpaauuus B HoBoe u Hogelilee Bpems».

B paspmene, MOCBAIIEHHOM YYEHHIO CaMOTO APHCTOTENS, PACCMATPHUBAIOT-
Cs1 BOIPOCHI (PU3UKH, STUKHU, aHTPOITOJIOTUH TTOJIUTHIEeCKOro ydeHus Ctarupura,
CTETICHN ero 3aBUCHMOCTH OT [lmaTona, MaTemaTuueckas mpobieMaTuka B ero
COYMHEHHUSX, HIICH O MIPUPOJIE YSIIOBEUECKOTO A3bIKa. M3yuaeTcs penenmus apu-
crorenusMa y Ilnotuna, y aBTOopoB [lo3aHelt AHTHUHOCTH W B XPUCTHAHCKOM
IUTaTOHU3ME, BJIMSHHE €ro Waed Ha MeIUIIMHCKYIO0 Hayky. Paccmarpuarorcs
0COOEHHOCTH JIOTHYECKOTO YUEHHS KaK CaMoro ApHCTOTE!s], TAK 1 OCOOEHHOCTH
YCBOCHHUSI U TpaHC(HOPMAIMU apUCTOTEIICBCKOM JIOTUKU B TO3HCHINNE 3ITOXU
BIII0TH 710 XIX B. CyapObl BOCTIpUSTHSI APHUCTOTENSI KaK aHTHYHOTO MyJpena B
Poccuu nmpocnexuBarores, HauMHas1 ¢ cepeannbl X VI B., a perenuus ero uaeu u
JIOTHKU aHAJIU3UPYETCsl MPUMEHUTENBbHO K TakuM aBTopaM XIX B., kak M.B.
Bezobpazora u M.U. Kapunckuii. OcoObIii pa3nen KHUTH COCTaBHIIH PaOOTHI,
HCCTIEAYIOMNE BIMSHAEC apUCTOTEIN3Ma Ha eCTEeCTBEHHBIC Hayku. Cpean aBTo-
POB KHHUTH — y4eHble U3 Poccum, MoCTCOBETCKMX TOCYIapCTB, U3 JalbHEro 3a-
py6exbs. PaboThI M34al0TCSI HA PYCCKOM U aHTJIMIICKOM s3bIKax. MBI HajieeMcs,
YTO 3Ta KHHUTA MHTEHCH(UIMPYET OTEYECTBEHHbIE APUCTOTEIEBCKHE HCCIIEI0-
BaHUs U BHECET BKJIAJ] B Pa3BUTHE apUCTOTEIEBCKHUX HccleaoBanuii B Poccuu n
3a pyOeIKOM.

B.B. I[IETPOB
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n.¢.1. Banepuit BaneatnHoBud [TETPOB
(UuctutyT dpunocodrn PAH, Mocksa)

[TPOI' PAMMHBI KOMUTET

[Ipod., n.¢.H. EBrennit BacmiseBnd A®OHACHH
(HoBocnbupckuii rocyapcTBeHHbIH yHHBepcHTeT, HoBocnOnpCeK)
J.u.H. Maiis CtanucinaBoBHa [IETPOBA
(MuctutyT BeeoOweit ncrtopun PAH, Mocksa)

[pod. Jlmmana KAPAIN
(AduHCKHIT yHIBEpCHTET, | perus)



TTEPEYEHBL CECCHI U JIOKJIAZIOB. ..

17 OKTSIBPSI 2016 r.
(Kondepenr-3ai, 6 stax)

10.30. — 11.00. PETUCTPALIA YHACTHHUKOB
11.00 — 11.30. IIPUBETCTBEHHBIE CJIOBA

Amnppeit Bamnvosrma CMUPHOB, uiieH-KoppectioHaeHT PAH,
qupektop Mucturyra dunocodpuu PAH.

Errennii BacuiseBrny AGOHACHH, 1.¢.H., mpod. HoBocubupckoro
rOCYJIapCTBEHHOTO0 YHHBEPCHUTETA, PYKOBOJIHUTEIH MPOEKTA.

Banepwuii Banenrunosnu [1ETPOB, a.¢.H., qupektop LleHTpa aHTHYHOM 1
cpenHeBekoBoit ¢punocoduu Uucturyra dunocoprn PAH,
JMPEKTOP MPOrpaMMHOT0 KOMHTETa KOH(EPEHIINH.

CEKIIUA 1
APUCTOTEJIb U ETO YUEHUE
Monepatop: Cernana BukropoBaa MECSII]

11.30. - 13.30.
(Koudepentr-3amn, 6 3Tax)

11.30. — 11.50. Urops Bnagumuposua BEPECTOB (HoBocrOupck)

CKenTHYeCKUe CIEICTBHSI APUCTOTENICBCKON KOHIETIIIHU IIEJIOT0)»
u3 «Meraduzukn» (Z, 17).

11.50. — 12.10. Mapuna Hukomnaesua BoJibd (HoBocuOmpck)

[TpoGnema cooTHeceHHs M TPoOIIeMa COrNIaCOBAHMSI BU/IOB TIOMCKA
y ApHCTOTEIISI: TOJXObI K PELICHHMIO.

12.10. — 12.30. Codbst Bnagucnasoua [TMPOXXKOBA (MockBa)
I'panwuIIs! Mo3HAHUS OyIyIIEro: 1Ba apryMeHTa APHCTOTEII.

12.30. — 12.50. Aprem Tumyposud FOHYCOB (Mocksa)
ATod€1E1G HA TIPAKTHKE: DJIEMEHTBI TEOPHU HAYYHOTO J0Ka3aTeIbCTBA
«BTOpO# aHaNUTUKWY B TpaKTaTax ApUCTOTENSL.

12.50. — 13.10. Arna CepreeBHa AOOHACHUHA (HoBocnOmpck)
CBUAETENBCTBO APUCTOTEIIS O CIIOCO0aX IBIXAHUS M0 DMITCIOKITY.

13.10. — 13.30. Mnpmat Pammuroua HACKIPOB (MockBa)
Anp-Kunaman u ero tpakrtat «Kpatkoe m3/105KeHne yueHus o Iy1ie
u3 kHAT Apucrotens, [Inatona u npyrux Gpuiaocohosy.
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CEKIIMA 2

APUCTOTEJIb 1 IVIATOH
Moneparop: Upuna Hukonaesna MOYAJIOBA

11.30. - 13.50.
(3an 3acemanuii Yayenoro cosera, aya. 313, 3 atax)

11.30. — 11.50. Mpuna Hukonaesna MOUYAJIOBA (Cankt-IlerepOypr)

Vyenune 00 nesix-unciax B panHeit Akajgemuu: [lnaton, Kcenokpar, Apucro-
TeJIb.

11.50. — 12.10. Upuna Anexcannposra [IPOTOIOIIOBA (MockBa)

VM, MBILIITIEHHE 1 TIPOCTPAHCTBO: Kak AprcToTens (He) monnmaet Ilmarona
(De anima 407a).

12.10. — 12.30. Enena BanentrHoBHa AJILIMOBA (Cankt-IletepOypr)

Cgerirana Bukroposaa KAPABAEBA (Cankr-IletepOypr)
Juckyccun «O 6marey»: panHuid Apuctotens vs [TnaTon.

12.30. — 12.50. Poman Bukroposnu CBETJIOB (Cankr-IlerepOypr)
«[Tomutuk» [Tnarona npotus «llomuTuKI ApHUCTOTEIS.

12.50. — 13.10. Aunpeii Braguvmuposna TUXOHOB (Poctos-Ha-/loHy)
CreneHs MIaTOHM3Ma Y APHCTOTENS: BOTIPoC 0 KpuTuke [TnaToHa.

13.10. — 13.30. Wb 'ennamuesuy ['YPBAHOB (MockBa)

ApucroTeseBa ICUXOJIOTHUS B 3epKajle MIaTOHNYECKON 3K3ere3bl:
komMMeHTapuil Mapcunio ®@uunno k [TpucknaHoBy N3102KEHHIO
«006 omryrenusx» Teogpacra.

13.30. — 13.50. Huna BrnagumupoBaa BPATMHCKAS (MockBa)
[MTAGHMATON KAGAPZIX vs MAOHMATON KA®GAPXIE,
i [Ipocroe pemieHue CiiosKHOM PoOIeMBbI.

CEKIUA 3

APUCTOTEJIN3M B 'PEYECKOM XPUCTUAHCKOM
TPAJUIIUUA IV-XII BEKOB
Monepatop: JImutpuii Cepreeud bUPIOKOB
15.00-17.00
(3an 3acemanuii Yuenoro cosera, aya. 313, 3 atax)

15.00. — 15.20. Amutpuit Cepreesud bUPIOKOB (Caukt-IletepOypr)
[Nepumaternueckre JimHUK B yaeHuu [ puropust Hucckoro o eanHOM denoBeke.

15.20. — 15.40. Anexceii PycnanoBua @OKHH (MockBa)
Tparchopmarus apuCTOTEIICBCKIX KATETOPHIA B TCOJIOTHH U KOCMOJIOTHA
Makcuma UcnoBegHuka.
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15.40. — 16.00. Tumyp ApxamgpeBud LLIVKUH (Cankt-IletepOypr)
Peneriust apucTOTENEBCKON KOCMOJIOTHH B ITO3THEBU3aHTHHCKON (pritocoduu:
HNoann ®unonon n Makcum McioBeIHUK.

16.00 — 16.20. [1érp Bopucormu MUXAI0B (Mocksa)
Cynp0b1 MeTaU3MKK B TPEYECKOM MATPUCTUKE M TIO3/IHEW TPaJANIIU
KOMMEHTapHEB Ha APHCTOTEIIS.

16.20. — 16.40. Mapus Hukonaesna BAPJIAMOBA (CankTt-IletepOypr)
Wnteprperanus apryMmeHTa AprUCTOTeNs 0 OSCKOHSYHOH CHITe
B KoHTeKkcTe criopa dunonona u [Ipokna o BeuHoCcTH Mupa.

16.40. — 17.00. Cepreit bopucosnu AKUILNH (CankT-IleTepOypr)

«APpHUCTOTEJIEBCKHE» KOpHH aprymenTain Hukonas MehoHCKkoro npoTus no-
JIOKEHUI HeOIUIaTOHM3Ma B ero Tpakrare «Omnposepxenue ‘[lepBoocHOB
teonorun’ [Ipokiiay.

CEKLIMA 4

APACTOTEJEBCKOE HACJIEJHE
B TPAJMIHIMOHHON U COBPEMEHHOMU JIOT'MKE
Mogneparop: Enena I'puropreBna JIPATATTMHA-UEPHAS

15.00. - 18.00.
(Kondepeni-3ai, 6 atax)

15.00. — 15.20. Enena ['puropseBna JIPAT AJIMHA-UEPHAS (MockBa)
PoskieHne Toruueckoi (hopmal.

15.20. — 15.40. Tapac Anexcannposud [11SH (Mocksa)
CeMuoTHYecKast HOBALMs APHCTOTENSA: KOHCTUTYHPYIOLINH BKJIAaT B CO31aHIE
(hopMasTbHOM JIOTHKH.

15.40. — 16.00. Bnagumup Jleonnmosrny BACIOKOB (MockBa)
ApHCTOTETh 0 B3aUMOOTHOIIICHAH JIOTHKA H OHTOJIOTHH.

16.00. — 16.20. 3unanna Anekcanaposua COKYJIEP (Mocksa)
ApuctoTerneBckas pruznka 1 KOCMOJIOTHS U Hayka HoBoro BpeMeHH.

16.20. — 16.40. Bragumup NBanosuy IIAJTAK (MockBa)
OOMaHUYHMBAsI IPOCTOTA JIOTHKH APUCTOTEIIS.

16.40. — 17.00. Bragumup nerna MAPKWH (Mocksa)
Pasragan mu JIykaceBud 3araiky MOJaIbHOCTCH B CHIDIOTUCTHKE
Apwucrorens?

17.00. — 17.20. Anacracust Onerosna KOITbJIOBA (MockBa)
“Significatio” B cemantuke bypunana u bypies.
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17.20. —17.40. Anremmna Cepreesaa BOSPOBA (Mocksa)
Mopenu hopMaTbBHOCTH B paboTax «aMepHKaHCKOTO APUCTOTEIISD».

17.40. — 18.00. JIapuca I'paurikoBaa TOHOSIH (Cankr-ITetepOypr)
[1pearnockUIKy y4eHHsT APHCTOTENS O TUIIOTETHYCCKUX CHIIOTH3MAX U
Ppa3BUTHE ITOTO yYEHUS B AHTHYHOCTH.

18 OKTABPA 2016 r.

CEKIUS 5

ARISTOTLE AND HIS THOUGHT
Monepatopsl: Banepuii Banentunosuu [IETPOB,
Ombra BanepreBra AJIMEBA

10.00. — 12.00.
(Koudepenir-3amn, 6 3tax)

10.00. — 10.20. Cetnana MECSIL] (Mocksa)
Is it possible to see darkness? Some remarks on Aristotle’s theory of light and
color.

10.20. — 10.40. Arronny ITenpy MELIKUTA (JInccabomn, [TopTyramms)
Relations in Aristotle.

10.40. — 11.00. Onpra AJIMEBA (MockBa)
Smart and Stern: Enemies of Philebus, Friends of Plato.

11.00. — 11.20. xon A (JI€seH, benbrus)
Aristotle’s Three Teleologies.

11.20. — 11.40. JImmmana KAPAJIU-SIHHAKOITYJ1Y (Adunsr, I'perust)
The impact of Aristotle in Archacoenvironmental studies.

11.40. — 12.00. Moxammaz Ixxasag UICMAWIN (Terepan, Upan)
Aristotle’s Physics in the Arabic Tradition:
Towards a New Edition of the Text.

CEKIIMA 6

APUCTOTEJb B ®UJIOCOPCKOM U HAYYHOM TPAJUIIUNA
Mogneparop: Maiis CtanucnaBoBHa [IETPOBA

10.00. — 12.00.
(3an 3acenanuii YueHoro cosera, aya. 313, 3 stax)

10.00. — 10.20. Anexceit Anexcannposud [IJIEIIKOB (MockBa)
[onsarue «Beunoctn»: ApucroreneBckas Kpuruka IlnaTona.

635



TTEPEYEHBL CECCHI U JIOKJIAZIOB. ..

10.20. — 10.40. Hukouna JIo6puBoeBud JIEUNY (MockBa)
ApHCTOTEb 0 IOBEPXHOCTH U [IBETE Y MHA(ATrOPCHIICB.

10.40. — 11.00. Tuna AnexcanapoBHa [ EPACUMEHKO (XapbKoB, YKpanHa)
®dopma-mopde B «Metadusuke» APUCTOTEIS: B IIOUCKAX YTPAYCHHOTO KOHIICMTA.

11.00. — 11.20. AunTon JIsBoBHY ®OMUH (MoOCKBa)
ApHCTOTENb 0 BUIAX YUCEI.

11.20. — 11.40. Tatbsina Baneprena JINTBUH (CankT-IleTepOypr)
[Tpobnema nBmxeHns B puiocoduu BpeMeHn ApHUCTOTEIIS.

11.40. — 12.00. Mapuna FOpbeBna CABEJILEBA (KueB, YkpanHa)
[Tapagoxc Bpemenu B punocoduu AprcToTens.

CEKLIMSA 7
APHUCTOTEJIb B CPEJJHEBEKOBOM JIATUHCKOMN
TPAJIUILIAHA XIII - XIV BEKOB
Mopepatop: Muxaun JIbBoBry XOPLKOB

10.00. — 12.00.
(Aynuropust 416, 4 aTax)

10.00. — 10.20. Tanuna Koncrantunosnd MACJIOB (MockBa)
«310 0003HAYALT TO, CIIEOBATENBHO, 3TO €CTh TO» B AHIJIUHCKHUX
KOMMeHTapusix K «Metapusukey ApHUCTOTels.

10.20. — 10.40. Haramust BaepbeBHa MAJIMHUHA (MockBa)

Anpbept Benmkuii B Tpaguin koMMeHTHpOBaHHS «Dusukm» (A 1-5).

10.40. — 11.00. Burammii JIbBoBnua UIBAHOB (Cankr-IletepOypr)

O toxnecTse n paznuanu. K ncropum npyx Metapu3ndecKux MOHATHI
B apUCTOTEIICBCKO-CXOIACTUICCKON (PHITOCOhHH.

11.00. — 11.20. Oner Cepreesrny BOCKOBOMHUKOB (MockBa)
Muxanin CKOT U pereniysi AprucToTesst Ha 3amnajie B IepBOi MOJIOBUHE
XIII Beka.

11.20. — 11.40. Muxawnn JIbBoBn4 XOPBLKOB (MockBa)
ApucToTerb B counHeHussx Maiictepa DkxapTa: aMOMBaJICHTHOCTb
TPAJMIIUK U MTapaJOKChl HHTEPIIPETALINH.

11.40. — 12.00. Aunpeit Arapeesny COUWIMH (Mocksa)
CxonacTrieckast KOHLETIIHS MOpajibHOCTH (“‘moralitas”) yemoBeyeckoro
JIEUCTBHSA: apHCTOTENEBCKAE KOPHU MOHATHS «MOPAJIbY.
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CEKLIMA 8

ARISTOTLE AND HIS THOUGHT
Mopeparop: Banepuii Banentunosuu [IETPOB

13.00. — 15.00.
(Kondepenr-3ai, 6 stax)

13.00. — 13.20. Mara KYIPEEBA (DauHOYpr, BemmkoOpuranmis)
Alexander of Aphrodisias on Intellect.

13.20. — 13.40. ITaomo BAAATOTTH (Y mune, MTamus)
Aspects of Simplicius’ Commentary on Aristotle’s De caelo.

13.40. — 14.00. Banepwuii I[TETPOB (MockBa)
The Teaching on Growth and Growing in the Aristotelian Tradition and
Christian Eschatology.

14.00. — 14.20. Omuza KyTTinn (ITamys, Uranus)
Ethics within the framework of Venetian Aristotelianism: Francesco Piccolomini
and Sebastiano Venier.

14.20. — 14.40. Viozed MATYIIA (Onomoy, Yelnickas pecry6imiKa)
Cardinal Bessarion on Aristotle’s philosophy.

14.40. — 15.00. ODmanyene MAPUAHU (JIuccabown, [TopTyramms)
Zuriick zu Aristoteles: Trendelenburg and the Aristoteles-Renaissance in the
XIX™ Century Germany.

CEKLIMA 9
APACTOTEJIb B ®HJIOCO®CKON 1 HAYYHOM TPAIULINA
Monepatopsi: Maiist CtanuciaBoBHa [IETPOBA

13.00. — 15.00.
(3ar 3acemanmii YueHoro coBeTa, ayad. 313, 3 atax)

13.00. — 13.20. Buxtopus I'eopruesna JILICEHKO (MockBa)
BosMoxHOCTH cpaBHEHUS cHCTeM Kateropuit Apucrotens u [Iparmacramnasr.

13.20. — 13.40. Imutpuii AnekceeBnd BAJIAJTIBIKUH (MockBa)
Hatanus [Terposna ILIOK (Mocksa)
3HaueHue paboT APUCTOTENS TS Pa3BUTHUS JPEBHETPEUCCKOI
PpaloHAILHONW MEIUITUHBI.

13.40. — 14.00. TTaBen Ceménonuu I'YPEBUY (Mocksa)
AHTpoOTIONI0TNYecKoe yueHne APHCTOTEIS.
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14.00. — 14.20. Tarestna AnexcannposHa ['OPIOHOBA (Kupos)
O cBolicTBax s3bIKa U CYIIETro BO B3IIISIAX APHUCTOTEIIS.

14.20. — 14.40. Onbra Bnagumuposaa OKYHEBA (MockBa)
ApucToTelb 1 pOPMUPOBAHKE TPEACTABICHHI O KOPEHHBIX HapOaax
Hosoro Cgerta y eBpomneiickux aBTopoB X VI Beka.

14.40. — 15.00. Arna FOpreBra CEPETMHA (MockBa)
AHTTUICKUE KaTOJUKU U MEJIAHXOJUS: OT apUCTOTEIIEBCKON TPaIUITIH
K COIIMaJIbHBIM npakTukaMm X VI Beka.

CEKIIMA 10
APUCTOTEJIEBCKAS OTUKA
Mogeparop: Anapeit Bragumuposuu CEPEIMMH

13.00. — 14.20.
(Aynuropust 416, 4 aTax)

13.00. — 13.20. TTonmua AcnanoBna ['AJDKMKYPBAHOBA (Mocksa)
[loHsATHE «CMEIIaHHBIX ﬂeﬁCTBHfI>> ApI/ICTOTCJISI B KOHTEKCTC COBPEMCHHbBIX
OTHYCCKUX I[I/ICKYCCI/II7I.

13.20. — 13.40. Ompra [IpoxodrerHa 3VBEL (Mocka)
Meyoldyuyog ApUCTOTENS 1 IOHATHE MOPATIBHOTO CYOBEKTA.

13.40. — 14.00. Mapust AratormseBHa COJIOIIOBA (MockBa)
Pa3y™m u ero gobpoaeTens: K TOIKOBAaHHIO TEPMHIHA YV B IIECTONH KHUTE
«HukoMaxoBoW 3THKI» APHUCTOTEIS.

14.00. — 14.20. Auapeit Bnagumuposua CEPETHMH (MockBa)
CyacThe U HEeMOPAIBHBIC IICHHOCTH B 3THKE APUCTOTEIIS.

CEKILIMA 11

ARISTOTLE AND HIS THOUGHT
Mogneparop: Enena I'puropseBHa JIPATAJTMHA-UEPHAS
16.00. — 17.20.

(Kondepeni-3ai, 6 stax)

16.00. — 16.20. Ctusen Py (CeitHT-OH1proc, BennkoOpuranusi)
Aristotle’s Theory of the Assertoric Syllogism.

16.20. — 16.40. Ponpury I'BEP130J11 (Pro ne XKaneiipo, bpazwmmist)
The Reception of the Aristotelian Theory of Definition in the 14th Century.
The case of John Buridan’s commentary on the “Topics”.
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16.40. — 17.00. ®adnen LIAHT (bpazumis)
From Aristotle’s Oppositions to Aristotelian Oppositions.

17.00. — 17.20. ’Koze Bepuccumo TEUIIENPA-JIA-MATA (bpasunma, bpaswms)
Are Frege and Aristotle speaking on different things concerning the fondation of
logic?

CEKIUS 12

MNOJIMTHYECKAS MbICJIb APUCTOTEJISAA
Mopueparop: Anekcanap Braagumuposrna MAPEI

16.00. — 17.40.
(3an 3acenanuii YueHoro cosera, aya. 313, 3 stax)

16.00. — 16.20. Anexcannp Bragumuposiy MAPEN (MockBa)
O my1re HAPOJHOMU U TPEX €€ UIIOCTACAX: PELENIUs TpaKTaTa ApHCTOTENA
«O mymie» B IOJMTHYECKYIO TEOPHUIO cpeiHeBeKoBoi KacTummm.

16.20. — 16.40. Nnbs AnexceeBna EPOXOB (MockBa)
[Monutnyeckast MbICIL APHCTOTEIS: MEKTy METEKOM | (prtocodom
(ucTopust Gprrocopun Vs UCTOPHS TTOIUTHIESCKON MBICIIH).

16.40. — 17.00. Anexcanap Huxomaesua MUILLYPUH (MockBa)
[TpoGnema cBoOOIBI MITH KTO Takue padbl COTJIACHO TIEPBOM KHUTE
«ITomutukmy.

17.00. — 17.20. Tatbsina [TetpoBHa MUHYEHKO (ToMcK)
Wnen cBoOOBI M BEpXOBEHCTBA €CTECTBEHHOTO IIPaBa y ApUCTOTEIIS
KaK OINPEEIISIOIIIE SJIEMEHThI €BPONEHCKON pallMOHaIbHOCTH.
17.20. — 17.40. Buxrop Brnagumuposuy JINHEKOB (MockBa)
Konnenryanm3anust npeactaBiaeHui 00 yOeKa1eHHN
B ¢uiocopun Apucrorerns.

19 OKTSABPS 2016 1.

CEKIMA 13

PEHENNWA YHEHUSI APUCTOTEJISA
B AHTUYHOMU U CPEJHEBEKOBOMU TPAIMIINUN
Monepatop: EBrennit BacunbeBuu A@OHACUH

10.00. — 11.40.
(Kondepeni-3ai, 6 atax)

10.00. — 10.20. Anexcannp AdanacbeBry CAHXEHAKOB (HoBocuOupck)
[Tpobnema nouIMHHOCTH TpakTata «O 100poIeTeN X 1 IOPOKaxXy.
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10.20. — 10.40. Banepwuii Bnaguvmuposua BOPOBBEB (MockBa)
«bynymue ciryqaifHOCTI» APUCTOTENS B KOMMEHTAPHIX
paHHEeBU3aHTHICKHUX QrtocodoB (AMMonui ['epmuii).

10.40. — 11.00. Hanexxna [TaBnoBaa BOJIKOBA (MockBa)
Apuctotens u [Inotun 00 yme.

11.00. — 11.20. Maiis CranuciaBosHa [IETPOBA (MockBa)
TexcTsl aTpubyTHpyeMble APHCTOTENIO B JATHHCKOM JINTEPATyPHOM
Tpaguimu [V-V Bekos.

11.20. — 11.40. Esrenuti BacunseBrmu A®OHACHH (HoBocuOupck)
Teodpact o mepBEIX HaYaIax.

CEKIIMA 14
APUCTOTEJIEBCKASI TPAINLINS
B PYCCKOU CPEJHEBEKOBOU KHU/KHOCTHU
Mopneparop: Mapuna CepreeBna KMICEJIEBA

10.00-12.20
(Aynuropust 416, 4 sTax)

10.00. — 10.20. Anexceii Bragumuposrna MYPABBEB (MockBa)
[IpoGnema BAHSHUS apUCTOTEIN3MA B BOCTOUYHO-XPUCTHAHCKOW TPaTUIIHH.

10.20. — 10.40. Mapuanna Muxaitnosna LIIAXHOBUY (CankT-IleTepOypr)
ApuctoTens B ipeBHepycckoil «[Tuemney.

10.40. — 11.00. TatpstHa ButaytacoBna YYMAKOBA (Cankt-IletepOypr)

Hcropuorpadust u3yueHus! peterniyy apiucToTen3Ma B IPEeBHEPYCCKON KYJib-
Type.

11.00. — 11.20. Mapuna CepreeBna KUCEJIEBA (Mocksa)

Putopuueckas Tpanurms B npornosensix Credana SIBopckoro.

11.20. — 11.40. FOnmus Hukomnaesna 3BE3IMHA (MockBa)
ApucToTenb B MaMsATHUKAX 1eprooB CpeaHeBeKOBbs U Iepexosa
x HoBomy Bpemenu B Poccun.

11.40. — 12.00. Anexceit BacunseBna COKOJIOB (MockBa)
ApucToTesb B CXOIACTHYECKUX Kypcax (PHUI0ocopu BEICIINX YUeOHBIX
3aBenennii Poccun XVIII Beka.

12.00. — 12.20. Haramust FOppeBHa CYXOBA (MockBa)
Petteniust apucTOTENEBOI AITUKH B PYCCKOM «IIIKOJILHOM» OOTOCIIOBUH
2-#1 monoBunbl XIX Beka.
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CEKLIMA 15

APUCTOTEJIEBCKASA TPAAULIUA U ECTECTBO3HAHHUE
Mopneparop: Auapeit BsuecnaBosua POJIMH

10.00. — 12.00.
(3an 3acemanmii YueHoro coBera, aya. 313, 3 stax)

10.00.-10.20. Cycymy TAHABD (Ctam0y, Typumst)
[Tonsitre poxna (10 Y€voG) y ApHUCTOTENS M €CTECTBEHHAs! HayKa Mocie
KapTe3MaHCKON PEBOJIFOLIUH.

10.20. — 10.40. Aunpeii Bsiuecmasouu POJIMH (MockBa; Cankt-IletepOypr)
Bceobmas MmaTemaTrka 1 uaest JOTUKH Y APHUCTOTEIIS.

10.40. — 11.00. Enena ApkagseBHa MAMUYP (MockBa)
APHCTOTEIEBCKUI «TOTIOC» U COBpEMEHHAs (PH3HKA.

11.00. — 11.20. Oxcana FOpbeBna 'OHUAPKO (Cankt-IletepOypr)
Jmvutpuit Anexcanaposud YEPHOIJIA3Z0B (Cankt-IletepOypr)
Kommentapuu k «Opranony» Apuctotens u «Beenernto» [Topdupus

B Buzantuu XII Bexa: ®deonop [Ipoapom u ero 10ruyeckuil METO,.

11.20. — 11.40. Cepreii bopucosuu KYJIMKOB (Tomck)
ApucroTeseBckast TEOpUsl BpeMEHH 1 IIPEBPATHOCTH €€ TOJIKOBaHUS B XX BEKe.

11.40. — 12.00. Anexcannp MBanosnu ITUI'AJIEB (Bosrorpan)
APHCTOTETIEBCKUH ()OH KHOMHHAIUCTCKOM PEBOIOLMN» U (hrmocodckue
OCHOBAHHsI €BPOIICHCKON PAIIOHAILHOCTH.

CEKLIMA 16

APACTOTEJIEBCKAS TPATALIUSI
B HOBOE U HOBEMIIEE BPEMS
Mogpeparop: Upuna Uropesna BIAVBEPT

14.00 — 15.20.
(Kondepeni-3ai, 6 atax)

14.00. — 14.20. Npuna Nropesna BJIAVBEPI" (MockBa)
®denuke PaBeccon u ero «OmbIT 0 ‘MeTtaduznke’ ApUCTOTENSD.

14.20. — 14.40. Bnagumup AnatonbseBud SIKOBJIEB (MockBa)
DHTeNnexuaabHas MPUIMHHOCTH B MeTapu3nuKe APUCTOTENS U
1enIeco00pa3 bl PAIIOHAN3M B COBPEMEHHON HayKe.
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14.40. — 15.00. Eprenuii AnexceeBud 3AMIEB (MockBa)
ApuCTOTENeBCKHI Te3UC ars imitatio naturae v ero cyasba B CpeqHue Beka u
pannee Hooe Bpems.

15.00. — 15.20. Anexcannpa IOpsesna BEPJJHMKOBA (Mocksa)
“Aristotelische Forschungen” I'. Tefixmrosiepa kak 3aKkOHOMEPHbI# dTart
9BOJIIOIHMH €T0 IePCOHATIMCTUYECKHX B3IJISIOB.

CEKLIMA 17
APUCTOTEJIEBCKAS TPAIULIUSA B POCCUHN
Monepatop: Muxann Bnagumuposuu ETOPOUKIH

14.00 — 15.40.
(3an 3acemanuit YueHnoro cosera, aya. 313, 3 atax)

14.00. — 14.20. Muxawnn Bnagumuposua ETOPOUKUH (MockBa)
«AduHCKas TOIUTHD APUCTOTEIIS B PYCCKOI HCTOPHKO-(PHIIOIOTHUSCKOI
Hayke (1891-1937 rr.).

14.20. — 14.40. Tnn6ap Hpramesna ®ANUXOPKAEBA (TamkeHT, Y30eKHCTaH)
Tparchopmarus TCOpUH CHIUIOTH3Ma APUCTOTENS B KJIaCCHU(PUKAIIH
BbIBOJI0B M.I. KapuHckoro.

14.40. — 15.00. Anexcannp JIbBoBud JJOSPOXOTOB (MockBa)
Konmnemnmus «xpuctunanckoro apuctotenusmay B padotax C.C. ABepuHIieBa.

15.00. — 15.20. Bukropust Bmagnmuposna KPABYEHKO (MockBa)
ApwucrorterneBckue uaeu B TBopuectse M.B. bezobpazoBoii.

15.20. — 15.40. Huna TumodeeBaa ABPAMOBA (Mockga)
ApHCTOTENb: TIOCTYTIOK U YKJIaJ TyIIH B (PHI0CO(CKOM ePCTIeKTHBE.
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Eugene AFONASIN

ARISTOTLE AND THEOPHRASTUS
ON THEORETICAL AND METHODOLOGICAL
FOUNDATIONS OF METEOROLOGY

In the article, I discuss some theoretical and methodological views of Aris-
totle and Theophrastus, designed to illustrate their approaches to natural phe-
nomena. It becomes clear that, indeed, the student of Aristotle frequently pro-
fesses ideas that would surprise the philosopher of Stagira. For instance, he
insists that the kosmos is a living and ordered whole, and its innate movement is
something which cannot be explained with the help of such ad hoc teleological
constructions, as the first mover. The analysis of Theophrastus’ Metaphysics is
supplemented in the article by observations based on his Syriac Meteorology and
a selection of the fragments of his and Aristotle’s lost scientific works.

Keywords: metaphysics, its foundation and ancient critics, the history of exact
and natural sciences, empirical method.

Elena ALYMOVA, Svetlana KARAVAEVA

DISCUSSIONS ON “THE GOOD”
EARLY ARISTOTLE VS PLATO

The paper is dedicated to one of the most crucial issues of the contempo-
rary studies in Ancient Philosophy concerning not only the studies and interpre-
tations of Aristotle’s thought but also those of Plato’s philosophy. We propose to
reconstruct a meeting of the Teacher and his Pupil at a crossroads. The issue
which interests us embraces the relations between Plato and Aristotle in the early
period of the latter. The focal point is going to be the so-called lecture of Plato
“On the Good” testified by the secondary sources going down after all to a ho-
monymous Aristotle’s text. This text being rendered unfortunately only by some
later commentators gains in relevance because of its importance for those who
support the idea of the so-called “unwritten doctrine” of Plato and those who are
rather sceptical of it.

Keywords: philosophy of Plato and Aristotle, the “unwritten doctrine” of Plato,
“On the Good”.
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Dmitry BALALYKIN, Nataliya SHOK

THE SIGNIFICANCE OF ARISTOTLE'S WORKS
IN THE DEVELOPMENT
OF ANCIENT GREEK RATIONAL MEDICINE

This article examines the line of development of ancient rational medicine,
the foundation for which was laid in the works of Aristotle. It involves the use of
the apodictic method, which is founded on logical necessity, real data, and rigor-
ous requirements for reasoning. The authors regard the apodictic method of
demonstration in medicine as anatomical dissections, a rational doctrine of gen-
eral pathology, and clinical taxonomy. Aristotle was the first to conduct a com-
prehensive analysis of the principles of demonstration; he discovered patterns of
similarity in the anatomical structure of living beings and created a doctrine of
the theory of motion. The principles of comparative anatomy and theory of
knowledge that he proposed influenced the formation of Galen's method of in-
quiry. The authors conclude that in the course of his medical activity, he thor-
oughly explored the practice of applying the apodictic method. Galen created an
anatomical and physiological system and a doctrine of general pathology that
explained the principles and mechanisms by which diseases develop through the
lens of the teleological approach. He also formulated the necessary methodologi-
cal framework for this doctrine. In Galen's research practice, the apodictic
method manifested too in his attention to the use of anatomical dissections and
vivisections for the purpose of studying the structure and functions of the parts of
the human body.

Keywords: Apodictic method, dialectical method, theory of motion, history of
medicine, Aristotle, Galen.

Igor BERESTOV

THE INFINITE REGRESS IN MET. Z, 17
AND THE DIFFICULTY WITH THE UNITY
OF A COMPOSITE OBJECT

Aristotle (Met. Z, 17, 1041b 15-22) writes that the composite contains not
only its elements, but, apart from them, “something else”. We interpret this
“something else” as the order of the elements, the nexus or the structure that
connects the elements. Aristotle asks: is this structure an element of the compos-
ite that is constituted by its connection of the elements? Aristotle answers this
question in the negative, for, if the structure is an element of the composite, then
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the composite contains also a second structure that connects the first structure
with the initial elements. Thereby the second structure constitutes the composite
that contains the first structure and the initial elements. That which we have said
just now apropos of the first structure and its elements, we can reiterate apropos
of the second structure and its elements, etc. Thus an infinite regress of struc-
tures, which are parts of the initial composite, arises. This regress of structures is
essential to understand the problematic character of the concept “the composite”.
We show that Aristotle’s way to block the infinite regress through the recogni-
tion of possibility for an entity to connect its original elements and itself in the
composite itself is unacceptable. In some other places (viz. Phys. A, 3; De In-
terp., 11) Aristotle is well aware that it is impossible to block the infinite regress
in this way — at least in the case of certain types of complex objects. We inquire
into the foundations, which could incline Aristotle towards his intention to stop
the infinite regress in this way.

Keywords: Aristotle, composite, element, whole, infinite regress, substance, one
and many, self-predication, actuality, potentiality.

Dmitry BIRIUKOV

PERIPATETIC LINES
IN GREGORY NYSSA’S TEACHING OF UNITED MAN

Gregory of Nyssa’s concept of United Man, vividly discussed in the cur-
rent academic literature, is reviewed. According to this concept, all people con-
stitute, in a certain sense, a single person, and the word “man,” which points to
the humankind in general and not to a human individual, could be properly used
only in the singular but not in the plural form. Despite the reconstruction of the
historical and philosophical background of this concept proposed by J. Zach-
huber and R. Cross, it is suggested that there is no need to look for the sources of
Gregory’s inspiration in either Alexander of Aphrodisias or Neoplatonic authors.
Instead, I argue that, in his general treatment of these subjects, Gregory relied on
the Peripatetic philosophical context, manifested, for example, in his use of the
principle of “greater—lesser” and the concept of participation of individuals in
their natural species. The main source of the Peripatetic ideas for Gregory was
Porphyry’s Isagoge, which is especially evident in the concepts of “whole man”
as well as the association of the individual with “divisibility” and the general
with “unity”, although Gregory might also have been aware of other writings
belonging to the tradition of commentaries on Aristotle’s Categories.

Keywords: united man, species, individual, divisibility, unity, participation.
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Irina BLAUBERG

FELIX RAVAISSON AND HIS WORK
“ESSAI SUR LA METAPHYSIQUED’ ARISTOTE”

Felix Ravaisson (1813-1900) — French philosopher-spiritualist, the
predecessor and teacher of Henri Bergson. He is the author of two-volume work
“Essai sur la Metaphysique d’ Aristote”, which, according to the researchers, has
marked a significant milestone in the French study of Aristotle’s philosophy in
the nineteenth century. The first volume (1837) contains a historical-critical
overview, the purpose of which was to identify the true plan of “Metaphysics”,
and a detailed analysis of the Aristotle’s teaching. In the second volume (1845)
the author examines the development of ancient philosophy after Aristotle in
terms of the relationship between the first principle of the universe and the
world. Interpretation of the Aristotle’s philosophy, proposed by Ravaisson and
based, in large measure, on the ideas of F. Schelling, formed the basis of his con-
ception of “spiritualist realism”.

Keywords: French philosophy of the 19" century, spiritualism, Aristotle, Felix
Ravaisson, Maine de Biran.

Angelina BOBROVA

ARISTOTLE’S SYLLOGISMS AND
DIALOGUE ANALYSIS

The issue of the paper is the question of syllogistics efficiency for dialogs
analysis. Such address to syllogistics and syllogisms does not influence on their
customary interpretation, viz. syllogistics as a deduction theory. The contribution
is not aimed at the dialogical essence of syllogisms demonstration. I offer to
study not so much syllogism inner structures as the way of how such reasoning
can be inserted into the process of argumentation. Aristotelian theory is ap-
praised from the point of contemporary logical approach offered by C.S. Peirce,
as American scholar’s ideas clarify why syllogisms can be seen as dialog parts.
The paper is a survey that argues for the correlation between dialogs and syllo-
gisms. As an example of such correlation, I scrutiny a formal dialog system, in
which syllogisms play an essential role.

Keywords: Aristotle, syllogism, reasoning, dialog, questions, answers.
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Elisa CUTTINI

ETHICS WITHIN THE FRAMEWORK
OF VENETIAN ARISTOTELIANISM
FRANCESCO PICCOLOMINI AND SEBASTIANO VENIER

Francesco Piccolomini was an esteemed professor of Natural Philosophy at
the University of Padua. He also dealt widely with ethical issues, and wrote the
Universa philosophia the moribus (1583, 1594%), which was well known
throughout Europe and is considered by scholars as one of the most important
ethical treatises of the Italian Renaissance. My research aims to show that Picco-
lomini retraced the idea of the unity of practical philosophy supported by Aris-
totle, for whom ethical virtues find their highest application in the political con-
text, and the righteous man can achieve his fulfilment employing himself
actively participating in improving the society. This element was also character-
istic of the thought of the Venetian patrician Sebastiano Venier, who attended
Piccolomini’s private lessons to prepare for a political career. In the De Nobili-
tate libri quatuor (1594), he asserted that all men, especially if they are of noble
descent, can achieve true nobility by striving to acquire virtues, in order to con-
tribute to collective well-being. Therefore, my work highlights the persistence of
the Aristotelian tradition of ethics in the second half of the sixteenth century, and
it also contributes to the understanding of the bond between man and society in
the Venetian Republic.

Keywords: Renaissance Aristotelianism, Francesco Piccolomini, Sebastiano
Venier, practical philosophy, moral responsibility, moral nobility.

Andrey DAROVSKIKH

THE POWER OF SEMEN
ARISTOTLE AND SOME GALEN’S FALLACIES

In this paper, I try to demonstrate how critical empiricism and philosophi-
cal reasoning intertwine with each other and affected the development of medi-
cine. It is a case study considering the problems of generation and semen in the
writings of Aristotle and Galen via relationship between such concepts as matter,
form, movement, change, causes and some others. The main question addressed
in the paper is the reason of Galen’s return to Hippocratic paradigm of two-
semina (male and female). I argue that the reason is two-fold: 1) Different phi-
losophical reasoning and erroneous understanding of some aspects of Aristotle’s
embryological model by Galen. 2) Empirical discoveries, which proved to be
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wrong. I demonstrate that Galen’s understanding of form / matter relationship,
and his view on matter as an underling principle conditioned his understanding
of the notion of physical change, that allowed him to speak about conception
only as quantitative mixture between equal substrata. Finally, I show that
Galen’s view on teleology and his limited understanding of formal / final vs effi-
cient causes and their relationship forced him to claim the inadequacy of Aris-
totle’s biology and necessitated Galen to introduce emendations in definitions of
seminal faculties of genders and reproductive fluids.

Keywords: Aristotle, Galen, semen, cause, teleology, biology, medicine, foetus.

John DUDLEY

ARISTOTLE'S THREE TELEOLOGIES

In this article I aim to show that Aristotle's first teleology in his physical
works extends not merely to the heavenly bodies and animals, but also to plants,
inanimate beings and matter. Thus all of nature strives for the ultimate Good
which is God. In the section on Aristotle's second teleology I argue that his ethi-
cal and political writings are teleological in a way that is parallel to his physics.
However, human teleology is subordinate to the teleology found in nature, since
art imitates nature. I examine the rejection of Aristotle's first teleology in modern
times and question its replacement by his second teleology. Finally, I examine
Aristotle's third teleology, namely a teleology by which nature seeks secondary
goals, which is an unusual aspect of Aristotle's thought.

Keywords: teleology, nature, good, God, metaphysics, physics, ethics.

Ilya EROKHOV

ARISTOTLE’S POLITICAL SINCE
THE THEORY OF CIVIL PRUDENCE

This article is about Aristotle's political theory. The article consists of four
parts, each part has a conclusion. Analytics is based on modern political texts.
Author do his best to show that the Aristotle's ideas are relevant to modern po-
litical theory. In the first part of article author writes about Aristotle's concept of
political knowledge. Author defines the theoretical field of political sciences. He
based it on Aristotle's concept of four problems of political theory. In the first
part author formulates the subject of political knowledge and its method. In the
second part of this article author writes about the main characteristics of relations
between a scientist and society; he shows the role of a scientist in a life of society
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according to Aristotle's ideas. Author compares the Aristotle's concept with the
Plato concept of politics. In the third part author talks about possibility of quali-
fying the Aristotle's theory as an antic version of Communitarianism. In the forth
part author talks about disputable part of Aristotle's theory. In particularly, about
correspondence of Aristotle's theory to the transition to the new period of An-
cient Greek world. This world become Hellenistic because of Macedon empire.
Author thinks, that Aristotle's political theory quite different from his philoso-
phy. The differences are in the logic of Aristotle's philosophy; in the methods of
cognition; and in the strategy. In this article author tries to prove the inductive
character of a politics as a phenomena in the context, knowledge of which is
going throw the experiment. Author tries to line trajectory of Aristotle's political
strategy. For this purpose author constructs ideology parallel with modern politi-
cal knowledge. In this article you can see an example of synthetic use of Aris-
totle's theory to the problems, which he didn't concern directly.

Keywords: Aristotle, history of political thought, antiquity, politics, science,
knowledge, justice, polis, phronesis, prudence, ideology.

Dilbar FAYZIXODJAEVA

TRANSFORMATION
OF THE ARISTOTLE'S SYLLOGISMS THEORY
IN THE CLASSIFICATION OF CONCLUSIONS
OF M.I. KARINSKY

Logical doctrine of Aristotle, especially deductive theory, for many centu-
ries has been the source of numerous disputes, promoted the nomination of dif-
ferent theories on this issue. With the formation of the Bacon — Mill inductive
theory contradistinction of induction and deduction is began. One reason for this
opposition, according to famous Russian logic M.I. Karinsky, is that logic does
not give a complete classification of conclusion which used by people in science
and in life. According to thinker, these systems are based on the comparison and
identification of the subjects of judgment; therefore, to divide them into syllogis-
tic and inductive systems is unconvincing. M.I. Karinsky also notes that some
forms of reasoning are not considered in both systems. This conclusion is based
on the present and the compatibility of the two phenomena and a conclusion
based on the equality of the two phenomena. M.1. Karinsky offers his own classi-
fication of conclusions based on a variety of relationships between the elements
of the judgment. In his classification of conclusions the 1st and the 3™ figures of
syllogism and total induction included in group A, i.e. a group of conclusions
based on the collation of the subjects of two judgments of positive conclusions.
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The 2™ figure of syllogism is included in group B — conclusions based on colla-
tion of predicates or negative and hypothetical conclusions. Thus, M.I. Karinsky
transforms the Aristotle syllogisms theory combining it with the induction and
analogy in the single system.

Keywords: Aristotle, M.1. Karinsky, conclusion, induction, syllogism, subject,
judgment, predicate, figures of syllogism.

Anton FOMIN

Ta pabnuatikd
IN ARISTOTLE’S PHILOSOPHY

In the present article is made an attempt to show how Aristotle distin-
guishes his own views of number from that of his predecessors — especially of
Pythagoras and Plato. Are discussed arguments against theses that numbers exist
in things as their elements, and that numbers exist independently from things
having a special ontological status. Is cleared the own view of Aristotle regard-
ing the mode of existence of numbers: on the one hand, they are some abstrac-
tions, but, on the other hand, cannot exist independently. Is demonstrated why
for Aristotle is extremely important materiality of numbers, which plays an im-
portant role in the development of the doctrine of the time.

Keywords: Aristotle, mathematic, number.

Inna GERASIMENKO

SHAPE-MORPHE IN ARISTOTLE'S “METAPHYSICS”
IN SEARCH OF THE LOST CONCEPT

The article is devoted to clarifying the concept of form by Aristotle based on
the “Metaphysics” text analysis. Speaking of the concept of form by Aristotle, it is
unavoidable to get rid of stereotypes established. Adopted in the Russian-speaking
philosophical translator tradition interpretation of the word “eidos” as “form”
brings uncertainty in two ways. In the first place, it breaks the organic link between
Plato and Aristotle, operating with the same eidos term. In the second place, the
difference between the two own Aristotelian terms is lost: eidos and morphe (both
are translated as “form”, which leads to their synonymous use). Meanwhile, these
concepts are invested with a number of differences, which can be found by refer-
ring to the original text of “Metaphysics”. The word “morphe” meets here much
rarer than the “eidos” (total 25 times), and hereby, in most cases, not as a singular
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term, but in indispensable connection with something else. To determine the speci-

ficity of morphe and its difference from the other meaning of “shapes” (also often

translated as “form”), the form appearance contexts are analyzed: in conjunction

with substance (hyle), eidos and energy (energeia).

Keywords: Aristotle, “Metaphysics”, form-morphe, eidos, substance, energy,
scheme.

Tatyana GORYUNOVA

LANGUAGE AND BEING
ACCORDING TO ARISTOTLE

Aristotle proves the properties of entity, relying upon the properties of the lan-
guage. The notion of special consideration of both entity and language which al-
lows to appeal to the language in order to describe entity as that. The understand-
ing of the entity as a real aggregate of single things-essences by Aristotle is in the
connection with his understanding of the language as the system of statements-
sentences. The peculiarity of understanding entity by the antique thinker consists in
an identification of being with really existing — aggregate of things, phenomena
which act as the independent entities which are in various relations among them-
selves and possessing various properties or predicates. Therefore, the language has
also to express the existence or the absence of certain properties or predicates of
these things-essences. This means that in Aristotle’s description of the language the
center of gravity is shifted from the names to the sentences, which prove or deny
the existence or absence of certain properties of things. Aristotle recognizes the
names only as the symbols of things, but the language itself is represented as a
universal system of signs, which has a content of logical subject. Subsequently, it
leads to the new European tendency towards objectification of the entity, where a
discontinuity of the ontological connection between the word and the thing occurs.

Keywords: Being; essence; the laws of logic; properties of things; categories;

names and verbs; statements; system of signs; ontology; word meaning.

Rodrigo GUERIZOLI

THE QUESTION OF THE PLURALITY OF DEFINITIONS
IN TWO MEDIEVAL COMMENTARIES
ON ARISTOTLE’S TOPICS

My paper addresses one issue related to the reception of the Aristotelian
theory of definition among Latin authors from the 13" and 14™ centuries. Spe-
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cifically, it focuses on the answers enunciated in the commentaries on Aristotle’s
Topics written by Boethius of Dacia and by John Buridan to the question
whether there can be more than one definition of the same thing. The relevance
of this question lies on the fact that Aristotle seems to answer it differently in the
Topics and in other works, as well as on the fact that it gives opportunity to rele-
vant clarifications concerning the kinds of link that, within an Aristotelian
framework, subsist between knowledge and definition.

Keywords: Boethius of Dacia, John Buridan, Medieval Reception of Aristotle,
Aristotle’s Topics, definition, knowledge.

Pavel GUREVICH

THE ANTHROPOLOGICAL DOCTRINE
OF ARISTOTLE

The article makes an attempt to give a comprehensive idea of Aristotelian
anthropology. The diversity of anthropological themes highlighted by Aristotle is
pointed out. At the same time, the question of the integrity of his anthropological
conception is raised. The need to compare classical and non-classical anthropol-
ogy becomes relevant. That would give an opportunity to reveal the sense of
critical judgements of Aristotle’s anthropology in existential literature and non-
classical anthropology. Critics of Aristotle point to the absence of the existential
dimension in his conception of man. Aristotle’s ideas about human nature and
essence make him, as a matter of fact, the most authoritative representative of the
classical version of man. Adherents of non-classical reflection on man call Aris-
totle’s ideas a source of rationalist understanding of man and it is with him that
they are involved in debate. They see a thesis about man’s predetermined es-
sence in Aristotle’s legacy. In this tradition, man’s essence is conditioned by
some external substance. Analyzing Aristotle’s anthropology, the author of the
article holds that resources of classical anthropology are far from being ex-
hausted. Special attention is paid to Aristotle’s unfinished treatise «On the soul».
Therefore, Aristotle’s conception is placed in the historical-philosophical con-
text, which permits to show the topical character of many Aristotle’s ideas
nowadays. Aristotle’s views of the nature of the soul have played a significant
role in the formation and development of psychology. The article also shows that
his conception has ousted from academic practice other interpretations of the
soul that undoubtedly had heuristic power.

Keywords: man, nature, anthropology, animal, genus, species, psyche, essence,
soul.
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Vladimir IAKOVLEV

ENTELECHIAL CAUSALITY
IN ARISTOTLE'S METAPHYSICS AND TELEOLOGICAL
RATIONALISM IN MODERN SCIENCE

Of Auristotle’s four reasons entelecheia is understood as the internal force
(energy) comprising the purpose and assuming result through a disposition.
Through entelecheia the being’s possibilities and — what is most important — its
ability to life («the matter is a potentiality, and the form — entelecheia») are actu-
alized in reality. In a modern science there is a return to holistic concept of life of
the universe and the target (information-linked) causality, from which the natural
sciences (since Fr. Bacon) tried to get rid. This study reconstructs important ra-
tional principles of Aristotle from the perspective of their importance to modern
philosophy and science. Methodological, ontological and epistemological princi-
ples are pointed put, which played important role in the development of philosophy
and science. The value of the entelechial causation and its interpretation in science
is emphasized. More and more astronomers and physicists argue about teleological
character and harmony of the physical laws, about the initial informational matrix
or a genetic code, as also about the anthropic cosmological principle of the uni-
verse (B. Carter, J. Wiler, L.L. Rosental, St. Hawking, etc.), about «freedom in
choosingy at level of elementary particles (N. Bor, F. Dajson, etc.). But if teleo-
logical (informational) causality exists, then, it is possible to tell that it has defined
M. Planck’s fundamental constants and the physical laws based on them, which,
obviously, had not existed before there was no Universe yet.

Keywords: metaphysics, creatives, programs, analysis, hermeneutics, causes,
method, rationalism, entelecheia, science.

Marina KISELEVA

“RHETORICAL HAND” BY STEFAN YAVORSKII
EUROPEAN TRADITION AND RUSSIAN RECEPTION

The paper traces the reception of European rhetorical traditions of the Rus-
sian culture in the second half of the XVII century. It is beginning with the reign
of Alexei Mikhailovich, who invited Kiev’s intellectuals, priests to Moscow and is
ending with an analysis of “Rhetorical hand” by Stefan Yavorskii (1705). The
main task is argumentation of the thesis that the Old Russian book culture, focused
on the Byzantine tradition and not knowing the system of education, could not
adapt the rules of rhetoric and apply them to practical problems of Russian theol-
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ogy. In Ancient Russia the book itself fulfils educational goals. The author relies
on R. Lahmann’s analyzes of the translation of “Rhetoric” Macarius the late tenth
of the XVII century, which did not become a source of proliferation of the rhetori-
cal scholarship at that time. The development of the Baroque culture — panegy-
rics, homiletics, syllabic, based on the poetic and rhetorical rules in the works of
Simeon Polotskii, a visiting teacher for the children of the tsar Alexei Mikhailovich
in 1664 and then an opening of the Slavic-Greek-Latin Collegium in 1687, identi-
fied two sources of rhetorical education: Latin and Greek traditions. Analysis of
Initiation and the Preface to the text of “Rhetorical hand” by Stefan Yavorskii
demonstrates a reception of the Latin baroque rhetorical tradition and its direct
transfer from the Kyiv-Mohyla Collegium to the Moscow ground. The conclusion
of the author — Peter’s time created a socio-cultural and ideological context of
learning and the use of rhetoric, oriented also on the Latin type of education, at the
behest of Peter I. The author concludes the article with the reference to the Aristo-
telian definition of rhetoric, and emphasizes its interdisciplinary aspect.

Keywords: reception, Latin and Greek tradition, the education system, the Kiev-
Mohyla Collegium (Academy), the Slavic-Greek-Latin Academy.

Victoria KRAVCHENKO

ARISTOTLE’S IDEAS
IN MARIA BEZOBRAZOVA’S WORKS

The first Russian woman — the professional philosopher Maria Bezobra-
zova (1857-1914) in her books on history of philosophy emphasized a special role
of “the first philosophy” and the Stagirite’s metaphysics. She considered him a
“predecessor of the theory of evolution” who managed to avoid extremes of ab-
stract empiricism and absolute idealism. As recognized pioneer of investigations in
the original Russian philosophical thought, Bezobrazova traced in the medieval
Russian manuscripts acquaintance of the Russian thinkers to Aristotle’s ideas. She
devoted her article to the deep study of the pseudo-Aristotelian composition “Aris-
totelian Gates, or Secret of Secrets”. In this popular apocrypha there was the main
idea of Aristotle about dependence of psychological and spiritual qualities of the
person on physiological features of his organism. In her own philosophical-ethical
doctrine about “the pure morality”, Bezobrazova interpreted in a distinctive way a
number of Aristotelian ideas. Considering ethics as an organic part of philosophy
and psychology, unlike Aristotle emphasizing political and economic aspects of
ethics, Bezobrazova originally interpreted the Stagirite’s concept of justice. In es-
sence, the Russian thinker sought to connect antique views on justice and Christian
practical morality. Within the “pure morality” doctrine she defined justice, first of
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all, as the “firm and inviolable idea” connected with a personal philosophical idea
(and not socially and state maintained legality = justness, as at Aristotle). Never-
theless, Bezobrazova accepted the Stagirite’s idea about the rendering and distribu-
tive justice in sense of immutable requital or distribution of the spiritual benefits
for improvement of both the certain person, and all society. Following her own
doctrine, Bezobrazova had devoted her life of active public work in the ethical and
educational societies created by her.

Keywords: Aristotle, Maria Bezobrazova, history of ancient philosophy, “Aristo-
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telian Gates”, “the pure morality” doctrine.

Nikola LECIC

ARISTOTLE ON SURFACE AND COLOUR
IN PYTHAGOREANS

In his reasoning concerning the relationship between surface or visible su-
perficies (understood as the boundary or the limit of a body) and color (De sensu
439a19-b17), Aristotle asserts that the Pythagoreans called the surface
(émpdvewr) color (ypoid), i.e. that they made no terminological difference be-
tween the former and the latter. In the scholarship on early Pythagoreans, this
passage has been usually used as an indirect proof for the inaccuracy of attribu-
tion to the early Pythagoreans (1) of the abstract notion of surface (as found in
Plato and Euclid), and thereby (2) of various forms of “derivation theory”. We
argue that the color-surface-limit doctrine has great significance for the under-
standing of the early Pythagorean concept of a number, since they articulated it,
in various ways, precisely through the notion of a limit.

Keywords: Aristotle, Early Pythagoreans, surface, limit, color, derivation theory.

Elena MAMCHUR

ARISTOTLE “TOPOS” AND MODERN PHYSSICS

The paper deals with Aristotle’s conception of “place” which is of crucial
importance for his theory of motion. In the physics of Aristotle there is no con-
cept of space. Instead of it there is the notion of “place” of a body (topos). Aris-
totle considered “place” as a first boundary of a body embracing the body in
question. The main goal of Aristotle was disproving the conception of atomists,
according to which the motion (of bodies) needs void. The author shows in-
commensurability of space ideas of the Stagirite with the similar ideas of New-
tonian physics. The paper states that in order to give an adequate reconstruction
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of Aristotle’s concept of “place” we need to take into account two different lev-
els of consideration: local and global. Locally separable “places” and bodies
cannot be separated on the global level. In Newtonian physics bodies are separa-
ble from places on both levels. Author shows that for development of modern
physics non-separability “places” from bodies is the more essential trait of Aris-
totelian space. It has been proved by the fact of existence of parallelism between
Aristotle conception of “place” and the ideas of space of the GTR and the Loop
approach to Quantum Gravity.

Keywords: “place” (topos), embracing body, boundary of body, incommensura-
bility of concepts, local and global levels of consideration, separability and
non-separability of bodies from places, parallelism of ideas.

Emanuele MARIANI

ZURUCK ZU ARISTOTELES

TRENDELENBURG AND THE ARISTOTELES-RENAISSANCE
IN 19™ CENTURY GERMANY

One of the conditions of the 19" century German Aristoteles-Rainessance is
to be found in the complete edition of the Corpus aristotelicum, usually known as
Bekker edition, given by the Berlin Academy of Sciences. Undisputed protagonist
of such a Rainessance is surely Adolf Trendelenburg, philologer and philosopher,
engaged in the well-known debate about the Aristotelian doctrine of categories. As
opposed to Kant and Hegel, Trendelenburg essentially aimed at demonstrating that
the Aristotelian categories were anything but a rhapsody. The strategy developed
in his 1846 Aristoteles Kategorienlehre was to attest the systematic nature of Aris-
totle’s thought, by deducing the categories order on the basis of the relationship
that organise the constituent parts of the grammatical proposition. It was thus to be
shown the ontological nature of the categories, with a view to restoring a strong
connexion between logic and metaphysics. Here lie the main lines of Trendelen-
burg’s philosophical project that we would try to reconstitute in order to counter a
too often repeated, and basically negative, interpretation: the grammatical guide-
line would be used to the detriment of the ontological nature of the categories. We
would say that the converse is true: for Trendelenburg it is rather a question of
understanding that it is only through language that the categories can be properly
appreciated as regards their ontological aspect. And that includes reconsidering
grammar in the light of a quite new philosophical scope.

Keywords: Aristoteles-Renaissance, Trendelenburg, categories, metaphysics,
logic, ontology.
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Antonio Pedro MESQUITA

RALATIONS IN ARISTOTLE

Predicative propositions are the basic structure of a specific kind of term
logic that can be traced back to Aristotle. The difficulties it encompasses are evi-
dent. In this paper, [ will address the following one: subject/predicate logic is inca-
pable of accounting for relations, in the strong and proper sense of ‘relation’. How
can this incapacity be justified? I will attempt to show that, within Aristotle’s sys-
tem, the justification lies in the system’s insensitivity to propositions whose sub-
jects are singular terms. In fact, the very doctrine of proposition was developed to
service a logic that acknowledges only quantified sentences and where, therefore,
there are no singular subjects. Hence that logic’s neglect of relations (as functions
which arguments are singular terms) and why it sees no need to overcome, break
away from, or reformulate the framework set by the model of predicative proposi-
tions for purposes of accommodating atomic structures with more than two terms
(i.e., with a structure other than subject / predicate). In short: the Aristotelian sys-
tem does not include a logic of relations because it does not include singular term
logic to begin with. Aristotle’s logic is a logic of connections between universals;
and this is why the predicative proposition structure provides it with the necessary
and sufficient conditions for it to operate.

Keywords: Aristotle; relations; term logic; predicative proposition; singular terms.

Svetlana MESYATS
ARISTOTLE’S THREE DEFINITIONS OF COLOR

The paper intends to propose a consistent exposition of Aristotle’s theory
of color and vision. In the center of attention there are three definitions of color
cited by Aristotle in his treatises “De anima” and “De sensu et sensibilibus”, that
is color as a primary object of vision, color as a power to move what is actually
transparent and color as a limit of transparent in a defined body. While examin-
ing these definitions one after another we try to answer a number of questions
traditionally discussed in connection with Aristotle’s theory of sense perception.
In particular we try to clarify, is there any color without vision, and if so, does it
exist potentially or actually? Particular attention is paid to the role of transparent
medium in the process of vision and to the transmission of color by the transpar-
ent medium (light) from the colored object to the organ of vision. The proposed
solution, based upon Alexander of Aphrodisias’ distinction between “affective”
and “relational” coloration of bodies, enables us to interpret color as a sort of
light modification, in the course of which transparent medium preserves its
transparency and doesn’t undergo real coloration.
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Keywords: Ancient psychology, Aristotle’s theory of sense-perception, perceptible
qualities, light and color.

Ilshat NASYROV

AL-KINDI’S AND HIS TREATISE
“ON THE SOUL ABRIDGED FROM THE BOOKS
ARISTOTLE AND PLATO
AND THE OTHER PHILOSOPHERS”

The present article is devoted to the study of famous Muslim Arab peripa-
tetic philosopher al-Kindi’s views on the soul exposed in his work “On the Soul
Abridged from the Books Aristotle and Plato and the Other Philosophers”. To
achieve the goal the author uses a method of historical-philosophical reconstruc-
tion. The author demonstrates that al-Kind1’s theory of soul can be traced back to
the writings of Aristotle and Plato. The author supplies new evidence showing
that in his above-mentioned treatise al-Kindi attempted to reconcile the two great
Creek philosophers on the subject of the soul in a neo-Platonic manner. It has
been established from research that al-Kindi’s provided also proof of the recon-
ciliation Plato and Aristotle on the subject of the soul in his other two small
works — “That there are Incorporeal Substances” (Fi anna-hu tGjadu Jawahir la
Ajsam) and “Short Statement on the Soul” (Kalam li--Kind1 fi ‘l-nafs,
mukhtasar wajiz). In his treatise, “That there are Incorporeal Substances”, al-
Kindi interpreted Aristotle’s “Categories” in a neo-Platonic manner.

Keywords: Philosophy, soul, Aristotle, Plato, al-Kindi.

Olga OKUNEVA

ARISTOTLE AND THE PERCEPTION
OF THE NEW WORLD INDIGENOUS POPULATIONS
IN THE EUROPEAN WRITINGS OF THE 16™ CENTURY

The article deals with some examples of the use of Aristotelian doctrine by
the European authors of the 16" century seeking for answers at the questions
about the human nature of the American Indians. It was the Aristotle’s point of
view on the soul, on the political organization, on the capacity of the self-
governance, on the aptitude to live in the city, and — last not least — on the
categories and classes of the barbarians that guided (obviously or unconsciously)
Spanish and Portuguese authors in their descriptions and discussions about the
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New World autochthon populations. One of the examples of such an interrogation
can be seen in an intensive philosophical and juridical work during the Conquista
in order to define what (and whom) did the conquistadors meet in the Americas
and what would be an adequate Spanish monarchs’ reaction. The most notorious
case of the discussion based on the Aristotle’s “Politics” interpreted in two quite
opposite ways is the Disputation in Valladolid between Bartolomé de Las Casas
and Juan Ginés de Sepulveda in 1550-1551: what kind of barbarians are American
Indians, are they natural slaves and can the “just war” be afflict to them. Another
example studied in the article refers to the Portuguese America. An Aristotelian
root will be shown on the base of the Portuguese authors’ frequent formula “no
faith, no law, no king” in the descriptions of the Brazilian Indians, that became
quite a fopos in the late 16™ — first quarter of the 17" centuries.

Keywords: Aristotle, Politics, New World, Indians, Las Casas, Sepulveda, Portu-
guese America, aldeamento.

Valery PETROFF

ARISTOTLE’S TEACHING ON GROWTH
AND GROWING AND THE PROBLEM OF IDENTITY
OF A HUMAN BODY

Aristotle has formulated his views on growth and growth in the On Genera-
tion and Perishing. This essay explores the fate of his doctrine in the posterior tra-
dition. As our study shows, Aristotle’s theory of growth and growing holds a sig-
nificant place in the history of philosophical polemics regarding the identity of the
human living body, being adopted and transformed both by pagan commentators
and by Christian theologians. In doing this, they developed his concept of the en-
mattered €idoc or corporeal form of the growing body. Each of the following au-
thors — Alexander of Aphrodisias, John Philoponus, Simplicius — had its own set
of sources and contexts. Each theory had its own logic, its complexities and its
inconsistencies. As we demonstrate, Philoponus introduced into Aristotelian tradi-
tion Neoplatonic influences, Simplicius referred to the Stoic concept of idimg
mowdyv. Of particular interest is the transfer of the questions under consideration to
the field of theology. Origen was the first to apply Alexander’s arguments concern-
ing the preservation of the identity of a living body to the question of the identity
between the earthly body and the body of resurrection. As the analysis of Origen’s
reasoning shows, he combines the Aristotelian discourse about growth and grow-
ing with the Stoic concept of seminal logos, assuming at the same time, as Plato-
nists do, that the bodily £{8oc can exist separately from the disintegrated material
substratum (the subtle body of the soul serves as the carrier of the &idoc in this
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case). Origen’s critic Methodius of Olympus who mostly thinks in Aristotelian
terms, identified the bodily €idog with the qualitative form, similar to the shape of a
statue. As we point out, Gregory of Nyssa too used disparate elements of the theo-
ries in question, mechanically combining them. He also reveals Alexander’s or
Galen’s influence, suggesting the dependence of the €1d0¢’s characteristics on the
qualities of the somatic mixture. Our review, if necessary brief, nevertheless dem-
onstrates the existence of a powerful and heretofore untraced tradition that applied
the Aristotelian doctrine on growth and growing to the problem of identity of an
individual human being.

Keywords: Aristotle, Alexander of Aphrodisias, John Philoponus, Simplicius,
Origen, Gregory of Nyssa, growth, identity, risen body, corporeal form.

Maya PETROVA

THE RECEPTION OF ARISTOTLE’S TEXTS
IN LATIN PLATONISM OF LATE ANTIQUITY

The article discusses the reception of Aristotle’s texts in Latin Platonism of
Late Antiquity by means of the analysis of Macrobius’ Commentary on the
‘Dream of Scipio’ (I, 14-16) and Saturnalia. It is shown, how Macrobius used
Aristotle’s texts while describing the views of the Platonists concerning the im-
mortality of the soul, which he borrowed from Aristotle when he deals with the
various theories of natural science. The article analyzes the textual and doctrinal
content and parallels between Aristotle and Macrobius; it shows how Macrobius
transforms Greek knowledge and discusses if he transmits and exposes it accu-
rately. The conclusion is drawn that Macrobius’ knowledge of Aristotle’s texts is
not a direct one.
Keywords: Greek knowledge, Aristotle, perception, the Latin tradition, influence,

text.

Alexander PIGALEV

THE ARISTOTELIAN BACKGROUND
OF THE “NOMINALIST REVOLUTION”
AND THE PHILOSOPHICAL FOUNDATIONS
OF EUROPEAN RATIONALITY

The purpose of the paper is to expose and to analyze both the Aristotelian
context of the rise of nominalism in the later Middle Ages and the peculiarities
of its influence on designing the philosophical foundations of European rational-
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ity as well. The mediating patterns in Plato’s and Aristotle’s metaphysics and the
appropriate concepts of the coercive identification of non-identical entities are
analyzed in order to show the peculiarities of the approaches to the problem of
one and many, whole and parts as the basis of the concept of rationality. It is
stated that Aristotle as contrasted to Plato eliminated the possibility the immedi-
ate interaction of the opposites and introduced the principle of the golden mean.
It is emphasized that Ockham’s denial of the existence of universals meant that
God was considered to be omnipotent because he was understood as absolutely
free. Hereupon both God and his creation were at length interpreted as contin-
gent and therefore incomprehensible, irrational. The parallelism between the
destruction of Aristotelianism by nominalism and the destruction of traditional
societies in the course of modernization is retraced so as to make clear the inevi-
tability of the retrieval of the new mechanisms of universality. The subsequent
development opposed the ensued irrationalism by means of the principle of self-
assertion of individual as a substitution for the absent external rational founda-
tions. Just the mind of self-asserting man as the subject that is mediately con-
nected with a transcendental subject became henceforth the reason incarnate.

Keywords: Aristotelianism, Platonism, metaphysics, identity, nonidentity, media-
tion, rationality, nominalism, modernity, subject.

Marina SAVEL EVA

THE PARADOX OF TIME
IN THE PHILISOPHY OF ARISTOTLE

This is given the definition of paradox as a form of philosophical and sci-
entific form of thought, argued it’s metaphysical (formal-logical) entity. This is
analyzed the circumstances of its origin, it is shown the historical and philoso-
phical logic of it’s formation and drawn conclusions that the basis of the paradox
is time as the inner feelings of the person. It is well-proven, that a paradox is not
an error or the mistake of thinking, because it expresses the most adequate
method of the reflection of the infinity of cognitive process by limited language
means. Time is the basis of formation and translation of a paradox. It is estab-
lished that the paradox of time can appear in ambivalent way. 1) As the for-
mal — like a consistent match of subject's thinking and object which is thinking
of another entity (the experience of Plato). 2) As substantial — like a consistent
coincidence of theoretic methodology and empirical history problematic in the
thinking of subject (Aristotle experience). It is analyzes the basis of coincidence
of theoretical and historical aspects in the philosophical thinking of Aristotle and
illustrates the difference between the paradoxical nature and the dialectical prin-
ciple of unity of the historical and logical. It is shown the relationship of the
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paradoxical nature of thinking and philosophizing original purpose of Aristotle
which has a comprehension of being as exists in time.

Keywords: paradox, foundation, thinking, cognition, method, time, subject.

Andrei SEREGIN

HAPPINESS AND NON-MORAL VALUES
IN ARISTOTLE’S ETHICS

This paper examines the question of what is the significance of non-moral
goods and evils for happiness and unhappiness within Aristotle’s ethics. There
are two basic approaches to this problem, which I will refer to as “inclusivism”
and “instrumentalism”. From the inclusivist point of view, non-moral goods
are parts of happiness (along with moral goods, i.e. virtues) and therefore, it
seems, influence it as such and by themselves. On the other hand, instrumental-
ism implies that happiness consists in virtuous activity of human soul, while
non-moral goods only contribute to it as instruments or resources for this activity
and therefore have but instrumental value. In Aristotle’s works one can find evi-
dence, that supports both these standpoints, but I will try to show that on the
whole the instrumentalist interpretation of Aristotle’s ethics is preferable.

Keywords: Aristotle, Aristotelianism, ethics, happiness, non-moral good and
evil, Stoicism, virtue.

Anna Seregina

ARITSTOTELIAN TRADITION
AND THE CONCEPT OF MELANCHOLY
IN THE 17™-CENTURY ENGLISH CATHOLIC THOUGHT

The influence of Aristotelianism on Early Modern scholars in Europe, both
Catholics and Protestants, was, according to recent studies, much more important
that it has been thought, with texts by Aristotelian scholars crossing confessional
borders with ease. At the same time, the Aristotelian tradition of the 16™ — 17"
centuries implied not uniformity but a wide range of approaches and interpreta-
tions. Their study will make it possible to evaluate the true role of Aristotelian
philosophy in European cultural tradition. An important aspect of such a study
requires looking into the correlations between various parts of the tradition: the
texts by Aristotle, the works by later Peripatetics, and their Early Modern inter-
pretations. Texts ascribed to Aristotle constituted an important section of this
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corpus. The article looks into one of these: the Problemata, which offers an in-
terpretation of the concept of melancholy, influential in the 16™ — 17™ centuries.
It has been shown that the Problemata influenced English authors who wrote
about melancholy, and also that Catholic texts were important sources of inspira-
tion for later Protestant works. The links between the concept of melancholy (in
its Aristotelian version) and the idea of religious conversion have been analysed,
and possible confessional connotations revealed.

Keywords: Aristotelianism, pseudo-Aristotle, Problemata, melancholy, conver-
sion, cognition, Timothy Brait, Robetr Persons, Edmund Bunny.

Fabien SCHANG

FROM ARISTOTLE’S OPPOSITIONS
TO ARISTOTELIAN OPPOSITIONS

Aristotle’s philosophy is considered with respect to one central concept of
his philosophy, viz. opposition. Far from being a mere side-effect of syllogistics,
my claim is that opposition helps to articulate ontology and logic through what
can be or cannot be in a systematic and structural way. The paper is divided into
three interrelated parts. In Section 1, the notions of Being and non-Being are
scrutinized through Aristotle’s theory of categories. In Section 2, the notion of
existence is reviewed in its ontological and logical ambiguities. In Section 3, the
notion of essence is revisited in order to bring about a holist theory of meaning
by individuation through opposite properties. In conclusion, the legacy of Aris-
totle is depicted as balanced between a powerful reflection around Being and a
restrictive ontology of substance.

Keywords: bitstrings, categories, being vs non-being, opposition, predication,
quality vs quantity, square of opposition, substance.

Vladimir SHALACK

DECEPTIVE SIMPLICITY OF ARISTOTLE’S LOGIC

Aristotelian logic is underestimated both from the standpoint of cognitive
possibilities and with regard to its understanding. The conventional wisdom is that
paradoxes of Zeno fixed inadequacy of our concepts of space, time and movement
to describe the phenomena of the world. Physicists use Zeno’s “Arrow” paradox
for interpreting the results of quantum mechanical experiments. It is shown in the
article, that to solve this aporia it suffices to use elementary means of Aristotelian
logic. The whole point is that the aporia premises violate one of the basic laws of
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logic — the law of contradiction. As a result of ignorance of elementary chapters
of logic that leads us to the inadequate interpretations of quantum mechanics.
At the same time the Aristotelian logic and derived from it the traditional logic are
not well understood. This can be demonstrated by simple examples. The standard
extensional semantics of categorical attributive propositions is not adequate for
analytical propositions. This problem is solved by means of intensional semantics.
But both of these semantics are not enough in agree with each other, as they assign
to some statements the opposite truth values.

Keywords: Aristotle, Zeno's paradoxes, syllogistic, categorical attributive propo-
sitions, extensional semantics, intensional semantics.

Taras SHIYAN

DESIGNATION WITH LETTERS IN ARISTOTLE AND
ORIGINATION OF FORMAL LOGIC

The main goal of the article is to give a specification of Aristotle’s contribu-
tion to the creation of logic. The achievement of the goal depends of a number of
problems solution. The first of the considered problems is the problem of the insti-
tutional forming of logic (in antique time). One of the conclusions is that the form-
ing of logic as a discipline took place at the end of antiquity, that is, at the time
long after Aristotle’s life. The second question is about Aristotle’s contribution to
the creation of logic in the plane of content. The author’s opinion is that a major
Aristotle’s contribution to the creation of logic was to apply a new methodology
for the analysis, the constitutive moment of which was the use of a special type of
lettering. After a review of ancient and modern authors, who had mentioned about
Aristotle’s lettering, the author discusses upon two issues: the interpretation of the
type of Aristotle’s lettering and its source. Among contemporary lettering author
distinguishes several types, including: “variables”, “parameters” and “‘conditional
names”. According to the author, letter symbols, used by Aristotle in the “Ana-
lytica Priora”, the closest to the modern “parameters”. The author argues in this
aspect with Lukasiewicz asserted that Aristotle’s letter symbols are variables. On
the question about the source of Aristotle’s lettering the author challenges the hy-
pothesis by Nicolas Bourbaki that Aristotle possibly took his of lettering from
“mathematics” of his time. The only type of lettering used (as we know) in ancient
mathematics of Aristotle’s nearest time is a “conditional names”. Aristotle’s letter
symbols (even if we accept its interpretation by Lukasiewicz) are not “conditional
names” and therefore could not be taken from “mathematics”.

Keywords: Aristotle, Analytica Priora, lettering, veriable, parameter, logical
form, logic, formal logic, dialectic, institutional approach.

667



ABSTRACTS

Susumu TANABE

ON ARISTOTELIAN GENUS NOTION AND
CARTESIAN METHOD OF SCIENTIFIC INVESTIGATION

According to Descartes there must be a universal science (mathesis univer-
salis) that explains all the points that can be raised concerning order and measure
irrespective of the matter. On the other hand, Aristotle argued that geometrical
proof shall be neatly distinguished from arithmetical one. For him a geometrical
continuous quantity must be treated separately from discrete arithmetic numbers
because they are related to different genera (ta &tepa yévn). Aristotle denied the
supreme role of Being, as a Platonic idea located at the summit of hierarchy of
all genera, and thus partitioned the world into a multiple of irreducible categories
of genera that are not communicable one another. Since scientific revolution
initiated by Galileo-Newton the Aristotelian view on physical world is at stake.
In this article we make a trial to reassess Aristotle’s scientific method. After hav-
ing analyzed the role of genus as the delimitating notion for an episteme, we
recall “mathesis universalis” proposed in the Cartesian approach contrasting
with Aristotelian method. A critical analysis is performed for the cases where
one science is applied to the proof in another science. We make a trial to ex-
trapolate the genus notion to an extent necessary in order to surmount epistemo-
logical difficulties under the condition that all fundamental Aristotelian concep-
tual constructions be preserved.

Keywords: genus, Analytica Posteriora, Descartes, mathesis universalis, mathe-
matics, extrapolation.

José Verissimo TEIXEIRA DA MATA

ARISTOTLE AND FREGE
ON FOUNDATIONS OF LOGIC

The purpose of this essay is to compare Aristotle’s legacy in the founding
of modern logic to Frege’s foundations of logic. I will compare the tools of
Frege’s thought, such as object and concept, with those of Aristotle: first sub-
stance and second substance, for example, or small genus and larger genus. I
shall attempt to demonstrate that notwithstanding Frege’s own opinion to the
contrary, Aristotle’s logical tools are very close to those of Frege. From this per-
spective, we may understand in what sense Aristotle is, for us, not only a classi-
cal author, but also classic author.

Keywords: foundations of logic, concept, object, substance, first substance, sec-
ond substance, identity, difference, function.
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Andrey TIKHONOV

THE EXTENT OF THE PLATONISM OF ARISTOTLE
THE QUESTION OF VIRTUE AND GODLIKENESS

The subject of analysis in this article are the components of the practical
parts of Aristotle's philosophy: questions of virtue and godlikeness. The aim of this
article is to address to the question of the relationship of the doctrines of Plato and
Aristotle, which raises the problem of identifying platonic nature of Aristotle's
philosophy. To identify the alleged Platonism of Aristotelian teachings, we must
first stress out the main propositions of his ethics (which are concerned with virtue
and good) and pay attention to the Aristotle's criticism of Plato. The views of Plato
and Aristotle on the good, that can be achieved by means of philosophy, are united
with common ethical and ontological prescriptions, and this circumstance is de-
scribed by commentators which are belong to the different philosophical traditions.
The Platonism of the Aristotle's doctrine is expressed in his critical attitude towards
achieving godlikeness in non-philosophical way. The opportunity to talk about the
Platonism of Aristotle comes from the found correspondence between the procla-
mations of the ideal theoretical contemplation as the main virtue and the good
(«Nicomachean ethics») and of the ideal of philosophical comprehension of being
(«Ion»). Plato teaches that before talking about some object whether it is good or
not, is it related to the good or not, you should carefully examine all the individual
details of the subject and all the possible relationships that relate to this subject.
That is the work for philosopher. For Aristotle, philosophical action is contained in
theoretical thinking.

Keywords: Aristotle, Plato, virtue, good, ethics, idea, essence, nature of philoso-
phy, mind, Platonism.

Larisa TONOYAN

PRESUPPOSITIONS OF ARISTOTLE’S TEACHING
ON HYPOTHETICAL SYLLOGISMS
AND THE DEVELOPMENT OF HIS DOCTRINE
IN ANTIQUITY

Invention of syllogism theory is one of the main achievements of Aristotle.
Having constructed a theory of simple categorical syllogism, Aristotle laid the
foundation for the doctrine of the complex, hypothetical syllogisms (see Ana-
Iytica Priora 40a 20-41b 5; 45b 11-20; 50a 11 — 50b 2; Topica 112a 16-30; 113b
15 —114a). However, Aristotle never built the doctrine of the complex syllo-
gisms. Theophrastus and Eudemus made attempts to develop the ideas of Aris-
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totle. Simultaneously, the Stoics have created their own “hypothetical syllogis-
tic”. But we heard just fragments of the Peripatetics’ and the Stoics” work. Ac-
cording to historians of logic, they are based on the relationship between the
proposals, while the syllogistic of Aristotle is built upon the relationship between
terms. Alexandre of Aphrodisias, John Philoponus, the Neoplatonic followers of
Ammonias, Galen, Sextus Empiricus and the others composed commentaries on
Aristotle’s teaching on the hypothetical syllogisms. A survived treatise “On the
hypothetical syllogism” by Boethius is particularly valuable as one of the few
Latin commentaries on Aristotle’s logic. Our study demonstrates that neither in
Greek nor in Latin commentaries the Stoic syllogistic is opposed to the syllogis-
tic of Aristotle and the Peripatetics. We conclude that that ancient commentaries
show not the union but complementary of the Peripatetic and Stoic systems. The
ancient logic schools apparently tried to fulfill Aristotle’s idea of building a uni-
fied theory of the syllogism.

Keywords: Aristotle, hypotethical syllogism teaching, general theory of syllo-
gism, ancient commentators of Aristotle.

Anna USACHEVA

THE BODY OF NOUS

GREGORY NAZIANZEN’S CONCEPT OF THE HUMAN MIND
IN THE CONTEXT OF PERIPATETIC PHILOSOPHY

The article revises methodological approach to the appraisal of Aristotelian
legacy in Gregory Nazianzen’s works. A point of departure is the reception
paradigm of the philosophical schools of late antiquity featured by a creative and
liberal approach to the authoritative text. Primed by a contemporary reception
paradigm Gregory creatively adopted and transformed Peripatetic anthropology
and cognitive theory. Although he broadly applied Platonic allusions and com-
monplaces, on the substantial level Gregory’s vision of the human mind leans
towards Aristotelian theory expounding the bodily conditions of the cognitive
process such as sense-perception, memory and imagination.

Keywords: textual fluidity, reception paradigm, nous, sense-perception, altera-
tion, soul, body, matter.

Marina VOLF

THE INQUIRY PROBLEM IN ARISTOTLE

This study examines various types of inquiry in Aristotle, including em-
pirical, endoxical, practical, theoretical, poetical, dialectical, epistemic, ethical,
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and philosophical inquiry. The attempt to unify Aristotle’s approach to inquiry
leads to the formulation of two research problems: correlation and coordination of
the inquiries. The former describes the correlation of practical and theoretical rea-
son with practical and theoretical inquiry, as well as the scopes of the two. The
latter sets up a correspondence between endoxical, dialectical, ethical, and philoso-
phical inquiries, and the correspondence of each of these types of inquiry with
theoretical or practical inquiry. The methods of inquiry in Aristotle inherited the
concepts of inquiry of the preceding philosophical doctrines, which emerged in the
context of “Meno’s paradox” or the paradox of inquiry: whether one should seek
that which is already known (Z1) or that which cannot be known at all (Z2). The
Aristotelian “solution to the paradox” is similar to the way Plato avoided the prob-
lem. There have been suggestions that Aristotle solved the paradox by using the
idea of pre-existing knowledge. However, this approach is not very fruitful, since
the notion of pre-existing knowledge was concerned with phainomena, and one
still has to prove their truthfulness. In his response to the paradox, Aristotle admit-
ted the principle of inquiry into the whole by its parts despite the difficulties which
that principle implied. Aristotle’s doctrine contains an important clarification with
relation to the understanding of inquiry: any inquiry is possible unless there is no
episteme, and the episteme is the final result of all inquiries. In his understanding of
episteme, Aristotle in fact rethought Meno’s paradox, offering a shift from Z2 to
Z1 as a necessary step — from a lack of knowledge to absolute knowledge. By
completely discarding the first premise of the paradox — the unknown cannot be
found, and postulating the need for such an inquiry, Aristotle fundamentally re-
thought the second premise as compared to the previous tradition, and used it in the
following way: absolute knowledge is attainable, and inquiry will cease if we
achieve absolute knowledge.

Keywords: Aristotle, inquiry, Meno’s paradox, scientific method, episteme, theo-
retical inquiry, practical inquiry, Analytics.

Nadezhda VOLKOVA

THE TEACHING OF THE IDENTITY OF INTELLECT
AND THE INTELLIGIBLE IN THE PSYCHOLOGICAL
DOCTRINES OF ARISTOTLE AND PLOTINUS

In this article an author examines two psychological concepts — Aris-
totle’s concept of active intellect and Plotinus’ doctrine of undescended soul.
This doctrines are considered “divine” element in the rational part of our soul as
a necessary condition of knowledge and salvation. The author comes to the con-
clusion that the main reason for postulating this kind of “divine” element in our
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soul is a logical argument of identity of knowledge with its object or the intellect

and the intelligible.

Keywords: Aristotle, Alexander of Aphrodisias, Plotinus, “De anima”, intellect,
intelligible, undescended soul.

Olga ZUBETS

ARISTOTLE’S mMeyaAdyvyog
AND THE CONCEPT OF MORAL SUBJECT

The article is devoted to the Aristotle’s teaching as giving an ethical answer
to the ancient search for the governing origin and yourself. That is that human be-
ing exists as oneself in being the origin of the act: the virtuous man has “the supe-
riority in the act”, leading of the origin of the act up to oneself. Stating the aim of
the ethical inquiry as becoming good, Aristotle emphasizes not only the content of
the virtue, that is #ow to act, but also how 7o act: in this context it is more impor-
tant for him to do the good than to receive it or not to do evil. In his metaphysics
Aristotle describes évépyeua, the actual being, as the immanent nature of the end
and the being of the acting one in the action, but in his ethics he defines an act in
the same way. Distinguishing between an act (tpd&ig) and creation (moinoig), Aris-
totle defines the moral space exactly through the moral act as performed by the
virtuous man: being the origin of an act, he is also the origin of the friend and the
polis as friendship. The idea of subjectness inherent to every virtue is embodied in
the concept of great-mindedness, which is described by Aristotle in a special way
in the image of an actor: the Great-minded (peyoaldyvyoq). His longing to superior-
ity is a longing to the superiority in the act, that is to the Being as the origin of the
act. As a despising one, he eliminates everything which prevents him from being
such an origin. Being an origin, that is being a subject, is the greatest thing which
Great-minded thinks himself worthy of and is worthy.

Keywords: Aristotle, ethics, moral subject, Great-minded (peyoAdyvyog), origin
(&pyn), superiority in the act, an act (npa&ig), creation (noinoig), évépyela,
despising.

Yulia ZVEZDINA

THE IMAGE OF ARISTOTLE IN RUSSIA
IN THE MIDDLE OF THE XVI CENTURY AND THE SECOND
HALF OF THE XVII CENTURY

In the Middle Ages Aristotle appears in the paintings of ancient temples in
the role of a prophet. The appearance of the image of the famous philosopher is
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based on the widespread “the prophecies of the sages of Hellas”. The most fa-
mous monument — detail of fresco in the gallery of the Annunciation Cathedral
of the Moscow Kremlin, created during the reign of Ivan the Terrible (the middle
of the 16th century). Here he, along with a number of other ancient philosophers
and poets was included in the overall composition “Tree of Jesse”. The scroll in
the hands of Aristotle contains the glorification of the Holy Trinity. During the
transition period of the second half of the XVII century the name of Aristotle
occurs in the works of the leading preachers of Kiev — loanniky Galyatovsky
and Antony Radivilovsky. Their books were quite quickly distributed throughout
Russia, including Siberia. The distribution of science has led to the fact that the
spiritual authors treating the theme of prophecy and wonderful predictions of
sometimes used mythological images. In the case of recourse to ancient philoso-
phy was quoting the works of ancient authors, including Aristotle.

Keywords: Aristotle, the philosopher, the mural painting, the Annunciation Ca-
thedral, the scroll, the prophecy.
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AHHOTALIMU

AJIBIMOBA E.B., KAPABAEBA C.B.

JAUCKYCCUU «O BJIATE»
PAHHUI1 APUCTOTEJIb VS IUIATOH

CraTps MOCBSIIEHA OHON M3 BECbMa aKTYalIbHBIX TPOOJIEM COBPEMEHHO-
ro GpunocodcKoro aHTHKOBEACHHS, 3aTPATUBAIOIIMX HE TOJIBKO U3yYEHHE M HH-
Teprperaniio GuIocopun ApUCTOTENs, HO KACAIOMIMXCS TakkKe M3y4eHHs Ha-
cnenus [lmarona. Peus mper o cBoero poma (HIoco)ckoM MEpeKpecTke, Ha
KOTOPOM BCTpEUaroTCs YUuTelb U €ro YueHuk. Bonpoc, uHTEpecyomuil aBro-
POB 3asBIICHHOTO JOKJIa/a, KacaeTcs B3auMojeicTsus [1narona u Apucrorens B
PaHHUI [IEPUOJ TBOPYECTBA IIOCIEAHEr0. B OCHOBY PEKOHCTPYKLIMU 3TOrO 1ua-
JIoTa TI0JIOKEHA Tak Ha3biBaeMast Jiekuus [lmatona «O Ornare», CBHAETEIBCTBA O
KOTOPOH HOCSIT BTOPUYHBIN XapakTep U, B KOHEYHOM CUETEe, BOCXOAT K OJHO-
UMEHHOMY COYMHEHUI0 ApHUCTOTENS. AKTyaJIbHOCTh 9TOrO TEKCTa, JOLIEALIETO
JI0 Hac, K COKaJIeHHIO, B repeniade Oojee MO3IHINX KOMMEHTATOPOB, ONpeies-
€Tcs eIle U TEM, YTO OH SIBJSETCS OJHUM M3 UCTOYHHMKOB JUIs HEMPEKpallarole-
rocsi criopa MeXJy CTOPOHHUKAMH CYIIECTBOBAHUS «HEMHUCAHOTO yueHus» [lna-
TOHA U MX ONIIOHEHTaMH.

Knrouesvie cnosa: ¢umocodus Ilnarona u ApucToTens, «HEMHUCAHOE YUCHUE)
IIimatona, «O Omare».

BEPECTOB U.B.

BECKOHEYHBII PETPECC B MET. Z, 17
N ITPOBJIEMATNYHOCTE EJUHCTBA
COCTABHOI'O OBBEKTA

Apuctotens (Met. Z, 17, 1041b 15-22) numieT, 9T0 «COCTaBHOE» COCTOUT
HE TOJBKO U3 DJIEMEHTOB, HO, IOMHMO HHX, €II¢ W U3 «UETO-TO MHOTO». MBI
MOTJI MBI HHTEPIIPETHPOBATH 3TO «HEUTO MHOE)» KAK TOPSIIOK 3JIEMEHTOB, CBSA3b
WIN CTPYKTYPY, COCAMHSIONIYIO 3JIEMEHThl. APUCTOTENb 3alaéTCsl BOIIPOCOM:
SBJIACTCS JIU 3TA CTPYKTYpa 3JIEMEHTOM TOTO «COCTAaBHOTO», B KOTOPOE CTPYK-
Typa CBA3BIBACT AJIEMEHTBI? APUCTOTEIb OTBEYAET HAa 3TOT BOIIPOC OTPHILATEIb-
HO, TTIOCKOJIbKY, €CITH CTPYKTYpa — JJIEMEHT 3TOI0 «COCTAaBHOTO», TO B HEM Oy-
JIeT TakXkKe MPHCYTCTBOBATh U BTOpasl CTPYKTypa, KOTOpasi CBSI3BIBAET MEPBYIO
CTPYKTYPY C UCXOIHBIMHU 3JIEMEHTaMM, COCTaBIISIsL, TAKUM 00pa3oM, HEUTO LIeNIoe
C IEPBOM CTPYKTYPOH U UCXOJHBIMU 211eMeHTaMH. O BTOpPOI CTPYKType U e€ die-
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MEHTaX MOKHO CKa3aTh TO JKE€ CaMOe, YTO U O MepBOH CTPYKTYpe U €€ dIIeMeHTax,
U, TaKUM 00pa3oM, BO3HHKAeT OECKOHEUHBIH pPerpecc CTPYKTYp, OOBSIBIIEMBIX
YaCTSIMU NCXOJTHOTO «COCTaBHOT0». BO3HMKIINMIA perpecc CTpyKTyp MMEET BaKHOE
3HaYCHHe IS BBISIBIICHHS NIPOOJIEMATUYHOCTH TOHATHS «COCTaBHOE». MBI TOKa-
JKeM, 9To TipemiaraeMbiii ApucroteneM B Met. H, 6 crioco® OGIOKupoBaHUS per-
pecca 4yepe3 NpU3HAHWE BOSMOKHOCTH JUIS CYIIHOCTH CBSI3bIBATH MCXOIHBIC iie-
MEHTHI ¢ ce0s camy B HEKOTOPOE LIETIOe SIBIISIETCS. HeIPUEeMIIEMbIM. APHCTOTEINb B
npyrux mectax (Phys. A, 3; De Interp., 11) X0opoIIo 0CO3HAET 3Ty HempHemie-
MOCTB Il HEKOTOPBIX YaCTHBIX CIIyYaeB CIOKHBIX 0OBEKTOB. MBI HCclienyeM Te
TIPE/IIOJIOKUTEIIbHBIE OCHOBAHMSI, KOTOPBIE MOTJIA TIPUBECTH APUCTOTEIISI K MBIC-
JIM O JIOITYCTUMOCTH €T0 CIiocoba OCTaHOBKH perpecca.

Knrouesvie crnosa: ApuctoTens, cocTaBHOE, SJIEMEHT, IeJloe, OECKOHEUHBIH per-
pecc, CyITHOCTh, €ANHOE U MHOTOE, CAMONPEIUKAINs, aKTyaIbHOCTb, T10-
TEHIIMAJIbHOCTb.

buprrokoB J[.C.

INEPUTIATETUYECKUE JIMHNHA
B YYEHUU I'PUT"OPUSI HUCCKOI'O
O E/IMHOM YEJIOBEKE

Cratps mocBsiieHa pa3BuBaeMomy ['puropnem Hucckum koHmenty emm-
HOTO YeJIOBEKa, KOTOPHIM aKTHBHO 0OCYXKIIaeTCsl B COBPEMEHHOM HAYYHOU JIHUTe-
parype. B paMkax 3TOro KOHLENTA IPEANONAraeTcs, 4TO BCE JIIOJU COCTaBIIIOT
B ONPEJEIIEHHOM CMBICIIE €IMHOIO YeJI0BEKa, U CIOBO «UENIOBEK», YKa3bIBalo-
I1Iee Ha YeJIOBEYECTBO BOOOIIE, a HE HA YEI0BEUYECKOr0 MHIUBHUJA, KOPPEKTHO
HCTIOJIb30BaTh TOJIBKO B €IMHCTBEHHOM, a HE BO MHO)KECTBEHHOM uucie. [Torne-
MH3HPYS ¢ PEKOHCTPYKLHMSAMH HCTOPHKO-(DHIOCOPCKUX OCHOBAHHUH 3TOTO TPEa-
craByieHus1, npemiokenHsiMu M. Laxxyoepom u P. Kpoccom, aBrop yTBepxkaa-
€T, YTO HET HEOOXOIMMOCTH pacCMaTpHBaTh B Ka4eCTBE HCTOYHUKOB JUIS
naHHoro Konnenta I'puropust Hucckoro yduenne Anekcannpa AQpoaucuiicKoro
WIN UCKAaTh TH MCTOYHUKHU B HEOIUIATOHM3ME. YTBEPXKIAETCs, YTO B JaHHOM
OTHOILLEHUM ['puropuii onupaics Ha NMepUnaTeTHueckuid KoHTekcr. [loka3piBa-
€TCsl, YTO OCHOBHBIM HUCTOYHHMKOM JISl 3TOM MEepUINIaTeTUIECKON JIMHUK y I 'puro-
pust siBisiercst «Mcarora» Ilopdupus, 9To HaXOAWT CBOE NPOSIBICHHWE B Psc
TEM, CBA3aHHBIX C KOHLENTOM €AMHOro yenoseka y I'puropus. Ilpu stom I'pu-
TOpUl MOT TONB30BATBCA M IPYTMMH TEKCTAMH, OTHOCSIIMMHCA K TPaIHULUH
KOMMEHTapueB Ha apuctortenesckue «Kareropum.

Knrouesvle cnosa: enwHbBIA YeNOBEK, BUN, WHAWBHI, pa3ieieHHE, CIUHCHUE,
TIPUIACTHOCTb.
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bIAYBEPT M. H.

OEJIMKC PABECCOH U ET'O «OIIBIT
O META®UIHKE APUCTOTEJL»

@®emukc  PaBeccon  (1813-1900) —  Qpanmysckuit  ¢unocod-
CIUPUTYAINCT, TPEAMIECTBEHHNK U yunuTenb A.beprcona. OH — aBTOp ABYX-
ToMHOTO Tpyaa «OmnsIT 0 “Mertadusuke” ApHUCTOTEINN, KOTOPHIH, TI0 MHECHHIO
HccrenoBaTerel, cTal BaKHEHIIIeH BeX0i BO ()paHITy3CKOM apHUCTOTEICBEICHIH
B XIX cronerru. B mepBom Tome (1837) mpencraBieH MCTOPUKO-KPHUTHICCKITHA
9KCKYypC, LEIbI0 KOTOPOro ObIIO BBIBICHHE MOUIMHHOIO IutaHa «Metadusu-
Ki», U TPOBEIEH MOAPOOHBIN aHanu3 yueHus Apucrorens. Bo Bropom Tome
(1845) uccnenyercs nampHeiIee pa3BUTHE MOCIEAPUCTOTEIEBCKON aHTHYHOM
(unocoduu o YrioM 3peHus OTHOIICHUST MKy TIEpBOHAYAJIOM YHHBEpCyMa
n mupom. [Ipennoxennas PaBecconom mnTeprperanus ¢uiocoprn Apucrore-
751, B OobIIoOi Mepe onmpatomasicss Ha uaeu lllemnuHra, jerna B OCHOBY €ro
KOHIIETIINH «CIHPUTYAJIUCTUYECKOTO PEaTn3Ma.

Knrouesvie crosa: dpaniysckas ¢unocopus XIX B., cnupuryanusm, Apucro-
Tenb, PaBeccon, MeH ae bupan.

BbosPOBA A.C.

CUJJIOTU3MbBI APUCTOTEJIA
N AHAJIN3 IUAJIOT'A

IleHTpanbHBIA BOIPOC CTATbU COCTOUT B TOM, MOXET JIM CHJUIOTHCTHKA
OBITh TIPOMYKTUBHOH TpH aHAIM3E IHAIoroB. Ero MmMOCTaHOBKAa HE BIUSIET Ha
MPUBBIYHOE [T HAC TIOHUMAHUE CHJUTOTHCTHKH, T.€. CHJUTOTHCTHKH KaK TCOPUH
JIenyknuu. B paboTe He CTaBUTCS 3a/1ava IMOKa3aTh TUAJIOTOBYIO MPHPOAY CHII-
JOru3MOB. BHUMaHHE aKIEHTHPYETCS HE CTOJBKO Ha aHalIW3e BHYTPEHHEH
CTPYKTYPBI 3TUX YMO3AKIIIOUEHHUH, CKOJILKO HA TOM, KaKMM 00pa3oM OHU MOT'YT
OBbITh BIUCAHBI B MPOIECC apryMeHTanun. Teopust APHUCTOTENsI OIIEHHBACTCSI C
MO3UIIMH COBPEMEHHOT0 JIOTHYECKOro 1mojxoa, npeaioxernoro Y.C. [Tupcom.
Wnen aMeprKaHCKOTO HCCIENOBATENs MOSCHSIOT, OYeMYy CHUIOTU3MbI MOTYT
paccMaTpuBaThCsl Kak 4yacTu guaniora. CTaThs MpecTaBisieT coOoi 0030p, B
KOTOPOM TTIOKA3bIBACTCS, TOYEMY MEXKIY THAJIOTOM U CHJUTOTM3MOM MOYKHO Haii-
TH KOppersiuio. B kauecTBe mpuMepa paccMatpuBaeTcsi popMaibHash JHaIoro-
Basl CHCTEMa, B KOTOPOW CHJUIOTHM3M UTPAET HE MOCIIETHIOI0 POJIb.

Knrouesvle cnosa: Apuctorens, paccyKACHHUE, CHJUIOTH3M, IHAIOT, BOIPOCHI,

OTBETEI.
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BoJjiko4a H.I1.

YYEHHE O COBITIAJIEHUN YMA
11 YMOIIOCTHUT' AEMOI'O
B IICXOJIOTMYECKUX JJOKTPUHAX
APHCTOTEJISI Y1 IDTOTVHA

PaboTa mocBsiieHa aHaIn3y ABYX MCUXOJIOTHYECKUX JTOKTPUH — aKIMUGHO-
20 yma Apuctotenst u nenaduel yacmu oywwu [lnotrHa. B HEX paccMarpuBaeTcs
«OOKECTBEHHBII JIEMEHT B Pa3syMHON YacTH Ay KaKk HEOOXOAMMOE yCIIOBHE
TIO3HAHWS M CTIaceHMs. B Xo/e aHanm3a aBTOp MPHUXOINT K BBIBOAY, YTO OCHOBA-
HHEM JUTSl TIOSIBJICHHS TAKOTO POJa YUCHUH CITyXKHUT JIOTHYECKHH apryMeHT O He-
00XOIMMOCTH COBITAJICHHS 3HAHUS U MIPEJIMETA 3HAHUS, yMa U YMOIIOCTUTaeMOT 0.

Knrouesvie cnosa: Apucrorens, Anekcannp Adpomuccuiickuit, IImotmH, «O
JyIIe», yM, YMOTIOCTUT'aeMO€, HeTI/IIIast YacTh yIIH.

TEPACUMEHKO H.A.

OOPMA-MOP®E B «METAOU3NKE» APUCTOTEJIA
B IIOMICKAX YTPAYEHHOTI'O KOHIIEIITA

Cratbs MOCBsIIEHa TPOSICHEHNIO TOHATHS (OPMBI y APUCTOTEIISI Ha OCHO-
BaHUM aHanM3a Tekcta «Metadm3nukmy. ['oBopst 0 KoHIenTe popMbl y AprcToTe-
JIs1, cpasy ke MPHXOIUTCS M30aBILSIThCS OT CIIOXKUBIINXCS CTEpeoTHNOB. [IpnHs-
TBIf B PYCCKOSI3BIYHONM TIEPEBOIUECKO-(PIIIOCO(CKON TpaauIMy TIEPEeBO CIIOBA
«aitmocy (eidos) cmoBoM «(opmay BHOCHT HESCHOCTH Cpa3y B IBYX OTHOIICHHUSX.
Bo-nepBbIx, TeM caMbIM pa3pbIBacTCsl OpraHuyeckas cBsizb [lnatona u Apucrore-
711, OTIEPUPYIOLINX OJHUM U TeM ke TepMUHOM eidos. Bo-BTopsIX, TepsieTcs pas-
JIMYHe MEXIY JBYyMsI COOCTBEHHO apHCTOTENIEBCKMMH TepMHUHAMU: eidos 1 morphe
(oba mepeBomATCS Kak «(popmay, YTo MPUBOIUT K MX CHHOHIMUYHOMY yIOTpeO-
JeHHI0). Mex 1y TeM, TaHHbIE TTOHSTHS HaCJIeHBI PSJIOM Pa3InIKid, OOHAPYKHUTh
KOTOpBIE MOYKHO, OOpaTHBIIUCH K OPUTHHAIEHOMY TekeTy «Metadusukm». Camo
CIIOBO «MOp(e» 37ech BCTpedaeTcsl 3HAYMTEIBbHO pexe, YeM <«aimocy (Bcero 25
paz), ¥ TIpu 3TOM, B OOJIBIIIMHCTBE CIIy4YaeB, HE B KaUeCTBE €AMHUYHOTO TEPMUHA,
HO B HENIPEMEHHOM COTOJIaraHuy ¢ 4eM-To emie. UToObl onpenennTh CrelmuKy
Mopde 1 OTIIMYHE €€ OT JPYTHX CMBICIOBBIX «BHIOB) (3a4acTyIO TaKXKe MepeBo-
JMMBIX Kak «(opMmay), aHaan3y MOJBEpraroTcsi KOHTEKCTHI, B KOTOPBIX OHA ceOs
monaraert: B cBsizke ¢ Marepueii (hyle), stimocom (eidos) u sHeprueii (energeia).

Kniouesvie cnosa: Apucrotens, «Metaduzuka», popma-mopde, sHgoc, mate-
pHsi, SHEPTUsl, CXeMa.
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T'OPIOHOBA T A.

CBOMCTBA S3bIKA 1 CYII[ETO
B YUEHUU APUCTOTEJIS

B craTtbe mokazaHo, 4TO ApHCTOTENH 0OOCHOBBIBAET CBOMCTBA CYIIETO,
OITMpasCh Ha CBOMCTBA SI3bIKA. 3/1e€Ch pedb UIET 00 0COOOM pacCMOTPEHHH Kak
CYILETO, TaK M 53bIKa, KOTOPOE MO3BOJIAET areJUIMPOBaTh K S3BIKY, YTOOBI OITH-
CBIBATh Cyllee Kak TakoBoe. [loHumaHue ApucToTeneM CyIIero Kak HaluyHOM
COBOKYITHOCTH €IMHUYHBIX BEIIEH-CYITHOCTEH HaXOANTCS B CBS3U C €rO MOHH-
MaHHEM $I3bIKa KaK CHUCTEMBbI BbICKa3bIBAHHK-TIpeiokeHHiH. OcoOEHHOCTD 110-
HMMAaHUsI CYIIEro aHTUYHBIM MBICIHUTENIEM COCTOUT B OTOXKIECTBICHHN OBITHS C
HAJIMYHO CYUIECTBYIOIIUM — COBOKYITHOCTBIO BEILEH, SIBJICHUH, KOTOPbIE BbI-
CTYHAIOT CaMOCTOSITENbHBIMHU CYITHOCTSIMM, HAaXOJIAIIMMUCSA B PA3IMUYHBIX OT-
HOILICHUSIX MKy co00i M 00JaJalouMy Pa3InYHBIMA CBOMCTBAMH WITH TIpe-
Jqukatamu. [103ToMy U A3BIK JOMKEH BBIpakaTh HATMUUE WIIH OTCYTCTBHE Y ITUX
BEILEI-CYIIIHOCTEN ONpPEeAEIEHHBIX CBOMCTB WX MPETUKATOB. DTO 03HAYAET, UTO
IPU ONMCAHUU SI3bIKA Y APUCTOTENS LIEHTP TKECTH CMELIEH ¢ UMEH Ha IMpef-
JIO>KEHUSI, KOTOPBIE KAaK Pa3 M YTBEP)KAAIOT WM OTPUIAIOT HATMYKME WK OTCYT-
CTBHE Yy BEIICH ONpeneN¢HHBIX CBOWCTB. VIMeHa MpPU3HAIOTCS ApPHCTOTEIEM
JWIIB YCIOBHBIMU OOO3HAUCHMSIMU BEIIEH, a caM sI3bIK IPECTaBICH KaK yHU-
BepcallbHasl 3HAKOBAsI CUCTEMA, HECYINAsi IPEAMETHO-TIOTHUECKOE COJepKaHueE.
B nanbHelimem 3T0 MPUBOIUT K HOBOEBPOMNEHCKON TEHACHIIMM ONpEeIMEeUrBa-
HUS CYILETO, TJIe IPOUCXOAUT Pa3pblB OHTOJIOTUUECKON CBSI3U MEXKIy CIIOBOM U
BEIIIBIO.

Kniouesvie cnosa: 6bITHE; CYIIHOCTD; 3aKOHBI JIOTUKH; CBOICTBA BEIEH; KaTero-

pur; UMEHA W TJIarojibl; BBICKA3bIBAHWE, 3HAKOBAsA CHUCTEMA, OHTOJIOTHA,
3Ha4YCHHUE CJI0BA.

I'yPEBUYII.C.

AHTPOIIOJIOT'MYECKOE YUEHUE
APUCTOTEJIA

B craTbe npeAnpuHATA HOMbITKA JaTh Pa3BEPHYTOE MpeCcTaBIeHHE 00 aH-
TporoJornyeckoM ydeHnn Apucrotens. OTmedaercsi MHOrOOOpa3nue aHTpOIo-
JIOTUYECKUX CIOKETOB, KOTOpbIe ocBellatoTcst ApucroreneM. Bmecrte ¢ Tem cra-
BUTCS BOIIPOC O LIEIOCTHOCTU €r0 aHTPOIOJIOTNYecKoi KoHIenuu. Bo3uukaetr
HE0OXOJMMOCTb CPaBHHUTH KJIACCHUYECKYI0 M HEKJIACCHYECKYIO aHTPOIIOJIOTHIO.
370 1a€T BO3MOXKHOCTH PACKPBITh CMBICT KPUTHUYECKUX CY)KACHHI 00 aHTpOIIo-
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JIOTHYECKOM y4eHUU APHCTOTENS B IK3UCTCHIUATIBHON IUTEpaType U B HEKJIAC-
cuueckoil antpononoruy. Kputukn ApuCTOTENs] 0TMEYarOT OTCYTCTBUE B €rO
KOHLIETIIUY YEJIOBEKA 3K3HCTEHIUAIBHOIO n3MepeHus. PasMbinusas o npupoje
M CYIIHOCTH 4YeJIOBeKa, APHCTOTEINb IO CYTH JieNia BRICTYIIHII Kak HanOoJee aB-
TOPUTETHBIA MPEACTABUTENb KJIACCUYECKOM BepcuM 4esoBeka. [IpencraBurenu
HEKJIACCHYECKOH peduIeKCHH O YeOBEKe Ha3bIBAIOT MMEHHO WeH APHCTOTEINs
HCTOKOM PAIlMOHAIMCTUYECKOrO TIOHMMaHHs Y€I0BeKa U UIMEHHO C HUM BELyT
criop. B Hacnenun ApHcToTeNs OHM yCMaTPUBAIOT TE3HUC O HATUYNH y YeJIOBEKa
npenonpenenéHHoi cymHocTy. Cyliee desoBeka B 9TOH TpaJULIUN 00yCIoBIIe-
HO HEKOIl BHEIHEW CyOCTaHIMed. AHAIM3HPYsl aHTPOIOJOTMYECKOS YUCHHE
ApucToTens, aBTOp CTaTbU YTBEP)KIAET, YTO PECYPChI KJIACCHUECKOI aHTpOIo-
JIOTUM Jajieko He ucyepranbl. Ocoboe BHUMaHHE YJENCHO HE3aKOHYEHHOMY
TpakTaty Apucrorenst «O myme». Konnenmms Apucrorens, TakuM o0Opasom,
TIOMeEIIIeHa B UCTOPUKO-(PHIIOCOPCKNIT KOHTEKCT, MTO3BOJISIONINI [TOKa3aTh aKTy-
QIBHOCTh MHOTHMX HJeH ApHUCTOTeNsl B HamM JHU. Barmsaael Apucrorens Ha
MPUPOTy TYHIM ChIFpaId BaKHYIO POJb B CTAHOBJIEHHH W Pa3BUTHU MCHXOJO-
run. OHAaKO B CTaThe MOKA3aHO, YTO €ro KOHIIEMINS BBITECHWIA M3 HAYIHOTO
o0uxoza Apyrue TPaKTOBKH AYIIH, KOTOPbIE 00J1a1ali HECOMHEHHON 3BPUCTH-
YEeCKON MOIIBIO.

Kniouegvie cnosa: uenoBek, IpupoAa, aHTPOIOJIOTHsI, 5)KUBOTHOE, PO, BUJ, IICH-
XHKa, CYIITHOCTb, [TyIIa.

ErPoxoB U A.

ITOJIMTUYECKASI HAYKA APUCTOTEJLIA
TEOPUS TPAXJIAHCKOI'O BJIATOPA3YMUSA

CraThs TIOCBSIIEHA TOTUTUIECKON Teopun Apwucrorens. Pabota cocTouT
13 YeThIpeX YacTel, Kaxk/1as 4acTh CHaOKeHa BBIBOJIOM MM 0000IIeHreM. AHa-
JMTHYECKU armnapaT CTPOUTCSI MPEUMMYIIIECTBEHHO Ha MaTepralie COBPEMEHHBIX
MOJIUTHYCCKUX MBICITUTENICH. DTO OOBSICHICTCS CTPEMIICHUEM aBTOpPA IMOIYCPK-
HYTh aKTYaJIbHOCTh HJCH APHCTOTENS JJIsi COBPEMCHHOM TOJMTHYCCKONU ped-
nekcud. B mepBoii yacTu pabOThI YUTATEISAM MPEIIAracTCsl KpaTKHii HaOpOCOK
APUCTOTENIEBCKOW KOHIICTIIIMU TOJATHYCCKOTO 3HAHUS, OTPEICISCTCS POOIIeM-
HOE TI0JIe TTOMUTHYecKol Hayku. Ha ocHOBe chopMynmupoBaHHBIX APHCTOTEIICM
YeThIPEX 3a/1au MOJIUTHYCCKOTO 3HAHUS, PEKOHCTPYHPYETCS KPYT TJIaBHBIX IIPO-
6nem. Takke B MEpBOM YaCTH TPENPUHSTA MOMBITKA MPOSICHUTH MTPEAMET T10-
JUTHYECKOTO 3HAHUS M BO3MOXKHBIE OOBEKTHI MPUIOKEHHUsI €ro MeTooB. Bo
BTOPOW YacTH CTATbU HPHBOJITCS XapaKTEPUCTHKU (DYHKIIMOHAIBHBIX CTOPOH
OTHOIIICHHSI TEOPETHKA U OOIIECTBa, KaK ¢ TOYKH 3PEHHUS COLMAIBHOIO MECTa M
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3HAYEHUS MOJIMTUYECKOTO 3HAHMSI, TaK W C TOYKU 3PCHUS MPOSCHEHHSI TOW 00-
IIECTBEHHOH POJIH, KOTOPYIO MO 3aMbICTy APUCTOTENS JOJKEH UTPATh YUEHBIN.
Jnst 6onee penbeHOM WILTIOCTpAK OCOOCHHOCTEH apHCTOTENIEBCKOIO MOAXO0-
Jla TIPOBOANTCSI KPAaTKOE CPAaBHEHHE €r0 KOHIIEIIIUH C TIATOHOBCKOW MOJIEIBIO
MOJUTHKU. B TpeTeil yacTu mpeanaraercs paccykJIE€HHE O BO3MOXKHOM KBaJU-
(huKkarmu Teopuu APUCTOTEINS KaK aHTUYHON BEpCHHM KOMMyHHTapu3Ma. B det-
BEPTOM 4acTH MpeularaeTcs paccykICHUE O MPOOJIEMHBIX CTOPOHAX TEOPHU
Apucrotensa. B uacTHOCTH — 3a TJIaBHYIO BBIHOCUTCS IIPOOJIEMa COOTBETCTBUSA
€ro TEOPUM M CTPEMMTEIBHO MEHSIOLIErocsi TPeueckoro MHpa, MpeBpalicHue
KOTOPOTO B 3JUTMHUCTUYECKHUI CIIPOBOLMPOBAIa MaKeAOHCKasl UMIEpUs. ABTOp
CTaThM TOJIAraeT, YTo MOJUTHUYECKas Hayka APHCTOTENS CYLIECTBEHHO OTIHYa-
ercsi T o0wIel JIOTuKK ero (GUI0COpUH, KaK 1Mo METOAaM IMO3HAHUS, TaK M O
JKaHPOBBIM (TIOJIMTHYECKUM) CTpaTerusM. B crarbe nmpennprHIMaeTcs MONbITKa
000CHOBAHMS MHIYKTHBHOTO XapaKTepa MOJIUTHKH, KaK SBJICHHUS ITOTPYKEHHOTO
KOHTEKCT, TIOHUMaHHE KOTOPOTO BBHITEKAET W3 ONbITa. ABTOp TaKkkKe MpoOyer
MPOYEPTHTh YMO3PHUTEIBbHYIO TPACKTOPHIO TOJUTHUYECKUX CTpaTeTHiH ApPHCTO-
TeIIs, ISl 9ero MprOeraeT K MOCTPOCHHUIO MICOMOTHUECKNX Mapajuiesielt ¢ cero-
JHAIIHUM NOJUTHYECKUM 3HaHueM. B pabGoTe npuBoanTCs MpUMEp CHHTETHYE-
CKOr0 HPHMEHEHHS! TEOpHH ApPHUCTOTENsI K MpolsiemaM, KOTOpble HE HaIlIn
SIBHOTO OTPayKEHUs B €r0 TBOPUECTBE.

Knrouegvle cnoea: ApuctoTenb; UCTOPUS NOIUTUYECKON MBICIH; aHTHY-
HOCTB; TIOJINTHKA; HAayKa; 3HAHWE; CIIPaBEIJIMBOCTD; MOJIKC; (hpoHECHc; Oaaropa-
3yMHE; HICOIIOTHSL.

3BE3MHA FO.H.

OBPA3 APUCTOTEJIA B POCCHU CEPEJIUHBI X VI
1 BTOPOU ITOJIOBUHBI XVII BEKA

B nepuon CpenHeBEeKOBbsi APUCTOTEND MOSBIISIETCS B POCIHCAX APEBHE-
PYCCKHX XpaMoB B posiit Ipopoka. [losiBienne obpasa 3HaMeHUTOro gunocoda
OCHOBaHO Ha IIMPOKO pachpocTpaHuBiieMcs TekcTe «IlopodecTBa emTMHCKHX
MyzapenoB». Hanbosee N3BeCTHBIN MaMSITHHK — JieTallb CTEHOIIUCH Ha Taliepee
brarosemenckoro cobopa MockoBckoro Kpemiist, co3jpaHHONH B TPO3HEHCKOE
Bpemst (cepequna X VI B.). 31ech OH BMeCTe C PSIOM JIPYTHX aHTHYHBIX (HIIO-
co(oB U MO3TOB BoIIIET B 00IIyr0 Kommo3uimio «JIpeBo HMecceeBo». CBUTOK B
pykax Apucrorens comep:kut mnpociasiaenue Cesroi Tpourpl. B nepexonHsiit
neprol BTopoil moioBuHbl XVII B. uMst ApUCTOTEINSI BCTpEUaeTcs B OIycax Be-
JyIIUX KUEBCKUX MPONOBEAHUKOB — MoaHHukus ["anaroBckoro u AHTOHHS
PanguBuioBckoro. VX KHUTH IOBOJBHO OBICTPO pa3onuIMCh Mo Bcel Poccuu,
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BKimouast Cubupb. PacripocTpaneHne HayKH HPHBENO K TOMY, YTO JyXOBHBIE
ABTOPBI, TPAKTYsI TEMY IIPOPOUECTBA U UyJECHOTO NPEICKA3aHUs B aHTUYHOCTH,
0OBIYHO MCIIONB30BAIN MU(OIIOTHIECKHE 00pasbl, a B Cilydae 0OpaIlieHns K aH-
TUYHOW (HIOCO(PUU IUTHPOBAIN CAMHUX AHTHYHBIX aBTOPOB, B TOM YHCIE H
Apucrorens.

Kniouesvie crnosa: Apucrotens, Gpuaocod, CTEHOMICh, biarosemeHckuii codop,
CBHUTOK, TIPOPOYECTBO.

3VBEL O.1I1.

Meyadoyvyog APUCTOTEJISA
N ITOHATHUE MOPAJIBHOI'O CYBBEKTA

Crathsi TOCBAIICHA PACCMOTPCHUIO YYCHUSI APHUCTOTENS KaK JAFOIIETO
STHYECKUI OTBET Ha IMOWCKU aHTUYHON MBICITBIO caMoro ce0s 1 Hadanma. OH 3a-
KJTFOUAeTCs B TOM, YTO YEIOBEK OBITHHCTBYET Kak camoe ceOsl B KauecTBe Hadaja
(Gpyn) mocTymka: MOOPOAETCIBHBIM YEIOBEK 00JaJacT «IIPEBOCXOICTBOM C
TOYKH 3peHHs JEHUCTBHA», BO3BOMAA HAYaJlo MOCTyIKa K camoMy cebe. Dopmy-
TIPS 337ady 3TUKH KaK pelieHne BOIpoca O TOM, KakK CTaTh J00POIETEIbHBIM,
ApHCTOTENb [IeNlaeT aKICHT HEe TOJBKO Ha COJICPKAaHUH TOOPOJCTENH, TO €CTh
KaK TIOCTYTIaTh, HO M HA TOM, KaK #OCHIynums: JJIsl HEr0 COBEPIICHUE Onaroes-
HUsI TCOPETHYECKU 00JIee 3HAUMMO M YeM «IIPETEPIICHUE» €r0 M YeM HECOBEp-
[IeHNe TTOpPOYHOro. B Meradusuke ApPHCTOTENh OMUCHIBACT EVEPYELQ, TEHCTBU-
TeNbHOE OBITHE, Yepe3 WMMAHCHTHOCTh IIeJM W OBITHC JCHCTBYIOMIECTO B
JICHCTBHUM, HO IMEHHO TaK OH OIPEEIsieT M IOCTYIOK B 3THKE. Pa3nnyas mo-
CTYNOK (Tpd&lg) U TBOpEeHHE (T0iNGlG) APHCTOTENh 3a1aeT MPOCTPAHCTBO MOpa-
T IMEHHO Yepe3 MOPAIBHBIN MOCTYIOK KaK COBEPIIACMBIA OOPOICTEIEHBIM
YeNoBeKOM: Oy Iydr HavaJioM ITOCTYITKA OH SIBJIACTCS HaYaJloM | APyTa ¥ MoJrca
Kak JpykObl. Mmes cyOBbeKTHOCTH Kak MpHCYIIeH BCIKOW TOOPOAETENH, BO-
TUTOIAETCS B IOHSTUH BEJIMYaBOCTH, KOTOPYIO APUCTOTENb BBIICTSIET, CO3/IaBast
o0pa3 xesrens: Bennuaroro (peyohdyvyog). Ero crpemienne K mpeBOCXOICTBY
€CTh CTPEMJICHHE K MPEBOCXOJCTBY B JCHCTBUHU, TO €CTh K OBITHIO B Ka4eCTBE
HavaJia TIOCTYIKa; KaK MPE3UPAONINI OH YCTPAHACT BCE, UTO MPEIISITCTBYET €ro
W3HAYAIbHOCTH. VIMEHHO B OBITHHM HAYallOM, TO €CTh CYOBEKTOM, 3aKJIFOYACTCS
TO BEJIMKOE, KOTOPOIO I0CTOeH BenruaBbiid.

Kouegvie cnosa: ApuCTOTENb, JTHKA, MOPAILHBIA CyOBEeKT, BennuaBbrit
(neyaddyvyoc), Havao (apyn), MPEBOCXOACTBO C TOUKH 3PEHHS ACHCTBHSI,
MOCTYIIOK (TPa&Lc), TBOpEHHE (T0ING1G), EVEPYELQ, TIPE3UPAOIITHI.
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KHCEJIEBA M.C.

PUTOPUKA B TPYIJAX CTE®AHA SIBOPCKOI'O
EBPOIIENCKAS TPAJIULIVS 1 POCCUVICKA ST PELIETTLINST

B craree mpocnexuBaeTcs peLeniys eBpoNneiicKoi pUTOPUUECKON Tpaau-
UM B PYCCKOM KynbType 2-oi mosioBuHbl XVII B., HaunMHas ¢ L@pCTBOBAHMS
Anekces MuxaiinoBuya, NpuriacuBIIero B MOCKBY KMEBCKMX HMHTEIJIEKTYaIOB-
CBSIIICHHUKOB, W 3aKaH4MBas aHanmm3oMm «Puropmdeckoit pykm» Credana SABop-
ckoro (1705 r.). OcHoBHas 3aa4a — apryMEHTHPOBAaHKE TE3HCA, UTO IPEeBHEPYC-
CKasi KHHKHOCTb, OPUEHTUPOBAHHAS HA BU3AHTUICKYIO TPAJULIMIO ¥ HE 3HABILAS
cucTeMbl 00pa30BaHKs, HE MOIVIA YCBOUTh MPABUI PUTOPUKH M IPUMEHATh MX K
MPaKTUYECKUM 3a/iadaM pycckoro dorociosusi. B JIperneit Pycu cama kHura BBI-
TOJTHsIIa 0Opa3oBaTeNbHbIe 3a1a4i. ABTOp onmpaeTcs Ha padoty P.Jlaxmanh, rie
aHammupyertcs nepeoj] «Putopukmy Maxkapus konua 10-x rr. XVII B., He cTas-
niell ICTOYHHKOM PaclpOCTPaHEHUs] PUTOPUUECKOll yueHocTH B TO Bpems. Oc-
BOCHHE 0APOYHBIX «HOBHUH): TTAHETMPUKOB, TOMUJIETHKH, ONMpATOLIEiicsl Ha pUTO-
pudeckue TmpaBwia, cwuadnkn B mpomsBeneHnsix Cumeona n3 Ilomorka,
MPUTTIALIEHHOIO YYUTENEM K LApCKUM JeTsiM AuiekceeM MuxailioBuueM B
1664 r., 3atem oTKpbITHE CIaBIHO-TPEKO-JIATHHCKON KoJuiernu B 1687 r. ompeme-
JUIM 1BA MCTOYHHKA PUTOPHYECKOr0 OOpa3OBaHMsS: IPEUECKYI0 U JIATUHCKYIO
Tpaaummio. Axanu3 IlocBsamenns u IlpequcnoBust k TekcTy «Putopuueckoii py-
kn» Credana SIBOPCKOro IEMOHCTPHPYET PELCTIIIHIO JTATHHCKOH 6apouHO# pHUTO-
PHYECKOM TpaauIMuU U ee nmpsmoil nepeHoc 3 KueBo-MorunsHckoi Koierni Ha
MOCKOBCKYIO TIOUBY. BBIBO/I aBTOpa — METPOBCKOE BpeMsl CO3MAN0 COLIMOKYIb-
TYPHBIN U HJEOJOTHUECKUIT KOHTEKCT YCBOCHHUS M MMPUMEHEHHUs] PUTOPUKH, a TaK-
ke, 1o mosenieHuto [lerpa I, opueHTHPOBaHHYIO HA JATUHCKUIT THIT 00pa30BaHUS
aKaJIeMUI0. ABTOp 3aKJIIOYAET CTAThIO CCHUIKOM Ha apUCTOTENEBCKOE ONperere-
HHE PUTOPUKHU U MOAYEPKUBAET €€ «MEKAUCHUIINHAPHOCTE.

Kniouesvle crosa: perieniysi, JaTHHCKasi U TpevecKast TpaIuLusl, cuctema oopa-
30BaHus, KueBo-MorwisHckas koiterus (akamemusi), ClaBsHO-TPEKO-
JIATUHCKAs aKaJIeMUSL.

KPABYEHKO B.B.

APUCTOTEJIEBCKUE UIEM
B TBOPYECTBE M.B. BE3OBPA30BOU

[epBast pycckas skeHIIMHa — TpodeccnoHanbHblil ¢punocod M.B. bes-
obpazoBa (1857-1914) B cBomx rcTopuko-hutocockux paboTax 0codoe MecTo
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ynemsiia TBopuecTBy Apucrorens. OHa IOUEpKUBAIa BAKHYIO POJIb «IIEPBOH
¢unocopum» n Meradusnkn CrarupuTa, CUUTast €ro «IPeJIIIeCTBEHHHKOM TEO-
PHH SBOIOLMNY, CYMEBIINM N30€XaTh KpaiHOCTEH a0CTpaKTHOTO SMITUPU3MA U
abcomroTHOTO Waeanu3Ma. [Ipr3HaHHAs MMEPBOOTKPBIBATEIBHUIIA CaMOOBITHOM
oTedecTBEHHOH (hrmocodcekoil Mpicu, be3oOpa3zoBa B IpeBHEPYCCKAX PYKOITH-
CSIX TIPOCIIEKMBANA 3HAKOMCTBO PYCCKUX KHIDKHHUKOB C HICSIMH ApPHCTOTENS.
OpHy cTaThl0 OHA MOCBSTWIA ITyOOKOMY HCCIIEIOBAHHUIO TICEBIOAPHCTOTENCB-
CKOTO COYMHEHHS «ApPHCTOTENEeBbl BpaTa» Win «TaifHas TaiHbIX». B aTOM TO-
MyJISIpHOI Ha Pycu oTpeueHHON KHUTEe COXPaHAETCsS OCHOBHAS HIest ApUCTOTENA
0 3aBHCHMOCTH JIYIIEBHBIX ¥ JyXOBHBIX Ka4ECTB YeJIOBEKa OT (PH3HOJIOTHUECKUX
ocobeHHOCTEH ero opranmzma. B cobctBeHHOM (HI0CO(CKO-ITHIECKOM yUe-
HHU O «YHCTOW HPaBCTBEHHOCTH» M. be300pazoBa OpUTHHAIILHO WHTEPIPETH-
poBajia IEJIbIA Psii apUCTOTENICBCKUX Hael. PaccmarpuBasi 3THKy B KadecTBe
OpraHuyHOM yacTu Gpritocopuu 1 MCUXOJIOTUH, B OTINYNE OT APHCTOTEIIS, IO~
YEpPKHUBABIIETO TIOJIMTHYECKUH N SKOHOMUYECKUI acleKThl 3THKH, be3o0pa3osa,
TEeM He MeHee, OPUTHHAIFHO MHTEPIPETHPOBaa KOHIICTIIIHIO CIIPAaBEITHBOCTH
Crarupura. [lo cymectBy, pycckas MBICIUTENGHUIA CTPEMHIACH COCIUHUTH
AQHTUYHBIC BO33PEHHUS Ha CIPABEIIUBOCTD M XPHCTHAHCKYIO IPAKTUYECKYIO
HpPaBCTBEHHOCTh. B pamKax CBOEro y4eHHs O «YHCTOM HPaBCTBEHHOCTH» OHA
oTIpefieTisiyia CIPaBeIUBOCTh, B MEPBYIO OYepelb, KaK «HE3BIOIEMYI0 M HEHa-
PYIIMMYIO HICI0», CBSI3aHHYIO C JIMYHBIM (DUIIOCOPCKUM HJieaioM (a HEe COLH-
IBHO M TOCYJIapCTBEHHO TOICPKaHHYIO 3aKOHHOCTh = «IIPABOCYIHOCTDY, KaK
y Apuctotens). Ho bezoOpasosa nmpurnmaer uaeto Crarupura o Bo3Jaromiei u
pacnpenennTenbHON ClpaBeyIMBOCTH B CMBICIIE HETIPEJIOKHOTO BO3IASHUS WITH
pacnpezeneHus: TyXOBHBIX Ojlar BO MMs COBEPIICHCTBOBAHMS KaK OTAEIHHOTO
YeJIoBeKa, Tak 1 Bcero odmecTna. Crenys cBoeMy yueHuro, be3oOpa3osa mocssi-
THIIA CBOIO JKM3Hb aKTHBHOU OOIIECTBEHHOU IESTEIHHOCTH B CO3IABAEMBIX €O
STHYECKUX M 00pa30BaTEFHBIX 00MIECTBAX.

Kniouesvie cnosa: Apucrorens, Mapust Bnamuvuposna bezoOpasosa, mctopust
aHTHYHON (prtocoun, «ApPUCTOTEIIEBBI BpaTa», OTPEUeHHAs! KHUTA.

JIEun4d H /.

APUCTOTEJIb §
O TIOBEPXHOCTY Y LIBETE Y [IMQATOPELIEB

B pamkax paccyskaeHust 00 OTHOIICHHH TTIOBEPXHOCTH (TIOHATOM Kak mpe-
nen Tena) u nseta (De sensu 439a19-b17) Apucrorens yTBep)kaaeT, 9yTo mda-
TOpEHIIbl TOBEPXHOCTh (EMUPAVELD) HA3BIBAM IBETOM (YPOL(L), T.€. YTO OHU B
TEPMHUHOJIOTHYECKOM CMBICIIE HE AeNIaj PasHHIbI MeXTy HUMU. JlaHHBIN mac-
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CaX B JIUTEpAType 00CYKAacsi OOBIYHO B KA4eCTBE KOCBEHHOTO JOKA3aTEIbCTBA
OMIOOYHOCTH TIPUITUCHIBAHUS PAHHUM IU(aropeiaM abCTPaKTHOTO MTOHSATHS
MOBEPXHOCTH (KOTOpoe MBI BeTpedaeM y [lmarona n EBkimaa), a TeM caMbiM |
Pa3HBIX BapHAIN «TCOPUH JCPUBAIINY». B TaHHOW CTaThe MBI IIOKA3bIBAEM, UTO
paHHen(aropelickasi JOKTpUHA O IIBETC-TIOBEPXHOCTH-TPAHUIE HMEET
OONBIITYIO TIEHHOCTb, MPEXIE BCETO U MOHWMAHUS WX KOHIICTITa YMCIa, I10-
CKOJIFKY OH B paHHEM Mu(aropen3Me pa3HbIMH CIIOCOOAMHU CBS3BIBAJICS UMEHHO
C TpaHuleil.

Kniouesvle cnosa: ApuctoTenb, paHHUE MU(PAropeHIlbl, TOBEPXHOCTh, TPAHUIIA,

LIBET, TEOPHS ICPUBAIIHN.

MamyypPE.A.

APUCTOTEJIEBCKU «TOPOS»
1 COBPEMEHHA I ®13UKA

AHammupyeTcs TMOHATHE «MECTa» Tela, SBILIONIeecs KIFOUEBBIM Ui
APUCTOTENEBCKUX TPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX MPEICTABICHUH M €ro KOHIEHIIWU JIBHU-
xeHus1. [TokazaHo, 4To B U3MKe APUCTOTENSI POCTPAHCTBA KaK TAKOBOTO HET:
eCTh «MecTo» Tela (topos), KOTOpoe OIpeIelsieTcsl Kak «IepBasi rpaHula Tela,
00BEMITIONIEr0 TENI0, 0 MECTE KOTOPOTrO HIET peub». OCHOBHOM LIENIbI0 APHUCTO-
TeJsl, PEIUIOKMBIIIETO TO ONpe/esieHre, ObUIO ero CTpeMJIeHHE B CIIOpe C aTo-
MHUCTaMH OMPOBEPTHYTh MHEHHE O TOM, YTO UL JBM)KCHHS Tl HEOOXOIMMO
CyIIeCTBOBaHKE ITycTOThl. OOOCHOBaHA HECOM3MEPUMOCTH TIPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX
MIPE/ICTaBICHUI apuCTOTeNeBCKOM Qu3nkn u ¢usnku Hooro Bpemenu. [Toka-
3aHO, YTO B apHUCTOTEIIEBCKONW (PH3UKE «MECTa» OTIACIUMBI OT Tell B JIOKaJTHHOM
CMBICIIE CITOBA, 1 HE OTIEIMMBI B TJIOOATLHOM, B TO BpeMs Kak (usnuka HoBoro
BPEMEHH MCXOAUT W3 TOJTHONW OTACTUMOCTH «MECTa» OT TeJ U Ha TTI00aTbHOM, H
Ha JOKAJIFHOM YpOBHE. ABTOp TOKa3bIBAeT, YTO C TOUKU 3PEHUS IEPCIEKTHB
Pa3BUTHSI COBPEMEHHON (DM3HMKHU, HEOTIETMMOCTbh MECT OT TeJ SIBJISIETCS Hanbo-
Jiee CYIIECTBEHHOW XapaKTePUCTHKOM MPOCTPAHCTBEHHBIX HIEH ApHCTOTENs.
310 yTBEpXKIIEHNEe 000OCHOBBIBAETCSI B CTaThe (PaKTOM CYILECTBOBAHUS Mapajuie-
JIeW MEXIy apUCTOTENICBCKON KOHIICTIMEH «MEeCTa» W IPOCTPAHCTBCHHBIMHU
npeactaiaeausiMu OTO, ¢ 0JJHO# CTOPOHBI, ¥ UACSIMH MIPOCTPAHCTBA, CYIIECT-
BYOIIIIIMU B PaMKaX «IETJICBOTO TOAX0/a» K KBAHTOBOM TEOPHHU TPABHUTAIINH, C
JIpyroil.

Kouesvie crnosa: «mecto» (TOpoc), 00bEMITIONIEE TeNI0, TPAHUIIA Tella, HECOM3-

MEPUMOCTh KOHIICTIIUIA, JIOKAJIBHBIA M TJI00ATbHBIA YPOBHH PacCMOTpPE-

HUSI, OT/ICIIMMOCTD ¥ HEOTIICIIMMOCTD «MECT» OT TeJl, MapaJlIeU3M HIICH.
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MEcAar C.B.
TPU OIIPEJEJIEHVA LIBETA YV APUCTOTEJIA

B crathe mpenmpuHuUMAaeTCsl TOMBITKA HEMPOTUBOPEUMBOIO H3JIOKECHUS
apUCTOTENIEBCKOM TEOPHUU IIBETA U IIBETOBOCHPUATHS. B 1leHTpe BHUMaHUS —
TPH MPUBOUMBIX APUCTOTENEM OIPEIENICHUs 1[BeTa U3 TpakTaToB «O Iyiiey u
«O0 ONIYIICHUU U OIIYIIIaeMOM», B KOTOPBIX IIBET OIFCHIBACTCS KaK MPEIMET
3pCHUs, KaK MPUBOJISIIICE B ABIKCHUE TIPO3PAYHYIO Cpey (CBET) M KaK MpeJient
MIPO3pPayHOro B OrpaHudeHHOM Teje. [locieaoBaTebHO aHAIM3UPYS KaXII0€ U3
OTIpEIeTICHNH, MBI TIBITAEMCSI OTBETUTh HA PsIIl BOIIPOCOB, TPAJUIIMOHHO BCTAO-
X B CBSI3M C yICHHEM APHCTOTEIS O TyBCTBEHHOM BOCHPHUSITHH, B YACTHOCTH,
BBIACHHTB, CYIIIECTBYET JIM IIBET BHE MPOIIECCa BOCMIPUATHS, M €CITH J1a, TO SIBIIS-
eTcs M OH IIepBOW MM BTOPOH sHTeNexueil. Ocoboe BHUMAHUE YACIACTCS TaK-
K€ BOIPOCY O TOM, KaKyIO POJIb UTPAET CBET B MPOIIECCE 3PEHHUS H B YeM COCTO-
UT MEXaHW3M Iepeladd L[BETa MPO3PAYHON CpPeoil OT BHIMMOTO NpeaMeTra K
rnasy. Ilpennaraemoe B craTbe pelieHHe, OCHOBAHHOE Ha BBEICHHOM AJIeKCaH-
IpoM AQDpPOTUCHIICKUM pa3IMYCHUH «CTPANATCIBHOTO» U «IO3UIMOHHOTO)
CIIOCOOOB OKpAIITUBAHUS, TIO3BOJIIET UCTOIKOBATH IIBET KaK CBOCTO POJia MOJIH-
(huKammIo CcBeTa, a TAKKE OTBETUTH HA BOIPOC, TIOYEMY B paMKaX apHCTOTEIICB-
CKOH TeOpHH OKa3bIBAETCSI BOZMOKHBIM BUIETh YEPHBIN I[BET.

Kniouesvle cnoea: aHTUUHBIE yUEHUs O JAylle, TEOPHUs OUIyLIEHHs ApHCTOTEN,
YyBCTBEHHO BOCIIPHHUMAEMBIE Ka4eCTBa, CBET U LIBET.

HACBIPOB H.P.

AJIL-KVHJIA Y ETO TPAKTAT
«KPATKOE M3JIOXXEHHWE YUEHIS O JIVIIIE
13 KHUT APUCTOTEJIS, IIATOHA
1 IPYTUX ®WIOCODOB»

Craths TOCBSIIIEHA UCCIETOBAHMIO B3TIIIOB apabo-MyCyIbMaHCKoro (u-
nocoda an-Kuamu (ox. 801-866) Ha mpupoay Iylmm Ha MaTepuale ero IMpou3-
BeJleHusl 110]] Ha3BaHueM «KpaTkoe W3JIoXKeHHe Y4eHHUs O Jylie U3 KHUT ApH-
crotess, [lnarona u apyrux ¢unocodor» (Are-kasn gu an-naghe ano-myxmacap
mun kumab Apucmy éa Hpnamyn ea cu’up anv-pansicugha). B cratbe ucnonn3y-
eTCsl METOJI HICTOPUKO-(PrII0COPCKOI PEKOHCTPYKIMH. ABTOP CTPEMHTBCS TIOKa-
3aTh, YTO y4eHHe anb-KuHIM o aymie Bocxomut K Apucrorento u [lnatony u
MpEJICTaBIsIET COOOM TMOMBITKY YCTAHOBJICHHUS COTJIACHS MEXKIY STHMH JABYMs
JpeBHerpedecknMu (uocopamu B 3ToM Bompoce. IIpuBomsTcst 10BObI, CO-
TJIACHO KOTOPBIM ayI-KWHIM JUTsl JOCTIDKEHHS 9TOH Lienu n3iaraer yyenus [lma-

692



AHHOTALIUN

TOHa ¥ APHCTOTENIsI O JIyIlIle B HEOIUIaTOHMYECKOM jayxe. HoBU3HA pe3yabpTaToB
COCTOUT B 00OCHOBaHHUH I0JIX0/1a, COTJIACHO KoTopoMy ai-KuHan ayist cornaco-
BaHus ydyeHui Ilmarona m Apucroresnst O Qylle TakKe MPUBOAUT apryMEHTBI,
M3JI0XKEHHBIC B JBYX JIPYrUX ero HeOOJbHIMX cOurHEeHUsIXx — «O CyIecTBOBa-
HUM HeMaTepHaJIbHBIX cyOcTaHmmity (Du au-na myodocady Odcasaxup ia ao-
acpam) 1 «Cxatoe M3IOKEHUE MHEHHS O Iymney (Anv-xanam au-n-Kunou ¢u
an-naghe myxmacap eadoicuz). An-Kunau B padote «O CyliecTBOBaHHN HeMaTe-
PHATBHBIX CYOCTaHIMID) MpuberaeT K COOCTBEHHOW WHTEPIIPETAINH HEKOTOPBIX
MecT counHeHust Apuctotens «Kareropumy.

Knrouesvie cnosa: punocodus, nyma, Apucrorens, [InatoH, ams-Kuamm.

OKYHEBA O.B.

APHCTOTEJIb U ®OPMHUPOBAHMUE ITPEJICTABJIEHUI
O KOPEHHBIX HAPOJAX HOBOT'O CBETA
Y EBPOIIEMCKHX ABTOPOB XVI BEKA

B crartee paccmarpuBaeTcsi HECKOJIBKO MPUMEPOB TOTO, KaK €BPONEHCKHE
aBTopbl XVI B. B oOMCKax OTBETa Ha BOIPOC O TEOPETHUYECKOM OLIEHKE YeI0oBEYe-
CKO¥ TIPUPOABI HHACHIIEB PHOETaan K aBTOPUTETY APUCTOTENS M pacCMaTpHBa-
1 pean HoBoro CBeta uepe3 Npu3My CyKIeHHI rpedeckoro ¢uiocoda o my-
1Ie, 0 MofO0AoIeM MTOIUTHYECKOM YCTPOICTBE, O BPOXKAEHHON CIOCOOHOCTH /
HECIOCOOHOCTH YeJIOBEKa YIIPABISITH COOOM M JKUTH B TOJIHCE, & TAKXKE O THUIAX U
Bujax BapBapcTBa. OJIMH U3 IPHMEPOB CBSI3aH C UCMAHCKOW KOHKUCTON U COIyT-
CTBOBABIIICH € MHTEHCHUBHOH pabOTOH MO OCMBICIEHHIO TOTO, C YeM HMMEHHO
KOHKHUCTAJIOPbI CTOJKHYJIUCh B AMEPUKE U 4TO C 9TUM HaJUISKUT JeIaTh UCHaH-
CKUM MOHapxaMm. Mcrosnb3oBaHHE apryMEHTOB, BOCXOAAIINMX K ApHCTOTENO, B
OLIEHKE TOTrO, SIBJIAIOTCS JIM MHASHIBI BapBapaMu, TI0 CBOEH MpUpPOJE MpeaHa3Ha-
YEHHBIMH K PaOCTBY M OTHOBPEMEHHO C 3THM — OOBEKTaMH CIPABEIINBOI BOM-
HBI, B HanOoJsee spKoil (popMe BOIUIOTHIIOCH B 3HAMEHUTOM IHUCITyTe B Bambsino-
e 1550-1551 r. mexay Xyanom Xunecom ne CemynpBenoi u bapromome e
Jlac Kacacom, BO Bpems KOTOPOTO CTOPOHBI, BBICKA3bIBABIIHE JHUAMETPAIBHO
MPOTHUBOIOJIOKHBIE B3IJIS/IBI, AIIEJUTMPOBAIIN K OTHOMY U TOMY e APUCTOTEITIO, a
nMeHHO — K ero «llomutukey. lpyroil nmpuMep OTHOCUTCS K IOPTYTaJIbCKON
Amepuke. «ApUCTOTENIEBCKUN Cie[» B OMUCAHUU MOPTYTaJbCKUMU XPOHUCTAMHU
OpasuibCKHX peanuii OyzeT rokasaH Ha npuMepe (GopMylibl «0e3 Bepbl, 3aKOHa U
KopoJs», craBuield B koHue XVI — neps. yers. XVII B. nmpakTudecku TOIOCOM B
OIUCAaHUU KOPEHHOIO HACENIEHNUSL.

Knrouesvie cnosa: Apuctorens, «Ilonutuka», Hosoiil Cser, unaeiiusl, Jlac Ka-
cac, CemynpBesia, TOpTyTaiabekast AMEpHKa, aleaMeHTy.
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TIUr4jEB A.H1.

APUCTOTEJIEBCKHMU ®OH
«HOMHMHAJIMCTCKOU PEBOJIIOITAIN
N OPNIIOCODCKHNE OCHOBAHI
EBPOITEMCKOU PAITMIOHAJIBHOCTH

Lenbto craThu SBISIETCS BBISIBICHUE U aHAJIM3 KaK apUCTOTEIEBCKOTO KOH-
TEKCTa MoAbeMa HOMUHAIU3Ma B o3HeM CpeTHeBEKOBbE, TaK U 0COOCHHOCTEH
ec BIIMSHUS Ha BBIPAOOTKY (DHIIOCO(PCKUX OCHOBAHUI €BPOMCHCKON PAllHOHAIh-
Hoctu. CTpyKTYphl omocpenoBanusi B Meradusuke [lnatona u Apucrorens u
COOTBETCTBYIOIIME KOHLEMIUN NPUHYIUTEIBHOTO OTOXKIECTBICHUSI HETOXKIE-
CTBEHHOTO AHAJM3HUPYIOTCA C IETbI0 BBIABICHUS OCOOCHHOCTEH IOAXOMOB K
npo0JieMe eIHOTO U MHOTOTO, IIEJIOr0 ¥ YaCTH B Ka4eCTBE OCHOBEI KOHIICTIITHH
paunonansHOCTH. KoHCTaTHpyeTces, 4to ApucToTens, B oTianyue oT Ilmarona,
OTBEpraj BO3MOXKHOCTb HEMOCPEICTBEHHOTO B3aUMOJIEHCTBUS MPOTUBOIOJION-
HOCTEH ¥ BBEJI B 000POT KOHIIETIINIO 30JI0TON ceperHbl. [loguepkuBaeTcs, 4To
orpurianne OKKamMOM CYILECTBOBAaHUsI YHMBEpCAIWil o3Hayano, 4to bor cum-
TaJICSl BCEMOTYIIIMM, TIOTOMY 4TO OH abcomroTHo cBoOoeH. [ToaTomy bor u ero
TBOPCHUE B MTOTE OBUIM MCTOJKOBAHBI KaK CIyYalHBIC W MMOTOMY HETIOCTHKU-
MbIe, UppaloHanbHble. [IpocneknBaeTcs mapauienn3M MEeXIy paspylieHHeM
ApUCTOTENM3Ma HOMHHAIM3MOM U TPAJIUIMOHHBIX OOIIECTB B XOJIC MOJICPHHU3A-
IIUH C TeM, YTOOBI yKa3aTh HA OYEBUIHYIO HEM30EKHOCTh MOMCKOB HOBBIX Me-
XaHU3MOB BCEOOITHOCTH. B mocieyromneM pa3BUTHH BO3HHUKIIIEMY HppaIlHOHA-
JIM3MY TPOTHBOIOCTABISIICSA MPUHIIUI CaMOYTBEPK/ICHNS MHIUBHUIA B KaUeCTBE
HEKOTOPOro 3aMEILEeHHs] OTCYTCTBYIOIIUX BHEUIHUX PALMOHATbHBIX OCHOBAHHM.
VIMeHHO co3HaHHE CBOOOAHOTO CaMOYTBEPIKIAIOIIETOCs YeIOBEKa B KAa4eCTBE
CyOBeKTa, KOTOPBI OITOCPEIOBAHHO CBS3aH C HEKAM TPAHCICHICHTABHBIM
CyOBEKTOM, CTaT OTHBIHE OJUIICTBOPEHHUEM Pa3yMa.

Kniouesvle crnosa: apucToTenusM, IIaTOHU3M, MeTaU3UKa, TOKICCTBO, HETOXK-
JICCTBEHHOE, OMOCPEIOBAHUE, PALHOHAIILHOCTh, HOMUHAIIU3M, CyOBEKT.

CABEJIBEBA M_IO.

ITAPAJIOKC BPEMEHU
B ®PNJIOCO®UN APUCTOTEJLA

Jlano ompeneneHue mapagokca Kak GpopMmbl (HHIOCO()CKOT0 W HAYYHOTO
MBINUICHUS, 00OOCHOBaHAa ero Meradmmdeckas ((hopMarTbHO-IIOTHYESCKas) CYII-
HOCTh. [IpoaHanm3npoBaHbl OOBEKTUBHBIE M CyOBEKTUBHBIE OOCTOSTEIHCTBA €TI0
BO3HHMKHOBEHUSI, TIOKa3aHa UCTOPUKO-(DIIOCO(CKast JIOTHKA ero (GOPMUPOBAHUS U
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CJleNiaH BbIBOJI, YTO OCHOBAHHUEM I1apajIoKca SIBISIETCS BpeMsi Kak (hopMa BHYTpPEH-
HEro YyBCTBA YeJOBeKa. J[okazaHO, UTO MapaoKC HE SIBIISIETCS OIIMOKOH Wid 3a-
Oy>K/IeHreM MBIIIICHHUS, a BhIpaKaeT HanOosee aJleKBaTHBIA CIoco0 mepenavn
OECKOHEYHOCTH TIPOIIecca TTO3HAHUS OTPAHUYCHHBIMH SI3BIKOBBIMHU CpPEICTBAMU.
OcHOBaHHEM TOSIBIICHHSI TTAPATI0KCa, & TAKIKE €r0 BOILIOLICHUEM, SIBJISIETCS BPEMSL.
Y CTaHOBIICHO, YTO TMapaIoKC BPEMEHH MOXKET MPOSIBISITHCS JBOMCTBEHHBIM 00pa-
30M. 1) @opmansHo — Kak HEIPOTUBOPEUMBOE COBMAIICHHE MBIIIUICHUS CyOBeKTa
¢ 00BEKTOM, KOTOPBIM BBICTYTIACT MBIIIICHHE IPYroro cyobekTa (ormsIT [InatoHa).
2) CooepoicamenvHo — KaK HENPOTUBOPEUMBOE COBIAJIEHHE TEOPETHUKO-
METOJIOJIOTHIECKOH W HCTOPHKO-OMIHPHUYCCKON TPOOIEMATHK B MBIIUICHUN
cyOBexTa (OmBIT APUCTOTEN). AHATM3UPYETCST OCHOBAHHME COBIAJICHHS TEOPETH-
YECKOT'O W MCTOPHUYECKOTO ACTIEKTOB B (PHIIOCO(MCKOM MBIIUICHHN APUCTOTETS U
MOKa3aHo oTiin4re (heHOMEHa MapaJOKCATLHOCTH OT UAICKTHYECKOTO MPUHIIMIIA
€IMHCTBA MCTOPHYECKOr0 U JIormdeckoro. OO0CHOBAHO, YTO MapaJIOKCATLHOCTh
MBIIUICHHsT APUCTOTENSI HEMOCPEICTBEHHO 00YCIIOBIICHA M3HAYAIBHOM LEJBIO €ro
(humococTBOBaHUS — € TPOOIEMOH aIeKBATHOCTH OCMBICIICHHS OBITHS KaK CY-
IIIEr0 BO BPEMEHH.

Kniouesvle crosa: napajiokc, OCHOBaHHE, MBIIIUICHHE, TIO3HAHUE, METOI, BPeMs,

CYOBEKT.
CEPEIMH A.B.
CHACTBE 1 HEMOPAJIbHBIE IEHHOCTH
B O9TUKE APUCTOTEJIA

B crathe paccMmaTpuBaeTCst BOIIPOC O TOM, KaKOe 3HAUCHHUE HEMOPAIBEHOE
6maro u 3710 UMeeT IS CYACThsl U HECYACThsI B PaMKaX apUCTOTEIEBCKON ATHKH.
CymectByeT 1Ba 0a30BBIX ITOIXOIA K ATOH MpobiIeMe, KOTOphIe 1 Oyay 0003Ha-
9aTh TEPMHUHAMH «MHKITIO3UBU3M» U «HHCTpyMEHTAIn3M». C HHKITIO3UBUCTCKOM
TOYKH 3pCHHUsS, HEMOPATBHBIC OJara sIBJISFOTCS YaCTsIMU CYACThsI (HapsLy ¢ MO-
pasbHBIMU O1araM, T.€. JOOPOAETENIMH) U TEM CaMbIM, TIO-BHANMOMY, BIUSIOT
Ha HEro KaK TaKOBBIC U caMH 10 ceOe. IHCTpyMEeHTATN3M Ke TPEAIoIaraeT, 4To
CYaCThe 3aKJII0YaeTCsl B 0OPOAETENFHON AeATeIbHOCTH AYIH, a HEMOPaJIbHbIE
Omara CriocOOCTBYIOT €My JIUIIb B KAQUeCTBE OPYIHMU M PECYpCOB JUIS 3TOU Jies-
TEJFPHOCTH M TOTOMY HMEIOT JIMIIb HHCTPYMEHTAIbHYIO I[IE€HHOCTb.
B counHeHMAX ApHUCTOTENST MOKHO HAWTH CBUJICTEIBCTBA B TONB3Y W TOH, U
JIPYTOi TO3WILIUH, HO 5 TOMBITAIOCh MOKa3aTh, YTO WHCTPYMEHTAIHUCTCKAs WH-
TEPIPETAISI APUCTOTEIICBCKON ITHKH B [IEJIOM TIPEAMIOYTUTEITBHEE.

Knrouesvle crnosa: Apucrorenb, 100poseTeNb, HeMOpallbHOE O1aro u 370,
TICPUIIATETU3M, CTOHIIU3M, CUACThE, ITHKA.
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CEPETMHA A . IO.

APUCTOTEJIEBCKAS TPATALINA
Y1 KOHLIEIIT MEJIAHXOJINUA
B AHIJIMMCKOY KATOJIMUYECKOM MBICJI
KOHIIA XVI BEKA

BrmsiHue aprcTOTENeBCKON TPaJMIMK Ha €BPOIICHCKIX MBICIHTENIEH paH-
Hero HoBoro BpeMeHH, KaToJIMKOB U POTECTAHTOB, OBIJIO, COTJIACHO HEJJABHUM
HCCTICIOBAHMSAM, TOpa3fno Oojee Cepbe3HBIM, YeM CUHTAJOCh paHee, MpHYeM
TEKCTHI YUCHBIX-aPUCTOTEIHAHIIEB TIPEOI0NICBATIN KOH(PECCHOHATBHBIN Oapbep 1
BOCIIPUHIMAIINCH Pa3HBIMU ayIUTOPHSAMH; TIPH 3TOM OBITOBAaHHWE apHCTOTEIICB-
ckoit Tpamuu B XVI-XVIIB. npeamnonarano He equHOOOpa3ne, HO BapHaTHB-
HOCTh TOAXOJOB M MHTEPIPETAINi, U3yUYeHNE KOTOPHIX W TTO3BOJHT OICHUTH
MOJJIMHHYIO POJIb apPUCTOTENIEBCKOI (DUIOCOPHUN B €BPOIEHUCKON KyIbTypHOU
Tpaguiuy. BaXKHBIM acleKTOM TaKOro M3Yy4eHHs SBISETCS COOTHOLICHHE pas-
HBIX YacTel TPaMIUM: COOCTBEHHO apHCTOTEIEBCKUX TEKCTOB, TPYIOB MO31-
HEUIINX MEpUNaTeTHKOB, U UX WHTEpPIpeTaliy eBporeinamu panHero Hosoro
BpeMeHH. YacTpio 3TOro KopIyca SIBISUTUCH TEKCTHI, NPUMHCHIBABIINECST ApH-
crorento. B crarbe paccMaTpuBaeTcst OZIMH U3 TakUX TeKCTOB — Problemata, re
MIPEICTaBICHO TOJIKOBAHME KOHIIETITA MEJAHXOJWH, BOCTPEOOBAHHOTO B paHEe
Hosoe Bpems. [Tokaszano, uto Problemata nmena Gornpimioe BIMSHAE HA aHTIAMN-
CKHX aBTOPOB, ITHCABIINX O MEJAHXOJUH, a TAKKE, YTO KaTOIUYECKHE TEKCTHI
ObUTH Ba)KHBIMH MCTOYHMKAMH BIOXHOBEHMS JUIS MUCABIIMX MO3HEE MPOTEC-
TAHTCKUX y4YEHBIX. M3ydeHa cBA3b KOHIIENTa METaHXOIHH (B €r0 apHCTOTeHaH-
CKOM BHIE) C HAeeil PelIuruo3HOro OOpalIeHUs] U MPOCIEKEHBI BO3MOXKHBIC
KOH(eCCHOHAIIbHBIE KOHHOTAIHH.

Knrouesvie cnosa: apucroteneBckas Tpaaumus, 1c.-Apucrorens, «[IpodmemMsn,
MenaHxoiws, oOparieHne, mo3uanue, 1. bpaiT, P. [Tapconc, O. banxu.

TAHAED Cycymy

HOHATHUE POJA APUCTOTEJIA
N KAPTE3MAHCKHNU METO/]
HAYYHOI'O UCCIIEJOBAHUA

Cornacuo JlekapTy CYIIeCTBYeT «BceoOIast Haykay (mathesis universalis),
KOTOpasi B COCTOSIHUHM OOBSICHSTH BCE, YTO CBS3aHO C MOPSIIKOM M U3MEPCHUCM
BHE 3aBHCHMOCTH OT TOTO, O KakoM Marepuaie uaet pedb. C Apyroil CTOPOHBI
ApucroTenb yTBEPXkIal, YTO TI€OMETPUYECKOE JOKA3aTeNIbCTBO ODKHO ObITh
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YETKO OTJEJIeHO OT apudmernaeckoro. it HEro reoMeTpuyecKasi, HerpepbIBHAs
BEITMYMHA KOPEHHBIM 00pa30M OTJIMYHA OT JUCKPETHBIX YHCEN, TaK KaK OHU OTHO-
cATCS K pasHbIM pojaM (To. ETepal YEVY)). APUCTOTENb HE TIPHIABAT BEPXOBHYIO
ponb beiTio, kKotopoe s [lnaroHa sBISIOCH BEPIIMHON HEPApXUU BCEX POIOB.
Taxum 00pazom, yaeHre CTarupura pacwICHIIO MHP B MHOTOYHCIICHHBIE, IPYT K
JIPYTy HEMPUBOAWMEIC W JAPYT C JPYrOM HecooOmmaeMble kateropun pomos. Co
BpeMeH Hay4dHOW peBoftonuu ['anmmnneo n HeloroHa apucroreneBckoe BUICHHE
(hu3MYECKOr0 MHpa B 3aTPYAHUTEIILHOM IMOJIOKEHUH. B MaHHOM cTaThe mpemnpu-
HUMAaeTCsl TIOMbITKA TePEOIeHKH HaydyHoro merona Apucrorens. [locie anammsa
PO poja Kak ONpeAennTeNs IPaHuLbl SIHUCTEMBbI, paccMaTpruBaeTCss KOHTPacTH-
pyroumii ApUCTOTENI0 KapTe3naHCKUH MOIX0/I, IPEIaraBIInii «BceoOIyIo Hay-
Ky». IIpoBoMTCS KpUTHUECKUIT aHAMN3 CIy4daeB, KOT/ia O/{Ha HayKa MPUIOXKIMa K
JIOKa3aTeNnbCTBY B Apyroi Hayke. [IpeanaraeTcst momelTka 3KCTPANoIupoBaTh Mo-
HSTHE PoJia 10 OOIIHOCTH BO M30EKaHHUE SMHUCTEMOJIOTHIECKUX TPYIHOCTEH, TIpH
COXPAaHEHNH OCHOBHBIX APUCTOTENEBCKUX MOHITUHHBIX KOHCTPYKIHIA.

Kniouesvie cnosa: pon, Bropas Ananutrka, Jlekapt, mathesis universalis, maTe-
MAaTHKa, SKCTPATIOJISIIIUSL.

THUXOHOB A.B.

CTEIIEHD INTATOHU3MA YV APUCTOTEJIA
BOITPOC O JOBPOJETEJIM Y BOI"OIIO OB

[Ipenmerom aHanM3a JaHHOW CTAaThU BBICTYHAIOT ONpEIETICHHBIE COCTaB-
JISTFOTINE TIPAKTHYECKOH YacT (prmocopun ApUCTOTENS: BOMPOCH JOOPOAETETN
u Ooronomobus. Llens 3Toro MccinegoBaHms — OOPATUTHCS K BOTIPOCY COOTHO-
mreHust yaeHuit [1narona u ApuCTOTENs, 9TO MTOJHUMAET MPOOIEMy BBIICHEHHS
IUIATOHMYECKOTO Xxapakrepa (utocoduu Apructoress. UToObI BBISBUTH MPEIIIO-
JaraeMblii IUIATOHM3M €ro YYeHHs, CHadajla HeoOXOOUMO 3a(UKCHpOBAaTh OC-
HOBHBIE TIOJIOXKEHHUSI dTUKU ApHCcToTeNs (0 JoOpojeTensX M Ojare) U OCTaHO-
BUThCSI Ha KpuTuke [lmarona, mpoBoammoit Apwucrorenem. [lpencraBneHus
[Tnarona u Apucrorens o Oxare, JOCTIXKMMOM (QUIOCOPCKUM IMyTeM, 00beIH-
HEHbl OOIIMMHU ITUYECKHMH M OHTOJOTHUECKUMHU YCTAaHOBKAMHM, O YeM TaKXkKe
TOBOPAT MO3AHEHIINEe KOMMEHTATOPBl NX YUYCHHH, MPEACTaBUTENN Pa3HBIX Tpa-
i, [lnaTorn3m yueHust ApucToTesst BRIpaKeH B €ro KpUTHIECKOM OTHOIIIE-
HUM K BOMPOCY JOCTI>KEHUsI Oororonobus Heduimocopeckum crnocobom. Bos-
MOXHOCTH TOBOPHUTH O IUIATOHW3ME ApHCTOTENs TOABIAETCS Onmaromaps
HalICHHOMY COOTBETCTBHIO MEXIY IPOBO3ITIAMICHUSIMI Hieala TEOPETHIECKO-
r'0 CO3epIlaHus, KaKk TiaBHOU goOpoaeTenu u Onara («HukomaxoBa sTHkKay Apu-
crorens) ¥ upaeana ¢unocodekoro noctmwxeHust cymiero («HMow» Ilnatona).
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[TnatoH yuuT O TOM, YTO MPEXIE YEM FOBOPUTH O HEKOTOPOM TIPEAMETE, SIBIISI-
eTcsl JIM OHO OJIaroM WJIM HET, IMEET JIM OHO OTHOIIEHHUE K OJlary WM HET, HyX-
HO TIIATEJIbHO U3YYUTh BCE YACTHBIE JIETaH ATOTO MPEAMETa M BCE BO3MOYKHBIC
OTHOIICHUS, KOTOpbIe KacaroTcs 3TOTO IpeaMera. DTo sBISieTCs IeloM (HIo-
cotda. Y Apucrorens menoMm ¢umocoda SBISETCS TEOPETHUSCKOE MBIIIICHHUE,
TaK ke He HCKII0Yarollee N3y4eHHe NPeAMETHON NeHCTBUTEIILHOCTH.

Kmouesvle cnosa: Apucrorens, [lmatoH, nobpomerens, Omaro, 3THKa,
uesi, CyIHOCTh, Tipupoa ¢punocoduu, pasyMm, IIIaTOHU3M.

ToHOAHJIT

IMPEAIIOCBUIKM YUEHU A APUCTOTEJLA
O THITOTETUYECKHUX CUJUIOT U3MAX
N PA3BUTHE OTOI'O YYEHMA B AHTUYHOCTU

Co3nanue Teopuy CHJUIOTH3Ma — OJIHA W3 TTIaBHEHINNX 3aciyr ApUCTOTe-
7. TTocTpouB TEOPHIO MPOCTOr0 KaTErOpHMYECKOro CUIIOrU3Ma, ApHCTOTeENb yC-
eJl TAKKe 3aJI0KUTh MPEINOCHUTKH YUEHUSI O CIIOXKHBIX, TUIIOTETUYECKUX CHILIO-
ru3max (M. Ananumuxa 40a 20 —41b 5; 45b 11-20; 50a 11 — 50b 2; Tonmka 112a
16-30; 113b 15-114a). OHaKo yueHHs O CIOKHBIX CHIUIOTU3MaxX ApPHCTOTENb He
noctpoms. [lonbITKy paszpaboTaTe naen ApPHCTOTENSI  CHENATN HEPUIATECTHKA
Teodppact n EBneM. OnHOBPEMEHHO CTOMKH CO3JAJIH CBOIO «THITOTETHYECKYIO
CHJIIOTHCTUKY. [lo Hac momum nuib (parMeHTs padoT MEPUIIaTeTHKOB U CTOU-
KOB. VICTOPUKHM JIOTMKM CUMTAIOT, YTO CTOMKH CTPOMJIM CBOIO CHCTEMY Ha CBSI3U
MEXIy HPEATI0KEHUSIMH, B TO BpeMsl Kak CHIUIOTMCTHKA APHUCTOTENS MOCTPOCHA,
MpeX/Ie BCEro, Ha CBSI3M MEXIy TepMUHaMu. KoMMeHTapuu Ha ydeHue o TMIoTe-
THYECKHMX CHIUTOrn3Max octaBuii Anekcannp Adpoaucuiickuii, @uiionoH, Heor-
JaToHUKU 1IKonbl AMMonus, ['anen, Cexker Ommupuk u 1p. V3 JaTHHCKUX KOM-
MEHTapHUeB 0COOYI0 LIEHHOCTh MPeJCTaBIsIeT JOME/ NN 10 Hac TpakTaT bosiws
«O THUIOTETHYECKUX CHIUIOruM3Max». lcciaenoBaHue Mmokasaio, 4To HU B Ipede-
CKUX, HA B JIATUHCKUX KOMMEHTAPUSAX CHUJUIOTMCTUKA CTOMKOB HE MPOTHBOIOC-
TaBIISIETCS CHJUIOTHCTUKE APUCTOTENS M MEPUIIATETHKOB. B cTaThe nemaercst BbI-
BOZ O TOM, YTO AaHTUYHBIC KOMMEHTAPUH CBHICTEILCTBYIOT HE O CMEIICHHUH, a O
B3aMMO/IOTIOJTHUTENIBHOCTH CHCTEM TIEPHUIIATETHKOB W CTOMKOB. AHTHYHBIC JIOTH-
YECKHE IIIKOJIBI TIBITAJINCh, TTI0-BUANMOMY, PACKPBITH 3aMbICell APHCTOTENS O CO3-
JIaHUM O011IIeH TeOpHH CHIIIIOTH3MA.

Knrouessie cnosa: ApI/ICTOTeJ'II), YYCHHUE O TUTIOTCTUYICCKUX CUIJIJIOTU3MAX, O6HIa$I
TeOpHs CUJUIOTU3Ma, aHTUIHBIC KOMMCHTATOPbL ApI/ICTOTCJ'[H.
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DAHBUXOJPKAEBA JI. U

TPAHCOOPMAIIA
TEOPUU CUUIOI'TIBMA APUCTOTEJIA
B KITACCU®UKAIIMHN BEIBOJJOB M.1. KAPUHCKOI'O

Jlornyeckoe ydeHne ApuctoTelisi, 0COOEHHO TeOpUsl AeLyKTUBHOIO BBIBOJA,
Ha IPOTSHKEHWH MHOTHX BEKOB CTaj0 MCTOYHHMKOM MHOTOYMCIICHHBIX CIIOpOB,
CIOCOOCTBOBAJIO BBIIBIYKEHHIO Pa3IMUHbIX TEOPHUit 1o 3Tol mpobieme. C Gpopmu-
pOBaHHMEM MHIYKTHUBHOH Teopun BbokoHa-Mmuiis Hayanoch IpOTHUBOIIOCTaBIICHUE
MHIYKIUK |1 AeyKimu. OTHOM 13 TPHYMH TaKOro NPOTUBOIIOCTABIICHHMS, TI0 MHE-
o M.U. KapuHckoro, siBisieTcst To, 4TO JIOTHKA HE Jalia TMOJTHYI0 KiaccH(pHKa-
IIMIO BBIBOJIA KOTOPBIMH TIOJIB3YETCSl UeJIOBEK B Hayke M B »ku3HHU. [lo MHeHHIO
MBICJIUTEIIS], 3TH CHCTEMBI OCHOBAHBI HA CIIMYEHUN M OTOXKJIECTBIICHUH CYOBEKTOB
CY)KICHHUH, TI09TOMY, pa3elieHIe UX Ha CHJUIOTUCTHIECKNE W WHIYKTHBHBIEC CHC-
TEMBI ABJIIETCS HeyOoenuTenbHBIM. OH TakKe OTMEYaeT, YTO HEKOTOpPBIe (OPMBI
YMO3aKJIFOUEHHUI HE PacCMaTPUBAIOTCS B 00EHX CHCTEMaX. JTO yMO3aKIIOUEHHE
OCHOBaHHOE Ha COBPEMEHHOCTH M COBMECTHOCTHU JIBYX SIBICHHUH M yMO3aKIIOUe-
HHME OCHOBAaHHOE HAa PaBEHCTBE IBYX sBieHWUH. KapuHckuil mpemnaraer cBoro
KJ1acCH(UKAIMIO BBIBOJOB, OCHOBAHHYIO Ha Pa3HOOOPa3MM OTHOILEHHH MEKITY
aNIeMEHTaMu  cykaeHui. B ero kmaccuduxarmu BeiBomoB [ u Il durypsr
CHJJIOTM3MAa M TIOJHAs MHIYKIUSI BXOAAT B TPyNmy A, T.e. B IPYIILYy BbIBOJIOB
OCHOBaHHBIX Ha CIMYCHMH CyOBEKTOB JIByX CYKACHHMH WM BBIBOJIOB
nosiokuTenbHbIX. 11 Qurypa cwmiorusma BXoguT B Tpymny B — BbIBOaBI
OCHOBaHHBIE Ha CJMYCHHM TIPEIUKATOB, WM BBIBOABI OTPHIATENBHBIE H
ranoTeTmdeckue. Taknm obpasom, M.M. KapuHckuii TpaHCHOpMEPYET TEOPHIO
CIUIorn3Ma ApHCTOTeNs, OOBCIUHSS €€ C MHAYKIMEeH W aHAJIOTHeH B SIUHYIO
CHCTEMY.
Knrouesvie cnosa: Apucrorens, M.M. KapuHckuii, BbIBOJ, MHIYKLHUSA, CHILIO-

TH3M, CyOBEKT, CyXKIECHHEe, TPeIuKaT, PUTYpPhI CIILIOTH3MA.

DoMHH A.J1.
T pabnpatikd
B ®NJIOCO®NU APUCTOTEJIA

B npennaraemolf BHUMaHUIO YUTaTeNsl CTaThe JEJAETCs MOMBITKA MOKA-
3aTh, KAaKMM 00pa3oM ApPHUCTOTENb OTIMYAET CBOM IPEACTABICHUS O YHCIE OT
TIPEJICTaBJICHUH CBOMX TPEIIECTBEHHNKOB — mpexe Bcero [Tudaropa n [1na-
ToHa. Pa3Ouparorcst apryMeHTbl IPOTHUB YTBEP)KACHUH O TOM, YTO YHCIIA CYIIIe-
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CTBYIOT B BellaX, SIBJISSICH X COCTABIISIIOIIMMU, M YTO YHMCJIA CYLIECTBYIOT He3a-
BHCHMO OT Bellel, 001aaas 0COOBIM OHTOJIOTHYSCKHM cTaTycoM. [IposicHseTcs
TOYKA 3PEHUS] CAMOTO APHCTOTENSI OTHOCHTEIIFHO CIOCO0a CYIIECTBOBAHUS YH-
Cell: ¢ OHOW CTOPOHBI, OHHU SIBJIAIOTCS HEKOTOPBIMU a0CTPaKIUsIMH, HO, C IpY-
TOH CTOPOHBI, HE MOTYT CYIIECTBOBATH CaMOCTOSITENFHO. JleMOHCTpHpYyeTcs,
movyeMy Uil APHCTOTENSI YPEe3BBIYAIHO BayKHA 0C00ast MaTepHaTbHOCTh YMCE,
UTpAIoIIas BAKHYIO POJIb B Pa3BUTUH YUCHUS O BPEMEHH.

Knrouegvie cnosa: Apuctoreib, MaTeEMaTHKa, YUCIIO.

LIANIAK B.H.
OBMAHYMBAS ITPOCTOTA JIOTUKN APUCTOTEJIA

ApucroTeneBckas JIOTHKa HEJOOLEHEHAa, KaK C TOYKH 3PEHUs TO3HaBa-
TEIBHBIX BO3MOKHOCTEH, TaK M C TOYKM 3pEHUsI ee MoHMMaHus. Pacripoctpane-
HO MHEHHE, YTO B amopusix 3eHoHa 3a()MKCHpOBaHa HEaJeKBaTHOCTh HAIIUX
TIOHSITHI MTPOCTPAHCTBA, BPEMEHU W JBW)KEHHMS ISl OIMCAHUSI SIBICHUH OKpY-
JKalomero mMupa. Mx momyisipHOCTh TakoBa, YTO Jaxe (DU3MKH HCIIOIB3YIOT
arioprto 3eHoHa «CrTpenay I HMHTEPIPETAlMU  pe3yJIbTaTOB KBAaHTOBO-
MEXaHMYECKHX IKCIIEPHMEHTOB. B cTaThe 1mokazaHo, 4To IS PEIeHUs! JaHHON
ariopyuy JIOCTATOYHO JIEMEHTAPHBIX CPENICTB JIOTHKK ApucTorens. Bee neno B
HapyIICHUH TTOCBUIKAMH OJTHOTO W3 OCHOBHBIX 3aKOHOB JIOTHMKH — 3aKOHA ITPO-
THUBOpeurs. B pesymbrare 3TOrO HE3HAHWE SJIEMEHTAPHBIX Pa3/eNiOB JOTHUKH
BeJIET K HEaJIeKBaTHBIM MHTEPIPETAlNsIM B KBAHTOBOH MexaHHKe. B To ke Bpe-
Msl caMa apuCTOTENIEBCKasl U IPOM3BOIHAS OT HEE TPAAUIMOHHAS JIOTUKU U3yde-
HBI HEJIOCTAaTOYHO. DTO MOXKHO IPOJEMOHCTPUPOBATH HAa MPOCTBIX MPUMEpax.
CranjapTHasi SKCTEHCHOHAJIbHAs CEMaHTHKa KaTerOpHYECKUX aTpHOYTHBHBIX
BBICKa3bIBAaHUH HE SIBJISICTCSl a/ICKBATHOM /IS aHATMTUYECKUX BBICKA3bIBAHUIA.
Ota mpobiema peraercsi CpeACTBaMH MHTEHCHOHAJIBHON ceMaHTHKH. Ho obe
9TH CEMAHTHKH IUIOXO COTNIACYIOTCSI MEXIy COOOM, TaKk KaKk HEKOTOPHIM BBICKa-
3BIBAaHMSIM COTIOCTABJIIOT MPOTHBOIIOIOKHBIE HCTUHHOCTHBIC 3HAYCHUS.

Knouegvie cnosa: Apucrorenb, anopuv 3€HOHA, CHUIOTMCTHKA, YKCTEHCHO-
HaJTbHAsI CCMaHTHKA, MHTCHCHOHAJIbHAS CEMAHTHKA.

HInaa T A.

BYKBEHHBIE OBO3HAYEHW APUCTOTEJLA
N BOSHUKHOBEHHUE ®OPMAJIBHOMU JIOT KN

OcHoBHas 3aaya CTaThM — KOHKPETH3aILUsl BKIaga APUCTOTENS B «CO3-
JlaHWe JIOTHKW». Pemenne 3Tol 3aga4u cBsi3aHO C psgoM mpobiem. Ilepsas u3
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AHHOTALIUN

PacCMOTPEHHBIX MPOOJIeM — TPoOIeMa WHCTHTYIMOHAIBHOTO (POPMHPOBAHUS
noruku (B AHTaHOCTH). OJIMH U3 ClIeNTaHHBIX BBIBOJIOB — ()OPMHUPOBAHHE JIO-
TMKN KaK OTAENBHOM JUCIMIUTMHBI TIPOMCXOIUT K KOHIy aHTUYHOCTH, TO €CTh
yKe T0cIe »Knu3Hn Apucrotensi. Bropoii Borpoc — o coaepkKaTeabHOM BKJIA/IE
Apucrorens B co3qaHue JOrMKU. MHeHue aBTopa — OCHOBHOM BKJIaJ ApHCTO-
TeJsl B CO3/IaHME JIOTUKU COCTOHT B TIPAMEHEHUH HOBOM METOIOJIOTHH aHAIN3a,
KOHCTHTYHPYIOIIUM MOMEHTOM KOTOpPOW OBLIO HCIIONB30BaHHE OCOOOTO BHIA
OykBeHHBIX 00Oo03HaueHMi. [locie 0630pa ymoMuHaHWI aHTUYHBIX U COBPEMEH-
HBIX aBTOPOB O OYKBEHHBIX 0003HAUCHUSAX APHCTOTENS aBTOP MEPEXOIUT K 00-
CY)XKIEHHIO JIByX B3aUMOCBSI3aHHBIX TIPOOJIEM: HHTEpIPETAlNK THITA OYKBEHHBIX
0003HaYeHNH APHUCTOTENS M UX TPOUCXOXKIeHus1 y Apucrorens. Cpenu coBpe-
MEHHBIX OYKBEHHBIX 0003Ha4e€HHMI aBTOp pa3iMyaeT HECKOJIBKO BHIOB, B TOM
YHCIIE: «TIEPEMEHHBIE», «IIapaMeTPbD) U «yCIOBHBIE IMEeHay». [10 MHEHHIO aBTO-
pa, OykBeHHBIE 0003HaueHUsI, Mcnob3ytommuecs: ApucroreneM B «IlepBoii AHa-
JIMTHKE», OJIMKE BCEro K COBPEMEHHBIM «IapameTpam». B aTom aBTOp monemu-
supyer c¢ JlykaceBndem, YTBep)KOAaBIINM, YTO OyKBEHHBIE O00O3HAUCHHS
ApuCTOTENs SABIAIOTCS TIEPEeMEHHBIMU. B Bompoce 0 MponcXokIeHnN OyKBEH-
HBIX 0003HaYeHUH aBTOp OocmapuBaeT rumnore’y Hukomns Bypbaxku o Bo3MOxHO-
CTH WX 3aMMCTBOBAHUS APHUCTOTEIEM M3 COBPEMEHHOM €My «MaTeMAaTHKI.
EnunacTBeHHBIN BUI OYKBEHHBIX 0003HAUEHHH, HCIIOIb30BABIINICSA B aHTHIHOM
MaTeMaTHKe apuCTOTEJIEBCKOTO M OJMKAMIIEro MmocTapucTOTEIEBCKOrO BpeMe-
HH, — 9TO «yCJIOBHBbIE MMEHa». bykBeHHbIe 0003Ha4YeHHsT ApHCTOTENs (JaxKe,
€CIIM TPHHSATh MX WHTeprperanuio JlykaceBnuem) He SBISIOTCS «YCIOBHBIMU
UMCHAMM», a 3HAYUT, HE MOTJIO OBITh UX 3aMMCTBOBAHUS U3 «MAaTEMATHKI.

Knioueswvie cnosa: Apucrorens, IlepBast Ananntrka, OyKBeHHbIE 0003HAUEHHUS,
MepeMeHHast, ITapaMeTp, Joruueckas popma, joruka, GopMajibHas JIOTHKA,
JIMATICKTUKA, MHCTHTYITHOHAJIBHBIN TOIXOI.

AKOBJIEB B.A.

SHTEJIEXUAJILHAS [IPUUYMHHOCTD
B META®U3UKE APUCTOTEJISI
U [TEJIECOOBPA3HBIN PAITIOHAJIN3M
B COBPEMEHHOU HAVKE

W3 4eThIpéX apUCTOTENEBCKUX IPUYMH SHTEIEXHUs TIOHUMAETCsl KaK BHYT-
PeHHsIs cuiIa (SHEprHs), 3aKiIovatonas B ce0e nellb ¥ JUCIO3UIIMOHHO MPEIIo-
Jararomast pe3yspTar. Uepe3 SHTEeNEXHI0 PEalTH3yIOTCs B CYIIEM BO3MOXKHOCTH,
a TJIIaBHOE — €T0 CIIOCOOHOCTH K OBITHIO («MaTepws €CTh MOTEHNHS, a popma —
JHTENEXMs»). B pabore yTBepkaaeTcs, 4TO B COBPEMEHHON HAayKe MPOHCXOAUT
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AHHOTALIMU

BO3BpAIICHNE K TIPEICTABIICHHUIO O XOJINCTUYHOM OBITHH MUPO3JaHus 1 [eJIeBOH
(uH(pOPMAITOHHOI) TPUYMHHOCTH, OT KOTOpOH, HaunHas ¢ Pp. BokoHa, Tak
CTapaJloch N30aBUTHCS €CTECTBO3HAHME. B cTaThe PEKOHCTPYMPYIOTCS BayKHBIC
paIOHANIBHBIE KPEAaTHBBI yUEHHUs APHCTOTENS ¢ TO3ULIUHA MX 3HAYUMOCTH IS
coBpeMeHHOH (prtocodrn 1 HayKH. BBIIENIIOTCS METOAOIOTHYECKHE, OHTOIO-
THYECKHE M SMICTEMOJIOTHIECKHE KPEaTHBEI, CHITPABIIHE OOJBIIYIO POJIb B pas-
BuTHH puocodun n Hayku. Ocobo MoaIEPKUBACTCS 3HAUCHUE YHTEICXUATbHON
MPUYMHHOCTH M €€ MHTEpIpeTaluy B Hayke. Beé Gomblie KocMomoros u usu-
KOB PACCy’KIAl0T O LENeco00pa3sHOCTH U TapMOHMH (PU3MUECKUX 3aKOHOB, HC-
XOIIHOM WH(OPMAIMOHHOW MaTpHLe, WM TEeHETHYECKOM KOJ€, aHTPOITHOM
npunnune Beenennoii (b. Kaprep, /Ix. Yunnep, U.JI. Pozentans, C. XoyKuHT 1
Jpyrue), o cBoboie BEIOOpa Ha ypoBHE 3meMeHTapHbIX yactull (H. bop, ®. Haii-
coH u 1p.). Ecim menesast (mH(popManmoHHas) IPUYNHHOCTD CYIIECTBYET, TO
MOXKHO YTBEp’K/JaTh, YTO MMEHHO OHa OIpE/enia IUIAaHKOBCKHE (yHIaMeH-
TaJIbHBIC BEIMYUHEI (TTOCTOSIHHBIE), A TaK )K€ U OCHOBAaHHBIE Ha HUX (pu3MUecKue
3aKOHBI, KOTOpBIE, OYEBUIHO, HE CYIIECTBOBAJIHM, TIOKa HE MOsBHUIACH cama Bcee-
JICHHASsI.

Knrouesvle cnosa: meradusnka, KpeaTHBBI, IPOTPAMMBI, aHAJTUTHKA, TePMCHEB-
THKa, IPUYHHBI, METOJI, PALIMOHAIIA3M, DHTEIIEXHS, HAyKa.
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