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ABSTRACT. Comparing the passage of Aristotle’s treatise De anima, 111, 8, 431b.20-24 and
Ecclesiastes 3:10-11, the author reveals a similar epistemological image: the universe is in
the soul of the cognizing subject, for it embraces all existing things in the process of per-
ception and cognition of the world.
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I
B tpakrare «O gyme» (De anima), 111, 8, 431b.20-24, ApucToTe/nb BBICKa3bIBaEeT
MBICJIb O TOM, 4TO, C SMUCTEMOJOTUYECKON TOYKU 3PEHMs, Jylla IO3HAILIEero
MHPO3JaHUe Yel0BeKa KaK Obl 00beMJIeT MUP, CTAHOBUTCS TOXJECTBEHHOH CO
BCEM CYLIMM:

[TozBOAS UTOT CKA3AHHOMY O AyIil€, MbI IIOBTOPHM, YTO HEKOTOPBIM 00pa3oM AyIa
(hé psuché; 3necs UMerOTCS B BU/Y YyBCTBYIOLIASA U pasyMHas YacTH AYLIH YeT0BeKa. —
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H. T.) ectn Bce cyuee (ta énta'). JeiicTBUTENBHO, CylIee — 3TO ILOO BOCHIPUHUMAEMOE
4qyBcTBaMU (alsthéta), mnbo nmocruraeMoe ymoM (noétd); suanue (he épisteme) xe oxaspl-
BAeTCs HEKOTOPBIM 00pasoM TeM, YTO MO3HAETCH, a OLIYLIEHHE — T€M, YTO OIIyIaeTCs

(cp. manee: 431b.25 — 432a.3).
A 4ayTb Bble CTarMpUT MOCTYJIUPOBAL:

W peiicTBUTENBHO, CylECTBYeT, C OJJHOM CTOPOHBI, TAKOM YM, KOTOPBII CTaHOBUTCA
BCeM, ¢ pyroit — yMm, Bce npoussogamuii (I, 5, 430a.14-15).

AHasoruyHasi MbICJIb B OTHOIIEHHH yMa BbIpaxkeHa ApucroresneM B «Metadusu-
Ke», 1072b.21-24, cremyromum o6pazoMm:

<...> YM 1 yMoriocturaemoe (sc. npeamer yma. — M. T.) — ogHo u To xe (tatuton nous kai
noéton). 160 1o, 4TO CIOCOOHO NMPUHMMATH B Ce0s YMOIIOCTUTAaeMOe M CYyIIHOCTb
(tes ousias), ecTb yM; a AesATeNIEH OH, KOrza 001ajaeT (IPeAMETOM MbICIH) <...>.”

WmeHHO camo o6s1aaHue, 1moaaraeT ApUCTOTesNb, @ He CIOCOOHOCTDb K HEMY, fB-
JIIeTCsl TeM, ITO B yMe «00:xecTBeHHO» (theion)®. Ilog «60:keCTBEHHOCTBIO», «Oec-
CMePTHEM» U «BEYHOCTBIO»" «ZeATeJbHOTr0 yMa» JyesoBeka CTarupuT, BepOATHO,
HozpasyMeBaeT ero mpucoesuHeHue (II0 CMEPTU Tesa) K 60KeCTBEHHOMY YMY,
KOTOPBIiI MBICIUT Ce0sI HETIOCPEeCTBEHHO U BCETr/a AesATeseH.”

I
He 3azaBasicp BOIpOCOM 0 BO3MOKHOM B3aUMOBJIUAHHMH, 3aMETHM, YTO COTJIACHO
Kuure 9xkiecuacra (CO3ZaHHON B IEPHOA MeXAy HOcCiesHeld dyeTBepThi0 VI —
11 B. 710 1. 9.%), 6 cepdue uenosexa Fozom a0s#cer Mup, T. €. B 9TOM TIPOU3BEEHUN
TaKKe BbIpa)kaeTcs ujes 00 oxBare AYIIOH IMO3HAIOLIET0 MUPO3AaHME CyOBEKTa
BCErO CyILero:

' 9tor TepmuH y IlnaToHa ucnosb3yercs AasA 06003HAYEHHA IOJINHHO CYLIETO, UC-
THUHHOTO OBITHS.

* Cp. ganee taxxe, Hanpumep: «Meradusuka», XII, 9, 1074b.33—34; «O zyuie», 111, 4,
429b.9, 430a.3-5; 7, 431b.16-17; 8, 431b.27—28 («CrocoGHOCTH OLIyIEHUA U MTO3HABA-
TeJbHAs CIIOCOOHOCTD JYIIU B BOSMOKHOCTH TOXKZECTBEHHBI 3THM IIpeJMeTaM, [epBast
— TOMY, 4TO OIYIIAETCsI, BTOPAs — TOMY, YTO IIO3HAETCS» ).

# Cm. raxke, Hanpumep: IIpompenmuxk, ¢p. 10c (Ameanx, IIlpompenmux, . VIII,
48.9-13); Huxomaxosa amuxa, X, 7, 1177a.11-1178a.8.

* Cm., Hanipumep: Memagusuxa, X1, 7, 1070a.26, 8, 1074b.1-14; «O gyme», II, 1, 413a.3—
10; 2, 413b.24-25; 111, 5, 430a.22—25 (cp. Takke: V, 4, 430a.1-4). Cp. gasee, HapuMep:
Amorose 2001, 97-106; Wood 2012, 169-182; Cohoe 2013, 347-377; Idem 2014, 594—604;
Tantlevskij 2015, 137-141.

® Cp., Hannpumep: Memaghusuxa, Xl1, 7, 1072b.24—30.

% Cm., nanipumep: TaHTIEBCKUA 2014, 139-141.
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A monsan 3agayy, KoTopyo gaj bor pemaTs cblHaM YeJI0Be4eCKUM:

Bce OH c/ie/1a IpeKpacHbIM B CBO# CPOK,

naxe mup (ha-‘6lam) Ou Broxun B ux (1. e. mogeit. — H. T.) cepaue (bélibbam), —
HO (TaK), 4T06 YeI0BeK (BCe-TaKK) He MOT OCTUTHYTB ZieJI, KOTopble Bor Bepuut,
OT Havasa v 0 KoHLA (kKA. 3:10-11).

Kax sameuaer C.C. ABepuHILEB, €BpeHCKUN TepMUH ‘0lam «o3Havaer “Bed-
HOCTB”, HO HEe B CMBICJIe HETTOABIIKHOM U3BATOCTH U3 BPEMEHH, a B CMbICJIE COBO-
KYIIHOCTH U IOJIHOTBI BPEMEHU. <...> MlHaue roBops, “‘osam” — MUp Kak BpeMs U
Bpemsi Kak mup».” W. 111 llludman yrounsier: ‘0lam — 910 Takas «“Be4HOCTH, [KO-
Topasi| oObeMIeT BCIO BcesleHHYI0 B IPOCTPAHCTBEHHOM M BpeMEHHOM OTHOILe-
Husax».” A. Mepemuac uHTepripetupyer tepMuH ‘olam xak «Weltlauf», «xox mu-
pa», T.e. XoZ Belei, cyuero.” B smoxy summHu3Ma TepMuH ‘0lam Bce Goiee
nproOpeTaeT MPOCTPAHCTBEHHbIE KOHHOTALIUY, B YACTHOCTH, B KYMPaHCKUX Py-
KOIHCAX ; €r0 HAYMHAIOT MPSMO COOTHOCUTH C rped. k6smos. B mpocTtpaHCcTBeH-
HOM 3Ha4€HHUH 3TO CJIOBO 3aCBHJETENbCTBOBAHO U B Mumne. O6001mas, MOXHO
CKas3aTh, YTO TEPMUH ‘0lam BO BpeMeHa CO37laHHA JKKJIeCHACTa BIIOJHE MOT HC-
II0JIb30BATHCS 411 0003HAYEHHS BCEJEHCKOM MPOCTPaHCTBEHHO-BPEMEHHOH 1ie-
JIOCTHOCTH, SC. MUPO3/IaHU, CYILETo.

Yro kacaercst rTepMmuHa leb (Bap.: [ebab), OyKB.: «cepALe», TO OH 4aCTO HCIIOJIb-
3yercst B EBpelickoii bubiuu B 3HaYueHUU: CpefloTOYME CO3HAHUsA, pasyma, pe-
¢rexcuy, Ka4ecTs, YyBCTB, OIYLIEHUH U T. I1. Y€JI0BEKa, a 0 CYTHU — KaK CHHOHUM
ero Ayxa (ZyIIu), KOTOPBIH, COIIACHO JKKuecuacty (12:7), IO 3¢MHOM KOHYHHE
Jesi0BeKa «Bo3Bpamaercs k bory, Koropstlii ero gan»"”.

BUBINOrrPA®UA

Agepunres, C.C. (2004) ITopszox kocMoca 1 nopsagoK ucropud, [losmuka parHesusam-
muiickoii aumepamypui. CII6.: A36yka-Knaccuka, 89-114.

TantneBckuii, U.P. (2014) “Ontumusm dxxiaecuacra,” Bonpocst urocodpuu 11, 137-148.

Tantnesckuii, I.P. (2015) “BeccmepTHas «A0/1s1» AyIIX B y4eHHH APUCTOTes, B "ITHKE"
CnnHO3bI U B IepumnareTudeckoi penenuuu MaliMOHUIOM paBBUHUCTUYECKOIO
Y4YeHHUs 0 «Z0JIex» uesnoBeka «B ['pagymem Mupe»,” XXOAH (Schole) 9.1, 137-141.

MMudman, U. 1. (1999) Apesusas Punukusa. Mudoorus u ucropus, Punukutickas mu-
gosozus. CII6.: leruuii Cag,

" Cp.: IkK. 7:29.

® ABepUHLEB 2004, 269, IPUMeEY. 24.
9 Mudman 1999, 211.

** Jeremias 1930, 127.

" Brin 2001, 277-293.

* Cp. Taxke, HanpuMmep: boum. 6:3.



P. U. Tautnesckuii / EXOAH Vol. 12.1 (2018) 89

Amorose, M. (2001) “Aristotle's Immortal Intellect,” Proceedings of the American Catholic
Philosophical Association, 75, 97-106.

Brin, G. (2001) The Concept of Time in the Bible and the Dead Sea Scrolls. Leiden; Boston;
Cologne: Brill.

Cohoe, C. (2013) “Why the Intellect Cannot Have a Bodily Organ: De Anima 3.4,” Phrone-
$is 58.4, 347-377-

Cohoe, C. (2014) “Nous in Aristotle’s De Anima,” Philosophy Compass 9.9, 594—604.

Jeremias, A. (1930) Das Alte Testament im Lichte des Alten Orients. 4 Aufl., Leipzig: J.C.
Hinrichs.

Tantlevskij, I. R. (2014) “Optimism of Ecclesiastes,” Voprosy Filosofii 11, 137-148 (in Russian
with an English summary).

Tantlevskij, I. R. (2015) “Immortal “Part” of the Soul in Aristotle's Teaching, in Spinoza's
Ethics, and in Peripatetic Maimonides’ Reception of the Rabbinic Doctrine of
Man's “Share in the World-to-Come”,” 2XOAH (Schole) 9.1, 137-141 (in Russian with
an English summary).

Tantlevskij, I. R. (2017) “Possible Parallels in Ecclesiastes’ and Aristotle’s Reflections Con-
cerning the Eternity and Immortality of the Soul in Correlation with Its Intellectu-
al and Ethical Merits,” 2XOAH (Schole) 111, 133-143.

Wood, A. (2012) “Incorporeal Nous and the Science of the Soul in Aristotle's De Anima,”
International Philosophical Quarterly 52.2,169-182.



