AHT MUYHAS 11 CPEAHEBEKOBAJI

MAOCODVL

Maca08 A.K.

O aAByX BapmaHTax TpakTaTa
«O 1IepBOM CAOKHOM IIPVHITIIIE»
dpanycka n3 MeponHa

" Kone 1310-x — neppas nososuHa 1320-X IT. GbLTH KOPOTKO#M 3MOX0#
MPUCTAIIBHOTO BHHMAHHS NapiKCKuX hpaHLCKAHLIEB K 3aKOHY NPOTHBO-
pé}ﬁfm, SMOXO0M, HEe UMEBLIEH, MO COCTOAHUIO aHAHUI Ha CerofHsLHNNA
JIeHb, AHAJIOTOB HU J10, HU M10CJIE BO dpaHLMCKaHCKO dunocoduu U T€O-
norun. B 06cykieHHe 3aK0OHa MPOTHBOPE NS — B pasHoii cTENeHH U ¢ pas-
JANYHBIX TOYEK 3peHis — ObUIN BOBJICYEHDI dbpaHLHCKaHLIbI Jannynbd Ka-
pauboi10, Gpaxiyick 13 Mapuuia, dpanimck U3 MepoHHa, Mupanba On0H-
CKM, & TaK)Ke HAXOIUBLIMICS B TO BPEMS B [Mapwke [Banrepuii (Yontep)
By&ﬁeﬁ'. O NpHYMHAX CTOb BBIPAKEHHOIO B 3TH TO/LbI MHTEpeca K 3aKOHY
NPOTUBOPEY s CYAUTH CIIOKHO. [lo BCeil BUAMMOCTH, MPHUPOJA STOrO UH-
Tepeca He Obiia OJIHOPOAHOM: eciin JlaHayJ b Kapaubo.10 paccmMaTpiBal
Gﬂ’fi_ocnoscxue BOMPOCHI B CBETE TPAAHLIMOHHOrO BOMPOCa, BOCXOJISIIEro K
“%&dmauxe» ApHCTOTEIS, O TOM, MOTYT JI OTHOBPEMEHHO 1 B OJIHOM
Ulﬁﬁmeﬂun yemy-nn60o ObITb NMPUCYLLM KOHTPAAHKTOPHBIE MpeanKarhl, TO
‘,Dp'aﬂuucxa 13 Mapiua HHTEepecoBal BOMpoc o MPUMEHUMOCTH 3aKOHA
nporusopeuns k Tpoue. PpaHLMCK U3 MepoHHa TaKKe HHTEpPECOBAIICS

|

Francisci de Marchia sive de Esculo Commentarius in IV libros Sententiarum Petri
Lombardi. Quaestiones pracambulae et prologus / Ed. N. Mariani. Roma, 2003.
P.411-421; Giraldus Odonis O.F M. Opera philosophica. Vol. L: Logica / Ed.
L.M. de Rijk. Leiden, etc.: Brill, 1997. Cm. Taroke: Knuuttila S., Lehtinen A.L.
Change and Contradiction: A Fourteenth-Century Controversy // Synthese. 1979.
Vol. 40, No 1. P. 189-207.



AHTUYHAS 1 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®AOCODMA

3THM BOIMPOCOM M aKTMBHO MCIOJIb30BaJ [MOHATHE «I1EPBOIO CIOKHOIO
npuHUMna» B ceoeit nonemuke o Tpoutie ¢ GeHeankrrruem [lerpom Po-
repueM (Bnocaeacteuu [Namoit Kiumentom VI), oanako B ero ciyuae 3to
MOHSTHE CHY/KMUI0 U Oojiee oOuiMM 3aJa4aM 0OOCHOBaHMsA €IMHCTBA
¥ YHHBOKAJIbHOCTH npeamera metapusnku. O6ocHoBaHne OpaHLMCKOM
13 MepoHHa YHHBOKaJIbHOCTH CYLLEro B CBETE MPUHLIMITA TPOTHBOPEYHS
MOJXKeT, MO-BUAMMOMY, BOCHPUHUMATbLCS KaK Crocod yKpenuTb M ro-
HOBOMY c(OpMYJIMPOBATh CKOTHCTCKYIO KOHLEMNLMIO YHUBOKAJIbHOCTH
CYUIEro BBHY JOMHUHUKAHCKON KPUTHKH 9TOMH KoHLenuuu Tomacom CyT-
TOHOM. B 9TOM criucke ocoGHsKOM cTOUT counHeHue ['upanbia O10HCKo-
ro «O aByx 0OLIMX NPUHLMITAX HAYK» — 3aKOHbI MPOTUBOPEU NS U HCKITIO-
YEHHOro TPETHEro paccMaTpUBAIOTCS B HEM, MO OosbLIel YacTH, BHE T€O-
JIOrMYECKOro KOHTEKCTa.

TpakraT «O nepBoM cioxHOM npuHuMne» OpaHuucka 13 MepoHHa
COXPaHMWJICS B JIBYX BapMaHTaX — KPAaTKOM W MPOCTPAHHOM (MajoM M
Gonbiuom). Mablif TpakTaT ObL1 1BaXK/1bl OMYOJIMKOBAH B YMCIIE APYTHX
npousBeaeHuii @panipcka B Havane X VI B., npu 3TOM peakTop rnoasepr
€ro CyLLeCTBEHHOM nepepa60TKe2. B pykonucHOM BapuaHTe, AOLIEI-
em J0 Hac B yetbipex manyckpunrax (Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A. 3 641,
ff. 119r — 121v; Miinchen, Clm 18530 b, ff. 119r — 121v; Reg. lat. 373,
ff. Ir — 5r, Fribourg, Franziskanerkloster (Conv.d.Cordeliers) 73,
ff. 242r — 246r), Tpakrar coneprxkain 12 koporkux crareii (articuli), cocto-
AKX 00JIbLIEH YaCTbiO M3 «BbIBOAOBY» M JIMIIL B HECKOJbKHX Cllydasx
BKJTIOYAIOLIMX DIEMEHTBI ApIyMEHTAIUM Pro et contra’. Boibiuoi TpakTar

* Cwm.: Roth B. Franz von Mayronis O.F.M. Sein Leben, seine Werke, seine Lehre
vom Formalunterschied in Gott. Werl in Westfalen: Franziskus-Druckerei, 1936.
P. 203-204; Repertorium edierter Texte des Mittelalters aus dem Bereich der Phi-
losophie und angrenzender Gebiete / Hrsg. von R. Schénberger und B. Kible. Ber-
lin, 1994. 12713. Franciscus de Mayronis. Preclarissima ac multum subtilia egregi-
aque scripta [...] in quattuor libros Sententiarum ac quolibeta eiusdem cum tractati-
bus Formalitatum et De primo principio... / Ed. Mauritius de Portu Hybernas.
Venetiis, 1520 (repr. Frankfurt a.M., 1966). O Tpakrate cM. TakxKe cTaTbio: Maieru
A. Le De primo principio complexo de Frangois de Meyronnes. Logique et théologie
trinitaire au début du XIVe siecle // Logik und Theologie. Das Organon im arab-
ischen und lateinischen Mittelalter / Hrsg D. Perler & U. Rudolph. Leiden; Boston:
Brill, 2005. P. 401-428.

Crnucok MaHyckpunToB cM.: Roth B. Franz von Mayronis O.F.M. (1936). Ccbuaky
Ha Ms Fribourg, Franziskanerkloster (Conv. d. Cordeliers), 73, npuBoaut ["auc
Méne: Mohle H. Der Tractatus de transcendentibus des Franciscus de Mayronis.
Leuven: Peeters, 2004. P. 88-89. bapronomeii POT NpUBOAKT B YMC/IE MaAHYCKpHII-
TOB TpakTara «O MepBOM CII0KHOM NPHHUMIE» OTACbHbIH BOMPOC O MepBOM
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Macaos A.K. O asyx papuaHTax Tpaxrara «O 1epBOM CAOKHOM MPUHLIMIIE?
e

cOXpaHMJICA B LICCTH MaHyCKpHITax U COCTOMT M3 18 cX0sacTHYECKHX
BOMPOCOB B Mss Vat. lat. 4385, ff. 55r— 88v, Vat. lat. 3052, ff. 1r—34v,
Nap. Naz. VILE.74 ff. 29r-56v, Cesena, Bibl. Malatestiana, Plut. D. XVII,
Vé&ir- 15v. u, cornacHo b. Poty, u3 14 Bonpocos B Ms Oxford, Balliol
College. cod. lat. 70 (Roth, ibid.)‘. [1pearnooKeHne B. Pota 0 TOM, 4TO
TpaKTaT, cozepraimiics B Vat. lat. 4385, ecTb, «BO3MOIKHO, HE YTO HHOE,
KaK MmpoJior K «Conflatus” Win, 1o KpaiiHeit Mepe, Te Ke 18 BOMpOCOB,
fpe/BapeHHbIC APYTHM “Incipit™» (Roth, ibid.), asrsercs OLIHOOYHBIM.
BobLION TpakTaT «O mepBOM CJIOKHOM MPUHLHATICY, B camoM Jiesie, BO
MHOIFOM MOBTOPSAET MPOJIOr K “Conflatus” (KOMMEHTApHIO K epBOM KHHIe
«Cenrenumit» [letpa Jlombapckoro) dpaHuucka, COCTOSABILINIH TAKIKE K3
|8 BOMPOCOB, OIHAKO CIMCKHM ATHX BOMPOCOB CYLIECTBEHHO OT/IHHAIOTCA
OJIMH OT leyr0r05. BoJIbLION TPAKTAT ABIAETCA, MO Bceil BUAMMOCTH, OT-
JeAbHBIM BAPHAHTOM [1pOJI0Ta, TeMaTHYecKu 00beIMHEHHbIM BOKPYT 10~
HSTHS KTIEPBOTO CI0KHOrO MPUHLIMTIAY H [0y 4MBLIMM CAMOCTOATE/ILHOE
XOKIACHUE B PYKOMUCAX.

Kak cooTHOCSTCS APYT ¢ APYroM vl 1 6osibLoi TpakTaThl? Ma-
Jblil TPAKTAT CO/CPIKUT CIICIYIOUIHCE cratbu (Reg. lat. 373, . 1rA): (1) uto
€CTh MepBbIil CI0AKHbIH MPUHLIMIL (2) KaKOBbI €r0 CBOWCTBA; (3) umeeT i
MepBbIi CIOXKHbBIN MPUHLMAT 6bITHE B Jylle Wid B MpUPOAC BELLCIA;
(4) umeeT 1 OH ObITHE B BoskecTBEHHOM yMe KaK ero 3HaHHE; (5) ectb Jin
9TOT NPUHLMI aKT pasyMa; (6) noKazyem Ju nepBblif CJIOAKHBII MPHUHLIMIL

cnosknom npusine B Ms Erfurt, Universitits- und Forschungsbibliothek (UFB)
Erfurt-Gotha, Dep. Erf., CA 2° 120 (Roth B. Franz yon Mayronis O.F.M. P. 203).
B eiCTBUTENBHOCTH ITOT TEKCT (ff. 70vB — 73VA) COCTOMT W3 JBYX nepsbixX
BOMPOCOB NpoJora K “Conflatus” (Q. 1, «Utrum primum principium complexum
possit formari in theologia»; Q. 2 (f. 73rA = 73VA), «Utrum subiectum primi princi-
pii complexi dictum de Deo et creatura habeat eundem conceptum™). DTOT XK€
KOJEKC COJCPKHT HUI/IE, HACKOJIBKO MHE W3BECTHO, HE aTpHUOYTHPOBAHHBIH
Dpanuucky hparMeHT Bonpoca 4 niponora k “Conflatus™ —Utrum subiectum primi
principii complexi habeat eandem rationem formalem in Deo et in creaturis secun-
dum scientias reales”(ff. 68vB — 69rA).

Matyckpunt u3 YeseHbl yOMAHYT Poccmantom: Rofmann H. Die Quodlibetaund
verschiedene sonstige Schriften des Franz von Meyronnes // Franziskanische
Studien. 1972. Ne 1. S. 63, n. 194). Ccpbinka Ha ele OnH tpaktar y ["anca Méne
(Mohle H. Der Tractatus de (ranscendentibus des Franciscus de Mayronis. S. 89)
COAEPIKUT, N0-BIUAMMOMY. HETOYHOCTD B saronoske u donmauuu: Fribourg, Fran-
ziskanerkloster (Conv. d. Cordeliers) 73, ff. 257r — 298r.

O kommenTapuy K «CeHTeHUMAM» DPaHUMCKA H3 MeponHa u Tekcte “Conflatus™
eM.: Rofimann H. Die Sentenzenkommentare des Franz von Meyronnes OFM //
Franziskanische Studien. 1971. Ne 2/3.
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AHTUYHASA U CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®I1AO0CODIMA

(7) aBnsercs 1 OH JI0Ka3bIBaOLMM; (8) siBsieTcs Jin OH oiHuM; (9) ajiek-
BaTeH JIM OH cBOMM TepmuHam; (10) Kk kakoii Hayke OTHOCHTCS ero pac-
cmotpenue; (11) umeer in ol cuity, Oyay4u kak-m11u6o uzmeneH; (12) ume-
€T JIK OH BO BCEX CilyyasX CHJIy 10 OTHOLUEHMIO K bory, eciii oH B3AT
JIOJDKHBIM 00pa3om 1o cBoei Gopme.

BonbLoii TpakTaT COACPIKUT ClIeiyIoLIMe BONpock (o Vat. lat. 4385):
(1) Ectb sin «O yem-nubo yTBepiAeHHE MIH OTPULIAHWE W HHU O YeM —
M TO., M JIpYroe OJHOBPEMEHHOY» MEepBblii cnoxHbli npuHumn (f. 55r);
(2) ecTh 11 cylee aieKBaTHbIHA CyOBEKT MEPBOro CI0KHONO MPUHLIAIIA MO
orHoweHnto k Ham (f. 57r); (3) umeer M cyOBeKT NEPBOIO CIIOKHOIO
MPUHLMIIA [0 OTHOLIEHMIO K HaM, KAKOBBIM ObLIIO MOJI0KEHO Cyllee, OJHH
M TOT K€ (POpMasbHbli CMbICJI Y BCEro TOTO, Ha YTO PACHPOCTPAHSAETCS
MCTUHA 3TOro npunumna (f. 59r); (4) sBnsercs u eAMHCTBO HOPMATIBHOTO
CMbICJIA, YCTAHOBIIEHHOE JUTS COTBOPEHHON M HECOTBOPEHHOM CYUIHOCTH
(entitas), eanHcTBOM M3 NpUpobl Beww (f. 67r); (5) ecThb JU eAMHCTBO CO-
TBOPEHHOH M HECOTBOPEHHOMN CYLIHOCTU peanbHoe eauHcTBO (f. 68r);
(6) BKJIIOYEH JTH YTOIHOCTHO CYOBEKT 9TOr0 MPHHLMIA BO YTO-THO0 HU3-
wee (f. 69r); (7) ckasbiBaeTes 1M CYyOBEKT 3TOrO NPUHLMIA OTBIMEHHO 000
BeeM (f. 70v); (8) oTHOCHTCS JIH CMBICIT CYILLErO KO BCEeM APYIHM CMbIC/aM
MOJIHOCTBIO OZIMHAKOBO (per omnimodam indistinctam: f. 71v); (9) ssaser-
Csi 1M HEKOTOPBIH cMbIciT DoJiee 0OIIMM, YeM cMbICh cyObeKTa nepBoro
CJIOKHOIO MpHHLIMNA, KOTOpbid ecTb cyutee (f. 72v): (10) umeer m 3ToT
MPUHLMKIL, O KOTOPOM MJIET peyb, ObITHE B Aylle WM B MPUPOJE Belle
(f. 73v); (11) nokasyem nu riepsblii coxHbii npuHumn (f. 74v); (12) ss-
JIACTCS JIM MEPBbIH CI07KHbIA MPUHLIMIT JI0KA3aTEIbHBIM B OTHOIIEHHM BCEX
MCTHH, [M03HaBaeMbIX HalIUM YMOM (75V): (13) MOKeT Jin NepBblii C0K-
HbIA NPUHLMI B YeM-sInbo npereprieBats [M3menenue] (f. 76v); (14) mo-
KET JIM NePBBII CI0KHBIH npuHUmMN ObiThb Hapywed (f. 77v); (15) umeer nu
CYOBEKT 3TOro MPHHILIMNA MHOKECTBO aTPUOYTOB, KOTOPbIE 10Ka3yeMbl B
orHowenuu Hero (f. 80r); (16) ecTb i cyGBEKT MEPBOro CIOKHOIO MPUH-
uuna cyowvekt B meradusmke (f. 82v); (17) ectb s cyGbekT nepsoro
CJIOKHOIO MPUHLMIA aJeKBaTHbI OOBLEKT YMCTBEHHOM CMOCOOHOCTH
(f. 83v); (18) paznensiercs nu cyObeKT NEPBOro CAOKHOIO MPUHLIKNA MMy~
TeM (OPMATBLHO PasIMYHBIX MPOTHBOJIEKAIMX pasjeneHuii (f. 85r).

CrMckH BOMPOCOB MOKA3bIBAIOT, YTO Masiblii 1 60IBLION TPAKTATHI ML
OTHACTH COBIMA/IAKOT 10 TEMATHKE: CO CTaThAMK | 1 2 MAJIOro TPaKTaTa Mos-
HO COMOCTaBHTB BOrpoc |1 6obIoro Tpakrara, co crarbeii 3 —ornpoc 10, co
cratbamu 6 u 7 — Bonpocsl 11 1 12 cooTBeTCTBEHHO, €O cTaThbsIMK 11 1 12 —
BOMpochl 13 1 14 M, 10 HEKOTOPOIi cTernetu, co cratbeii 10— Bonpoc 16. [Ipu
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Mna\OGA»K' O AByX BapuaHTax Tpakrara «O TIepBOM CAOKHOM HPUHLIHIIE

yrom i3 18 BOMPOCOB GO/LLIOrO TPAKTATA 110 KpaiiHeii Mepe 9 (ro cyTH Jena,
sce 11, ecd MPUCOEIMHUTE CIO/Ia BOMPOCHI 4 u 5) oTHOCATCS HE CTOJIBKO K
~aMOMY MPUHLUITY, CKOJILKO K ero «CyOBEKTY», TO €CTh K MOHATHIO CYLIETO.
AMeHHO 3TH MeTtapu3HyecKue BOMPOCHI, a TAKOKE BOnpock! 1 ¥ 2 HMEIOT na-
anenn B 1—13 Borpocax nposiora K «Conflatusy, rae, 6yayuu chopmyIiu-
yBaHbl M0-1PYroMY, OHH BO MHOTOM 0GHapyKUBAIOT TEKCTYaIbHOE CXO/L-
cTBO C BOMPOCAMH BO/IBLIOTO TPAKTATA.

PoccMaH npejirnosiaraet, 4ro MasTBIif TpaKTaT ABNIsETCS OosIee 3peIbiM 1
[{O3/HUM Pa3BUTHEM TEMBI MEPBOTO gorpoca riposiora k «Conflatus» u,
BOBMOKHO, 60JIBLIONO TpaKTaTa". o npeanonokenue Poccmana MOKET
6biTh, KAK Mbl YBUNM, MOKPEIICHO COMOCTAB/IEHHEM TE3UCOB OOJIBLIOrO
1 MAJIOrO TPAKTATOB.

[loyemy NpPMHLUMN MPOTHBOPEUHs CTAHOBHTCAH MEPBBIM MPEAMETOM
paccMOTpeHUs B Mposiore komMMmeHTapus K «CeHTeHLHAM) H OCHOBHOI
TeMOii B OIHOM 13 BAPHAHTOB NpPOJIOra — TPAKTaTe «O nepBoOM CJI0KHOM
npuHLMne»? [iagHas 3anaua Gpanimeka — 000CHOBATE MOHATHE CYLIETO
¢ [OMONIBIO MPUHLIMIOB MPOTHBOPEYHA W MCKJTIOUEHHOTO TPEThEro.
DPaHLIMCK HUT/IE HE TOBOPUT, HTO CYLIEE €CTh BCE TO, YTO JIOFMYECKH HE-
MPOTUBOPEUMBO, 1 €/1Ba JIH MOKHO FOBOPHTH O TOM, UTO cam PpaHiinek
{MEJ B BUJLY 9TOT TE3MC — CKOPEE, OH MOXKET ObITH U3BJIEUEH M3 TPAaKTaTa
coBpemMeHHbIM unTaresnem. Bo BCAKOM ciydac, 9TOT TE3UC [MOpa3yMeBa-
eTesi BO MHOTMX yTBepiaeHusx dpaHumcka, yeil TpakTaT MOCBAIIEH,
NpesIe BCero, Hepa3pbIBHOM CBA3N MEXKILY «CYUM» W MPUHLAIIOM MpO-
THBOpEUMs ¥, B HaCTHOCTH, TONKAECTBY «00BEMOBY MOHATHA CYUIETO
" ljl‘lgtp_soro COKHOTO MpUHLKNA. UMEHHO B 5TOM KOHTEKCTE DpaHLKCK
3a/1a€T BONPOC O TOM, UMELT JIN repBbliii CI0KHbIA NPUHLKTI ObITHE B YME
WK B npupo/ie Betiei. Ha aTom BOnpoce Gy /et Jasiee cocpe/IoToUeH aHa-
U3 IBYX TPAKTaToB.

B Gonpbiom Tpakrate GpaHMCK HAYHHACT paccMOTpeHUe ITOro BO-
MPOca ¢ TOro, 4TO CTATKMBACT /IBA «aBTOPHTETA) — ApucroTess ¥ ABry-
CTHﬁa: «H npeacrapisercs, 4To [nepBbiit C10KHbBIA MPHHLIAT eCTh| TOJIb-
KO B yMe, 160 BTOPOI aKT pa3yma 11oJ1araeTes B KHUIe “O pywe” coeu-
HSUOUIMM 1 pas/Ie/IAOLUIMM, a BCAKOE MPEUIOKEHHE €CTh coe/IMHeHHE
paszienenye. Ho, HANPOTUB, HUYTO HEM3MEHHOE HE MMECT ObITHS B AyLIE,
KOTOpas uzMeH4MBa, KaK yTBEP/KIACT AgryctuH B Tpakrare “O0 HCTHH-
HOI pestriu’™; HO HTOT MPUHUMI HEM3MEHEH, TaK KaK €Io dopmanbHas

MCTHHA 0OHapyKHUBaAETCs B Bore» (Vat. lat. 4385, £.73v). Jlanee, TaK xe

6
Rofmann H. Die Quodlibeta und verschiedene sonstige Schriften des Franz von
Meyronnes // Franziskanische Studien. 1972. Ne 1. S. 63, n. 194.

9




AHTUYHAS M CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®MAOCOPMS

KaK M B 6OJIBUIMHCTBE APYrUX BOMPOCcOB, PpaHLIMCK HAUMHALT € NepeyHs
TE3UCOB MK «BBIBOJIOBY (conclusiones), a 3aTeM Nepexo/uT K «3aTpy/AHe-
uiam» (difficultates). Te3ucel pasaesioTes Ha «yTBEPAUTENLHbIC) H «OT-
pULIATEIbHBIE, T.€. CHayasia yTBEPHKAACTCA, YTO NepBbii MPHHLHT UMCET
GbITHE BHE IylLlIH, 4 3aTeM yTBepik1aeTcs oOparTHoe, 1 3a1a4a dpaHuucka
3aKJTIOUAETCS B TOM, 4TOOBI M0Ka3aTh, YTO TE3MC M AHTHTE3UC 3/1€Ch HE
npoTUBOpEYAaT APYT APYry. UeTsbipe Te3ica Nocae10BaTe/IbHO MIacsT, 4T0
cyOBeKT, MpeanKar, OTHOWIEHHE MEkIY CYOBEKTOM W MPEAMKATOM H,
HAKOHELl, BECh MEpPBbIi CIOMKHBIH MPUHLIAI MMEIOT ObiTHE BHE Ayuin’.
[TepBbie 1Ba Te31ca — O PeaslbHOCTH CYOBbEKTa 1 NPEIMKATA — yIKE MPHBO-
nunuck B Bonpoce 2 Tpakrara, rie @paHuUMCK CTPEeMHIICS M0Ka3aTh, HTO
CyOBEKT MepBOro CJ0KHOrO MPUHLMNA ecTh cyulee. EaBa i MOKHO ro-
BOPHUTb 0 KAKOM-JM00 J10Ka3aTebCTBE ITHX TE3HCOB — HE TOJIBKO B Bo-
npoce 10, Ho u B Bonpoce 2, rjie oH1 paccMaTpuBajIneh 6osee noApodHo.
VTBepK/IeHHE O CyIleM Kak CyObeKTe MPUHLMIOB MPOTHBOPEYHs H HC-
KII0YEHHOrO TPEThEro — He Pe3yJIbTaT 0Ka3aTebCTBa, a MCXO/HbIH 10~
CTYJaT, KOTOPbIH YTOUHACTCA U MO/AKPEIUIACTCS apryMEeHTamMu. B Bonpo-
ce 10 MdpaHLMCK NPUBOAUT TPU KPATKMX JAOMOJHHTE/IbHbIX apryMeHTa
B MOJIb3y PEAJbHOCTH MEPBOrO CIOXKHOrO MPUHLUKMIA BHE JyLIH: 3TOT
MPUHLIMIT €CTh, CJie/lyst ABIYCTHHY, «BEYHOE MPABUIION, U OTOMY HE MO-
KeT ObITh POM3BE/ICH /L LIOiT; OH eCTh METAQU3UUECKUIH MPUHLMIL, H 110~
TOMY OTHOCHMTCS K YMCJy «pE€ajibHbIX Hauall»; HAKOHEL, eciu nepBblit
CJI0KHBIH MPUHLMI UCTHHEH BHE JIyLIH, TO OH €CTh M CYLIHii BHE ayui’,

" Circa istam questionem premittuntur quattuor conclusiones affirmatiue, quarum
prima est quod subiectum istius principii habet esse extra animam, quia ens ponitur
primum obiectum nostri intellectus, tale quod ab actu rationis fabricari non potest,
cum preveniat omnem actum. Item, metaphysica est scientia realis et de obiecto re-
ali, et tunc de ente quod est subiectum in isto principio. Secunda conclusio est quod
predicatum istius principii est extra animam, quia esse uel non esse cuiuslibet
supponitur extra animam, aut medium inter contradictoria. [tem, istud subiectum re-
ale habet passionem realem, et in isto principio, ut patuit, predicatur passio disiunc-
ta. Tertia conclusio est quod habitudo subiecti ad predicatum istius principii est ex-
tra animam, quia cuilibet enti ex natura rei inest esse uel non esse, et istud inesse
dicit habitudinem subiecti ad predicatum uel econuerso. Item, inter subiectum et
passionem realem est realis idemptitas que est habitudo mutua terminorum. Quarta
conclusio est quod totum istud principium habet esse extraanimam, quiain ipso non
est reperire nisi subiectum et predicatum et habitudinem mediam, et omnia ista ut
patuit sunt realia (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 73v).

Item, illud principium est regula eterna, ut patet ex his que dicit Augustinus, “De uera
religione™ et de eternis regulis; nullum autem tale potest esse ab anima fabricatum.
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IMacxos A.K. O asyx papuantax Tpakrara «O 1epsoM CA0XKHOM [PUHITIIIE»

yersipe aHTHTE3MCA 3epKaIbHO OTPAKAIOT TE3HChHI = DpaHLUUCK MOC/IEN0-
parebHO yTBEPIK/AALT, 4TO cyOBeKT, Npe/IuKaT, OTHOWCHHE MEIK/Y HUMH,
1 BECh [epBbIi CJIOKHBIM MPUHLIKIT HE UMCIOT ObITHS BHE leumq. Te3zucel
J§ AHTUTE3NChI — HE Goee ueM MocTaHOBKa Mpo0dJeMbl, KOTOPYIO dpaH-
(CK pelaeT B «3aTpyAHEHUAXN. [TepBoe «3aTpyAHEHHE» — 4TO cuMTaTh
fiepBbIM CII0KHBIM MPUHLIMOM — «BEYHOE MPaBriio” WM «aKT pasyman»?
@me'r dpaHiMCKa KOPOTOK: HTO, H JPYyroe ecTb MepBbIil CIOKHbIN NPHH-
L 9KBUBOKaJIbHO, U OH rnoJjiaraercs B pa3HbiX cMBbICTIax C)’UlCCTBleluHM
JIBKO B JlyLlLI€ WK TOJILKO B npupoze getueit . D10, COOCTBEHHO, 1 €CTh
eleHne npobsemMbl, 4TO MdpaHuUKCK 0TMEYAeT B KOHIE Borpoca 10"
* Yro 03HAuACT «IKBUBOKATIBHOCTE, TO €CTh «OMOHUMHYHOCTb MPHH-
LHMIOB MPOTHBOPEHHS H WCKITIOueHHOro TpeTbero? EAMHCTBEHHOE MOsC-
HeHue, KoTopoe Mbl HaXO/IuM 3ech y DpaHiMCKa, KacaeTes BCEX npe-
JIOAKEHWIT 1 Havall B00OLIE, KOTOPbIE, TaK Ke, KaK H nepBbIil CI0KHbIH
MPUHLIAI, MOTYT CUMTATHCS IKBUBOKAJILHBIMU: «TAK KE KaK onpejaeaeHue
fpUHUMAaeTCs TO 32 Camy YTOMHOCTH BHE JIYLIH, TO 32 OTJIMHHOE [oT Hee]
p@jwmle STOI UTOMHOCTH, M TAK JKe — C ONpeAeAeMbIMY (Nap. Naz. VIL
E. 74, f. 44v). 3aech NOHATHE SKBUBOKAJILHOCTH MCrosb3yeTcs B O4eHb
‘éj‘@uﬂfbﬂquKoM 3HAYEHHH: YKBUBOKAJIBHBIMH OKa3bIBAIOTCA HE MMEHa
M He Tpe/nKaThl, a [EJTUKOM TpeU1oKEeH s, OueBHIHO, YTO Ha BOMPOC
" jtem, omnis realis scientia habet principia realia, sicut rationalis rationalia,
- metaphisica autem est scientia realis, et illud principium metaphisicum.
;Q}J,!pm, ueritas istius principii non negatur esse extra, et per consequens nec entitas ei-
~ us, cum eadem sit dispositio rei in ueritate et entitate (Nap. Naz. VII. E.74, f. 44v).
' rii'olmepa MCTOB B HEArOIBCKOM MAHYCKPHIITE NPUBOIATCA 11O HOBO# (honHaumm,
"ﬁBOCTaBneuuoﬁ KapaHJaloMm.
¥ Istis autem premissis ponuntur quattuor conclusiones negatiue, quarum prima est
" quod quantum de subiecto istius principii non habet esse extra animam quia actus
intellectus.
~ Secunda quia quantum de predicato idem, quia operatio immanens.
- Tertia conclusio est quod nec habitudo inter ista, quia ubicumque sunt extrema inu-
enitur habitudo eorum et non alibi (Nap. Naz. VIL. E.74, f. 44v).
Quarta conclusio quod tota ista complexio formata ex istis conceptibus non habet
esse nisi in anima, quia in ea non est inuenire nisi ista duo extrema et habitudinem
° in.ter ipsa, que omnia sunt tantum in anima (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 74r).
Dicitur quod utraque equiuoce, quondam autem primum principium dicitur secun-
dum quod est actus rationis, qui est simplices quidditates componere, quondam dici-
tur regula eterna et incommutabilis (?); primo modo ponitur tantum in anima et
secundo modo tantum in rerum natura (Nap. Naz. VIL E.74, f. 44v).

Ad solutionem in questione patet per dicta de equiuoca sumptione (Vat. lat. 4385,
f. 74r).
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AHTUYHAS 1 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®MAOCODMS

0 TOM, UMEET JIK MPUHLIUI MPOTHBOPEYMS Pa3HbIA CMBICI B yMe H B pe-
anbHOCTH, PpaHumck oTBeT Obl petunTenbHbiM «Her». MHbIMuU ciioBa-
MM, 9KBUBOKAJILHOCTH HE 03HA4YAeT 3€Ch Pa3HBIX CMBICJIOB OHOrO Mpe/I-
JIOXKEHUS — [0 aHAJIOTHM € Pa3HbIMU CMbICJAMH OJIHOrO MMEHH (HarpH-
Mep, UMEHH «Iecy, 0003HaYaIoOLIEero Kak co3Bes/ie, Tak M JBOPOBOIO I1ca,
HO B pa3HbIX CMbIc/ax). B camom aesne, TpaMUMOHHOE MOHATHE IKBUBO-
KaJIbHOCTH Mpearnosaraio pasjiiyde CMbICJIOB WM AEHOTATOB MMEHH,
31€Ch K2 pedb He MAET HU O TeX, HU 0 ApYruxX. PpaHLMCK CYUTALT IKBU-
BOKAJIbHBIMH BCE BOOOILE MPE/UI0KEHMS, @ HE KaKnue-To ocobeHHble, Cka-
3aTh, YTO BCAKOE Mpe/iioKeHHe IKBUBOKAIBbHO, 03HA4aeT CKa3arh, YTO CO-
e/IMHeHHe B MPUPOJIE BEleH U CoeIMHEHUE B Jlyllie CYTh COEAMHEHUS B
pasHbIX cMbicnax. Yto 910 3a cmbicnbl? BBeneHHOE 31€Ch NOHATHE 9KBH-
BOKaJIbHOCTH HHYEro He AaeT VIS NposCHEeHUs 3Toro sonpoca. O3Hauaer
JIM «9KBUBOKAITLHOCTBY» BCAKOTO MPEUIOKEHUs TO, 4TO, cornacHo Ppan-
LMCKY, OHO MMeeT ObITHE B PealbHOCTH M B JIyllIE B Pa3HbIX CMbicaax?
B Takom ciyqae @paHumck 10keH Obu1 Obl MPU3HATH DKBMBOKAJIBHOCTh
CyHIero, KOTOpy OH OTpHLaeT Beaes 3a JlyHcom Ckotom . Bosee Toro,
TaKoe AOMyLUeHNe NPOTHBOPEUHIIO Obl, € TOYKH 3peHus DpaHuucKa, uc-
THHHOCTH 1 BCEOOIHOCTH «MIePBOro CJI0KHOro MpUHLIKMNa». B camom zie-
ne, cyOBEeKT 3TOro NpUHLIKMA, coriacHo PpaHUMCKY, eCTh YHHBOKAILHOE
cyliee, 4TO JoKasbiBaercs B Boripoce 2 HECKOAbKMMM apryMeHTamH.
B 4acTHOCTH, «MOCKOJIbKY BCAKAs 9KBUBOKAJIBHOCTh KOHBEHLIMOHAJIbHA,
a BCsl MCTMHA MPUHLMIA YKOPeHeHa B cyOBbeKTe, TO MCTHHA 3TOrO MpPUH-
1una Gbina 661 KOHBEHUMOHANBHA» . Kpome Toro, Tor1a nepBbiii npuH-
uun nojnajan oel Mo napanorusm sksuBokanbHocTH (fallacia equiuoca-
tionis) ¥ «C MOMOLULIO HErO HHYTO He JI0Ka3bIBAIOCh Obl € JIOCTOBEPHO-
cteio» (Vat.lat. 4385, f. 57v). Mbl BUAHM YKe HA OZAHUX 3TUX PUMEpaX,
4T0 PpaHLMCK UCMOIb3YET MPUHLIMIILI TPOTHBOPEYHS U UCKITIOUEHHOIO

12 & 2. <

“ens equiuocum non est adequatum istius principii subiectum”; “ens uniuocum est
adequatum subiectum istius principii, quia subiectum prime scientie quo ad nos est
subiectum primi principii quo ad nos...” (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 57v). “... subiectum istius
principii quod ponitur ens... dicitur per eandem rationem formalem de creato et in-
creato. Secunda conclusio quod istud dicitur eodem modo de substantia et acciden-
tia. Tertia conclusio quod eodem modo de ente in potentia et in actu. Quarta conclu-
sio quod eodem modo de absoluto et respectiuo” (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 59v). O6
IBOJIOUNH B3N A0B JlyHca CKOTa Ha IKBHBOKALHOCTE H YHUBOKAILHOCTh CM.: Pi-
ni . Univocity in Scotus’s Questions on the Metaphysics: The Solution to a Riddle
// Medioevo . Vol. 30. 2005. P. 69-110.

" «__.cum omnis equiuocatio sit ad placitum, et tota ueritas istius principii radicetur in

subiecto, tunc ueritas istius principii esset ad placitum™ (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 57v).
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06 4.K. O AByx BapuaHTax TpaKrara «O NepBOM CAOXKHOM NTPUHITATIC?

eThero Kak OCHOBaHME KOHLETILMH YHUBOKAJbHOCTH CYLLETO — OJIHOM U3
sHBIX KOHLEMIMA CKOTHCTCKOM metapusnki. CKazarb, YTO MOKHO
Th B Pa3HbIX CMbICIAX, o3Ha4ano 6u1 Ui PpaHLIMCKa BO MHOIOM NEpe-
JepKHYTb TO, Paji1 4ero oH rican cBoif Tpaktar. Tem He MeHee, pasiuine
: GbITHeM B Jlyllie U B PEalbHOCTH BbINALACT M3 TOro MHOJKECTBA
e f;qnon CyLIero, 0 KOTOPOM CXOJIaCTHKM FOBOPHIIH B TepMuHax Oyzb TO
IKBH BOKANbHOCTH WJIM AHAJIOTHH CYLIETO, [109TOMY HEYJMUBUTEJILHO, HTO
ppAHIIMCK, KOT/1a OH MCTIOIb3YeT MPUMEHHTEILHO K 9TOMY pasIHH4MIO 110-
gTie «IKBUBOKATBHOCTHY, MOXKET mojarath, 4TO 3TO HE HAXOAMTCH
B NPOTHBOPEHHH C KOHLETIMeH YHUBOKAIBHOCTH CYLIETO. Kpome Toro,
BOKTbHBIMH y DpaHLIMCKa OKa3bIBAIOTCA onpe/ieJieH e U YTOHHOCTD
1, M1y KOTOPbIMH MMEETCs CTPOTOe coorsercTue. Ho MOIKHO JIH
faTpUBATh 3TO COOTBETCTBHE KaK OCHOBAHME COOTHECEHHs OMOHH-
abix npeameron? [ToHATHE SKBUBOKAIBHOCTH 3]1eCh, M0-BUAMMOMY,
ajaer 13 MPUBBIYHOI 001aCTH 3HAYeHWi 3TOr0 TEPMUHA.
B Tpex u3 1ecATH satpyasenuii (3, 4, 8) MDpaHIMCK UCTIONB3YET B Ka-
s 0O BACHUTENLHOrO MPUHLKIA OMITO3ULMIO dopMaIbHbII/0OHEKTHB-
DopMasibHOE ObITHE €CTh, MOKHO CKa3aTh, peanbHoe ObiTHE, 2 00D-
Hoe ObITHE — ObITHE 00bEKTA MO3HAHNA KaK obbekTa nozHanus. Tak,
,eM 3aTpYJAHEHHH CTAaBUTCS BOMPOC O TOM, MOYKET I TMepBbii
APMHLAN WK Kakoe-1ubo apyroe npeuiokKeHue ObITh pepruPULMPOBAH,
| €C/IM ero NPHUHATH 33 BTOPOH akT pasyMa. Ecnu BTOPOIi akT pazyma pac-
TpuBaTh GOPMaIbHO, TO OH HE MOKET ObITh BEpUPULMPOBAH, nojaract
LHCK, TAK KaK NOHATHs CyOBEKTa U Mpe/iKara B 9TOM CMBbICJIE CYTh
Bl [IOHMMAHUs, KOTOpbIE HE MOTYT MPEAHLNPOBATHCA JApyr O Jpyre.
1 JKe TepBbIif MPUHLMI paceMaTpuBaTh 0OBEKTHBHO, TO OH Bepru-
pyeTcs, TaK Kak ero 00beKT GopMaibHO ecTh BHE uyum”. Sasiercs Jn
1031 LM (bOpMa.anbli"lloﬁbeKl‘HBHblﬁ TeM CMbIC/IOpasinyenueM, 6ma-
55l KOTOPOMY MEpBBIii CIIOKHbIF PUHIUT skBuBOKaseH? KoJib CKopo
LIMCK FOBOPKT 3/1eCh 00 «00BEKTE BHE AyLIH KaK 00 00bEKTHBHOM
CJie NPUHLIMIIA NPOTUBOPEYHA B AYLIE, TO CKaXKeM JIH Mbl, YTO 00BEK-
Biii CMbIC] IPUHLMINA COOTBETCTBYET (opMaTbHOMY OBITHIO MPUHLIH-

Arabd
) ! Tertia difficultas si primum principium aut aliqua alia propositio potest uerificari
~ prout accipitur pro secundo actu rationis. Dicitur quod iste secundus actus rationis
“',r potest dupliciter considerari — aut formaliter aut obiectiue. Primo modo uerificari
~ hon potest —conceptus subiecti <et> predicati sic accepti sunt duo actus intelligendi
At i distinctes realiter, aut partes eiusdem, et unum talium de altero non predicetur. Dici-
5 tur autem obiectiue tunc uerificari, quia obiectum eius est extra animam formaliter
" (Nap. Naz. VII. E.74, ff. 44y — 45r).




AHTUYHAS 1 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®MA0CODVI

ra B peasibHocTH? Ho Tor/1a Ha 4eM OCHOBAHO 5TO COOTBETCTBHE H Kak OHO
MOJKET ObITh MOSICHEHO C MOMONIBIO MOHSTHS SKBHBOKanbHOCTH? W He
MOKET JIH «IKBMBOKAILHOCTBY NMPHHLMIA O3Ha4aTh SKBHBOKAJIbHOCTH
dopmaibHoro GbITHs B yuie M B npupoze Beuiei? Bo Beakom ciy4ac,
DpaHIMCK HUKAK HE COOTHOCHT MOHSATHE SKBHBOKAILHOCTH MPHHLATIA
1 OMMO3KLIHIO HOPMATLHOr0/0OBEKTUBHOI0. DTO XKe NPOTHBOMOCTaB/ICHHE
MCTIONB3YETCA M B CIIEAYIOIIEM «3aTPy/AHEHHH) — 1O MOBOJLY TOTO, KaK €O-
e/IMHEHHE | pa3fie/ieHHe MOTyT ObITh BHE JyLIH. 3/1eCh DpaHLMCK rOBO-
PHT, YTO «MCTHHA M JIOKb B OTHOLICHHH COCAMHEHUS MOHATHI CYTh HE
(opmanbHO, HO 06BEKTUBHO» ~ 1 BBIBHIACT IOMOJIHHTE IbHBINH apryMeHT:
«MOJKHO TaKIKe cKa3aTh, YTO BHE AYLIH CYOBEKT M Mpe/InKar, U3 KOTOPbIX
OJIMH CKA3bIBAETCS O IPYTOM, COEIMHEHDI, a HE pameneubx»“’. DroT apry-
MEHT BMEPBbIE TMOKA3bIBAET, B YEM COCTOMT PasjiMiue MEiuy ObITHEM
TEPMHHOB B JIyllie ¥ B PealbHOCTH BHE JYLIH: TO, YTO B peajibHOCTH CO-
eIIMHEHO, B MBILIJIEHUH Pa3eieHo, TO €CTh MPEJICTABICHO AMCKYPCHEH.
B T0 e Bpems, apryMeHT CTPOUTCS Ha M0/IMEHE MOHATHIA: KOr/1a BONpoc
CTABUTCA B apUCTOTENEBCKOI (HOPMYJIMPOBKE, 101 «COSAMHEHHEM) NOJI-
pasymeBaeTes YTBEpIKICHHE, MO/l «pa3/ie/ieHiemM» — OTPHLAHHE, TOT/Ia Kak
B paspelueHuy Borpoca MpaHIKCK, MO-BHAMMOMY, MOHUMACT MO «CO-
eMHEeHHEeM» MPUCYUIHOCTH (inesse) peanbHOro Mpeaukara pearbHOMY
cyOBEKTY, a MO/ «pa3/ie/IeHHeM» — HX Pa3JebHOCTb B MBILIJICHUH.
MOosKHO N1 cBsi3aTh 00a OTBETa HA 3aTpy/HEHHE, CKa3as, uTo «pop-
MAJILHOMY COEIMHEHHIOY» COOTBETCTBYET «OOBEKTHBHOE pasjieneHnue»?
3516k, OnATh-Takk, MPaHIMCK HE JAeT pa3biICHEHHH, 0IHAKO COCAMHNB
06a oTBeTa (M OCTABUB B CTOPOHE MOJMEHY MOHATHT), Mbl MOTJIH ObI 10-
JIYHUTD CAEIYIOUMI TE3NC: MCTHHA NPHHLIAMA TPOTUBOPEYHS €CTh TOJIbKO
00BEKTUBHO, HO HE POPMATIBLHO, TO ECTH MPUHLIMIT NPOTUBOPEYHS HCTHHEH
B peanbHOCTH KAk MBICJUMOI1, FOBOPHTD JK€ O €r0 HCTHHHOCTH B peajlbHO-
CTH CaMoii 110 ceGe HET CMBICITA, B IPOTHBHOM Cilyyae 3To Gbli1a Obl HeKas
«HE-NPONO3NLMOHATbHAN» NCTHHA. [TOHATHO, 4TO PpaHIIMCK HE JetaeT
Takoro BbiBoja. Jlanee, ctaBs BOMPOC O TOM, KaK BO3MOXKHO OTHOLICHHE
(habitudo) Mex1y CyOBEKTOM M MPEAMKATOM BHE JILIH, dpaHumck donee
OTYET/IMBO MPOTHBOMOCTAB/ISET €IMHCTBO CYOBEKTa M NPE/IMKaTa B Bellax

'S Quarta difficultas est, cum circa compositionem et diuisionem sit tantum ueritas
[secundum] philosophum, qualiter compositio et diuisio sunt extra animam. Dicitur
autem quod ueritas et falsitas sunt circa compositionem conceptuum non formaliter,
sed obiectiue (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 74r).

' potest etiam dici quod extra animam subiectum et predicatum. quorum aliud dicitur
de alio sunt composita et non sunt diuisa (Ibid.).
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. O aByx BapuanTax Tpakrara «O 11epsoM CA0XKHOM IIPUMHIUIIE»

x pa3/ie/IbHOCTH B MBbILLUTCHMH: BHE yLLIH CYOBEKT U MPEIMKaT CyTh «Lie-
AMKOM 1t [TOJTHOCTBIO O/THO M TO JKe» , TEM CaMBIM, BHE JYLIH CHET HHKa-
-or0 Npe/UIoKEHHS (complexio), TaK KaK [BHe Ayuin] ecThb [k ] OuH-
L HCTBEHHbII TepMUHY. [Tpe/1okeHHe, OAHAKO, ecTh B Aylie, KoTopas
CroJib3yeT O/IMH TEPMHH KaK aBay' . YiKe 3/1eCb CTAHOBUTCSA HETOHAT-
5. roBOpHT J1 PPAHLIMCK O «TIEPBOM CIOKHOM MPUHLIATE» WK O IPYTHX
DeJUIOKEHHAX — C OJHOH CTOPOHBI, MOKHO MOJAyMaTh, YTO pevb Mo
{OMUAHIIO MIET O MPHHLIHIIAX [POTHBOPEUMs U HCKITIOYEHHOTO TPEThE-
HO, © APYTOil CTOPOHbI, BTOPOE 3aTPYAHEHHE Kacasoch Bcex rnpeio-
wit. Ta 7ke HesICHOCTD MPUCYTCTBYET 1 B 00CyK/IEHUH BOTIPOCA O TOM,
CHHMMY MM BHELIHMM SBJISETCSH OTHOLICHHE MEXILY CyOBEKTOM
npeankarom. CoriacHo DpaHLKCKY, OHO ABIACTCA BHELIHNM B KOHTUH-
i piX (T. €. He-HeOOXOMMBIX) NPE/UTOKCHUAX, 1 BHYTPEHHHMM — B HE-
;\Q@connmux. Ecin B NepBbIX TEPMHUHbBI MOTYT ObITH 0€3 OTHOLIEHHA, TO
B MOCJEHNX, KaK TOJILKO GepyTcs TepMUHbL, HEOOXOAMMO MOABACTCA
M OTHOWIEHHE MEeXKLY aunin' . TTOCKOJIbKY «repBbiii CI0IKHbIH MPUHLNAIM
aBisercs HeOOXOAMMBIM, OH JIOJDKEH paceMaTpuBaThes KaK aHauTHYe-
e npe uiokeHne, Ho PpaHLMCcK He AeacT 3/1eCh ITOr0 BbIBO/1a B IBHOM
1€, W 10TOMY €ro c/I0Ba MOKHO GBLTO Obl paccMaTpUBaTh KAk KilaccH-
IO OTHOUIGHHIT MEX/1y CYOBEKTOM M MPEJHKATOM B npeuIoxKe-
X, [0/1M1a1ar0LUMUX MO/ repBbIi CJIOKHBIN MPHUHUMIT.
~ [IpoTus NpoyTeHHs OTBETA Ha MATOE 3aTpy/HEHHE KaK yTBEPHKICHHA O
EPBOM CJ107KHOM MPUHLIAITE MOXKET CBU/IETE/IECTBOBATE 0JIHO M3 paccyx-
qnii dpaniycka B Bonpoce 2. rjie OH FOBOPHMT, YTO MCTHHA MEPBOTO
QIKHOTO MPUHIIMIIA He MOKET ObITh peabHOI B 0/THOM-€/IMHCTBEHHOM
PMUHE, U [TOTOMY 3TOT MPUHLNIT HE obpasyercs nmyTeM MpeArKalim
d MHA B OTHOIIEHHWH CaMoro ce6s'’. TOBOpUTCS 1M, TAKHM 00OpazoMm,
%onpoce 10 0 yacTHOM ¢jiydae — 0 peajibHOCTH, cTOsIIEH 3a YTBepK/IL-

&Quinta difficultas est qualiter est habitudo inter subiectum et predicatum sicut sunt
WMa animam cum quecumque sint totaliter idem, ut cum diffinitio dicitur de dif-
lj:?nito aut econuerso. Dicitur autem quod si sint totaliter idem, nulla est ibi comple-
!' Xio extra animam, cum sit unicus terminus, sed inquantum in anima que utitur uno
B\It duobus (Ibid.).
8 Nona difficultas est si illa habitudo inter extrema est intrinseca aut extrinseca. Dici-
~ turautem quod in propositione contingente extrinseca, cum extrema sine ipsa pos-
~ sint esse. In necessaria autem est intrinseca, cum positis extremis necessario in-
__nascatur (Ibid.).
- ...complexio in qua idem predicatur de se ipso non habet aliquid sibi correspondens
) extra animam nisi unicum terminum simplicem; ueritas autem primi principii est re-
~ alis per habitudinem extremorum que non potest esse realis in unico termino, et ideo
* per illam complexionem non formatur istud principium (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 58r).
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AHTUYHAS 1 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®1A0COPVIA

HUAMH TOKIAECTBA, KOTOpPbIE, HAPSLy ¢ APYTUMH MpeUI0KEHHAMH, Mo/ira-
JIAKOT MO NpHHLKN npoTHBopeuuns? Eciu Aa, To kakoe OTHOIIEHHUE MAT0e
3aTpyHEHHe MMEeeT K CaMOMY BOTPOCY O TOM, CYIIECTBYET JIH MEpPBbIi
CJIOXKHBIM MPUHLKN B Aylle WK B npHpoje Beuieit? B nosie3y Toro, 4ro
B Boripoce 10 peub HAET 0 4aCTHOM Cily4ae, MOXKET FOBOPHTH IMIMOTETH-
yeckas hopMma CyKIAEHHS — KECIIM OHH CYTh LICJIUKOM H MOJIHOCTBIO OAHOY.
Ho uto Toraa ssasercs o6wmm npasuiaom? Yyts Boitne PpaHunck ropo-
PHJI O TOM, YTO COEAMHEHUIO CYOBEKTa M Npe/iuKaTa BHE JyLIH COOTBET-
CTBYET MX pasjie/ieHue B Jyllie, TO €CTh B MbIILJICHWH — HHBIMH CJI0BAMH,
B peaibHOCTH CyOBEKT M MpeMKaT coeiuHeHbl BoeuHo. Ho He 03HavaeT
1M «coeiMHeHne» (compositio) B 3TOM CMbICIIE TO 3Ke, 4TO ObITh «10JIHO-
CThIO OIHUM ¥ TeM e (totaliter idem)? DpaHLMCK HE MOSCHAET 3TOT BO-
MpOC ¥ NPUHUMAET KaK CaMOOYEBU/IHOE Pa3IMYHE MEK/LY pealibHbIM CO-
einHeHneM 1 ToxkaecTBoM. Ho He nmeer nu B Buay @paHumcK Mo/ caMum
MEPBBIM CITOKHBIM MPUHLMIIOM YaCTHBIN CIyyail npeinoKeHmii, B KOTO-
PBIX TUCKYPCHBHO MBICIIHUTCS €IMHAs PealbHOCTh — B IJAHHOM CJiy4ae pe-
anbHOCTH BCAKOro cyuiero? B camom aene, cyObeKkT nepBoro npuHuMIia,
corsiacHo DpaHUKCKY, €CTh Cyllee, a «TePMHHbI MEPBOro Hayajia Co-
o6bemHubl (conuertibiles)», To ecTh NpeAUKaT paBeH Mo 00bemMy cyObeKTy
(equaliter se extendunt; Vat. lat. 4385, f. 58v). Ho Toraa kak corjiacosarhb
ckazaHHoe B Borpocax 10 u 2? Kpome Toro, kakoe OTHOLICHHE K pealbHO-
CTH UMEIOT, C TOYKH 3peHus DpaHLMCcKa, NPeIoKeHHs, B KOTOPBIX OJMH
TepMUH Oepercs ABaX/1bi?

Kak MOXHO 3aMeTUTb, CyKaeHUs PpaHLMCcKa HE BIOJIHE COrIaCOBaHbI
apyr ¢ apyrom. Korja ®@paHupuck paccMaTpuBaeT «IepBbiil CIOKHbIN
MPUHLIMITY B 061EM, KaK IVIaBHbIi MeTaQH3H4eCKUii MPUHLIKIIL, TO OH (ak-
THYECKH FOBOPMT O HEM KaK O YaCTHOM CJlyyae rnpeiokeHuii =S ects P
1 Kak 0 HauboJjiee 001eM aHATHTHYECKOM MPE/UTOKEHHH O PEealibHOCTH.
B TO e BpeMsl, OH CTapaeTcs COriacoBaTh MOHATHE MeTahU3UYECKOro
MPUHLIKIA C aHATTU30M JIOTHYECKOH (POPMbI TPUHLIMIIOB POTHBOPEYHS 1
HCKJIIOYEHHOT0 TpeThero. Tak, eciu criepsa rnepBblit PUHLMIT PACCMaTpPH-
BaeTCs Kak MpeuioxkeHue, cocTosiee U3 cyObeKTa u rnpeaukara — noHs-
THS CYLEro i CO-00beMHOro eMy TepMHHa B QYHKLUMH MpenKaTa, To J1a-
Jiee TOBOPUTCS O TOM, YTO MPEJNKaT eCTh «AN3BIOHKTUBHBIH aTpuOyT,
COCTOSILIMIA K3 «BTOPBIX HHTEHUHFI», T.C. ﬂOHﬂTMﬁ, OTHECCHHbIX HE
K peajibHOCTH BHE yMma, a K Japyrum ronsTuam (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 58v).
B 2TOM ke psay CTOUT pasiinueHUe MEXK/1y MEPBBIM CIIOZKHbBIM HPHHLIMITOM
W [IPUHLMATIOM TOXK/IECTBA — HA OCHOBAHMH, KaK cKasajiu Obl Mbl, pasji4ns

16



06 A.K. O Apyx BapuaHTax Tpakrara «O 11epBOM CAOKHOM MPUHITUIIE>

‘orn4eckoii hopme. CMelleHne MOHATUH MeTas3bika ¥ €ro A3blKa-
T4 [PUBOJINT K NPOTHBOPEHALIHUM APYT APYTY CYKASHHAM O MEPBOM
LAME: KaK TOJIBKO peyb 3aX01UT 0 repBOM MPHHLIKIE B €r0 peaibHo-
BHE yMa, aBTOPY MELIaeT JIoruHecKas dopma npuHUMIA, 1 OH HaYHHA=
BOPMTH O MPEIOKEHHSAX THITA «S ectb Py. Koria ke @paHUMCK CTa-
BOMPOC O JIOTMHYECKOH dopme npuHUMNa, OH de facto BBIXOAHUT 34
o cgoeii onTonoruu. Tak, wecroe 3aTpyAHeHHUE Bonpoca 10 — kak
AM3IBIOHKTUBHBIN MpeauKaT MpUHLMITA GbITh B IpUpose Beweit?
CK OTBEUYAET, 4TO KMOCKOJbKY BCE, YTO CYHIECTBYCT, OrpesesieHo
BITHIO TaK, 4TO OHO HE eCTb OT MPUPO/bL, @ ITO MPEUIOKEHHE HE ECTH
0, HU sipyroe (T.e. HH CylIecTBylolLee, HH HECYLIECTBYIOWEE. —
), OHO 10JIaraeTes Illd31:l0HKTHBHblM»20. 10 yTBEpHKAEHHE COCEI-
gyer y DpaHLMCKa ¢ YTBEPIKACHHUEM, 1TO «ITOT MPHHLIATL, KOTOPBIH 110~
raeTcs BHE LU, COCTOUT U3 yHUBepca/lbHEHILNX TEPMUHOB, & TaKxKe
HBEpCabHBIM obpazom Oyzer BOBHE» .

[lo Beeii BuanMocTH, DPaHLACK HE GbLT YAOBJIETBOPEH COOCTBEHHBIM
WIEHHEM JIeCATOro BOnpoca B 60JIbLIOM TpPaKTaTe, U MO3/1Hee, B MAJIOM
aKTaTe nocrapaics cpopmymposats Gonee CTPOIHYO KOHLIETILHMIO CO-
pHOWeHWs OBITHS B YME U B PUPOAC Bellei.

[perbio CTAThIO (articulus) Masioro TpakTara BO driopeHTHiICKOM Ma-
kpunte XIV B. OTKpbIBaeT pa3BepHyTas NocTaHoBKa ponpoca. B apy-
. MaHYCKpHNTax — MIOHXCHCKOM (konew XIV B.7) N BaTUKaHCKOM

B.) — 9TO HAYAN0 OTCYTCTBYET U TEKCT HAYMHAETCS C YEeThIPEX TE3M-
; [To Bceil BEpOATHOCTH, TEKCT B Ms Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A. 3 641,
119r 61mKe K nepBoHaUuAILHOMY BAPMAHTY MAJIOr0 TPAKTATA, HeM TEKCT
fss Miinchen, Clm 18530 b u Reg. lat. 373, KOTOpBIii B JaHHOM CJlydae
DOTBETCTBYET TEKCTY PAHHEr0 M3/1aHHs. Tak e Kak v B 00JIbLIOM TPaK-
are, DpaHUMCK NPUBOUT JIBE TOUKH 3penus: «OH1 rOBOPAT, 1TO [mep-
CI10KHBIii MPUHLKT] HMeeT OBITHE TOBKO B AYLIE...», «Ipyrue roBo-

" Sexta difficultas est qualiter passio disiuncta que predicatur in isto principio potest
‘esse in rerum natura, cum omnes res sint de facto ad alterum extremorum contradic-
tionis determinate. Dicitur autem quod quantumcumque omne quod existit sitinac-
tu determinatum ad esse tantum (?) quia natum est non esse, et ista propositio est
_ Dheutra, ponitur disiunctiua (Vat. lat. 4385, f. 74r).

* istud principium quod ponitur extra animam constat ex terminis uniuersalissimis,
et etiam modo uniuersalitatis erit extra... (Ibid.).
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PAT, 4TO ITOT MPUHLIMIT UMEET ObITHE TOJLKO B IIPUPOJIe Beweiin’". Jlaee
MAYT YeTbipe Tesuca: (1) 9To NpaBuiIo UMEET TOJIbKO 00bEKTHBHOE ObiTHE
B Jlyuie; (2) oHo MMeeT cyObekTHBHOE ObITHE B npHpoe Belleid; (3) camo
no cebe oHO He UMeeT ObITHS HU B J1ylie, HU B NpUpoe Bellei; (4) oHo
aKLMACHTAIBHO HMeeT ObITHeE B J1ylle U B PHpoJie Beleii” . Jlanee — CHO-
Ba TOJIbKO BO ()JIOPEHTHIICKOM MaHyCKpHNTe — DpaHLMCK NPUBOJMT BO3-
paxkeHus (instantiae) U OTBETHI HA HUX ' (1) 06BEKTHBHOE GbITHE B yMe

* Tercius articulus est si primum principium complexum habet esse in anima uel in re-
rum natura. Circa quem articulum dicunt aliqui quod tantum habet esse in anima,
quia ueritas et falsitas consistunt in compositione et diuisione que sunt actus ra-
tionis. Sed contra istud arguitur tum quia istud est regula eterna, nullum autem eter-
num habet esse in anima nostra tantum, alioquin ipsa subsisteret (?) ab eterno. Tum
quia ista regula est incommutabilis, nullum autem incommutabile potest esse tantum
in anima, cum ipsa possit adnihilari. Quod autem istud principium est regula eterna
docet beatus Augustinus <in> “De uera religione”, et quod sit incommutabile docet
<in> libro “De Trinitate”. Ideo dicunt alii quod istud principium habet esse in rerum
natura, quia eius ueritas necessaria et incommutabilis equiuoca (?) dicitur operi ra-
tionis, et omne tale est in re extra (Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A. 3 641, f. 119rB).
Ideirco introducuntur hic quattuor conclusiones. Primo est quod ista regula habet es-
se obiectiue tantum in anima. Ratio est quia omne quod intelligitur habet esse in in-
tellectu, istud autem principium... ab mente percipitur. Secunda conclusio est quod
habet esse subiectiue in rerum natura, quia ubicumque inueniuntur termini proposi-
tionis, ibi inuenitur ipsa, cum eius habitudo sit intrinseca, et ipsa non constet nisi ex
terminis cum habitudine; termini autem primi principii inueniuntur in rerum natura
subiectiue sicut uniuersalia in suis particularibus [“particularia in suis particulari-
bus”—Reg. lat. 373, f. IvA]. Tertia conclusio est quod ista regula secundum se non
habet esse in anima nec in rerum natura, quia eius ueritas cum sit eterna preuenit ex-
istentiam anime et cuiuslibet creati, et permaneat cum sit incommutabilis rebus uni-
uersis adnihilatis. Quarta conclusio est quod ista regula per accidens habet esse in
anima et per accidens in rerum natura, quia illud quod potest alicui non competere
competit ei per accidens, illa enim que per se insunt simpliciter (?) insunt. Esse a
nobis cognitum uel esse in rebus creatis potest non competere isti principio, cum
omnia ista contingant (Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A. 3 641, f. 119rB-119vA).

** Sed contra istas conclusiones instantur quattuor. Primo quia singula et omnia que a
nobis intelliguntur habent esse obiectiue in anima nostra, et uniuersaliter quecumque
intelliguntur. Secundo quia non solum in rerum natura, sed et in anima nostra subi-
ectiue potest esse istud principium, cum in ea sicut in suo pari saluetur ratio entis.
Tertio quia ens in anima et extra animam in mente diuidunt ens, et ideo oportet quod
si secundum se non est in anima, quod sit in rerum natura et econuerso. Quarto quia
omne superius est de essentia sui inferioris et ideo per accidens non potest esse in
illo. Si ergo termini insunt per se, et tota regula per se.

Ad primum quod non aliter ponitur primum principium in anima nostra quam cetera
intelligibilia.

"~
o
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et BCE, UTO HaMHU MOCTHraeTes, a He TOJIBKO NEpBbIil COMKHBIN MPHH-
1: (2) 5TOT PHHLIMI MOXKET UMETH cyGBeKTHBHOE ObITHE M B IyLLE, TAK
«ak B HEll COXPAHACTCS «embics BbITHsY; (3) «cyliee B AyLIe» U «cyluee
gHe Aywn» B HallleM yMe pasjesifioT MOHATHE CYIIEro, 1 MOTOMY €CJIu
LT HE ecTh caM o cebe B ayuie, TO OH noJbKeH ObITh B PUPOJIC
eit (1 Ha060POT); (4) BCe BBICIIEE BXOJUT B CYLIHOCTD MOA4YMHEHHOT 0
y HU3LIETO 1 OTOMY HE MOYKET GbITH B HEM aKLMACHTAIbHO: €CIH, CJIC-
gaTe/IbHO, TEPMHUHBI MPHHLIKMA npucy L Yemy-11bo per se, To M BeCh
quun npucyi emy per se. ®paHLnCK JaeT cre/lyrolue 0TBEThI Ha
spaxerns: (1) riepBblii IPUHLIKI MosaraeTes B yLie TaK e, KaK U BCe
AfTbHOE YMOMOCTHUTAaEMOE; (2) nepBblif NPUHIMI HECOMHEHHO ecTh B
ieii tyle, HO 3TO He 03HAYacT, 4To OH HAXOJMTCS B HEel TakxKe, KaK
nee pazyma» (entia rationis), TO €CTh KaK TO, 4TO €CThb TOJIBKO B AYLUIC
1puMep, xumepa): (3) Kak cyGceTanums, KoTopas B MBILLIJIEHHH pa3/ie-
‘o5t Ha TeJIecHYI0 1 OecTeriecHyto, cama Mo cebe — HU Ta, HU Apyras,
5ke 0OCTOMT JIENIO M € CYLMM: (4) KaK YeJIOBEK He eCTh Per Se XKUBOT=
11 HeBEPHO, UTO KMBOTHOE €CTh PEr S€ yesIOBEK», TAK JKE M CYILEe HE
b per se B pupoae pelieit. IHbIMHU CII0BAMH, TEPMUHBI IEPBOTO MPHH=
a [IOXO/IAT er Se BellaM, KOTOpbIe MOANAAIoT oA 9TH 00LHe Tep-
{bi, ¥ 9TH BELLH CYTh CYLIME Per se, OHAKO «ObITh CYLLIMM per se» He
KeT ObITh MEPEHECEHO Ha o6u1Ke TePMUHBbL.
‘Kak Mbl BUWM, 9TH apryMeHTbI KacalOTCs HE CeUHAIbHO MPUHLIMIOB
POTHBOPEUHSA H HCKITKOYCHHOTO TPeTbEro, a B 001IeM MOOBIX MPeTIoKe-
i 0 peallbHOCTH — B ATOM OTHOLIEHHH MOAX0 DpaHLMCKA HE HIMEHIIT-
Tewm He MeHee, CTPYKTYpa Borpoca crajia yeTye U CTpoitHee — MpexK-
Jie Beero, KOMIO3HLMOHHO. B cojiep/KaTeIbHOM Ke OTHOWICHHH TE3HUChI
aHIKCKa [OCTPOCHbI HA COUCTAHMMU onmno3uuuii  cyObeKTHBHOro/
OBbeKTUBHOIO ObITHA 1 MPUCYLLIHOCTH per se/ per accidens, ¢ MOMOLIBIO

~ Ad secundum quod nulli dubium est quod illud primum principium sit in anima nos-
tra. Istud tamen non patet ad esse in anima sicut sunt encia rationis.

~ Adtertium quia licet substantia in mente diuidatur per corporeum €t incorporeum,
cum substantia de se non est altera istarum, quamuis omnis substantia sit corporea
 siue (?) incorporea... ens extra animam et in rerum natura non sunt adequata, quiail-
la que sunt in potentia obiectiua non sunt in tali esse ab anima fabricata nec sunt
~ ad<eo>? in rerum natura.

* Ad quartum quia licet termini istius principii per se competunt inferioribus, et ista
que sunt in rerum natura sunt per se encia, tamen non econuerso. Ens enim non est
per se in rerum natura, quoad creata quod homo non est per se animal et non animal
per se homo (Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A.3 641, . 1 19vA).
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KOTOPbIX PpaHLMCK CTPEMUTCS MOSCHUTD pasiindue Mex/1y NpeJMETHO-
CTBIO CMbICTIA U peasibHbIM ObiTHEeM. CMBICII He eCTh TO JKe CaMOoe, YTO ca-
MM 1o cebe aKkThl paccy/ka, KOTOpbie, KaKk Mbl IOMHMM MO O0sbLIOMY
TPAKTaTy, HE MOTYT CKa3bIBaTbCs APYT O APYre, HO OH U He eCTh TO XKe ca-
MOE€, YTO OTHOLUEHHS MPUCYLIHOCTH B Belax. «He ObITh TeM ke caMbIM»
€CTh, KOHEYHO, JIHLIb OTPULATEIbHOE NOSCHEHHE, M Mbl MOTJH bl CHIPO-
CHTh, KAKOM MOJIOKUTEbHbIA CMBICII HMEET B JAaHHOM KOHTEKCTE apuCcTO-
TEJIEBCKasi OMMO3MLMA «caMo 10 cebe»/«npuBXoAAlnuM 0o0pa3om».
Y ApucToTesns pedb Lijia 0 JABYX THIAaX NpeauKalui U OAHOBPEMEHHO O
mMeTadM3nYECKOM pasinyuu, a uto umeer B Buay @panuuck? Eciu Mbl
MPOYMTAEM €ro ¢/10Ba OYKBAIBHO, TO OKAXKETCS, YTO MPUHLIUI NPOTHBOPE-
Y1l MOJKET OBITb, @ MOJKET M He ObITh — KaK B iyllle, TaK U B PEajlbHOCTH.
DpaHUMCK npeAnonaraeT Takoe npoureHue: «Ho Bo3HUKaeT 3aTpyAHEHHE:
€CJIM 3TOT NPUHLIMI caM o cebe He eCTh HU B JiylLle, HHA B IPHPOE BELIEH,
MpeACTaBseTCs, YTO OH He cyliecTByeT. ['0BOpIO, 4TO MOJA0OHO TOMY Kak
YHUBEPCAIIUH HE CYLLECTBYIOT MOCTOJbKY, MOCKOJIBKY MX YTOMHOCTH ab-
CTParupyroTes OT 3[€Ch U TeNepb, TAK )K€ ¥ TOT NPUHIIMI HE CYLIECTBYET
B 3TOM U TOJILKO B 9TOM OTHOLLIEHHM, [TO €CTb] B YTOWHOCTHBIX CMbIC/IAX,
camux 110 cebe abCTparnpoBaHHbIX OT TAKKX COCOBOB ObITHs» . TakuM
obpazoM, “KHA3b CKOTHCTOB» DpaHLHCK aAanTHPYET yuyeHue 06 o6mmx
npupojaax, BocrnpursaToe JJyncom CkoToM 0T ABHLEHHbI, — 00LIME MPH-
po/bl 6e3pa3inyHbl K YHHBEPCATbHOCTH B MBILIIEHUH W €AMHUYHOCTH B
Ob1THH. UMEHHO B 9TOM, /1aJIeKO HE apHCTOTE/IEBCKOM, CMbIC/E MepBblii
MPHHLMIT MPUCYILL JIYIlIE M PEaTbBHOCTH JINILb «AKIWIEHTAIBHO.

C 0/1HO# CTOPOHBI, OBITHE NEPBOrO NPUHIIMITA ONPE/IENIeTes OTpULa-
TENbHO, HO € APYrOif — 3TOro OKasbiBaeTcs HejocTaTouHo. HeeMoTps Ha TO
41O, cortacHo PpaHUMCKY, B MPUPO/Ie Belleit nepBelid MPUHLMIT Cylie-
CTBYET HE KaK MbICIIMMAas NPeAMETHOCTb, a «CyOBEKTHBHOY, TO €CTh Kak
MPUCYLIHI peallbHOMY NojuiexaliemMy (M 31ech CHOBA MOJIHOCTLIO UIHO-
pUpyeTcs ero sioruyeckas Gopma), «cyobeKTHBHOE ObITHE» MPHHLMNA
JIOJIKHO ObITh KAK-TO COOTHECEHO C ero «00BEKTHBHBIM ObITHEM) B MbILLI-
neHuu. [ToHsATHE 3KBMBOKAIBHOCTH, KOTOpoe (MpaHLMCK HCMOAb30Ball
B 60JIbILIOM TpakTaTe, ObLI0 ABHO HEMPUIOJHO VIS TAKOTO COOTHECEHHS.
Bo-nepBbiX, OHO M3HAYAILHO YINOTPEOSIIOCH M0 OTHOIIEHHIO K OTAEIb-

* Sed occurrit difficultas, quia si istud principium de se non est in anima nec in rerum
natura, uidetur esse nusquam. Dicitur quod sicut uniuersalia sunt nusquam quia
quidditates eorum abstrahunt ab hic et nunc, ita istud principium nusquam est ita de-
terminando et tantum in rationibus quidditatiuis suorum terminorum secundum se
abstrahentibus a talibus modis essendi (ibid.).
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-

epMUHAM, 2 HE NPE/IOKEHUAM (MPUMEHHTEBHO K MOC/EAHHM MOT-
01b30BaTHCH MOHATHE am@uboIMK, KOTOPOE BCTPEHAeTCA y CX0i1a~
3HAYNTEIBLHO PEXKE, YEM MOHATHE HKBUBOKAIBHOCTH). BO-BTOPBIX,
 Buzesn, y paHumCcKa OHO MOJHOCTHIO [10TEpAO CeMaHTHYeCKHi
i INLLB CITYXKHITO KOHCTATALWeH HECOBMAJICHHA peabHOro ObITHS
ust B Ayuie. HakoHell, MOHATHE IKBUBOKAILHOCTH UI0X0 COYETAIOCh
gHueM 00 yHHBOKAIbHOCTH CYIUETO. B kouTekere Borpoca 10 60stb-
0 TPAKTATA «IKBUBOKAILHOCTb) OKA3bIBAIACH MyCTbIM MOHATHEM, BCA
b KOTOPOTO CBOJIMJIACH K OTPHLATEILHOMY pasrpaHnEHHIO IBYX CIIO-
B GLITHS KAK HE MMEIOLIMX HUYero o0Lero Apyr ¢ ApYroM. Bo Bcs-
cnyyae, OpaHLKMCK HE pacemaTpuBal pasHble 3HAYEHHs «IKBHUBO-
OCTHY, KOTOpbIE BBIAEIIA APUCTOTEITH M KOTOPBIC MOIJTH OBl IOMOYb
ITh OCHOBaHKE /1Al COOTHECEHHS ABYX croco6os ObITHS. B LUMPOKOM
BICIIE CIIOBA KIKBUBOKAIIbHBIMMY SBIAIOTCS MPEAMETEL, JINILEHHbIE
gero ratio. Eciiu TpaHCKpHniuA “equiuoca’”’, NPUBE/ICHHASA B MPUM. 21,
 DpaHIMCK roBOPUT 00 IKBUBOKANbHOCTH HEeoOX0IMMOM MCTHHBI H
CTBUSA PACCY/KA, ABIACTCA BEPHOI1, TO MOKHO FOBOPHTH O TOM, HTO
SITHE YKBUBOKANLHOCTH, COMIACHO DpaHLHCKY, MCTOB3YHOT CTOPOH-
i MHEHHs, KOTOpoe OH He pasjenser. B mobom ciyyae, DpaHUMCK
fibille HE MBITAETCS PEUIMTL BONPOC MK [OMOLIM HTOTO MOHATHS.
B MaJIOM TPAaKTaTe OCHOBHBIM HHCTPYMEHTOM COOTHECEHUS ObITHS B
ATLHOCTH C OBITUEM B YME BbICTYNACT KOHLICTILHA «TPOTMO3HLIMOHANb-
PO peanusmar. B sagepuienye CraTbi 3 PpaHLMCK CTABUT €LIC OJIMH
ATpyHUTEbHbIN BOMPOCY: KaK nepeblit IPHHLIAT MOJKET ObITh B NpH-
oie Belieil, eciii B Heil HeT HUKaKKX «TIPeUIOIKEHNID) (complexiones),
10 TOJILKO MPOCTHIC TEPM wHBI? OTBET MPOCT — B NPUPOJIE €CTh HE TOILKO
LeKT M NPEANKaT, HO U «OTHOLICHHEY (habitudo) M€y HUMH, KOTO-
€ eCTb «CoueTaHne TEPMHUHOB (complexio terminorum). B kauecTse
HMepa [PHBOJIUTCS MPEIOKEHHE «Bcskoe uenoe 6osble ¢Boeii ua-
Ty, Vike B 60mbLIoM TpakTaTe GpaHLKCK FOBOPII o peanbHocTH habi-
I Q, HO TONBKO 3/16Ch OH HA3bIBAET 3TO OTHOMICHHE KCOUCTAHNEM TEepMHU-
», UCI10J1b3Y 5 C10BO “complexio”, KOTOpoe, Hapsy CO CIOBOM “com-

‘Sed adhuc quomodo potest illud esse qualitercumque in rerum natura, cum in natura
‘nulla sit complexio [incomplexio — Firenze, Conv. Sopp. A. 3 641, f. 1 19vA], sed
ermini simplices tantum. Dicitur autem quod in rerum natura est inuenire terminos
et habitudinem inter illos, sicut cum <dicitur> “omne totum est maius sua parte”,
_non solum in natura est totum et pars, sed habitudo excessus totius ad partem; et sic
_non solum termini, sed et terminorum complexio, que habitudo eorum est in rerum

?latura(Mﬁnchen. Clm 18530 b, f. 119r).
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plexus®™, B cxonacTuke 0603Ha4aNn0 «IPEAIOKEHMT» B CMBICIIE COYETAHMS
TepMUHOB. DpaHLHCK rOBOPUT DoJiee OnpeaesieHHO 00 3TUX «IPeUIoKe-
HUSIX B PEaTbHOCTHY B MPOCTpaHHOM cTaThe 5 — «O TOM, ecTh JIU [1epBbiit
CJIOXKHBIH MPUHLIMIT] aKT paccy/1kay, TEKCT KOTOPOJA B LIEJIOM OJJMHAKOB BO
BCEX TPEX paccMaTpUBaEMbIX MaHYCKPHIITAX.

DpaHUMCK WAET OT NPOTHBHOIO: KHEKOTOPbIE TOBOPAT, YTO Aa», TO
€CTh YTO MEepBbIN CA0MHBIH MPUHLMI €CTh aKkT paccysaka. Ilepsbiif akT
paccy/ika — MocTHKeHHe MPOCThIX TEPMUHOB. BTOPOIi aKT — coeIMHEHNE U
pazjieneHne TUX TepMHUHOB. TpeTuil — MocTpoeHHe YMO3aKJIHOYEHHI.
[TepBblii CI0AKHbINA MPUHLIKI €CTh, C STOH TOYKH 3pEHUs, BTOPOIi akT pac-
cyjika, TO €CTh npennox(enue”. DpaHIMCK BbIJABHIaeT YeThlpe J0BOJA
NPOTHB 3TOM TOYKH 3peHHs. [lepBblii JOBO HaAM yKe XOPOLIO 3HAKOM —
MepBblii MPUHLIKAI CYHUTACTCSA BEYHBIM U HETIICHHBIM MTPABUJIOM, TOI/1a KaK
TBAPHBIH aKT MOCTHIKEHUS — BpEMEHHBIH M T/ICHHBbII. Jlanee, Haul akT rno-
HUMaHHS €CTh «HEKOTOpPOE KauyecTBO OMpPEAEIeHHOro BH/1a», TOraa Kak
MepBbIil MPUHLKI KITOJXOANT KO BCSKOMY poay». Kpome Toro, akT rno-
CTHIKEHMS HAXOAUTCS BO BJIACTH HALIEH BOJIM — KaK U BCE TO, YTO KOHBEH-
LIHOHABLHO, HO MEePBbIif MPUHIIMIT «SABJISETCS B BbICIICH CTENEHN HE00X0-
JIAMBIM U MOJUIEIKUT TOJILKO boskecTBeHHOM Bosie». HakoHell, akT Halueit
BOJIM €AMHUYEH, a MEePBbIi MPUHLIMIT AB/IAETCS «yuuaepcanweﬁumm»zs.
Camas MHTepecHas JeTallb B 9TUX J0BOJAX — YTBEPIHKIECHHE O MOJYHHEH-
HOCTH [epPBOro CJI0XKHOIrO npuHLmMna boxecTseHHoii Bosie. B arom dpan-
LIMCK, KaK MOXCHO M0lyMaTh, oTcTynaer ot yueHus J{ynca Ckora, coriac-
HO KOTOpoMy y bora He MoKeT ObITh MPOTHBOPEYMBLIX UAEH U OZIHOBpE-
MEHHO HEBO3MOXKHOCTh 4Yero-1ubo camMornpoTHBOPEYMBOrO BO3BOAUTCS
K boxkecTBeHHOMY ymyzg, KOTOPBI, TeM caMbIM, J0JIJKEH UCXOAUTH U3

*’ Si est actus rationis, etc. Dicunt aliqui quod sic, quia cum tres sint actus rationis,
quorum primus est apprehendere simplices terminos propositionis. Secundus est
componere et diuidere. Tertius est syllogizare. Istud autem principium sicut et cetera
consistit in compositione et diuisione (Reg. lat. 373, f. 1vB).

** Sed contra istud arguitur quattuor. Et primo sic quia actus intelligendi creatus est
temporalis et corruptibilis, istud autem primum principium ponitur regula eterna et
incorruptibilis, ergo etc. Secundo sic: actus intelligendi noster est quedam qualitas
speciei determinate, istud autem principium conuenit omnem genus, ergo etc. Tertio
sic: actus iste est in potestate nostre uoluntatis sicut illa que sunt ad placitum, istud
autem primum principium cum sit summe necessarium non subiacet nisi uoluntati
diuine, ergo. Quarto sic: actus uoluntatis nostre est singularis quia signatur, istud
autem principium est uniuersalissimum, ut patuit, ergo (Reg.lat. 373, ff. 1vB—2rA).

* Johannes Duns Scotus. Reportatio Parisiensis examinata [ 38-44 / Hrsg. J.R. Soder.
Freiburg etc.: Herder, 2005. P. 182

[£9]
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6 A.K. O aByx Bapuantax rpakrara «O TIepBOM CAOXKHOM MPUHLINIIE?

HiLMIa NPOTUBOPEH L. Ho ceifyac Hac MHTepecyeT apyroe: dpaH-
OTOKAECTBIISIET 3/1€Ch AKT COCANHEHHSA H pasjie/ieHus, TO eCTh akT
OBaHMS MPEUTOKEHHUS, C AKTOM MOCTHIHKEHU HIIH TTOHUMAaHW)
intelligendi) n monaraet ero 3aBUCALULAM OT BOJIM M KOHBEHLIMO-
HBIM (ad placitum). OBGOpOT «MOA0GHO TEM, HTO CYTh MPOM3BOJIb-

I CKOHBEHLMOHATBHO») MOKHO, KOHEYHO, MPOYMTHIBATE BCErO
, KAK CpaBHEHME MEHTATbHBIX npeIokKeHni ¢ KOHBEHUMOHAIBHbI-
DeUI0KEHHUSIMH YCTHOI peu — B POTHBHOM cllyydae 3TO BbICKa3bl-
e MI0X0 codeTanoch Obl ¢ KOHLEMLeH «TpeIoKeHnil B peaibHO-
i, KOTOPYIO JaJibliie U3/araet aBTop. Tem He MeHee, B TPUBEACHHBIX
Jlax pesb UeT He MpocTo O [1CHXOIOrHYECKOil peaslbHOCTH, B3STOMH

TOM BHJIE» — KAK PeasibHOCTb HHTE/ICKTYaIbHBIX aKTOB, HE MO-

VIILAX CKa3bIBATBCA APYT O ipyre (3TOro apryMenTa 60/1bIIOr0 TPaKTa-

Mbl 3/1€Ch HE HAXOJIUM), — HO O MCHXOIOrMYECKOii peaibHOCTH aKTOB,
OTHECEHHOIT ¢ COJepIKaHNEM npe/UIoKeH i, Bejlb BOJIA COCAUHACT
OHEKT ¢ MPE/IMKATOM, KOHEYHO K€, HE geaenyio. [IpezicraBieHue o
M, UTO BOJIS ABJSETCA TOM CMOCOBOHOCTBIO, KOTOpas COEAMHACT TEP-
Hbl MEHTAJTBHOTO BHICKA3bIBAHMA, 06BscHuMo y OKKama, 0TBeprato-

0 NOHATHE KTIPEIOKEHNUIT B gemaxy . Y dpanuucka xe, mpusHa-
er0 TaKKe MPEIOKEHHs, TE3UC O MPOU3BOJIBHOCTH MEHTaJIbHBIX BbI-
a3blBaHMil ABIACTCH, 110 MeHblIe Mepe, cTpaHHbiM. [10-BUANMOMY,
eCh Mbl B 0uepe/IHO# pa3 Habmo/1aeM, Kak CKJIOHHOCTb K CHCTEMATH-
KOMY OMUCAHUIO NPe/IMeTa NPeo/I0NeBaET y dpaHLUCKa CTPeMIIEHHE
BUTH BOTIPOCHI, HA KOTOPBIX aBTOP MOT Obl, BO3MOXKHO, 1 «3aCTPATHY,
aBb OH UX B IBHOM BHJIE.

' OTK/IOHUB MPE/CTABIICHUE O MEPBOM CJIOKHOM MPUHLIMIE KaK O MCH-

OrHyYecKON peasibHOCTH aKTOB PacCyika, MpaHLMCK FOBOPHT O TMPHH-
e KaK 0 HEKOEM «COYETaHWH» HITH KTIPEIOKCHHID) (complexus) BHE
I}, KOTOPOE He eCTh aKT PacCy/IKa, HO BMECTE ¢ TeM COCTaBJIEHO M3
jbeKTa, MpeanKaTa i OTHOLICHMA MEALY HUMH. [Tpu 5TOM CYOBEKT
YI0100a51eTCA MATePHH, NPeAMKaT — dopme, a OTHOUICHHE MEK/Y HUMHU
paccmaTpuBaeTCs Kak JBOAKOC: cyObeKT «yHAMpYyeT» MpeauKar, arnpe-
TMKAT «IIPUCY L CYyOBEKTY. DTH HETHIPE WicHa MpeUIoKEHHs CBOHCTBEH-
Hbl emy, Kak rosaraet PpaHLKCK, COBEpIIEHHO HE3aBMCHMO OT KaKoro-
G0 aeiicTBUA paccy/ika i 00HApYKHBAIOTCA BO BCAKOM «HATYpaIbHOM

.'i

"Guillelmus de Ockham. Expositio in librum Perihermeneias Aristotelis / Ed.
'A. Gambatese, S. Brown / Guillelmi de Ockham opera philosophica et theologica.

~ Opera philosophica, Vol. II. St. Bonaventure, N.Y., 1978. P. 354: 68-69.



AHTUYHAS 11 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®MAOCOPNA

KOMIO3MTEY, TO €CTh BO BCAKOM CJI0KHOM CyOCTaHLIMH, KOTOPYIO MOYXKHO
BCTPETHUTH B npnpone”.

[TpoTHB CBOEro rJIaBHOrO TE€3MCa O TOM, YTO MEPBbI MPUHIIMI €CTh
npeanoxeHue BHe Ayiu, @paHunucK NPUBOANT, KaK 00bIMHO, YEThIPE BO3-
paXkeHHs, a 3aTeM Ha HUX OTBeuaeT . B 3THX OTBETaxX eCTh HECKOJIbKO
MprUMeYaTeNbHbIX AeTalei.

Tak, B oTBeTE Ha TpeThe Bo3paxkeHne MpaHUMCK roBOpUT 006 yTBEp-
KACHUAX TOXH/IECTBA KaK O 4aCTHOM cliydae npeloxeHuid. HoseiM 1o
CpaBHEHUIO ¢ OOJILIIMM TPAKTATOM ABJIAETCA 31€Ch TO, UTO DpaHLIUCK €O

*'Ideo dico quod istud primum principium de quo talia dicuntur actus rationis esse
non potest, sed est quidam complexus in esse quidditatiuo terminorum suorum in
quo includuntur quattuor constitutiua, quorum primum est eius subiectum tamquam
materia, quia tota ueritas istius regule est in suo subiecto tamquam in fundamento.
Secundum est eius predicatum ad modum forme, quia inest formaliter ipsi subiecto.
Tertium est habitudo quam habet subiectum ad predicatum in ratione fundantis, quia
fundat ipsum. Quartum est habitudo quam habet predicatum ad subiectum in ratione
insistentis, quia inest ei formaliter, et ista quattuor sunt ibi circumscripto omni opere
rationis, sicut in omni composito naturali est inuenire ibi materiam et formam et du-
as habitudines, scilicet recipientis et proficientis. Istarum autem habitudinum copula
que subintelligitur in isto principio est nota (Reg.lat. 373, f. 2rA).

* Sed contra hanc sententiam instantur quattuor, quia primum principium est proposi-

tio per se nota, cum intret propositionem. Propositio autem est oratio, et oratio ens
rationis. Secundo quia eadem ratione qua ponitur altera premissarum extra animam
et tota demonstratio ponitur, et syllogismum est actus rationis. Tertio quia habitudo
uidetur esse aliqua relatio inter extrema, et secundum hoc est extra animam realis, et
talis relatio realis non uidetur esse inter subiectum et predicatum, cum idem de se
ipso predicari possit. Quarto quia illud predicatum — predicatio et negatio — quod
ponitur in primo principio non uidetur esse extra animam, cum neutrum affirma-
tionis et negationis nusquam sit in re.
Ad primum quod oratio et propositio possunt accipi aut pro ista compositione que
est extra animam in rationibus formalibus terminorum, aut pro ista que est in mente
inter conceptus eorum, et ita primum principium. Si autem sumatur in analogia ad
primum, dicitur principium sicut urina sana, et ita dicitur eternum et incommutabile
non formaliter. Ad secundum quod totus ordo demonstrationis et connexio termino-
rum et propositionum est in rationibus terminorum extra animam, alioquin proces-
sus scientiarum non esset necessarius simpliciter, cum... anima nostra contingenter
discurrat, et ideo demonstratio potest accipi dupliciter (?), sicut fuit de principio eius
demonstratum. Ad tertium quod simpliciter (?) talis habitudo intelligitur inter ex-
trema ante actum rationis in natura (?) nostra, cum eius sit nota et copula, et aliter
ante considerationem propositio esset falsa. Quando autem idem de se ipso omnino
predicatur, non designatur aliqua complexio, sed solum terminus bis sumptus, cuius
copula est nota non-distinctionis. Ad quartum quia propositio est in re, ita affirmatio
et negatio (Miinchen, Clm 18530 b, f. 119v),
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06 A.K. O apyx BapuanTax Tpaxrara «O repBoM CAOKHOM HPHHITMIIE»

i ONPE/IENEHHOCTBIO TOBOPHT O CYUIECTBOBAHNM OTHOUICHHA MEXKY
MHAMM J10 aKTa PACCY/IKA, B POTHBHOM ClTyHae KIPE/IOKEHHE ObLI0
JIOKHbBIM JI0 TOTO, KAK OHO pacCMaTpHBaeTCs. VTBEpKACHHUSA TOXKIE-
a POCTO BHINAIAKOT U3 ATOTO NpaBHIIa (B HUX He /IBa TEPMUHA, MEXLY
BIMM BO3MOKHO OTHOILIGHHE, @ TOJIbKO O/IMH TEPMHH, B3ATHIH JBa-
1 [IOTOMY HE MOTYT CJIY)KHTb apryMEHTOM MPOTHB peasbHOCTH oT-
‘ WSt MeXK/LY CYOBEKTOM M NPEUKATOM BHE YMa. Ho He sBnsioTCs JIK

AKOM CJlyuae YTBEP/KICHHS TOKAECTBA JIOKHBIMHU J10 aKTa paccyaka?
jeSIKOE JM OTHOUICHHE MEK/LY CYOBEKTOM M MPEIHKATOM ABJISETCS pe-
piM? DpaHUKMCK HE aeT OTBETa Ha 3TH BOMPOCHI. [lo cytu aena,
HOCTb KOHLEMLIMM MPOMO3ULHOHANBHONO pean3ma A0CTHraeTCs 3a

Wi BMECTO MOHATHA DKBUBOKALIMM, OT KOTOPOrO OH B IAHHOM KOHTEK~
8 yoke oTkasancs. TIpe/ToKeHHe Kak «cyliee ymay ik Kak MEHTaJIbHOE
BICKa3bIBAHUE MOXKET HA3bIBATHCA MPUHLINTIOM IO AHAJIOFMH K MEPBOMY»
KaK «30poBas MO4ay, KOTOpas «310pOBa» HE cama o cebe, a B CHITY
0, YTO 30POBO KUBOTHOE. B 5TOM CMbIC/E MPUHLIT POTHBOPEHHA,
TOpBIii MBICIUTCS HAMM, Ha3bIBAETCS TaK H OJIHOBPEMEHHO €CThb JINLIb
YTOMY, 4TO OH MPOMCXOAMT OT MPHHIKIIA POTHBOPEHS B camoii peasb-
eTi. DpaHLHCK MOBTOPAET 3TY MBICIb B 3aKTIOUMTELHOM (hopMyJin-
BKE COOTHOLIEHHS MPEUIOKEHHIT B yMe U MPE/UIOKECHUH B peasibHOCTH:
eKIUT MOHMMATh, YTO BCE BBILIEHA3BAHHOE, & HMEHHO NPE/UIOKEHHE,

i KaK TO, YTO 3aK/IO4ACTCA B peyH, MMEIOLLEH TMCbMEHHbIH 3HAK, WK
0, 4TO 3aKITIOYEHO B YME, JUIsl KOTOPOI'0 3HAKOM ABIIACTCA petib, Wil
K TO, 4TO €CTh B PEAbHOCTH, /LISl KOTOPO# 3HaK — TO, YTO B yME, 1 3T0-
y OIHOMY (T.€. TOMY, 4YTO €CTh B PEaIbHOCTH. — JI.M.) npunucbiBaeTes
4TO (hOPMATEHO CKA3BIBAETCS O MPHHIMIIAX, OCTABHOMY e =110 aHa-

WK STOMYY -

t autem intelligendum quod omnia ista que sunt dicta, scilicet propositio, syllo-
mus. affirmatio et negatio possunt accipi quattuor modis aut pro illis que sunt in
gno uisibili scilicet que scribuntur, aut pro illis que sunt in uoce tamquam in signo
dibili, quorum sunt signa que scribuntur, aut pro illis que sunt in mente, quorum
nt signa illa que sunt in uoce, aut pro illis que sunt in re, et istis solis attribuuntur
a que de principiis formaliter dicuntur, ceteris tamen in analogia ad ista (Reg.lat.

3, f. 2rB).



AHTUYHAS 1 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®11AOCODPVIA

KoHuenuust nporo3nuiMoOHaILHOIO pealn3mMa KpaTKoro Tpakrara
«O nepBOM CIOKHOM TPUHLIAITIEY MPUCYTCTBYET TAKAKE U B KOMMEHTapHH
®panumcka k Tpakraty «O0 HCTONKOBAHHMY . ITOT KOMMEHTapHii, 110
npeanonoxennto Pocecmanta, 6p1 Hanucad B 13261327 . [TpumepHo
B TO K€ BPeMS, KaK ¢ OCTOPOXKHOCTHIO MpejirnoaraeT Méne, ormeyas He-
HaJ1eKHOCTh TEKCTYAIIbHBIX CBUAETELCTB JaTHPOBKHU, MOT ObITh HANMKMCaH
u TpakraT @panumncka «O TpaHcuenaeHTanuax» (“De transcendentibus™).
[To cBoemMy 0OBEMY M CTPYKTYPHOMY J€JIeHHIO Ha cTaThH (articuli) sToT
TpPaKTaT MOKHO MOCTABUTH B O/IMH psi/l ¢ TpakTaTom Dpanumcka «O0 yHH-
BOKAJILHOCTH CYLLIET0» U KpaTKUM TpakTaToM «O nepBoM CJI0KHOM MPHH-
uurne». TeMbl Bcex Tpex TPakTaToB CYTh IJ1aBHBIE TeMbl MPOCTPAHHOTO

* Yesannu npuBoauT psst parMeHTOB U3 KoMMeHTapus dpaHuKcka U3 Meponna
Kk TpakTaty «O0 UCTONKOBAHWIY, KOTOPbIE UMEIOT MHOTO OOLLErO C MPOLMTHPOBAH-
HBIM HAMH TEKCTOM M CBHIETENbCTBYIOT O ONM30CTH KOHUENuuiA dpaHuucka
u [Banrepus Bypnes: Cesalli L. Le réalism propositionnel: Sémantique et ontologie
des propositions chez Jean Duns Scot, Gauthier Burley, Richard Brinkley et Jean
Wyeclif. Paris: Vrin, 2007. P. 218-222. Bypneii, kak 1 ®paHUMCK, HCIIOJB3YET B
JIAHHOM KOHTEKCTE MOHATHS «CyOBEKTUBHOIO» H €OOBEKTUBHOr0» OBITHA, O/IHAKO
B JPYrMX OTHOLICHWSX WX TEPMHHONOTMA pasnuyaercs: eciu DPpaHumuck
MCTIONB3YeT ClIoBOCcOueTaHue “complexio in re”, To Bypaeii — “propositio in re”.
HecmoTpst Ha TO, uTo Bypiieit HCosb30Ball BeIPAKEHHE “propositio in re” yixe B
1310 r., B 3TOT Mepvoj OHO €lie HEe MMeNno y Hero, kak nonaraer Yesamnw,
OyksansHoro cmeicna (Cesalli L. Le réalism propositionnel. P.193). Jlis
0003HauEHHs pealbHOCTH BHE yMa Bypiieii cTai HCrosib30BaTh BLIPaXKEHHE Proposi-
tio in re moszaHee, B JOrHYECKUX couyMHeHusX 1330-x rr., koraa MpaHUMCK U3
MeponHa yske ymep (1328 r.)— Cesalli L. Le réalism propositionnel. P. 195 ff. Cwm.
takxke: Pinborg J. Walter Burleigh on the Meaning of Propositions // Classica et
mediaevalia. 1967. Ne28. P.394-404, ocobenxo P.397. CnosocoueraHue
«MPOMO3ULMOHATIbHBIH Pean3M», HACKOJbKO MHE W3BECTHO, BBEa AJieH [le
Jlubepa: de Libera A. La philosophie médiévale. Paris: PUF, 1993, P. 435-436;
de Libera A. La référence vide: Théories de la proposition. Paris: PUF, 2002. Kax
sameuaet Konru, Bypieii obparusics k 6oee panukaabHON BEPCHH peai3ma rnocsie
1324 r. (Conti A. Walter Burley // Stanford Encyclopaedia of Philosophy. —
http://plato.stanford.edu/entries/burley/). Ox nposen mHoro Bpemern B [Tapykekom
YHUBEPCHTETE M MOJLYYHII CTENeHb MarucTpa Teoaoruu B 1324 r., criycrs roz nocne
Toro kak ee nomyunn @paxurck u3 Meponna. Oba Teosnora npHHAAIEKAIH
¢dpanumckaHckomy “studium™ B onHM M TE€ K€ TOAbl, U UX B3aMMOBIIMAHHE
MpeACTABIAETCS BECbMA BEPOSTHBIM.

* Rofimann H. Die Hierarchie der Welt. Gestalt und System des Franz von Meyronnes
OFM mit Beriicksichtung seiner Schépfungslehre. Werl, Westf.: D. Coelde, 1972.
S. 24, n. 59. Cm. 06 aTom: Mahle H. Der Tractatus de transcendentibus des Francis-
cus de Mayronis. P. 77-78.

26



06 A.K. O aByx BapuanTax TpaKrara «O repsoM CAOKHOM IPHHIIIE>

ara «O NepBOM CJIOXKHOM MPUHLIATE) 1, Ha MOJi B3, OblI0 Obl
3eHHBIM NMPEANOI0KUTD, 4TO DPaHLUKCK MOCBATHI KaykJ10# M3 HUX
bHBII TPAKTAT Ha MO3/IHEM 3Tare CBOGr0 TBOPHECTBA, TO CCTh, MHIO-
CKM, TTOCJIE CBOEr0 0The3/1a U3 [1apika B ABuHBOH B 1324 1. Cxo0/1-
IOXKEHMI KOHLIETTLMM MPONO3HLHOHATLHOTO Pealn3Ma B KOMMEH-
tpakrary «O0 HCTOIKOBAHUIY W B KPaTKOM TPakTaTe «O nepBom
OM MPUHLMIE» MO0 Obl MOCIYKHTh KOCBEHHBIM apryMEHTOM
y ATO# rMIOTE3bl.
JaHHOI CTaThe s He CTaBWi nepejl coboii 3a/an ACTalbHO NPosic-
, BOMPOC O COOTHOLIEHHH OOJIBLIOrO TPaKTaTa «O nepBOM CIIOKHOM
unie» u nposiora Kk «Conflatus» — 970 NpeAMET OTAL/IBHOIO pac-
orpenus. Tem He MeHee, 3/1eCh YMECTHO ¢/iejlaTh HEKOTOPbIE NpeiBapy-
IbHbIE 3aMeuanus. Mexay STHMH TeKCTaMU HMEHOTCS HEKOTOPLIE CXO/-
1 TUOOTETHYeCKH OHU MOTJIH Obl OTHOCHTHCS MPUMEPHO K OZTHOMY
ske BpeMeHH — 0k0710 1320 r. [IpimedaresibHO, YTO B APOCTPAHHOM
yaKTaTe He 00CyKIaeTCs BOMPOC 0 TOM, MOTYT JIH HJIEHBI IPOTHBOPEHI
[Tb O/IHOBPEMEHHO HCTHHHBIMH B OTHOUICHUH OJIHOTO ¥ TOIO KE. Dpan-
CK 3aTparuBaeT TOT BOMPOC B JICKLMAX K KH. IV «CenTteHumii». O3Ha-
46T JIM HTO, YTO TPAKTAT HE SABJISAETCH UTOrOM BCEX paccyxaeHuit Gpau-
Ka 0 MepBOM CJIOXKHOM MPHHLUMIE B €ro JICKLWAX Ha «CeHTeHLU»?
nuecTBeHHUK DpaHiicka w3 Mapiua B KauecTBe JIEKTOpa Ha «Cen-
. Jlanaynsd Kapaubono, ¢ ero J0mymeHHeM BO3SMOKHOCTH AiA
adictoria” GbITh OJHOBPEMEHHO MCTHHHBIMH, ObLI, MO MHEHHIO
bl 1 JIeTHHEH, U CBOErO BPEMEHH LEHTPaibHON (purypoi
CKyCCHAX BOKPYT BONPOCA O BO3MOKHOCTH HapyLIHTh MPAHLAT npo-
peuus B KOHTHHYYME, H €ro TOUKa 3peHHs yNOMUHACTCA dpaHLmc-
B JIEKLMSAX K KH. [V «Cenrenumiin . To 06cToATeNbCTBO, 4TO DpaH-
K BOOOLIE HE paccMaTpUBaeT COOTBETCTBYIOLLYIO npobieMaTuky B
eM TpakTare «O nepBoM C/0KHOM MPUHLHIEY, ABIACTCA HECKOJIbKO
20KHM1AHHBIM, TTOITOMY MOKHO MPEINON0KHT, YTO B 3aMBICE]I TPAKTATA
S BXO/II/I0 HCUeprbiBatoLee 00CysKAeHHe MPHUHLMMA TPOTHBOPEHHA KaK
MHPOBAHUE BCErO, UTO ObLI0 3aTPOHYTO ABTOPOM B €T'0 JICKLIMIX. Mue
JjicTaBseTcs 6oee BEPOATHBIM, YTO HAMMCAHHE TPAKTATa MPOHUCXOAH-
0 He nocjie 3aBepuieHUs nekumii B 1321 r., HO B TOT NepUOJL, KOraa

8 Owm.: Knuuttila S., Lehtinen A.1. Change and Contradiction. P. 1 89-190. Frangois de
Meyronnes — Pierre Roger. Disputatio (1320-1321) / Publié par J. Barbet. Paris:
Vrin, 1961. P. 136. CM. TakKe TEKCT OTIE/ILHOr0 BOMnpoca Jlauaynsda: “Utrum
contradictoria que sunt termini contradictionis possint competere eidem in eodem
“instanti temporis secundum idem” (Vat. lat. 6768, ff. 227rb — 228va).
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AHTUYHAA 11 CPEAHEBEKOBAS ®MAOCODAS]

DpaHLKCK elle TOJIBKO PasMbILIIISLI HaJl IPOJOTOM K CBOEMY KOMMEHTA-
puto Ha «CeHTEeHLMU» W 3aKkiaabiBan QyHAaAMEHT cBoero (Gpuiocodeko-
TEOJIONMYECKOro Kypea, 00be/IMHss B OJAHOM TEKCTe BOMPOCHl O TpaHC-
LUEHAEHTAIMAX, YHHBOKAILHOCTH CYILEro M MPUHLIKIE MPOTHBOPEUHS.
[To kpyry paccmaTpHBaeMbiX BONpOCOB KPATKUii TPAKTAT He BBIXOIHT CYy-
LEeCTBEHHbIM 00pa3’oM 3a paMKU BOMPOCOB MPOCTPAHHOrO TPAKTaTa,
M MOJKET, MO-BHIMMOMY, paccMaTpuBaThes KaK pe3ysibTar rnepepaboTku
 ajianTtauuu rnocaeaxero. Ecim 2o BepHo, TO HET HUYEro YAMBUTEIBHOIO
H B OTCYTCTBHMHM B KDATKOM TpaKTaTe MPUHLMIHAIBHO HOBBIX MPEJAMETOB
paccMOTpeHUs — B MEPBYIO 04epe/ib, CIOPHOTO BONpoca 00 OAHOBPEMEH-
HOCTH 4JICHOB IPOTHBOPEY M B KOHTHHYYME, O KOTOPOIA Lij1a peys y JlaH-
aynabda.

[IpumeyarenbHO U TO, uTO B JieKUMAX Ha KH. [ «CeHTeHLMit», OTHO-
caupxes K 1320-1321 rr., Mbl HaxoanMm Ty (GOpMYJIMPOBKY BONpoca
0 [EPBOM CJTOXKHOM MPHHLIKIIE, KOTOPYIO DpaHLIMCK HCITOJIb30BaI MMEHHO
B KpaTKkoM Tpakrate: «Mmeer Jjin nePBblﬁ CJIOJKHBIH NPUHLKI CHLY, Oy~
AY4H KaK-1M00 MOAMGUUMPOBAH?Y OO6cy:xaeHre 3TOro «COMHEHUs»
B JIEKUMSAX HAa «CEHTEHIIMM» OTHACTH MePeKINKAETCs ¢ 06CYKACHHEM CO-
OTBETCTBYIOLIEr0, HO WHAYe 03arJIaBieHHOro0 BOMPOCA B MPOCTPAHHOM
Tpakrare «O NepBoM CJ10)KHOM MPHHLMIIEY, OJHAKO YKe COAEPKUT HEKO-
TOpbI€ O0LIME YEPThl ¢ CONEPKAHHEM OJAHOMMEHHOM CTAaThH B KPaTKOM
TpakTare. EABa Jin 9TH CXOICTBA M PasIMuKA MOTYT CJIYKUTh JIOCTOBEp-
HBIM JIOBOZIOM B [10JIb3Y [0C/IE10BATE/IbHOrO HaNMUCaHUs MPOCTPAHHOIO
TpakTara, 3atem Jiekuui Ha kH. Il «CeHreHumii», a 3aTeM — Kparkoro
TPaKTaTa, 0O/1HaKo, Kak MHE Ka)KeTcs, OHH BCE JKe MOI'YT ¢ HEKOTOPOIi Be-
POATHOCTBIO YKa3biBaTh Ha MOCTEMEHHYIO ABOMIOLMIO (OPMYIHPOBOK
®panuucka.

Paznnune B KoHuENUMAX «OBITHA» MEPBOr0 CJOKHOIO MPUHLMMIA
B ITPOCTPAHHOM M KPAaTKOM TpaKTaTax MOJXET, KaK MHE Mpe/CTaB/Isercs,
ObITh MPOYUTAHO KaK pe3ysibTaT 3BOJOLMH nael DpaHiucka, a TakKe
CIY)KMTh O/IHUM M3 BO3MOKHBIX apPryYMEHTOB B I10JIb3y THITOTE3bI O TOM,
YTO KpaTKHi TpakTat Obij1 HanucaH B Gosiee Mo3AHMI MepHo/ TBOpPYECTRA
«KHS35 CKOTUCTOBY. EC/in 9T0 npenosiokeHne HCTUHHO, TO Mbl MOYKEM
OTMETHUTh, ¢ OJHOH CTOPOHBI, MpHBEPKEHHOCTh MpaHUKMCKa MpoyTe-
HUIO «TEPBOro CI0XKHOIO MPHHLIMMAY KaK MPUHLMITA MeTaU3HYECKOro,
a ¢ JIpyroii — nepexo/1 aBTopa k 60s1ee CTpOitHOI (MycTh U He MEHee criop-
HOM) KOHLEILIMH COOTHOLICHUS MPHUHLIAIA TPOTHBOPEYHS B YME U B pe-
AJIbHOCTH.

7 ; 5 ; !
7 Frangois de Meyronnes — Pierre Roger. Disputatio. P. 182—183.
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