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ONJIOCODPUA PEJIUTNUN

A.P. Dokun DOI: 10.7256/1999-2793.2014.1.10254

POJIb AHTUYHOMN ®UTOCOPUN
B 9BOJIIOIIMYU PAHHEN TPMHUTAPHOW MBIC/IU
ABPEJIVISI ABTYCTUHA®

AHHOTanua. Cmamps nocesaweHa u3yueHuo 80Npoca 0 BAUSAHUSL AHMUYHOU hurocoPuu Ha 380A10YUO
panHell mpuHumMapHoil mvicau Agpeaus AgaycmuHa (354—430). /lna panHeil hopmbl mpuHUMAapHoil
doxmpuHbl AB2ycmuHa, ucnsimasuteil Ha cebe cunvbHOe BAUAHUE HEONAAMOHUYeckol Memadus3ukxu,
ObLAU XapakmepHbl 08e pa3HogudHOcU: duaocofckan amazo2us, npednoaazarwas nocmeneHHoe
gocxodxcO0eHue OYywu U3 4Yy8cmeeHHO020 MUPA 8 MUP YyMonocmuaaembvlili nocpedcmeom npoceeujeHus
sceobwum Pasymom u noznarus becmenecHoil Hemunwt, npuuuHoil komopotil esicmynaem Buvicouailiua
Mepa; u mpuHumapHas oHmMoa02us, no0pasymesaruwids, Ymo 8 Kaxcooil comeopeHHOll seuwju MOXCHO
Habaodamb mpu 6a308blx xapakmepucmuku (eduHcmeo, popma, nopsadoxk u m.n.), npednoaazarowjue
mpotiicmeeHHyo cmpykmypy camoil ux Iepgonpuuunsvt — BoxcecmeenHoil Tpouuwst, «caedvt» Komopotil
Ppasym modzxcem obHaApyH UMb 8 Mupe. Ima paHHas Gopma mpuHumapHoil dokmpuHsl Ag2ycmuna, 06-
YC1081€HHAA BAUSHUEM HA HE20 CO CIMOPOHbL KK HeONAaMmoHU1eckol Mmemag@du3uku U ncuxon02ul, max
U apucmomenes8ckoll 102UKU, MeopUU NO3HAHUSA U peYl, NOCMeneHHO MPaHcHopMUpPO8aANACH 8 3peaYt0
«ncuxoaozuveckyro meopurw» Tpouysl, 20e BHYmMpeHHAA HU3Hb BoxcecmeenHnoil Tpouysbt no3Haemces
no aHaao2uu co cmpyxkmypoil uHousudYanbHO20 CAMOCO3HAHUA Yeno8eHecKol Yy, UAU « MPUHUMAp-
HO20 cOogito», UACMHbBIM CAyUaeM KOMOPOo20 Y paHHe20 Ag2ycmuHa O0blaa HeonAamoHu4eckas «Ymo-
nocmuzaemas mpuada» (6bimuw, HCUMb, MbLCAUMD), 8NOCAEACMBUL MPAHCPHOPMUPOBAsILANCS 8 Opy2ue
«ncuxonozuveckue mpuadsvl», xapaxmepHyle 012 3penoil peau2uo3Ho-@duaocodckoll Mblcau Ag2ycmuHa.
KiroueBsbie caoBa: aHmuuHaa unocopus, peausus, XpucmuaHcmaso, nampucmukda, meoao2us, mpu-
HumMapHas 0OKMpPuUHa, HeONAAMOHU3M, APUCTNOMEAUIM, MemaPu3uKa, NCUXOA02USL.

aK U3BECTHO, TPUHUTApHAA MBICIb
ABpenusi ABryctuHa (354—430 IT.)
aBaseTca GyHJaMeHTOM ero 6oro-
CJIOBCKOU MBICJIH B II€JIOM U OJTHUM
U3 OIpeJle AKX GaKTOPOB Pa3BUTHUA BCEH 1O-
cJIeyIonIen 3anaHON 60rocJa0BCKOU U pusocod-
CKOM Tpaaunuu'. IMeHHO TPUHHUTAPHOE yUeHUe
ABTycTUHA ABJISETCSA TEM OCHOBHBIM IIYHKTOM,
B KOTOPOM IIPOUB3OIIJIAa BCTpeYa XPUCTUAHCKOH
Bepbl U aHTUYHOU dusocodckoii Mbicau. THTepec

* CTaThsl HaMHCaHA B paMKax padoTsl mo npoekty PITH®
Ne 12-03-00455 «ABrycTus u pyHaaMeHTAIbHBIE IIPO0OJIEMbI
coBpeMeHHOI duaocopuun».

' Cm., Hanpumep: Hadot P. L'image de la Trinité dans I’ame chez
Victorinus et chez saint Augustin // Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P.
409; Du Roy O. L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 413.

K TPHHUTAPHOMY BOTIPOCY Y ABI'YCTHHA MO BUJICS
3a710JITO 70 HATTUCAHHUSI UM MOHYMEHTAJIbHOTO
tpakrara De Trinitate (0k. 400—416 rr.). Kak BepHO
s3ametus Kiaynquo Mopeckunu, «mpobyema Tpex
Jlun u X uHTepIpeTaIus B TepMUHAX, IPUHA/IJIe-
skamux [[7I0THHY, BOCXOAUT K CAMOMY Ha4aIbHOMY
MEePUOAY MBICTH ABTyCTHHAa»2. J[efiCTBUTEIBHO,
caM ABTYCTHH TPAMO YTBEPIKIAET, UYTO BOMPOCE
o bore elMHOM M TPOWMYHOM HEOMJIATOHKH CO-
[JIaCHBI ¢ XpHCTHaHaMH: «nobiscum sentiunt”s.
[Tpu 5TOM HCCIEA0BATENN TPUHUTAPHOTO YUEHU S
ABTycTHHA pa3/esiAluCch BO MHEHUAX, KaKHe
HEOMJIATOHUKH U KaKWe HX UJIed OKa3ayid Ha-
nbospiee BIUSHUE HA TPUHUTAPHYIO MBICJIb
panHero ABrycruna. B cBoe Bpems emie Buiau

2 Mopeckunu K. Mcropus narpuctuueckoit punocoduu. M.,
2011. C. 515.

3 Aug. De civ. Dei VIII 10.2.
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dunocodpus pemnrun

Taiiynep! BRIIBUHYJ Te3UC, NOAAEPKAHHBIN U He-
KOTOPBIMHU COBPEMEHHBIMHU HCCJIeJ0BaTeJlAMuU?,
0 TOM, 4TO 3To0 Obla He IlsmoTuH, a I[Topdupuii.
ITo mHeHuio ¢paHiysckoro yuerHoro I. Majexkas3,
ABTyCTUH 3HaJI He ToJbKO 00 yueHuu IligoTuna
0 Tpex NepBOHAYaJbHBIX Unocracax (EduHoe —
Ym — Jlywa), Ho u 06 yuennu Ilopdbupus o Tpuaje
u3 «XanaeucKux opakyyoB»: Omey — Cuana — Ym4.
Kak oTmeuas apyroil ¢opaHIy3CKUI cleIHaJIHCT
II0 HeoIlJIaTOHU3MY, IIbep A7i0, B TPUHUTAPHOM
yUeHUU ABTyCTHHA MOKHO HaWTH U Jpyrue KOH-
LlenTyaJbHBIE CXeMBbl, BocxoaAmue k Ilopdupurio,
HaIpUMeD, TPUABL: Oblmue — HCU3Hb — MblULAEHUe
U cywHocms — opma — nopsaookK; OAHAKO OHHU
He 3aHUMAIOT Y ABI'yCTHHA IJepHTPAaJILHOT'O MeCcTa’.
Bauanue yuenusa llopbupusa Ha TPUHUTAPHYIO
JOKTPUHY ABTYCTUHA MOTJIO OBITH He TOJIBKO He-
IIOCpeJCTBEHHBIM, HO U OIIOCPE/IOBAaHHBIM — Uepe3
Mapus Bukrtopuna. Kak nnokasanu uccjieoBaHUA
Hesio YunpuaHu, MHOTHME TPUHUTpaHble UJleU
BukTopuHa NPUCYTCTBYIOT KaK B paHHEM, TakK
U B 3peJIoOM TPUHUTApHOM y4YeHHUU ABrycTHHA,
XOTsA 3a4acTyio ABI'YCTHH BeJleT II0JIEMHKY C TeMU
WUJIU MHBIMHU KOHIeNIUAMU BUKTOpHHA, KOTOpbIE
Ka3aJiuCh €My CJIMIIKOM HeOllJIATOHUYEeCKHMH,
WJIU JKe TOJIBEpraeT UX paJUKaJIbHON TpaHcdOop-
manuu®. [To MmEeHuto dpHeTta bauna, noyg BaAuAHU-
eM Ilopdupusa BUKTOpuH U ABryCTHH yCTPaHUJIU
TO pasyinyue, KoTopoe IIJI0TUH IPOBOAMI MeX-

' Theiler W. Porphyrios und Augustin. Halle, 1933. S. 48-52.

2 Cwm. Hadot P. L'image de la Trinité dans I’'ame chez Victorinus
et chez saint Augustin / Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P. 435-437,
Idem. Porphyre et Victorinus. Paris, 1968. Vol. 1. P. 477-478;
Pepin J. Etudes sur les lectures philosophiques de saint Augustin.
Amsterdam, 1977. P. 252-267; Fattal M. Plotin chez Augustin.
Paris, 2006. P. 80—118.

* Madec G. Deus / Augustinus-Lexikon / Ed. C. Mayer et al.
Basel, 1996-2002. P. 342.

* Aug. De civ. Dei X 23 = Porphyr. De regressu animae. Fr. 8;
Aug. De civ. Dei X 29; Orac. Chald. Fr. 3.1-4.1; 22.

>Hadot P. Porphyre et Victorinus. Paris, 1968. Vol. I. P. 477-478,
cm. Takxke Pepin J. Etudes sur les lectures philosophiques de
saint Augustin. Amsterdam, 1977. P. 252-267; 675; Idem. Le
tout et les parties dans la connaissance de la mens par elle-méme
(De Trin. X 3, 5-4, 6). Nouveaux schemes porphyriens chez
saint Augustin / Gott und sein Bild. Augustins «De Trinitate»
im Spiegel gegenwirtiger Forschung / Hrsg. J. Brachtendorf.
Paderborn, 2000. S. 105-126.

¢ Cipriani N. Le fonti cristiane della dottrina trinitaria nei primi
Dialogi di S. Agostino / Augustinianum 34 (1994). P. 264-312;

Idem. La presenza di Mario Vittorino nella riflessione trinitaria
di S. Agostino / Augustinianum 42 (2002). P. 261-313.

ny EnunsiM u Beituem’. OfHako HaubOIbIIUI
BKJIA/l B U3yueHUe PaHHeH TPUHUTAPHOU MBICIU
ABryctuHa BHec GpaHIy3CKUU yuyeHbId OJuBbE
o Pya, monorpadusa koroporo «lloctuxkenue
Bephl B Tpouny corsacHo cB. ABrycTuHy. I'eHe3uc
€ro TPUHUTAPHOH TEOJIOTUH 10 391 I.»%, 0my6InKO-
BaHHAas B 1966 Tofy, U 10 cell IeHb OCTAETCs CAMBIM
aBTOPUTETHBIM HCCJIEOBAHUEM B 3TON obsacTu.
ITo muenuto /{10 Pya, onpeaensiomum pakTopom,
OKa3aBIIUM BJIHAHUE Ha (pOpMUPOBaHUE TPUHU-
TapHOU JIOKTPUHBI ABT'YCTHHA, ObLJI HEOIIJIATOHU3M,
B CPaBHEHUU C KOTOPBIM BCE OCTaJIbHBbIE OUOJIEH-
CKHe U IaTpucTudeckue GakTOPhl OTXOAAT Ha BTO-
poti iaH. /Ipyrumu cjioBaMu, no3HaHue bora kak
Tpouns!l y ABrycTHHA II0ABJIAETCA U pa3BUBaeTCA
He3aBHCUMO OT BephbI, dIIUcTeMOJIOrnYecKasa QyHK-
U KOTOPOM CBOAUTCA K aBTOPUTETHOMY CBHJE-
TeJbCTBY U HPAaBCTBEHHOMY OUYUIEHUIO cepAra
OT IPUBA3aHHOCTH K MaTepuaJbHOMY MUPY, JeJia-
IOII[eMy BO3MOXXHBIM OOpallleHre K BHYTPeHHeMY
MUDY AylIH, a uepe3 Hero — K bory. Kak nosaraer
1o Pya, TpuHUTapHaa JOKTPUHA ABIyCTHHA MOXKET
OBITH CBEJIEHA K YYEHUIO O PA3HOTO POJia TPUAJAX,
T.€. K «TPUAI0JIOTUU» B Y3KOM CMBbICJIE cj10Ba™. B 110-
cJieJlHee BpeMs 3TOT UCTOPUKO-(DUI0codCKUl mMosa-
xox O. I1o Pya x aHa/iu3y TPUHUTAPHOTO y4eHU:A
paHHero ABTyCTHHA IIOABPrcs KPUTHUKE CO CTOPOHBI
1[eJIOT0 PsAJia 3apy6eKHbIX AaTPOJIOTOB U UCTOPH-
KOB TEO0JIOTUH, NoJaramoiux, 4To Jlake paHHee
yueHHe ABTYCTHHA HeJb35 CBECTU K OJHOH JIHIIb
ajanTaldyd HeOIJIAaTOHUYEeCKOr'o y4YeHHUsA O Tpex
unocracax. B aTol cBsA3U cieayeT YIOMAHYTH pa-
6otb1 Hestmo Yunpuanu'?, Pene bapueca's, JIprouca

7 Huber G. Das Sein und Absolute. Basel, 1955. S. 89-116.

$Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint Augustin.
Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris, 1966.

® Cm. Gioia L. Theological Epistemology of Augustine’s «De
Trinitate». Oxford, N. Y., 2008. P. 6; Ayres L. Augustine and the
Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010. P. 1, n. 1; P. 19-20.

1 Du Roy O. L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 414-419.

' TIpocTpaHHBIH TepeyeHb BCEX TPUHUTAPHBIX (HOPMYII pAHHETO
Asprycrtuna /1o Pya npuBOIUT B KOHIIE CBOETO HCCIIIOBAHUS:
Tawm xe. P. 537-540.

12 Cipriani N. Le fonti cristiane della dottrina trinitaria nei primi
Dialogi di S. Agostino // Augustinianum 34 (1994). P. 264-312;
Cipriani N. La presenza di Mario Vittorino nella riflessione
trinitaria di S. Agostino / Augustinianum 42 (2002). P. 261-313.

13 Barnes M. R. Augustine in Contemporary Trinitarian
Theology // Theological Studies 56 (1995). P. 237-250; Idem.
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Aiipeca', Usga 'epbepa® u HEKOTOPHIX APYTHUXS.
OTnaBas JaHb YBAKEHU A K IIPE/JIOKEHHBIM 3TUMU
y4YeHBIMH [IOIX0/IaM U TUIIOTe3aM, MBI BMECTE C TeM
npugepxxkuBaemMcsa Touku 3perus O. /{10 Pya Ha He-
OIJIATOHU3M KaK IJIaBHBIN (aKTOP, MOBJIUABIINN
Ha ¢GopMUpOBaHNEe paHHENH TPUHUTAPHOU MBICIU
ABrycrtuHa.

JleficTBUTEJIBHO, €CJIU MBI 0OpaTUMCSA K TPyaM
paHHero ABrycTuHa, TO OOHAPYKUM, UTO YIKe B JIU-
asore «O GJraxkeHHOH xKu3Hu» (386 I.), HAITMCAHHOM
BCKOPE ITOCJIe CBOET'0 00pallleH s B XPUCTHAHCTBO?,
OH CTaBUT JOCTHUKEHUE UeJIOBEKOM 0Jia’keHCTBa
B TECHYIO CBs3b ¢ IO3HaHUeM bokecTBeHHOU
Tpoursl, KoTopyio MBICIIUT He CTOJIBKO B OUOIEH-
CKHX 00pa3zax, CKOJIbKO B KaTerOpUAX HeOIlJIaTOHU-
yeckou pusocodpun:

«Wtak, BCAKUN KTO UMeeT CBOIO MEPY, TO eCTh
Mmyzpocth (modum suum, id est sapientiam), 671a-
’)keH. Kakas ke MyZpocTh J0J’KHA OBITH Ha3Ba-
Ha MyJpocTbhlo, ecau He Myzapocth boxusa (Dei
Sapientia)? Biarosmaps BoxxecTBeHHOMY aBTOpH-
TeTy MBI IpusHaau, 4To CelH Boxxuil ecTh He UTO
nHoe, kak [Ipemynpocts Boxus (1 Kop. 1:24), a 3ToT
CoiH Boxkuii, koHeuHO, ecThb bor. [loaToMy BCAKUH,
umeroniuii bora, 6;1akeH,— M0OJI0KEHNE, ¢ KOTOPhIM
MBI COTJIACUJINCH Y3Ke IIpex/e, Korza cobpasiuch
Ha 3To Haie cobpanue. Ho uTo Takoe, 1o BaueMmy
MHEHUIO, MYZIPOCTh, ecjau He uctuHa? 1160 u 310
ckasaHo: «f ecmpb Meruna» (MH. 14:6). McTuHa ke,
4yTo0Bl OBITH McTHHOIO (veritas autem ut sit), mo-
JiydqaeT ObITHE OT HEKOeH Bbicouaiinieir Meps! (per
aliquem summum modum), oT KOTOPO# OHA TPOUC-

Re-reading Augustine’s Theology of the Trinity / The Trinity:
An Interdisciplinary Symposium on the Trinity / Ed. S. T. Davis,
D. Kendall, G.O’Collins. Oxford, N. Y., 1999. P. 145-176.

! Ayres L. Augustine and the Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010.
Cwm. Hanry peneHsuio Ha 3Ty KHuUTry: BectHuk [IpaBocnaBHoro
Caaro-Tuxonosckoro I'ymanurapuoro Yausepcurera. Cepus I:
Borocnosue. ®unocodpus. Ne 41. M., 2012. C. 143—-146.

2 Gerber Ch.T. The Spirit of Augustine’s Early Theology.
Contextualizing Augustine’s Pneumatology. Farnham (Surrey,
UK), Burlington (USA), 2012; cMm. HalIy penieH3nIo Ha 3Ty KHUTY:
Becrtnux IIpaBociaBHoro Caro-TuxoHoBckoro I'yManuTapHoro
Vuusepcurera. Cepus I: borocnosue. @umnocodus. Ne 48. M.,
2013. C. 153156

3 TlogpoGHee 006 3TOM HCTOPHUKO-AOIMATHYECKOM H JPY-
IHX HAlpaBJCHHUSAX HUCCICAOBAHUNW TPUHUTAPHON MBbIC-
nu ABryctuHa Ha 3amajne W B Poccum cM. Hamy CTaThbio:
®oxun A.P. TpuauTapHOE OOrOCIOBHE OJIaKEHHOTO ABI'YCTHHA!
0030p COBpEMEHHBIX HCCIe0BaHnH 1 koHIenuuid (http:/www.
bogoslov.ru/text/2591456.html).

4 Cwm. Aug. Retract. I 2.

XOJZIUT U K KOTOPOH KaK COBepIlleHHAa sl BO3BpAIaeT-
cs (a quo procedit, et in quem se perfecta convertit).
Jlyis camo¥ ke BbIcodaiiieir Mephol He IoJjiaraercs
yKe HUKAKOU JIPyrodl Mephl; HO0 ecau BbhICOUAU-
mas Mepa nsmepsieTcs: Bplcodaiimiero ke Meporo,
TO U3MepseTcs cama cobor. Ho Heo6xouMo, 4TOObI
BbIcouaiimas Mepa Obly1a 1 MEPOIO UCTUHHOM, UTO-
Ob1 kak VcTuHa poxaaercsa oT Mepbl, Tak u Mepa
no3HaBajach Mctunoi. Kto TakoB CeiH Boxuii?
Ckasano: «Mcruaa». KTo e ectb ToT, KTO HEe nMeeT
Ortna, KTo nHOM, kKak He Beicouanmas Mepa? Hrak,
KTO IIPUXOJUT K BbIcouaiinieii Mepe uepes lcTuny,
TOT 6J1a’KeH, a 3TO 3HAYUT — UMETh bora B Jylie,
T.e. yesaaskaaTbess Borom (Deo frui) ... Utak, mosiHoe
JIyLlIeBHOE HAaChIIleHWe U HacTosAmas O6sakeHHasd
JKU3Hb COCTOUT B TOM, YTOOBI 6JIaTOUYECTUBO U CO-
BepIIeHHO IT03HaTh, KTo BezieT Tebs k McTuHe (a quo
inducaris in veritatem), kako#l MlcTuHOH THI yciia-
skAaenibes (qua veritate perfruaris) u mocpeacTBom
Yero ThI COeUHSIENIbCS ¢ Bbicoualiniei Mepoii (per
quid connectaris summo modo). 9tu Tpu (quae tria)
I10 YCTPaHEHHIO THIETHI PAa3HOOOPa3HOTO CyeBepHs,
yKa3bIBaIOT HOHNMAIOIIUM Ha eluHOrO0 bora u esju-
HYI0 cyIrHoCTh (unum Deum unamque substantiam)
... Coxpanu monsamuxcs, Tpoura (fove precantes
Trinitas)!»5

OueBHUIHO, MBI HAXOUM 3/IeCh OJTHY U3 CAMBIX
[IePBBIX IOMBITOK ABI'YCTHUHA PaIlMOHAJIBHO IIO-
cTu4b TaliHy TPOUIIHI U BBIPA3UTH €€ C MIOMOIIbIO
onpezeseHHBIX ¢usocodpckux kareropuil. Eciau
CBECTHU BCE UX BOEJWNHO, MBI IIOJIYUYUM CJIeIYIOIIHe
TPUHUTAPHBIE POPMYJIBL:

Orery ColH Hyx
Bricouaiimasn IIpemynpocts Bengymuit
Mepa u Ucruna k UcTumne,
ITocpezncrBytomasn
CBSI3b
(UcTouHUK) HUCXO0XK/IeHue BO3BpallleHue
enuHbId bor
U eUHasA CyIll-
HOCTbD

Paccmorpum Teneps, Kakue puiaocodckue
HMCTOYHUKHU MOKHO YCTAHOBUTH JIJIs1 3TUX HOpPMYJI®.
IIpex/ie Bcero, peZikoe BhIpaKEHUE «BbICOYANINAS

5 Aug. De beat. vit. IV 34-35.

¢ Cm.: Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 155-161; Ayres L. Augustine and the Trinity. Cambridge,
N.Y., 2010. P. 31-33; Mopeckunu K. Mctopus narpuctudeckoi
¢unocoduu. M., 2011. C. 516.

110 DOI: 10.7256/1999-2793.2014.1.10254

Mpu yumuposaHuu smoli cmameu CHOCKA Ha doi 0b6sa3amenbHa



dunocodpus pemnrun

Mepa» (summus modus)*, KOTOpOe ABI'YCTUH OTHOCHUT
k Bory Otiy, nuMeeT siBHO HeOMOJIEICKOE ITIPOUCXO-
JKJleHHe U 3aUMCTBOBAHO, CKopee Bcero, y [IsmoTuna.
B camowm gziene, Ilinotun HaswiBaeT EnuHoe—biaro,
¢ kotopeiM bora OTma cootHec eme Mapuit
BUKTOpUH, «Mepoi U MpejiesioM Bcero» (pétpov
TOVT®V Kol TEPUG), OT KOTOPOTO BCE 3aBUCHUT U K KO-
TOPOMY BCe CTPEMUTCs, HO KOTOpOe CaMO HU B 4YeM
He Hyx7aetcs (avevdeég), Oy yIu caMo/IaBIIeIOI UM
(ikavov £0vtd) U «ITPOUBBO/IA U3 ceOSI YM, CYIITHOCTD,
YTy, *KU3Hb U YMCTBEHHYIO JIesITeJIbHOCTb» (300g
€€ avtod vodv kal ovoiov kol yoynv kol Lonv kal tepl
voiv évépyetav)?. B ipyrom mecte IIJI0THH Ha3bIBaeT
Enunoe «Mepoii, KoTopas camMa He UMeeT MepbI»
(pérpov yap adtd Kol 00 PETPOVUEVOV), TTOCKOIIBKY
OHO He UMeeT HUYEro IPeAIIECTBOBABIIEro cebe
B KaueCcTBe IEPBOINPUYNHBI U HE MOXKET OBIThH IO-
CTaBJIEHO B OIUH PAJl C OCTAJIbHBIMU CyIIUMU3. ITO
O4YeHb CXOJHO C IPUBEJEHHBIM BBIIlIe BbIpAKeHUEM
ABryctuHa: «J[Js camoi ke BbicoyauIeir Mepbl
He [ToJ1araeTcs y»Ke HUKaKoU Ipyroi Mepsl». laiee,
4TO KacaeTcs IpeficTaBieHnsa ABrycTuHa o CblHe Kak
BoxkectBerHo# Mynpoctu u Mctune, Kotopas mosy-
YyaeT ObITHE OT 3TOH BhICOYAUTIIEN MePBI, TPOUCXO/A
OT Hee U BO3BpalasAch K Hell Kak y»Ke COBepIlIeHHa,
TO 371ech 32 OUOJIEHCKUMU MOHATUAMU BUIUTCSA
sAIBHaA IlapaJijiesib ¢ yueHueM IlsoTuna o0 npoucxo-
JKJleHuU YMa oT EAuHOro, KoTopoe MBI y2Ke paccMma-
TPUBAJIU B CBA3U ¢ MapueM BUKTOPUHOM U COIVIACHO
KOTOpPOMY YM CHaudaJjia IPOUCXOAUT OoT ExuHoro
B KauecTBe OBITUSA, TOZJ0OHO 3pEHUI0, He BUJAIIEMY
CBOI 0O'BEKT, a 3aTEM BO3BpAIlaeTcs K HEMY U B3U-
paeT Ha Hero, CTAHOBACH JIEHCTBUTEIBHBIM YMOM?.
IIpencraByenue xxe o CplHe Kak BoxkecTBeHHOM!
MyzpocTu XOTA U B3ATO ABIyCTUHOM M3 II€PBOIO
nocjaaHuA anocrosa Ilasna k Kopundsanam, ox-
HAKO MMeeT napajsenu u y IlyjoTuHa, KOTOPBIH
YTBEPIKIAET, YTO «YM mopoaus MyapocTs» (6 voidg
gyévvnoe Vv coeiav), KOTOpas ecTh OH caM U KOTO-
pas coBmajiaeT ¢ caMOi ero NCTUHHOU CYITHOCTHIO
(66w cogpia ovoin)s. Hakoner, posb CB. Jlyxa kak
«BeZIyIIero k MictTuHe» U «IIOCPECTBYIONIEHN CBA3H»

! Cm. takxe Aug. Contra Acad. II 2; De div. quaest. 6; De nat.
bon. 22, 41; Contra Secundin. 9.

2 Plotin. Enn. 1 8.2.2-7.
3Enn. V 5.4.12-16.

4 Cm.: Enn. V 1.5-7; V 3.11; V 4.2-3; VI 7.16. Panee Mapuii
BUKTOpPHH TakKe yuui o npoucxoxaennu Ceina ot OTia u Bo3-
BpameHuu Kk Hemy (cm., Hampumep, Adv. Ar. [ 13; 1 51 u ap.),
KOTOPOE y HEr0 TOKE MMeeT HeOINIaTOHHYECKHUE HCTOKH.

S Enn. V 8.5.13-17.

MeK/1y JII0O/IbMU U Borom MoskeT GBITh pacCMOTpPEHA
B KOHTEKCTe yueHus I1710TrHa 0 MUPOBOH [ly1iie Kak
Jloroce, OTKPBIBAIOIIEMCS B WHAUBHUIYAIbHBIX Y-
IIaX U [TOCPEJICTBOM HHTEJIJIEKTYAJIbHOTO IIO3HAHU A
BO3BOJIAIIEM K YMY, a 4epe3 Hero — kK ExmHoMYy®.
[Too6HOe yuenue o «wtroMmuHanum» (illuminatio),
T.€. IPOCBEIIEHNH Y1 JIIoZiel K no3HaHuwo bora,
MBI BCTpEYaeM B JIPYyrOM PaHHEM COYHHEHHHU
ABryctuna — «MoHosorax» (386—387 rr.). B mep-
BOH KHUTE 3TOT'0 COUMHEHU S IPOBOUTCS aHAJIOTHA
MeXK/ly UYBCTBEHHBIM IIO3HAHUEM Belled U UH-
TeJIJIEKTYaJIbHBIM IIO3HAHHUEM HJEN MPU ITOMOIIH
BoxxectBeHHOTr0 CBETA, /115 YETO UCIIOJIH3YETCS 3HA-
MEHUTBIH IIJIATOHOBCKUI 00pa3 COJIHIIA’. ABI'YCTHUH
paccy:k/1aeT ciaeAyoiuM o0pa3om:

«/1 Bora MBI IOCTUTaeM YMOM, ¥ U3BECTHbIE
Hay4HBIE TI0JIOKEHU S MBI TAKIKE IIOCTUTAEM yMOM,
TeM He MeHee OHU BeCbMa Pa3JINnYHbI MEX/Y COOOH.
U 3eMJ1s1 BUAMMA, U CBET BUTUM; HO 3€MJIIO BUJIETD
HeJIb35, eCJIM OHA He OCBellleHa cBeToM. Tak 1 OTHO-
CUTEJIbHO HAyYHBIX IIOJIOKEHU I, KOTOPbIE BCAKUH,
MMOHUMAKINNH UX, IpU3HAET 6e3 BCAKOro Koseba-
HUs 332 CaMble UICTUHHBIE, CJIEJIYET IyMaTh, UTO UX
HeJIb3s1 ObLJIO OBl 0CO3HATH, €CIM ObI OHU He ObLIU
OCBeIleHbl KaK Obl HEKOTOPBIM CBOUM COJIHIIEM
(ab alio quasi suo sole illustrentur). IToaTomy kKak
B OTHOIIEHWH K BHUMOMY COJIHILY CJIEZyeT pas3-
JINYATh TPU BEIIU, 3 IMEHHO: YTO OHO CYIIIECTBYET,
YTO OHO CBETHT U UTO OHO ocBetiaeT (quod est, quod
fulget, quod illuminat), Tak u B 5TOM TaMHCTBEH-
Helimem Bore, KoToporo Thl X04ellb ypa3yMeTh,
MPUCYTCTBYIOT BOT 3TU Tpu: uto OH CYIIECTBYET,
uyto OH mo3Haerca u uto OH JlaeT MO3HABATH BCE
ocranpHOe (tria quaedam sunt; quod est, quod
intelligitur, et quod caetera facit intelligi)»®.

ITo muenuno K. MopecKHuHU, ¢ KOTOPBIM MBI
CKJIOHHBI COIJIACUTHCH, 3/IECH II0JT «YMOIIOCTUTA-
embiMm CosHIleM» uMeeTcs B Buay Oten, moxa Ero
«YMOIIOCTUTaeMOCTbI0», ik YMoM — CBIH, a IO
YMCTBEHHBIM «IIPOCBEIEHNEM », U3JIMBAIOIHUMCS
ot Hero Ha TBopenus — Cs. [{yx®. JI[pyroi# uccie-
noBatesib, O. 1o Pya'®, cormocTaBu poJib, KOTOPYIO

¢ Cwm.: Enn. IV 3.5, 1V 7.14-18; V 1.2-3; V 1.11 u ap.
7 Plato. Resp. 508b—509c; cp. Plotin. Enn. VI 7.16.

8 Solilog. I 8.15. Cp. De Gen. ad litt. XII 31; De Trinit. XII 15.24;
XV 6.10.

® Mopeckunu K. Ucropus narpuctuueckoit punocoduu. M.,
2011. C. 515.

1" Du Roy O. L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 130—134.
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ABrycTHH IpUNUCHIBaeT pa3ymy (ratio) B mosHa-
HHUH UCTUHBI B iuajiore «O MopsaKe», C TOH POJIBIO,
koTopyio I170THH mpunuceiBaet jorocy (Loyog)?,
ABJIAIONIEMYCS HOPOXK/AeHUEM YMa U BBICHIEH
yacThio MupoBoi Jlymu?. Tak, B mepBoM TpakTae
nsaToi duHeabl (V 1), KOTOPHIH, KaK MbI BU/IEIIH,
O6BIJ1 XOpoIIo u3BecTeH ABrycTuHy, IlaoTun yT-
BEPXK/IaeT:

«Kaxk c10BO IpOM3HOCHMOE eCTh 110/100UeE CJI0-
Ba B Jlyure (Loyov tod &v yuyf]), TaK 1 OHA €CTh CJIOBO
Yma (a0t A0yog voD) M BCA Ta DHEPTUs U JKU3HD,
KOTOPYIO OH M3JIMBAeT PaJi TUIOCTa3MPOBAHUA
npyroro () méca évépyela kai fiv mpotetar onv &ig
dAlov vTOCTACY) ... YM poaui Ayiny, Oyaydu co-
BepIIEHHBIM yMOM... [Iopok/ieHe yMa eCcTh HEKOe
CJIOBO U IIposiBaeHHe (LOYOC TI¢ Kol Vtd6TAo1G), HEUTO
pasmbliLsonee (td diavooduevov). A TAKOBBIM sIB-
JIeTcs TO, UTO JBUKETCS BOKPYT yMa, U eCTh CBET
yMa U cJef], TAHYIIUECA K HEMY; C OJHOM CTOPOHHBI,
5TO COIPUKACAETCs C HUM U TaK HaIIOJHAETCA U Ha-
CJIAXK/IaeTCS UM, U IPUOOIIAETCA K HEMY; a C APY-
roll — KacaeTcs TOT0, YTO IIOCJIE HETo, a BepHee
POXK/IaeT TO, UTO IO HEOOXOAUMOCTH XY3Ke AYIIH;
U BILJIOTBH JI0 CHX IIOP — 00JIacTh 60:KeCTBEHHOTO»
(t0 Oeio)3.

Ecau MBI Tenmepb oOpaTuMCA K JUJIOTY
Aprycruna «O mopsjgke», TO 0OHAPYKUM TaM
cjenyiolee onpejsieJleHNe pa3yMa, KOTOPBIH,
II0 MHEHUIO ABT'YCTUHA, CBOMCTBEHEH KaK Ka 101
WHIVUBUAYaJIbHOH, TaK U BceoOmien [yme:

«Pasywm (ratio) — aTo nBUKeHHe Ayxa (mentis
motio), IMelolIee CUIIY Pa3jIndaTh U COETUHATH TO,
YTO HMOAJIEKUT U3yueHNI0. OTHAKO I0JIb30BATHCA
ero PyKOBOZICTBOM JIJIsI IO3HAHUA bora, paBHO Kak
¥ caMol Aymiu, KoTopas CyllecTByeT KakK B Hac,
Tak u noscioAy (aut in nobis, aut usquequaque est
animam), poi 4eJI0BEUEeCKH I MOKET Ype3BbIUYaiiHO
penxo. 1 5To moToMy, 4YTO BCAKOMY, BCTYIIUBIIEMY
B 00J1aCTh 3THUX [TeJIECHBIX] UYBCTB, TPYAHO BO3-
BpaTUTbhes B cebs1 camoro (redire in semetipsum).
[ToaTOMY, XOTS JIIOZIU B 9TUX 0OMaHUMBBIX YCIOBUAX
U CTaparoTcs JiesiaTh Bee COTJIACHO € pa3yMOM, OHU
He 3HAIOT, 32 UCKJIIOUEHHEM BeCbMa HEMHOTUX, UTO

' Cp. Aug. De div. quaest. 63: «To, 4TO MO-IPEYECKU HA3BIBACTCS
AOYOG, 03HAYACT MO-TIATHIHU U Pa3yM (ratio), ¥ ciioBo (verbum)y.
2Cwm.: Enn. 11 2.2; 11 2.16; V.1.3; V 1.7 u ap.

3 Enn. V 1.3.7-10; 7.36—49. Cp. Enn. IIT 2.2.15-18: 6 Ldyog éx
vob pugic.

4 O cyuiecTBOBaHUH BCeOOIIel Ay ABIYCTHH TOBOPUT

U B IPYTUX PaHHHUX AHAIOrax, CM., Hampumep, De immort. an.
8.14-15. Cp.: Plotin. Enn. IV 7.

TaKoe caM pa3yM U KaKOBBI ero cBoiicTsa (quid sit
ipsa ratio, et qualis sit)»5.

fIcHO, YTO ABI'YCTHH MBICJIUT 3/1€Ch Pa3yM B Ka-
YyecTBe CBEPXUHJUBUAYAJIBHOTO HJIH BCeoOIIero
HauaJjia MbIIIJIEHUs. ABT'YCTHH TaK XapaKTePU3yeT
YyeJIOBEKA, BCTYIUBIIEr0 Ha «IIyTh padyMa», Beay-
IIUH ero K HO3HAHUIO HayK:

«BeTynuBIInii B 3Ty ZIBEPh 6€3 BCAKOr0 Koyebha-
HUS CJIeJIyeT IpaBUIaM HAWIydIllel )KU3HU; CTaB Ke
6J1arosaps UM CIIOCOOHBIM YIUTHCH, OH IIOTOM Y3HAET,
HACKOJIBKO Pa3yMHO BCe TO, YEMY OH CJIE/IOBAJI IIPEK/IE
[o6patenus k] pa3ymy; 1 4TO Takoe caM 3TOT Pazym
(ipsa ratio), KOTOpOMY OH CJIEAYET ¥ KOTOPBII [TO3HAET
Telepb, BHINA/A U3 KOJIBIOEIN aBTOPUTETA KPEITKIM
U 3peJIbIM; U YTO TaKOe YM, B KOTOPOM — BCe, WJIH,
JIydlIlle cKa3aTh, KOTOphIH cam — Bee (intellectus, in quo
universa sunt, vel ipse potius universa); HakoHeIr, 4To,
Oyyuu BHe Bcero, ciaykut Hauasiom Bcero (praeter
universa universorum principium)»°®.

«cTUHHAA U, TaK CKa3aTh, MOJJIMHHAA (DUIIO-
codus (germana philosophia) cBoeii 3aaueit nmeer
HE UTO MHOE, KaK HAYYUTh TOMY, UTO CJIYKUT Oe3-
HauaJpHBIM Hauasiom Bcex Bered (omnium rerum
principium sine principio), kakoii B Hem mpebbiBaet Ym
(quantusque in eo maneat intellectus) u Yro ot Hero
6€3 BCAKOT0 yMaJIeHU sl ICXO/IUT 17151 HAIIIETO CIIaCEeHU
(quidve inde in nostram salutem sine ulla degeneratione
manaverit). O6 aTom eflrHOM BeemoryineM bore, nve-
1o11ieM Tpu cuutbl (unum Deum omnipotentem eumque
tripotentem) — Otia, Ceiaa u CaToro [Iyxa — yuar
PeJINTHO3HbIE TAMHCTBA, OCBOOOXKAIOIINE HAPO/IbI
GJiarozapst YUCTOH U HETIOKOJIEOUMOI Bepe»’.

> De ord. II 11.30.
% De ord. 11 9.26.

" De ord. 1T 5.16. Cp. Ibid. IT 11.31. Cornacuo K. MopeckuHu,
¢pa3za Asryctuna: «Pa3yMm npouCXOAHUT OT pazyMmHou Jlymminy,
O3HavaeT 3MaHanuo: «Mrak, oH MCXOAUT OT pazyMHOM Jyuiu.
B 3TOM, OBITH MOKET, U 3aKJII0YE€HA MPUYMHA OTHKAECTBICHHS
ABryctuHoM pazymuHoi Jymu c¢ Jlyxom: ABIyCTUH HUMeEET
B BUJYy TpPeThi0 unocTach [ImoTuHa B ee QyHKIHU yHHUBEp-
CaJIbHOTO pa3zyMa U (akTopa, ymopsiJOUHBAIOMIETO MHUP
(Mopeckuuu K. HcTopust narpuctudeckoit ¢punocopuu. M.,
2011. C. 517). Apyroe Bo3MoxkHOe yka3zanue Ha CB. Jlyx BcTpe-
gaetcst B De ord. II 19.51: ipsum fontem unde manat omne
verum, Ie Moj «BCeM MCTHHHBIM, YTO U3IUBAETCS U3 CAMOTO
Wctounuka uctunei» O. /1o Pya, a Bcnen 3a Hum K. Mopecknnu
npennaraioT nonumMats CB. [Jyx, moxg «McTtouHukom =
Uctunoit» — Ceina, a nmog «Ortumom Mctunsly — bora Otia
(Du Roy O. L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 142; Mopeckunu K. Uctopust maTpuctuydeckoi Gpuio-
coun. M., 2011. C. 515-516).
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Uraxk, Hapaay ¢ BocxoaAmuM K Mapuio
BukTopuHy npesacraBienueM o bore kak «obsaza-
IOII[EM TpeMs cuyiaMu» (tripotens)! MbI BUAUM 371€Ch
cJenyIONYyI0 TPUHUTAPHYI0 cxeMy ABTYCTHUHA,
napaJsuiesibHylo cxeme IlioTunHa:

Enunoe Ym Jloroc ([lyra)
Hauano Ym Pazym
(principium) (intellectus) (ratio)
be3nauanbpHOE IIpe6bIBatOIUit Hcxopsaiee ais
Hauaso Y™ HAIIIero CIIaceHu s
Orery
CoIH
Ayx
equHBIA Bor —
TPEXCUTbHBIH
bor

Takum 06paszom, ¢ 6OJIBINOH /10J1el BEPOATHO-
CTHU MOKHO 3aKJIIOYUTD, YTO paHHAS HopMa TPUHH-
TAapHOU IOKTPUHBI ABI'YCTHHA HAIIPAMYIO 3aBHCeJIa
oT yueHus IIJI0THHA O TpeX IEPBOHAYAIBHBIX CYIII-
HOCTAX UM uIocracax (substantiae) — Exgunom,
VYMme u /ly1iie, 0 KOTOPBIX ABI'YCTHH TOBOPUT TaKKe
B cBoeM Io3/HeM TpakTaTe «O rpaae boxkuem»,
IPSAMO COOTHOCA HX C XpUCTHUAHCKOH Tpoumneii.
Kak nmokaszaun O. /1o Pya3, natinennsiil y [IomotTunat
U YCBOEHHBIH ABIryCTHHOM NyTh OOpalleHUsd
YyeJIOBEKA U3 BHEIIHEr0 MUPa BHYTPb cebs (uiu
UHTPOCIEKI[UH), K CBOEH JIyllle U HAXOJAIEMYCS
B HEHl yMOIIOCTUTa€MOMY MU DY YHCTBIX U/IeH, a 3a-
TeM — MHTEJIJIEKTYaJIbHOTO BOCXOXK/JIEHUA K bory
(unu dusocodckoil aHATOTUH) Uepe3 yCcBaUBae-
MBIH pazyMoM «HopsAZoK Hayk» (ordo eruditionis),
3aKJII0YAETCS B HAXOXK/IEHUH BHYTPU CaMoro cebs
npucyrctBus bora, KoTopblii oTKpbIBaeTcs Kak
enuHoe IlepBonavasio (principium) uepes mopo-
sxaeHubin M YM (intellectus, sapientia, veritas), co-
ZeprKaIui B cebe moaHoTy uzeli (ideae, principales

' Cm. Victorin. Adv. Ar. T 50.1-3; IV 21.26. Do npencras-
nenue o bore xak «obmagaromuM Tpems MOTEHIIMSIMU»
(tripotens spiritus) BcpedaeTcst 1 B TpaKTaTax Tak HasbIBae-
MOTO0 «cHU(pHUaHCKOro rHoctunuimMay. Cm. 06 3ToM B Hamei
cratbe: @oknu A.P. Yuenne 00 «ymomocTuraeMoi Tpuaue»
B HeoIUTaTOHM3Me U matpuctuke / BectHuk IlpaBocnaBHoro
Casaro-Tuxonosckoro I'ymanutapsHoro YHusepcurera. Cepust
I: Borocnosue. dunocodus. Ne 37. M., 2011. C. 16-17.

2 De civ. Dei X 23; X 29.

3 Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 143—147.

4 Cwm.: Plotin. Enn. I11 8.8; V 1.1-3; V 3.1; V 3.5-6 u ap.

formae, rationes), a 3aTemMm — uyepe3 UCXOAAIIUI
oT Yma Pasym (ratio = Adyog = mupoBas Jlymia), uiu
BosxkectBennsbiii lap (donum Dei, munus) mpocse-
AU YacTHBIE AYIIH U JIeJAI0MHUHA UX CII0CO0-
HBIMU K IIO3HAHUIO U/Ied B UX COBOKYIIHOCTU — Ca-
Mol BoxkecTBeHHOI [IpemypocTy, a 3aTeM — U ee
ITepBonauasa, bora OTiia u «BbIicoUaiieir Mepbi»
(summus modus)5. Takum 06pa3oM, 10 MHEHHIO
1o Pya, KoTopoe pas/iesifjau U pa3/ieasaoT 60b-
IIMHCTBO KaK 3apy0OeKHbIX, TAK U OTE€YECTBEHHBIX
uccyezoBaTesiell, UMeHHO y IIJ0THHA ABTYCTHH
06Hapy KU 0cOObI BHYTPEHHHUH crocob mo3Ha-
HUsA TaliHbl BoxkecTBeHHOU TPOUYHOCTH, UTO HO-
Oy/AuJIO ero pacCMaTPUBATh XPUCTHAHCKOE yUEHHE
o Tpouile B cBeTe MJIOTUHOBCKOTO YUEHUSA O TPEX
HUIOCTACAXS.

I[ToMUMO 3TOTO «aHATOTHUYECKOTO» crocoba
MO3HAHUA U BBIPAKeHUsA TaWHB TpOUUHOCTH
B IIpOIlecCe TIO3HAHUSA UCTUHBL, 1JI PaHHEH TpH-
HUTApPHOH JOKTPUHBI ABIryCTHHA XapaKTepHA ellle
onHa ¢popma, kotopyio O. /1o Pya Ha3Baj «TpuHU-
TapHOU OHTOJIOTHEN»7, a K. MOpeckuHU — «TpHu-
HHUTApHOU MeTapU3uKo#i»S. Peub UmeT 0 TOM, 4TO
BoxkecTBeHHas TpouIiia OTKPBHIBAETCS B MHUPE KakK
[TepBOopUYMHA TPEX COCTOSHUM UJIU TPEX IIapaMe-
TPOB BCEX COTBOPEHHBIX BEIEl; B CBOI0 OUEPE/b,
obOHapy)keHHe B MHUPe HOAOOHOH TPUHUTAPHOU
OHTOJIOTUYECKOU CTPYKTYPBl MOKET IIPUBECTHU

5 Cwm.: Soliloq. 18.15 De ord. 19.27-10.30; 11 5.16; 11 8.25-18.48;
De ver. rel. 7.12; 29.52-55.112—113 u np.

¢ Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 128, 148, 414—415; cm. Takxke: Bepemarckuii [1. [lnotun
U ABIyCTHH B X OTHOIICHHH K TPUHHTapHOH mpobieme //
IIpaBocnasuselif cobecennuk, 9 (1911). C. 305, 311, 325; Boyer
Ch. Christianisme et néo-platonisme dans la formation de
saint Augustin. Paris, 1920. P. 87-114; Legrand L. La notion
philosophique de la Trinité chez saint Augustin. Paris, 1931. P.
49-116; Wassmer Th. The Trinitarian Theology of Augustine
and His Debt to Plotinus // The Harvard Theological Review 53
(1960). P. 261-268; 3s6mmues I, nuak. borocnosune GaxkeHHOTO
Asrycruna u antnaHas gpunocodus / Liepkoss u Bpems, 1 (1991).
C. 73-74; Fattal M. Plotin chez Augustin. Paris, 2006. P. 88-96,
106—121; Mopeckunu K. Hctopus narpuctadeckoii hrocopun.
M., 2011. C. 515-516.

” Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 419. Cp.: Gerber Ch. T. The Spirit of Augustine’s Early
Theology. Contextualizing Augustine’s Pneumatology. Farnham
(Surrey, UK), Burlington (USA), 2012. P. 156-161.

8 Mopeckunu K. Uctopust marpuctuyeckoi pumocopuu. M.,
2011. C. 529.
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yeJIOBEKAa K IO3HAaHUIO ee [lepBoobpasza — camoit
BoxkecrBennou Tpowurpr'. [lo maenuio {10 Pya, Tak
ABTYCTHUHY y/aJI0ch 00BeJTUHUTH []BA Iy TH ITO3HA-
HusA Tpoursl, B3aNMOONONHAOIUX APYT ApyTa:
«IIyTh BHYTPEHHETO IIPOCBEIIeHUI», OCHOBAHHBIN
Ha MJIOTUHOBCKON «aHAaTOTUU», U «IIYTh Pa3MBbIIII-
JIEHHWSI HaJi TBOPEHUEM», UJIH «TPUHUTAPHYIO
OHTOJIOTHUIO», TaK)Ke BO3BOJAIIYIO YM K Tpowuie2.
BniepBble «TPHHUTAPHAA OHTOJIOTUA» BCTpedaeTcs
B OTHOM U3 «83-X pa3JIUYHbBIX BOIIPpOocoB» (388 r.),
ozamiaBysieHHoM De Trinitate:

«Bce, 4TO ecTh, IOCPEACTBOM OJHOTO YZAEP-
’)KUBaeTCs HeM3MeHHBIM, IIOCPEJCTBOM JIPYTOTO
pasiuyaeTrcs [0T Bcero mpouero], a 6yarogaps
TPpEeThEMY COTJIacOBBIBaeTcsA [c caMmum coOO¥].
Urak, eciu Bce TBOpEHUE B COBOKYITHOCTHU, BO-TIEP-
BBIX, CYIL[eCTBYeT HEKUM oOpas3om (est quoquo
modo), zajiee, B BbIclIel creneHu oTinyHo (distat)
OT TOTO, YTO BOOOIIE €CTh HUYTO, U HAKOHEII, CO-
IJIACOBBIBAETCSA C CAMUM cO0OO CBOMMH YACTAMHU
(sibimet congruit), To mogo6aet, 4ToOb! U [IprynHa
ero Tak:ke Obljia TPOMCTBEHHOH (causam quoque
ejus trinam esse): T04YeMy OHO €CTbh, [IOUEMY ABJIS-
eTcs TAaKOBBIM, [TIOUEMY JIpy?KecTBeHHO cebe (qua
sit, qua hoc sit, qua sibi amica sit). Ho npuuuny
TBOPEHUs, TO ecTh TBopIa, MbI Ha3bIBaeM borom.
Nrak, Heobxoaumo, uTo6sl OH 6b1s1 Tpounei,
Jydle, pazyMHee u bsakeHHee KoTopoii cosep-
IIEHHBIN pa3yM He MOXKeT HauTH»3.

To xe camoe mpescTaBjIeHNe O TPUHUTAPHON
CTPYKTYp€ COTBOPEHHBIX Belllell MBI BCTpedaeM
BCKOpe B TpakTaTe «0O0 MCTUHHOU PETUTHUH»
(390 1.), Tie ABI'YCTUH yTBEPIK/AAET CIIeAYIOIIee:

! Tam xe. C. 523. CoBpeMeHHBIH OTEYECTBEHHBIH aBTOD,
B.B. Ho3apuH, npeaiokusl Ha3plBaTh 3TO «PEHPE3CHTALNO-
HU3MOMY, IPEATOIATAIONIIIM «CIIOCOOHOCTH TBOPEHHSI PEaTILHO
0TOOpa’kaTh B CBOMX CBOHCTBAX NMPHPOAY CBOETo TBopma. JTo
MeTa(u3nIECKoe ITOJI0KEHHE, B OCHOBE KOTOPOTO JIEXKHT B3TIIA
Ha MUp He TOJIbKO KaK Ha TBOpeHHe boxue, HO U Kak Ha OTKPO-
BEHHE CBOIMCTB M COBEpIIEHCTB ero abcomoTHOoro Co3narens,
YTBep)KJIaeTcsi y ABIyCTHHA Ha OCHOBE OMOIEHCKOM MbICIn
o bore xak TBopue mupa m denoBeke kak obOpase IlepBoro»
(Ho3mpun B. B. ®unocogpcko-reonorniyeckne HCTOKU TPUHU-
TapHO! KoHmenuuu Aspenus Asryctuna. Kanxa. mucc. CII6.,
2009. C. 115). TepMUH «penpe3eHTalHOHU3M» HaM Ka’KeTCs
COBEPUICHHO U3JIUIIHUM, XOTS U BEPHO OTPaXKAIOIUM KOHIEII-
LU0, JICKAIYI0 B OCHOBE KaK «TPUHUTAPHON OHTOJIOIHH», TaK
U «IICUXOJIOru4eckoil Teopuun» Tpounsl y ABrycTuHa.

2 Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 419-420.

3 Aug. De div. quaest. 18.

«ITo3uaB camoro6 egunoro bora — Ortua, CeiHa
u lyxa CBsaroro, 3Ty Tpouny, HaCKOJIbKO [T0O3HATh
9TO JJaHO HAM B HACTOSIIEN KU3HU, MBI, HU MaJIO
He KoJiebasch, IPU3HAEM, UTO BCAKOE Pa3yMHOE,
OJIyIIIEBJIEHHOE U TEJIECHOE TBOPEHHUE OT ITOH TBOP-
yeckoii Tpounisl (ab eadem Trinitate creatrice), Ha-
CKOJIBKO OHO CYIIIECTBYET, UMEET CBOE OBITHE U CBOIO
dopmy (esse in quantum est, et speciem suam
habere), u ynpasisercsa Eo B coBeplleHHeHIIEM
nopszke (et ordinatissime administrari); npuuem
5TO HY?KHO IIOHUMAaTh HE TaK, YTO OJ[HY YaCTbh TBOpPe-
Hus co3gan Oren, Apyryio — CbiH, a TpeThio — Jlyx
CBATOI, a TaK, YTO U BCE BMECTE, U KaK/1as IPUPO/ia
B OT/IeJIbHOCTH co3/1aHbl OTiioM uepe3 ChIHA B 1ape
IOyxa Cesatoro (Patrem fecisse per Filium in dono
Spiritus sancti)+. FI60 Bcsikast Belib, HA30BEM JIU Mbl
ee cyOCTaHIIMEN, UK CYIHOCTHIO, UJIM IPUPOJIOH,
WJIY 2Ke JIPYTUM KaKuM-1160 6oJiee MOAX0AAIIUM
TEPMUHOM, OJTHOBPEMEHHO UMeeT B cebe U To,
u ipyroe, u TpeThbe (simul haec tria habet), Tak uTo
U IIPeJiCTaBJIAeT co00i HeuTo enuHoe (unum aliquid
sit), ¥ oTJIMYaeTCs OT OCTAJILHBIX CBOel GopMoi
(specie propria), 1 He BBICTyIIaeT U3 IOPsIKA BeIei
(rerum ordinem)»5.

Urak, nepej HAMU OCHOBHA I «OHTOJIOTUYECKA S
Tpuajzia» ABryctuHa: 6piTHe — hopMa — MOPAIOK
(esse — species — ordo), KOTOPYI HEKOTOpHIE
HCCJIeIOBATEIM HA3BAJIU «TPEMS KATErOPUAMHU
Asryctuna»®. To, UTO TaKas «TPUHUTAPHASA OHTO-
Jorusi» ObLIa TIIyOMHHOU WHTYUIIUENH ABTYCTHUHA,
MIO/ITBEPIK/TAETCA U €r0 IMO3/[THUMU COUNHEHUAMH,

4 Cp.: De fide et symb. 9.16; De agone chr. 13.15 u ap. Dta TpuHH-
TapHas ¢popMyia (Hapsay ¢ popmyioit n3 kauru [lpemyapoctu
ConomonoBoii, [Tpem. 11:21, cM. HHXKeE), ¢ TOMOIIBIO KOTOPOH
ABTryCTHH 00OCHOBBIBACT CBOIO «TPHHHUTAPHYIO OHTOJIOTHIO,
BOCXOJUT K 3HAMEHHTOH (hopmyte armoctona [laBma: «160 Bce
n3 Hero, uepe3 Hero u k Hemy» (Pum. 11:36, Tpeu.: 611 £ avtod
Kol O a0Tod Kol €ig aVTOV T TAVTO). ABTYCTHH HCIOIB3YeT
3Ty hopMyIly HEOIHOKPATHO, M., Haripumep, De doct. christ. |
5.5: ita dicitur Trinitas haec, unus Deus ex quo omnia, per quem
omnia, in quo omnia; cp. Soliloqg. I 1-5; Ep. 11.3; De agone chr.
14.16; De Trinit. I 6.12; IT 15.25; V 8.9; VI 5.7; VI 10.12 u np.
Cwm. taxke Cavallera F. Les premicres formulas trinitaires de
saint Augustin // Bulletin de literature ecclésiastique 31 (1930).
P. 119-120; Sullivan J. E. The Image of God: The Doctrine of St.
Augustine and its Influence. Dubuque (Iowa). 1963. P. 87-88;
Ayres L. Augustine and the Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010. P.
42-71.

> De vera rel. 7.13. Cp. Ibid. 55.113; Ep. 11.3.

¢Cwm.: Schindler A. Wortund Analogie in Augustins Trinitétslehre.
Hermeneutische Untersuchungen zur Theologie. Tiibingen, 1965.
S. 21-22.
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bor MUD
Orern CeiH Hdyx 6BITHE dopma NOPAZIOK
(esse) (species) (ordo)
Briciiee Beitue Breicouaiimas Bricouaiimee TO, Oy1arozaps TO, 61arozaps TO, 61arozaps
(summe est) IIpemynpocTh Biaro yeMy BeIH Ipe- yeMy BelllH pas- BeIllU UeMy
(summe sapiens (summe bonus OBIBAIOT JINYAIOTCS coryIacyloTcsa
est) est) ¢ cobon
UctunHas Beunas McTtunHa BeuHas u uCTUH- TO, Gy1arozaps TO, G1arozaps TO, G1arozaps
BeuHocTh Has JI1060Bb YeMy BeIlH Cy- YeMy BEIH CyTh YeMy Belr
I[ECTBYIOT TaKOBBIE COIJIaCyIOTCS
¢ coboii

Hampumep, TpaktatoM «O rpajge boxkumem» MBI
BCTPEYAEM TY K€ TPHALY:

«ITOCKOIbKY MBI JIIOJIH, CO3/IaHHBIE 110 06pasy
TBopiia cBoero, y Koroporo u BeyHoCTb HCTHHHA,
u VcruHa BeuHa, u JII060Bh BEYHA M UCTUHHA,
u KoTopblii caM ecTh BeUHasl, ICTUHHASA U IOCTOX-
BasibHasA TpowuIa, HeCIUAHHAS U HepaszesbHas;
TO B TeX BeIlaX, KOTOPbIe HHUKE HAC, HO KOTOPBIE
caMu He MOTIJIM OBl HU CYIIECTBOBATH KAKUM OBl
TO HHU O6bIi0 0O6pasom (aliquo modo essent),
HU yJep:KUBaTh Kakoi-nmubo Buj (aliqua specie
continerentur), Hu CTPEMUTBHCHA K KAKOMY-HUOY/b
MOPAAKY, HU yAep:KuBaTh ero (aliquem ordinem vel
appeterent, vel tenerent), eciu 651 He GBIJIH COTBO-
penbl Tem, Komy cBoMCTBEHHO BhIcOUaliiiee ObITHE,
KoTopblii BeIcOUaiilie mpeMyap U Bblcovyamiie 6ar
(qui summe est, qui summe sapiens est, qui summe
bonus est),— B 3TuX Bemax, HeyCTaHHO Ipoberas
BCce COTBOpeHHOe VM, MBI JIOJI’KHBI Pa3bICKUBATh
Kak Obl HekoTOophle ciaenbl Ero (quaedam ejus
vestigia), orrieuaTsieHHble VM B 0JJTHOM MecTe OoJiee,
B ZIPyTOM — MeHee»'.

Kak BujuM, ABIrYyCTHH IOJIb3YeTCH 3/1€CH
U3BECTHBIM CO BpeMeH TepTysinaHa MeTOJ[OM
«(u3nYecKoi aHaJOTUN», KOTOPBIH ITPEI0JIaraer,
YTO B TBOPEHUH JIOJI’KHBI IIPUCYTCTBOBATD CJIEBI
(vestigia) nesaTenvHocTu TBopua ad extra. OmHako
pedb UJET He MPOCTO O CIYYAWHO BHIOPAHHOM
aHAJIOTHU, KaK 3TO OBLJIO MPEXK/Ie y aloJIOreTOB
(coJiHIIE — CBET — CUSHUE, KOPEHb — CTBOJI — BETBb,
HWCTOYHHUK — PydYel — peKa U T.II.)?, HO aHAJIOTUH

' De civ. Dei XI 28. Cp. De Trinit. VI 10.12.

> CreqyeT OTMETHTB, YTO ABTYCTHH, CIEIYsI paHHEXPHCTHAH-
CKOIl TpaJMIIM1, TAK)Ke MHOTAA HUCIIONB3YeT 3TH «pusnueckue
aHaAJIOTUM) B KadeCTBE BHEUTHEH HIITIOCTPALUU TOTO, KAKUM
00pa30M HEUTO MOXKET OBITH OJTHOBPEMEHHO €IUHBIM U TPOHU-
HbeiM (cM. De fide et symb. 9.17 u ap.); oqHAKO He TPUAAET UM
KaKOT0-TO OTHOJOTUYECKOT0 3HAYEHHSI, HUKAK HE COOTHOCS UX
HU C HKOHOMHUYECKUM nposiBieHueM boxectsennoit Tpoutbt ad
extra, HU TeM OoJiee ¢ ee BHyTpeHHel ku3Hblo ad intra.

IIPUYUHHOTO THIIA: IOCKOJBKY B KaK0H BeIu co-
TBOPEHHOT'0 MUPa MOKHO HabJII0/1aTh TPU Ha30BBIX
XapaKTepUCTUKU UJIM I1apaMeTpa, 3TO IpeJAIoa-
raeT, YTO UX IPUUYNHA TaK>Ke JIOJ’)KHA OBITH TPOU-
cTBeHHO# (causa trina). Takum 06pa3om, ABI'yCTHH
CTPOUT CBOI0 «TPUHUTAPHYIO OHTOJIOTHIO» TAKUM
06pa3oM, 4TOOBI OHA HATIPAMYIO OTpaskasa B cebe
«TPUHUTAPHYIO TEOJIOTUIO» (CM. TabGIUILY).

Brimre MBI yKaszaju Ha IPeJIIOJI0KUTeIbHbIE
TeoJIOTHYeCcKre UCTOUHUKH 3TOH «TPHHUTAPHOMN OH-
TOJIOTUH» ABI'yCTHHA, TaKHe Kak (popMyJia arlocTosia
ITana: «M60 Bce us Hero, uepes Hero u x Hemy»
(PuMm. 11:36) U ee UCTOJIKOBAaHHE B TPUHUTAPHOM
CMBICJIe Y TPeYeCKUX U JIATUHCKUX XPUCTUAHCKUX
6orocsoBoB IV Beka. Ho ecTh jin y 3TOM KOHIIENIHU
duocodckue uctouHuku? U1 ecau s1a, To KaKOBbI
oHu? B cBoe Bpewms eme Busiiu Taisep, cieruaibHO
3aHUMAaBIINICA BOIPOCOM BIUAHUA duaocodpuu
ITopdupus Ha MBbICIb ABI'YCTHHA, BBIIBUHYJI THIIO-
Te3y3 0 TOM, UTO B OCHOBE TPeX 3JIeMEHTOB 3TUX aB-
T'YCTHHOBCKUX TPHUAJI JIE3KAT TPU 6a30BbIe OHTOJIOTH-
4YecKHe KaTerOpuH, IpeII0JI0KUTEIbHO, XapaKTep-
Hble 171 Metadusuku [lopupus: ovcio — idog —
16&1c. OfHAKO 3Ta rUIIOTe3a He IOATBepKAaeTcs
coxpaHuBmIKUMHUcA TekctaMu Ilopdupus, HO JUIIb
BTOPUYHOH Iepefadell ero yueHus MO37HUMH Heo-
niaronukamu+. Tak, IIpoks B cBoem «KommeHnTapuu
k Tumelo» npunucsiBaetr llopdupuio pasinuue
Mmexxay OTHOM Kak co3zjaresieM MaTepUu U BCEro
KocMoOca B 11eJIoM (ratrp 6 4e» £avToD YyEVVAY 0 SAov,
6hov aitiog) u Memuyprom (mowtng) kak Hauasom,

3 Theiler W. Porphyrios und Augustin. Halle, 1933. S. 32-35. D1y
TOUKY 3peHus noanepxuBaroT Takxe [1. Ano (Hadot P. Porphyre
et Victorinus. Paris, 1968. Vol. L. P. 478) u K. Mopeckunu: «2910
(hopMynupoBaHHE OTHOWICHHI MEXAY co3uaaromiei Tponmeit
U TTapaMeTpaMy OBITHS BOCXOIUT, Cyis 1O BceMy, K [Topdupuio»
(Mopeckunu K. Uctopusa marpuctudeckoir puiocodpuu. M.,
2011. C. 527).

4 Schindler A. Wort und Analogie in Augustins Trinitétslehre.
Hermeneutische Untersuchungen zur Theologie. Tiibingen,
1965. S. 52.
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VIIOPAIOYMBAIOIINM MHPOBYIO MaTepuio, O00HO
TOMY, KaK pacnopsA[uTesb A0Ma HABOJAUT B HEM
mopsAIoK (6 oikodopoc tfic oikiag)'. Kpome TOTO0, HEKO-
TOpPBIe HCCe0BaTe N IpUIuchBaoT Ilopdupuio
cJlenyIoliee peJicTaByieHne, u3uaraemoe IIpoksiom
B TOM ke «KoMMeHTapuu» B BH/Ie TUIIOTE3bI: MOXK-
HO TOBOPUTBH, YTO JleMuypr (BeposTHO, MHPOBas
Jlymia) — 9To O7iHa €IUHCTBEHHAs IPUYMHA MHUpa
(TOV dnpuovpyodv Thviwv Eva dvta aitiov), MOCKOJIbKY OH
caM COZIEP:KUT B cebe pa3Hble YPOBHU peayIbHOCTH:
Baaro (10 éavtod dyaddv), ymonocTuraemserii obpaserr
(10 &v adTd mapaderynn) U cOGCTBEHHOE TBOPUYECKOE
U yImopsmoyuBaroinee Havdauo (1o momtikov idiopa
Kol TeVIKOV), U IeHCTBYEeT B COOTBETCTBUHU C ITUMU
HavaJaMHu, [IOPOXK/Aasd MaTepUio B COOTBETCTBUU
¢ birarom (xatd 10 dyafov HAn = ovesia), bopmy B co-
OTBETCTBHUHU C 00pasnoM (katd 10 mapddetypo 10 v
oOT® £100C) U TOPAOK B KOCMOCE B COOTBETCTBUU
CO CBOEl COOCTBEHHOI TBOPUECKOH 0COOGEHHOCTHIO
(koTd T TEYVIKOV 1dlpa | TdE1g)3. Ectu cBecTH Bee 3TO
BOE€JIUHO, TO, cornacHo [Topdupuio, uepes nocpes-
ctBo MupoBol [ymu Exmnoe—biaro BeicTymaer
KaK IpUYMHA MaTepuu (MU CYyIIHOCTH) MUDPA; YM
KaK yMOIIOCTUTaeMbIli 06paser] — mpuunHa GopMbl
Mupa; a MupoBas J{yIna Kak ero HemocpeJICTBeHHbIN
JemMuypr — npudrHa apsAIIero B MUpPe MopsAaKa.
O noxoxem yueHuu [lopdupus cBuieTeIbCTBYET
1 MoanH ®uiionoH, corsiacHo kotopomy, [lopbupuit
JIOTHYECKHU pasjndaj TPU MOMEHTAa B TBOPEHHUU
mupa: Equnoe—biaro npousBoguT MaTepHUIo
mupa (0Anv), Ym npugaet et dpopmy (copatwdiy
OAN) ¥ mPOU3BOAUT Tesa (Td VTOGTAVIN CAOUATA),
a Jlemuypr (/lyiia) npusaeT MUPY YIIOPs/I0U€HHOCTD
(10 copatwdévta Toy o1, Be0g 0 Tadto Thoowv)*. OmHAKO
Brocaeacteud A. lunaeps u O. {10 Pya® mogsep-

' Procl. Com. in Tim. Vol. 1. P. 300.1-6.

2 Theiler W. Porphyrios und Augustin. Halle, 1933. S. 15;
Beutler R. Porphyrios // Paulys Realencyclopadie der classischen
Altertumswissenschaft. Bd. 43. Stuttgart, 1953. S. 304.

3Procl. Com. in Tim. Vol. 1. P. 388.13-20. OgHaxo, Kak cripaBe;i-
snuBo 3ameuaet O. Jlio Pya, «HeT HUKaKo# yBEpEeHHOCTH B TOM,
410 370 yuenue [lopdupus» (Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en
la Trinité selon saint Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire
jusqu’en 391. Paris, 1966. P. 404).

*Toann. Philop. De aetern. mund. VI 14. P. 164.18-165.6.
5 Schindler A. Wort und Analogie in Augustins Trinitédtslehre.

Hermeneutische Untersuchungen zur Theologie. Tiibingen, 1965.
S. 15-21, 52-53.

¢ Du Roy O. L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 402—4009.

Iy aprymeHsl Taiijiepa KpUTHUYECKOMY aHaJIU3y
U IOKa3aju, YTO PaHHASA TPUHUTApPHAsA MOJeJb
ApryctuHa 6nuxe k [Inotuny, uem x I[lopdupurio.
Tak, IlnoTun mosaraet, yTo EAuHOE sBIseTCA
MIPUYHHOH BCAKOTO €JJMHCTBA U MePbl, 6€3 KOTOPO-
r'o Belllb He MOXKET CYIIeCTBOBATY; UTO YM, OyZaydu
obpazom ErHOTO, ABJISETCSA 1151 BCEX BEIeH HCTOY-
HUKOM (DOPMBI U OIIpe/IeIEHHOCTH ObITH A%, HAKOHET],
4yTO MupoBasd Jlyuia o6sasaeT B MUpe YIOPALOYH-
BaIOIIEN U CBA3YIOIIEN QYHKIEH?.

HNHTepecHO, UTO caM ABIYCTUH B KaudecTBe
HMCTOYHHKA CBOEH TpHabl: ObiTHE — popMa — mO-
PAZIOK cchliaeTcs He Ha PUIocoPCKyIo TpagUuIiuio,
a Ha QaHTUYHYIO0 JIOTUKO-PUTOPUIECKYIO TPASUIIUIO,
B KOTOPOU OBIJIO IPUHATO HCCIIEAOBATh U 006Cy-
JK/IATh KaKOU-JIMOO0 IpEeJIMET C TPEX CTOPOH HJIU
¢ Tpex BompocoB. Tak, U3JI0KUB IPUBEJEHHOE
BBIIIIE TIpejicTaBaeHue 0 Tpoulie Kak «TpONUCTBEH-
HOI mpuynHe» B c6opHHKe «O pa3InYHBIX BOIIPO-
cax», ABrycTUH /100aBJIsIeT:

«[ToToMy 1 KOT7]a pa3bICKUBAIOT UCTUHY, TAKKe
HEBO3MOJKHO, UYTOOBI CyIIecTBOBaJIO OoJiee, YeM
Tpu poja Boupocos (tria genera quaestionum):
CyIIeCTBYeT Jiu [HedTO] BOOOIIE, ABIAETCA JIU OHO
TeM HJIH IPYTUM, JIOJI?KHO JIK OHO OBITH 0Z100pEHO
UJIN OCYKJEHO»™.

9Tu TpuU BoIpoca, B CBOEH CYyTU BOCXO-
e K Apuctorestiot, OblIN U3BECTHBI ABIYCTHHY
13 JIATUHCKOU PUTOPUYECKON Tpajunuu — depes
Munepona u KpunTnannana'?. OfHaKO ecIn y HUX
OoHU ObLIM He 6oJiee, YeM JIOTUYECKUM CPeJICT-
BOM H3JIOKEHUS MBICJEH U IOCTPOEeHHUs peuei,
ABTYCTUH HaJleJseT UX OHTOJOTHUYECKUM CTaTy-
COM, TeM CaMBbIM CO037]aBasi CBOI0 «TPUHUTPAHYIO
OHTOJIOTHIO»'3, IPUUYUHON KOTOPOU CIIYIKHUT «TPH-

" Plotin. Enn. V 5.5; VI 8.10; VI 9.1-2 u np. Bupouem, Enunoe
€CTh HEMOCPEICTBCHHAS MPUYMHA OBITHS U €IMHCTBA TOJBKO
1 YMa, a yepes nocpenctso Yma u Jymum — npuunHa s
BCET0O OCTAJIBHOTO.

$Enn.16.2; V 1.7 u ap.

® Enn. III 2.16; 111 3.1; VI 9.2 u ap.

10 Aug. De div. quaest. 18. Cp. Confess. X 10.17: tria genera esse
quaestionum, an sit, quid sit, quale sit.

' Cm.: Aristot. Anal. Post. IT 1, 89b 23-25: {ntoduev 8¢ téttapa,
70 O11, TO 01071, €1 o711, Ti E0TIV.

12 Cm.: Cicero. Orator. 15.45; Quintillian. Instit. orator. III 6.45;
111 6.80; cp. Marcian. Capella. De nuptiis, V 444.

13 Sullivan J. E. The Image of God: The Doctrine of St. Augustine
and its Influence. Dubuque (Iowa), 1963. P. 90; Schindler A. Wort
und Analogie in Augustins Trinitdtslehre. Hermeneutische
Untersuchungen zur Theologie. Tiibingen, 1965. S. 58.
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HUTApHAs TEOJIOTUM», T.e. caMa BoxecTBeHHas
Tpouna.

TouHO KaK Ke ABI'YCTHUH HUCIIOJIb3YET AJIsI 3TOTO
U U3BeCTHOe JiesieHne Guarocoduu Ha TPU YaCTH:
(buBUKYy, TOTUKY U 3TUKY — JleJIeHHe, KOTOPOe OH
npunuceiBaet [lnaToHy. Tak, pa3bupas B BOCbMOM
kHUre tpakrara «O rpaje boxxuem» MHeHUS He-
OIJIATOHUKOB, KOTOPbIE OH CYMTAET UCTHHHBIMU,
ABTYCTHH F'OBOPUT:

«160 BO3BMOKHO, UYTO T€, KOTOPbIe MIPHUOOpesH
M3BECTHOCTb CBOMM HanuboJiee TOHKUM U ITPaBUJIb-
HBIM NMOHMMaHHeM IlsaToHa, KOTOPOTO BIIOJIHE
3aCJIyKEHHO CTaBsAT ropas3/io BbIlle BceX GUJIO-
co(oB pa3HBIX HAPOJIOB, U MOCJIEIOBABIILE EMY,
MMEeHHO 6J1aro/iapsi 3TOMY BbICKa3bIBalOTCs 0 bore
Tak, 4T0 B HeM HaXOAWUTCsA U MPUYUHA OBITHUA,
U CIIOCOGHOCTDH MBIIIJIEHHUSI, U MOPAAOK KU3HU
(et causa subsistendi, et ratio intelligendi, et ordo
vivendi). I3 3TUX TpeX MOJIOKEHUH OHO ITPeCTaB-
JisieTCs OTHOCAIUMCA K Pusuueckoit yactu ¢bu-
socodun (ad naturalem), Apyroe — K JIOTUYECKOH
(ad rationalem), TpeTbe — K 3THYeckoi (ad moralem
partem). F160 ecJiu 4esI0BEK CO3/IaH TaK, 4TO bJaro-
Jlapsi TOH 4acTu, KOTopasi UMeeT B HEM IIPEBOCXO/I-
CTBO [Ha/T OCTAJIbHBIMU], OH MOKET JIOCTUTATH TOTO,
YTO BCE IPEBOCXOAUT, T.€. eUHOTO, HCTUHHOTO,
Bcebsiaroro Bora, 6e3 KoToporo He cyliecTByeT
HUKaKas IPUPOJia, He HACTABJISIET HUKAKOe yUeHUe
U He IPUHOCHUT II0JIb3bl HUKaKas mpakTuka (nulla
natura subsistit, nulla doctrina instruit, nullus usus
expedit); To Ou Cam /1os13KeH ObITH AJ15 HAC U IPei-
MEeTOM HCKaHHs, TaK Kak B HeM Bce /151 HAC ITPOYHO
(serta sunt omnia), ¥ mpeMeTOM IMO3HAHUS, TaK
kak B HeMm Bce 7151 Hac ucTuHHO (certa sunt omnia),
U IpeaMeToM JII00BU, TaK Kak B HeM Bce i Hac
MpaBUJIBHO (recta sunt omnia)»*.

Ecyiu mpencTaBUTh 3TO B BUJIe TaOJIUIIBI, MbI
MOJIYYHUM CJIeAYIOIe TPUHUTAPHbIE (POPMYJIBI:

I[Momo6GHBIN X0 MBICJH OBIJI HHUIIUHUPOBAH
cB. AMBpocrueM MeuOIaHCKUM?, OZHAKO, TOJIb-
KO ABTYCTHH IPHJAJl €My 3aKOHUYEHHYI0 GopMmy,
BCTPOUB €Tr0 B CBOIO «TPUHUTAPHYIO OHTOJIOTHUIO»
U COTJIaCOBAaB C «TPUHUTAPHOH Teosiorueii». Kpome
TOT0, 151 paHHeH GOPMBbI TPUHUTAPHOU JOKTPUHBI
ABrycTHHA XapaKTePHO UCII0JIb30BAHKE U HEKOTO-
PBIX APYTHX TpHaza, GOPMHUPYIONIUX €r0 «TPUHHU-
TapHYI OHTOJIOTUIO»:

mepa (modus) dopma (species) mopsnok (ordo) *

Mepa qHUCIJI0 Hopsok (ordo)
(mensura) (numerus) P

Mepa YHUCIIO0 -
(mensura) (numerus) Bec (pondus)

“De nat. bon. 3, 13, 18, 23; De Gen. contra Manich. I 16.26; De
civ. Dei V 11; X1 15.

“ De lib. arb. 11 20.54.

“* De Gen. contra Manich. 1 16.26; cp. De Gen. ad. litt. IV
3—4; De civ. Dei V 11; De Trinit. 111 8.15; 111 9.18; XI 11.18. Dta
TpHaja: Mepa — YHCIIO — BEC, BCTpedaromasics y ABrycTHHa
HEOIHOKPATHO, B3siTa U3 KHUTH [Ipemynapoctu: «TsI Bce pac-
MOJIOKUIT Meporo, nuciioM U Becom» (IIpem. 11:21); ogHako
ABTYCTHH TIEPEOCMBICIINI €€ B CBETE CBOCH «TPHHHUTAPHOI
OHTOJIOTHIY, TAK 4TO Bec (pondus) B Hel 03HAYAET CTPEMIICHHUE
WU TATOTEHHE BCEX TBOPEHHH K cBoeMy [lepBoHauamy kax
CBOEH KOHEUHOM 11e711, KaKOBOM sSIBJIsIeTCS «BbIcOUaiiiias Mepay,
nnu abcomroTHoe EquHCTBO (UNUM); 9UCI0 XKe ecTh MPUHIUI
pa3iauuus Bemed coriacHo ux (Gopme U yCTPOHCTBY, KOTOpPOE
rnoaaeTcs u3MepeHuto (cM., Hampumep, De Gen. ad. litt. IV 3;
Contra Faustum XX 7). HecmoTps Ha Oubnelickue HCTOKHU 3TON

Orer CoiH Hyx
Tpuasl, no MEeHHI0 K. MopeckuHH, 371eCh y ABr'yCTHHA «MOLII-
[peIMeT ncKa- [IpEeIMET I10- [peMeT HO TIPOCTYTAET BIMSIHUE CO CTOPOHBI ITATOHU3MA U TTH(arope-
HUSA 3HAHUS 068U .
n3ma» (Mopeckunu K. Hctopus narpuctuueckoit huiiocopun.
IpUYMHA IpUYMHA MpUYHHA M., 2011. C. 528).
ObITHS CIocobHOCTH MOPAIKA JKU3HU
(causa MBIIIJIEHHU ST (ordo vivendi) P EEE——
. . . 2 . ~
subsistendi) (ratio Cm.: Ambr. Exp. Luc. Prol. 5. Uutepecno, utro AmBpocuii
intelligendi) HO-APYTOMY COOTHOCUT 4acTu punocoduu ¢ Jlunamu Tpouibl:
¢usuka = Orer, atuka = CoiH, Joruka = J{yx. Takoii mopsiok
U3UK TUK THK
Pusuka JoriKa oTHKa GoJiee COOTBETCTBYET KaK HKOHOMHH, TaK U HEOTUIATOHHYECKOMY
Ipupoza yueHue IpPaKTHKA YYEHHIO 00 «yMOIOCTUTaeMOi Tpuazaey (ObITHe — JKU3Hb —
MBIIIICHUE), KOTOPOe OBIJIO XOPOILIO M3BECTHO ABIYCTHHY,
N HO KOTOPOE OH IEPEOCMBICITHII B OMOJIEHCKOM 1y Xe, OTOXKICCTBHB
' De civ. Dei VIII 4; cp. XI 25. MblmeHne ¢ CbIHOM, a )KU3Hb ¢ JlyXoMm.
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Kak nmpencraBiseTcs, Bce 3T TPHUAJBI CIIY-
’KaT TOH ke caMO IlesIH, YTO U OCHOBHAA TPHUa/a:
esse — species — ordo,— a UMEHHO, YTOOBI IOKa3aTh
HaJiu4yye BO BHEIIHEM MUpe Pa3JIMUHBIX CJIEJCT-
BUU eIUHOU «TpolicTBeHHOU [IpuumHBI» (causa
trina), T.e. csieqioB boskectBeHHOU Tpoutisl (vestigia
Trinitatis)'. [Ipu 3TOM peub UIET HE CTOJBKO 00 OT-
pa’keHUU B TBOPEHUU XapaKTEPHBIX 0COOEHHOCTeH
JIur Tpounsl uiu BHYTPEHHUX OTHOIIEHUH MEXLY
Huwmu ad intra, ckonbko 06 VX BHEIITHEM ITPOsBJIe-
HUU ad extra B KayecTBe TPONUCTBEHHOHN MIPUYMH-
HOCTHU TeX WJIM WHBIX [IapaMeTPOB COTBOPEHHBIX
Bemeii?. OflHAKO, KaK MbI YBU/AUM Jiajiee, IOMUMO
«cyienoB TpouIbl» BO BHEIIHEM MUPe ABTyCTUH
BCKOpPE OTKPOeT 1151 cebst «06pas Tpounsi» (imago
Trinitatis)® Bo BHyTpeHHEM MHpPE — B CTPYKType
YyeJI0BE€YeCKOH JIYIIH, ee CIOCOOHOCTAX U CAMOCO3-
HaHUU. TOJBKO OTKPHITHE ABTYCTHUHOM «IICHXO0JIO-
rUYECKOU TPOUIBI» BO «BHYTPEHHEM YeJIOBEKE»
II0O3BOJIUT €My IOHATH, KAKUM 00pa3oM «TPUHU-
TapHas pediiekcusa HeMOCpPeACTBEHHO CBA3aHA
c npupozou ad intra BHy TPUTPOUIHBIX IIPOIIECCOB»
B Bore4. B s3TOM 3akiouaeTcs mnepexos, K 3pesion
¢opme TprHUTApHOU JOKTPUHBI ABI'YCTHHA, U3-
BECTHOH KaK «IICUXOJIOTUYeCcKas TeOpUA» TPOHUIIbI.
B 1jesiom ke, paccMOTpeHHass HAMU paHHAA popma
TPUHUTAPHOU JOKTPUHBI ABI'YCTHHA, HCIIBITABIIA A
Ha ce0e CUJIPHOE BIUSHIE HEOIIJIATOHNYECKOH Me-
TadU3UKYU, BO MHOT'OM IIPe0Npeiena JalbHel-
1ee pa3BUTHE er'0 TPUHUTAPHBIX B3IJIA0B BILJIOTH
o TpakraTta «O Tpoure».

JanpHelinmee GopMHUpPOBaHUE TPUHUTAPHOHN
JIOKTPUHBI ABTyCTHHA U IpPUOOpeTEeHHE el TOoU
KJIacCUuecKod ¢GopMbl, KOoTopas Oblja BOCIpHU-

! De Trinit. XI 1.1; De civ. Dei X1 28.

> Kak BepHo 3ameTri1 K. MopecknHH IPUMEHUTEINBHO K aBIyCTH-
HOBCKOH TpHaJie: Mepa — YUCII0 — BeC, «bor TBOPUT B CUILY TOrO,
YTO Mepa, YUCiIo U Bec mpedriBaroT B HeM B popme nepBoHavaa.
Bor sxe Cam o Cebe ecTh TONBKO YHHBepcaabHOe EquHCTBO
6e3 Mepsl, 6e3 uncna u 6e3 Beca, 60 OH sBIsieTcs TBopIOM
nopsiaka, Ho nopsinok He ects On Cam» (Mopecknnu K. HcTtopust
narpuctaeckoil punocopun. M., 2011. C. 524; cp. Aug. De Gen.
ad. litt. IV 3; IV 4).

3 De Gen. opus. imperf. 16; Serm. 52.17—19; De Trinit. VII 6; IX
12; XII 6-7; XIV 19; XV 7; De civ. Dei XI 26.

4 Sullivan J. E. The Image of God: The Doctrine of St. Augustine
and its Influence. Dubuque (Iowa), 1963. P. 93. menHo
MO3TOMY MBI cyuTaeM omubounsiM Te3uc A. llunanepa
(Schindler A. Wort und Analogie in Augustins Trinitétslehre.
Hermeneutische Untersuchungen zur Theologie. Tiibingen,
1965. S. 35) 0 TOM, YTO «IICUXOJIOTMUECKUE TPUAABD» ABTyCTHHA
IIPOUCTEKAIOT U3 €r0 «TPUHUTAPHOW OHTOJIOTHH.

HATA MOCJeAyIoIeNd 3anafHON MaTpPUCTUYECKOU
U Cpe/THEBEKOBOH TpaJUIINeEl, CBA3aHO C HHTEpe-
COM ABTyCTHHA K Y€JIOBEUYECKOMY CO3HAHHUIO U €T0
CTPYKType. PaccMOTpUM KpaTKO Ipe/icTaBIeHUA
AsryctuHa o co3Hanuu. Korzia, B xo7ie IoJIeMUKHU
co ckenTunu3mMom HoBoil AkazieMuu, OTPULIABITUM
caMy BO3MOXKHOCTB JOCTOBEpHOTO o3HaHusA (nihil
sciri posse)5, ABIyCTUH UCKaJI CII0C00 T0Ka3aTh 9Ty
BO3MOXKHOCTB®, YK€ TOTZ|a OH 00paTuJ/l BHUMaHHUE
Ha IEPBUYHYIO JIOCTOBEPHOCTH CAMOCO3HAHUA KaK
Ha HEONPOBEPIKUMBIA apryMeHT IPOTUB BCAKO-
ro ckentTunuaMa (Tak Ha3bIBaeMbIU cogito-type
argument’), B KOTOPOM MHOTHE BUJIEJIH IIPEIBOC-
XUIIEHNUE IEKaPTOBCKOro cogito®. Bot kak ABrycTuH
bopmynupyeT 3TOT aprTyMeHT B CBOEM 3PeJIOM
Tpakrare «O rpaje boxxuem»:

«f1 He 60r0Ch HUKAKUX BO3PAKEHU I OTHOCUTEIIb-
HO 3TUX HUCTUH CO CTOPOHBI AKaJIEMUKOB, KOTODBIE
MOTJu OBl CKa3aTh: «A UTO €CJIM ThI OIIHOAENIbCsI?»
Ho ecsu s omubatoch, s cyiiecTByo (si enim fallor,
sum). 1160 KTO He CyIeCTBYeT, TOT, KOHEUHO, HE MO-
JKeT U omubaThCs; CAeA0BATETbHO, A CYIIECTBYIO,
ecsiu omrmbaoch. VITak, IOCKOJIBKY 51 CYLIECTBYIO,
ecyy omubaCch, TO KAKUM 2Ke 00pa3oM s oluba-
I0Ch B TOM, YTO CYIIECTBYIO, €CJIU s HECOMHEHHO
CYIIECTBYIO, KOJIb CKOPO OIIN0atoch? II0CKOJIBKY 2Ke
s JIOJIKEH CYIIIeCTBOBATh, YTOOBI OLITUOATHCH, JaKe
ecau OBl 1 onIubasICs, TO HET HUKAKOTO COMHEHU,
YTO 51 HE OIIMOAIOCH B TOM, YTO 3HAIO O CBOEM CYII[Ee-
cTBOBaHUM. VI3 3TOTO CJIEyeT, YTO s HE OLINOAIOChH
U B TOM, YTO 5 3HAIO TO, YTO 5 3HAIO».

Jlss1 Hac 0oco6eHHO BaKHO, YTO C CAMOrO Ha-
Yyajia 3TO aBryCTUHOBCKOE COgit0 MMeJI0 UMEHHO
TPUHUTAPHBIA XapaKTep, MOCKOJIbKY BKJIIOYAJIO
B cebs He OIHO, a Cpa3y TPHU CaMO/IOCTOBEPHBIX II0-
JoKeHUudA. B camoMm Jiete, B yxe «MoOHOJIOTax» MBI
BCTpEYaeM CJIEAYIOIlee PAacCyKAeHne ABrycTHHA
O TECHOH CBsA3H OBITHSA, )KU3HU U CO3HAHUA B Ue-
JIOBEKe:

«HukTO He GJ1aKeH, €CJIV OH HE JKUBET, U HU-
KTO He KUBET, €CJIU OH He cylecTByeT. [ITak], ThI

> Contra Acad. 111 5.12

® Paznu4HbIC apryMEHTbl ABryCTHHA MPOTHB CKEITHKOB
cm. Contra Acad. 111 10-20.

7 Ayres L. Augustine and the Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010.
P. 136.

8 Cm.: Augustin Handbuch / Hrsg. V. H. Drecoll. Tiibingen, 2007.
S. 65; Mopeckunu K. Mctopust marpuctudeckoit gpuiocopun.
M., 2011. C. 498.

° De civ. Dei X126. Cp. Solilog. IT 1.1; De ver. rel. 39.73; De Trinit.
X 10.14; XV 12.21; Enchir. 20.
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Bor

«BHYTPEHHHH 4eJIoBeK» (AyIIa)

BBICIIIEE U TIEP-
BUUYHOE BriTHE

HecoTBOpeHHas Cuia
u Ilpemynpocts

BBICIIAS U IIEPBUY-
Has JKusHb

CyHmieCTByeT JKHUBET MBICJIUT

(Oremn) (Crin)

(dyx)

ObITHE JKHU3Hb MBILIJIEHHE

XOYelllb CyIeCTBOBATb, 2KUTh U MBICJIUTB, HO Cylle-
CTBOBATBH, YTOOBI JKUTBH, & KUTH, YTOOBI MBICIUTb.
CiiegoBaTesibHO, ThHl 3Haellb, YTO Thl CyLIeCTBY-
elllb, 3Haelllb, YTO ThI KUBeIlb, ¥ 3HAEIIb, YTO ThI
MBICJIUIIIB>".

TakuM o6pazoM, COTJIACHO ABTYCTHHY, Iep-
BHYHasA JJOCTOBEDHOCTh CAMOCO3HAHUA HUMeeT
TPUHUTAPHYIO CTPYKTYDPY (Bcsexn 3a O. [0 Pya?
MbI Oy/IeM Ha3bIBATh €€ «TPUHUTAPHBIM COgito»),
IIOCKOJIBKY HEOOXOZUMO IpeJIojaraetr, 4To TOT,
KTO MBICJIUT, HE TOJIBKO CYILleCTBYeT, HO U JKHUBeT.
OueBUHO, B OCHOBE JAHHOTO YMO3aKJII0UeHU Jie-
JKUT HeOIlJIATOHUYecKas TeOPUs «yMOIIOCTUTaeMOU
TpuaJibl» (ObITHE — }KU3Hb — MBIIILJIEHUE), XOPOIIIO
u3BecTHasA ABIryCTHHY U3 counHeHui IlioTmHa
u Mapusa BukTopuna3. JleicTBUTEJIBHO, YK€
B paHHUX GUI0COPCKUX COUNHEHUAX* ABI'YCTUH

! Solilog. IT 1.1 (esse vis, vivere et intelligere; sed esse ut viuas,
vivere ut intelligas. Ergo esse te scis, vivere te scis, intelligere te
scis). Cp.: De vita beata II 7; De lib. arb. 1 7.16; 11 3.7; De Trinit.
X 10.13.

2 Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genese de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
1966. P. 432.

3 Cm.: Hadot P. L'image de la Trinité dans I’ame chez Victorinus
et chez saint Augustin / Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P. 425. 1. Ano
TaKJKe MPEIoaaraeT BO3MOKHOE HETIOCPECTBEHHOE BINSIHUE
INop¢upns Ha ncoap30BaHUE ABIYCTHHOM TEOPUH «YMOMOCTH-
raemoii Tpuanb» (Hadot P. Porphyre et Victorinus. Paris, 1968.
Vol. I. P. 477). Onnako ABryCTHH HE COBCEM MOHMUMAJ PA3HHILY
MEX 1y HEOIJIaTOHUYeCKMMU Tpuagamu: Equnoe — Ym — Jlyma
u bertre — XKuzap — Meinuienne (cm.: Aug. De civ. Dei X 23; X
29). [1o MHEHUIO TOTO ke AJI0, IPYTUM UCTOYHHKOM THATCKTH-
YECKUX PACCYXKICHNH ABIYCTHHA O B3aMMOCBSI3H OBITHS, )KN3HI
¥ TIO3HAHUS MOT OBITh APHUCTOTENH U €TO PACCyKACHUE O cYac-
Tbe B HukomaxoBoii atuke (cm.: Aristot. Eth. Nicom. IX 91170
a 16—1170 b 19; Hadot P. L'image de la Trinité dans I’ame chez
Victorinus et chez saint Augustin // Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P.
438-439). Kpome Toro, y Apuctorens A0 ycMaTpUBaeT HCTOKH
eIl OTHON IICHXOIOTHIECKOH Tpraabl» ABrycTHHA: ObITHE —
3HaHue — M000Bb (cM. De civ. Dei X126). Ognaxo, mpu onpeze-
JICHHBIX CXOACTBaxX (110 HAalIeMy MHEHHIO, BECbMa OTAAJICHHBIX)
MEXKIy pacCykJeHueM ApPHCTOTENS U ABIyCTHHA, OCIETHUI
BPSI JTH OBIJT 3HAKOM C THM COUHHEHNEM APUCTOTEINS, PABHO KaK
1 ¢ NopHUPHEBCKIM KOMMEHTApHEM Ha HETO, CYIIeCTBOBAHNE
KOTOPOT0 BOOOIIIE COMHHUTEIBHO.

4Cwm.: Aug. Soliloq. IT 1.1; De ver. rel. 31.57; De lib. arb. 1T 3.7 u ap.

HauyMHaeT UCIO0Jb30BaTh TEOPUIO «yMOIIOCTUTAe-
MOH TpHAaJ[bI»5 HAa IICUXO0JIOTHYECKOM YPOBHE, JIJIA
MMO3HAHUSA CTPYKTYPHI YEJIOBEYECKOU YN, B KO-
TOPOH OBITHE, )KU3Hb U MBIIIJIEHUE COCTABJIAIOT
TPU KOHCTUTYTHUBHBIX MOMEHTA HJIM aCIIEKTA €€
camoco3HaHusA°. Kpome Toro, ABrycTHH, Moso6HO
BUKTOpUHY’, HCHIOJIb3YET BOCXOASAIIUN K HEO-
IJIATOHU3MY® METO/ peJIUTHO3HO-GUI0COPCKOTro
MMO3HAHU A, B KOTOPOM CaMOII0O3HaHUe (MJIK UHTPO-
CHEKIUA) ABJISAETCA HyTeM K OOTOII03HAHUIO, KOT/Ia
BHYTDPEHHAA KU3Hb bora nmo3Haercs 10 aHAJIOTUH
C BHYTPEHHEH KU3HBIO YeJI0BEYECKON AyIH (T.e.
C TIOMOIIIBI0 «IICUXOJIOTHYECKOH aHAJIOTHU»)O.
Kak u3BECTHO, ¢ IOMOIIBIO TEOPUHU «YMO-
MMOCTUTaeMO# TpUaabl» ABIYCTHH BBICTPAHBAET
U CBOE 3HAMEHUTOE JI0Ka3aTeJbCTBO ObITHA Bora
«¥3 CTeleHel CoOBePIIeHCTBAa» TBOpeHUH . Kpome

> XoTs «yMomocTuraeMasi TpHaaay» BIOCICACTBHU YCTYIaeT
MECTO JPYTUM «IICHXOJOTMYECKHM Tpuaaam» ABryCcTHHA,
OHa BCTPEYACTCS U B €ro Mo3JHUX (YHIaMEHTAJIbHBIX TPY-
nmax (cm.: Confess. XIII 11.12; 16.19; De civ. Dei X1 26-28; De
Trinit. X 10.13; X 11.17-12.19). IToapobHee 06 HCHONb30BaHUH
TEOPUU «YMOIOCTHTaeMOi TPHaAb» B OOTOCIOBCKOM MBICIH
ApryctuHa cM. Hamy ctatbio: @okuH A.P. Yuenne 06 «ymo-
MOCTUTAaeMOil TpuajJe» B HEOIUIATOHH3ME U MaTpHUCTHKE //
Bectnuxk [IpaBocnaBaoro Cesato-TuxoHoBckoro ['ymanutapHoro
Vuusepcutera. Cepus I: borocnosue. @unocodus. Ne 38. M.,
2011. C. 13-21.

¢ Cipriani N. Le fonti cristiane della dottrina trinitaria nei
primi Dialogi di S. Agostino / Augustinianum 34 (1994). P.
311; Hadot P. L’image de la Trinité dans I’ame chez Victorinus
et chez saint Augustin // Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P. 425;
Ayres L. Augustine and the Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010. P. 135.

7 Cwm.: Victorin. Adv. Ar. 120.24-37; 32.16-78; 61.1-64.8 u 1p.

8 Cm.: Plotin. Enn. IV 3.1; V 1.11; VI 2.6.1-17; V1 2.7.1-4; V1 7.41
u 11p.; Porph. Sent. 40—44. HecoMHEHHO, 4TO ABT'yCTHH UCITBITAI
IpsSMOE BIMSHHUE HEOIJIATOHN3Ma B 3TOM BOIIPOCE, TaK XkKe Kak
U B y4eHHH 00 «ymorocturaemoit tpuane» (cm. Hadot. 1962.
P. 433). OmHako MHTEHIUIO K CAMOIIO3HAHHUIO (nosce te) OH MOT
BOCTIpUHATH Takxke oT [{umepona (cm.: Cicero. Tusc. disp. I
22.52; em. Taxoke: Schindler A. Wort und Analogie in Augustins
Trinitétslehre. Hermeneutische Untersuchungen zur Theologie.
Tiibingen, 1965. S. 203).

® Cm.: Aug. Contra Acad. I1I 19.42; De ord. 11 18.47-48; Soliloq.
1 2.7; De ver. rel. 39.72; Contra epist. Manich. XXXVI. 41; De
Trinit. X 8.11-12.19 (cognosce te ipsam); De civ. Dei X1 26 u ap.

10 Cm.: De lib. arb. 1 10.21; II 3.7-6.14.
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TOT'0, B HAJIMYH U OJHOBPEMEHHO BCEX TPEX DJIEMEH-
TOB «yMOIIOCTHUTAaeMOU TPHUAAbl» ABTYCTHH BUJIUT
IIPEBOCXO/ICTBO YeJIOBEKa HaJl BCEMH OCTaIbHBIMU
MaTepHaJbHBIMH TBOPEHUAMH H €ro momobue
cBoemy TBopiy, mo o6pasy Kotoporo oH cosmaH,
MTOCKOJIBKY TOJIBKO YeJIOBEK «HM MBICJIUT, U YKUBET,
U CyIIECTBYET; TaK UTO HET HUYEro JIyUIlle 3TOTO
TBOpeHus (et sapit enim et vivit et est, qua creatura
nihil est melius)»'.

Eciiu 1306pas3uTh 3TO B BUJIE CXEMBI, IOy YUM
cjenyllee COOTHOIIEHNE MeX/Ay CBOMCTBAMU
YeJIOBEYECKOro CaMOCO3HaHUA U BoxkeCcTBEHHOTO
BoiTus (cMm. Tabauiy).

WTak, MBI BUJTUM, UYTO ABTYCTUH IIOCTEIIEHHO
Iepeles OT UCIOJb30BAHUS «YMOIIOCTUTAEMOM
TPHAAbI» IPU ONMHUCAHUN BHYTPEHHEH CTPYKTYPBI
YeJI0BEYECKOr0 CAaMOCO3HAHU A K OIMCAHUIO II0JIHO-
Tl BokecTBEeHHOTO BBITHS, TOHUMAaeMOTO B TPH-
HUTapHOM cMbiciie. Tak, B TpakTaTe «O6 HCTUHHOMI
penurun» (390 r.) ABTYCTHH J]JaeT TaKOe OIpejie-
JeHue bora:

«Bor ecTh HeusMeHHasI IPUPOA, CTOSMAS
BBIIlIe pa3yMHOH ayInu; u nepsas JKusup (prima
vita) u mepBoe briTue (prima essentia)? HaxogATCA
TaM e, r7ie ¥ nepBas MyzipocTs (prima sapientia)»3.

ITpu 5TOM ABTYCTHH, B OT/INYHE OT BUKTOpHHA,
HUKOTI/Ia He yTBepK/1aeT explicite, YTO «yMOIIOCTHU-
raeMasi Tpuaia» COOTHOCUTCA ¢ JIuIlaMu XpUCTHAH-

! Cm.: De div. quaest. 51.2; cp. Ibid. 67.5; De lib. arb. 1.8.18; Exp.
quar. prop. Ep. ad Rom. 53; De Trinit. XI 5.8.

> B 1aHHOM CITyJae, Kak M B HEKOTOPBIX APYTHX, TEPMHH essentia
03HaYaeT CKopee He CYNTHOCTh, a ObITHE boxie, KoTopskle, BIIpo-
4eM, [0 MHEHHIO ABrycTHHa, B bore coBmagarot.

3 De ver. rel. 31.57. Cm. Taxxe: Soliliog. I 1.3; De immort.
anim. 12.19 u 15.24, rne To e camoe rooputcs o bore kax
BBICIICH W Heu3MeHHOU MctuHe (veritas incommutabilis),
a Tak)Ke KOMMEHTapHi K mocieaneMy mecty B Retract. 1 5.2.
CrnenyeT OTMETHUTH, YTO NMPUMEHHUTEIbHO K bory ABryctun
MHBEPCHPYET ABa IOCIEAHUX DIEMEHTA «YMOIOCTHIaeMOit
TpuaabD» (KM3Hb U MBILIJICHHUE) M PACTIONATAET X B CIEAYIOIIEM
nopsjke: ObITHE — MBILIICHUE — JKU3Hb. BeposATHO, Takas
UHBEpCUs OOBICHIETCS HE CTOJBKO BIMSHUEM Ha ABryCTHHA
TeX WM UHBIX (unocodckux xouueniuii (cm.: Plotin. Enn.
V1.6.8.17-22; V1.6.15.2), ckOIBKO T€M, 4TO ABI'YCTHH, B COTJIACUU
C YK€ CIIOKUBILEHCS MaTPUCTUUYECKON TPaAUIUE, COOTHOCUT
B bore mprmnenne ¢ CeiHOM Kak ¢ boxectBeHHbIM Jlorocom
u Ilpemynpocteio, a xu3Hp — co Cs. [lyxom kak ¢ Hauamom
BCSKOW NMPUPOAHON M HpaBCTBEHHOMH xu3HH (cp.. Du Roy O.
L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint Augustin. Genése
de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris, 1966. P. 176;
Manchester P. The noetic triad in Plotinus, Marius Victorinus
and Augustine / Neoplatonism and Gnosticism / Ed. R. T. Wallis,
J. Bregman. Albany, N.Y., 1992. P. 217).

ckoil Tpourisl uau 4To oHa ecTh «0b6pa3 Tpounsi»
B UeJIoBeUeCcKOH ayuret. 1 ecsiu B HEKOTOPBIX MecTax
MBI MOXKeM BBIBECTU TaKoOe 3aKJIIOUeHHUe, TO 3TO
OyzieT 3aBUCETH OT HAIlleH HHTEPIPETAIIUN TEKCTOB
Apryctunas. Takum obOpasoM, ciesyeT IpU3HATH,
4TO «yMoIllocTUraemMas TpHaja», IOABUBIIAACA
B PaHHUX PUIOCOPCKUX COUNHEHUAX ABIyCTHUHA
B KauecTBe «TPUHUTAPHOTO cogito», He cTana QyH-
JlaMeHTaJIbHOHM cxeMol ero MeTapU3UKU U TPUHHU-
TapHOH TeoJIOruu®. BeposATHO, 3TO CBA3aHO C TEM, UTO

*Cwm.: Hadot P. L'image de la Trinité dans I’ame chez Victorinus et
chez saint Augustin // Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P. 425; Du Roy O.
L’intelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint Augustin. Genése
de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris, 1966. P. 176—-177.
OcrTaeTcst 10 KOHIIA He BBISICHEHHBIM BOIIPOC, TI0YeMY ABI'yCTHH
He IocIe1oBal B 5ToM 3a Buxtopuaowm. I1. Ao 00bsicHST 0TKa3
ABrycTrHa BUETH B YMOIIOCTUTaeMOM Tpuae» 00pa3 Tpoust
TEM, 4TO ITIaroJIbI «OBITEY U «KUTh» — Hernepexoxusle (Hadot P.
L’image de la Trinité dans I’'ame chez Victorinus et chez saint
Augustin // Studia Patristica, 6 (1962). P. 427), a 1. bamn cBs-
3BIBAJI ATO C YTOYHEHNEM HOHATHS 00pa3a boxus kax BeIciieit
gactu nymu (Bell D. Esse, Vivere, Intellegere: The Noetic Triad
and the Image of God // Recherches de théologie ancienne et
médiévale 52 (1985). P. 19). H. Uunpuanu npenigoxua 9ucTo
JorMaTHdeckoe 00bICHEHHE ITOT0 (pakTa: ABIYCTHH OTKA3aJIcs
MPUMEHSTh «yMOIOCTHTaeMyIo Tpuaxy» K Jlumam Tpowusr,
TIOCKOJIBKY BCE €€ JIEMEHTHI (OBITHE — XXHU3Hb — MBIIIJICHNE)
yKa3bIBAaIOT He Ha pasnuuue JIum (Ha KakoBOE YKa3bIBAIOT
TOJIBKO JINYHEIE HMEHA, 03HAYAIOINE B3aNMHBIE OTHOLICHNS),
a Ha eIMHCTBO BokeCTBeHHOH CYIIHOCTH U €€ aTpHOyTOB, UTO
UunpuaHu CBSI3BIBAT C BIUSHUEM HAa ABTYCTHHA CB. AMBPOCHS
Munanckoro (cm.: Cipriani N. Le fonti cristiane della dottrina
trinitaria nei primi Dialogi di S. Agostino // Augustinianum 34
(1994). P. 311; 2002. P. 268). OxHako 1aHHOE OOBSICHEHHE HaM
Ka)keTcs HeyOeIUTEIbHEIM, IIOCKOIBKY OHO IPOTHBOPEUHT
3peIoMy TPHHHUTAPHOMY YUYEHHIO ABIyCTHHA, OCHOBAHHOMY
Ha «IIcuxoyiornueckoit anajgorum». Hakonen, JI. Aiipec Bcien
3a UnmpuaHu yKa3pIBaeT HA KPUTHYECKYIO PEaKIUIO CO CTO-
pOHBI ABTycTHHA HA TPUHHUTapHOE yueHne Mapus Bukropruna
KaK BO3MOXKHOE OOBSCHEHHE OIPAHMUYCHHOTO YIOTPEOICHHS
ABTI'yCTHHOM «yMOIIOCTHTaeMol Tpuaash (Ayres L. Augustine
and the Trinity. Cambridge, N.Y., 2010. P. 294).

5 Bell D. Esse, Vivere, Intellegere: The Noetic Triad and the
Image of God // Recherches de théologie ancienne et médiévale
52 (1985). P. 20; Cipriani N. La presenza di Mario Vittorino nella
riflessione trinitaria di S. Agostino / Augustinianum 42 (2002).
P. 268. JIpBun bamt cipaBemumBoO 3aMevaeT, 4TO YTBEPKICHHIE
ABTyCTHHA O TOM, YTO MBICISIMIHUA yM (mens rationalis) ecTb
06pa3 Tpouibl, UMIUTMIUTHO MOAPA3YMEBACT, YTO ITOT yM
HEOOXOIMMO MPEATIoNaraeT U BKIIOYAeT B ceOs ObITHE, KU3HB
u meinuteHue (Bell D. Esse, Vivere, Intellegere: The Noetic Triad
and the Image of God // Recherches de théologie ancienne et
médiévale 52 (1985). P. 25).

® Du Roy O. Lintelligence de la foi en la Trinité selon saint
Augustin. Genése de sa théologie trinitaire jusqu’en 391. Paris,
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dunocodpus pemnrun

nepBOHaYaabHasA (popMa «TPUHUTAPHOTO cogito»
ABryCcTHHA: «5 CYIIECTBYIO, 5 3KUBY,  MBICJIIO» (SUMm,
vivo, intelligo), mocTeneHHo, K 400 .}, TpaHchOpPMU-
poBaJiach B HOBYI0 G OpMY, BIIEPBbIE IIPE/IJIOKEHHY IO
B 13- KHUTE «VICIIOBEIM»: «sI CYIIECTBYIO, S MBICJIIO,
s X0uy» (sum, nosco, volo)?, JIETIIIyI0 B OCHOBY €ro
«IICUXOJIOTUYECKO Teopuu» TPOHUIbl, BOIIPOC O KO-
TOPOU BBIXOJIUT 33 PAMKU JIaHHOH CTAaThH.
IToyiBe/ileM KpaTKUe UTOTH HAIIETO HCCIEZO-
BaHUSA BOIPOCA O BJIUAHUU aHTHYHOH (uoco-
(uu Ha 5BOJIONUI0 PaHHEH TPUHUTAPHOU MBICJIH
Asryctuna. Kak Mbl Buzesu, Beiies 3a Mapuem
BUKTOPHHOM ABI'YCTUH B CBOEM OCMBICJIEHUH XPH-
CcTHUaHCKOro yueHus o CBaToi Tpourle, kK KOTOpOMy
OH M3HAYaJIbHO MOJXOJUJI C YUCTO pAIHOHAJIH-
CTUYECKUX IO3UIUHA, MAKCUMaJIbHO HCIIOJIb30BaI
passimunble GusocodCKue pecypcehl, TaKue Kak
HeOoIlJIATOHUYeCcKas MeTapU3WKa U ICUXOJIOTHA,
apUCTOTeJIEBCKAs JIOTUKA U TEOpUs ITO3HAHUSA, Ha-
KOHeEI, JIATHHCKA A pUTOPUKO-duaocodckas Tpaau-
nus. J1yd paaHed GOpMbI TPUHUTAPHOMN JIOKTPUHBI
ABrycTuHAa, UCIBITaBIIEH Ha ceOe CUIbHOE BIUSHUE
HEOIJIATOHNYECKOH MeTaU3UKU C ee MHPOM yMO-
IIOCTUTAEeMBIX CYII[HOCTEH U KaTETOpUil, BHUMaHUEM
K BHYTPEHHEMY MUY AYIIU U IIO3HAHUIO OecTeiec-
HBIX UJIel, ObIJIM XapaKTEePHHI JIBE PA3HOBU/IHOCTH.
Bo-nepBbIX, 3T0 Qpustocodckas aHarorus, mpeaIoa-
ralias IOCTEeIeHHOe BOCX0XK/IEHHE AYIIH U3 IyB-
CTBEHHOT'O MUPa B MUD YMOIIOCTUTaeMBbII, IPOUCXO-
Jisinee 6yiaroziaps MPOCBEN[A0NEMY BO3/IEHCTBUIO
Bceobmiero Pazyma (anasior Cs. /lyxa), BeAyIIero
JyIIy K IMO3HAHUIO 100poJieTesell, HayK U caMOi
6ectesnecHoit Vctunbl u [Ipemyzapoctu (aHasor
CriHa), a uepe3 Hee — Kk coenuHeHUIO ¢ Boiciium
Hauasiom u Beicouatimneii Mepo# (anasior OTiia).

Cnucok aumepamyput:

Bo-BTOpPBIX, 3TO TPUHUTAPHA S OHTOJIOT U, IO Pa3y-
MeBaloIlas, YTO B Ka’K/I0H BeIIH COTBOPEHHOTO MUpa
MOKHO HabJ10/1aTh TpU 6A30BBIX XapAKTEPUCTUKH
niu napamerpa (eduHcmeo — ggopma — nopaoox,
6bimue — gopma — nopadokx, mepa — dopma —
nops0ok, mepa — 4uCA0 — NOps0oK, Mepa — Hu-
€10 — gec U T.II.), KOTOpbIe NIPEeAIO0IaramT, UTO UX
[TepBOonpUYMHA TAKIKE JO?KHA OBITH TPOHCTBEHHOM
(causa trina), a 3HaUHT, TOCPEJCTBOM OOHAPYKEHUA
B MHUpe MOA00HONH TPUHUTAPHON OHTOJOTHYECKOU
CTPYKTYphl (uau «ciaemnoB Tpounbi» — vestigia
Trinitatis) yesoBeuecKHUd pa3ymM MOXKET IPUUTHU
K IIO3HAHUIO ee TPONCTBeHHO! [lepBONIPUYNHBI —
camoii boxkecrBenHo# Tpounsl (OTen, — npuyu-
Ha ObiTusA u Beicuiee BeiTue, ChlH — NpUYNHA
¢opmsbl u kpacotsl u Beiciiasg ®opma u Kpocora,
Jlyx — nmpu4nHa nopsjKa U TapMOHHUU U Brelciinii
Ilopsimok u 'apMoHus u T.11.). dTa paHHAA dopma
TPHUHUTAPHON JOKTPUHBI ABI'YCTHHA MOCTEIEHHO
TpaHcOPMHUPOBAJIACh B 3PeyI0 «IICUXOJOTHUe-
CKYI0 TeOopH0» TPOUIIbI, OCHOBAHHYIO HA KOHCTPY U-
POBaHUU U aHAJIN3€E PA3IUYHBIX «IICUX0JIOTHYECKUX
TPUHUTAPHBIX MOJeJeli», B KOTOPbIX BHYTPEHHAA
’KU3HB boxkecTBeHHOU TpouIsl M0O3HaeTcs 10 aHa-
JIOTHH €O CTPYKTYPOH UHAUBUAYAJIBHOTIO CAMOCO3-
HaHU YeJIOBEUYEeCKOU /Iy IIH, 00J1aJaroIiel HabopoMm
13 Tpex 6a30BBIX XapPAKTEPUCTUK HJIU CIIOCOOHOCTEH,
MBICJIMMBIX B UX [TIOTEHITUAJIBHOM HJIN AKTyaJIbHOM
COCTOSIHUU U 00pa3yoIuX TaK Ha3blBaeMoOe «TPHU-
HUTapHOE Cogito», YaCTHBIM CJIy4aeM KOTOPOTO
y ABryctuHa 6bly1a «yMOIOCTUTaeMas TpUama»:
OBITh — KUTh — MBICJIUTD, BIIOCJIEJICTBUU TPAHC-
¢opmupoBaBmIasgcs B Apyrue «ICUX0JIOTUYECKUE
TPUabI», XapaKTEePHbIE JIJIA 3PEJIOH PEJIUTHO3HO-
dunocodckoit MpIcTIH ABryCcTUHA.
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