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Wzygatorcs npezncrasienns Lumnepona n CeHEKH 0 BIMSHUM SMOIMH Ha MOJIUTHICCKYIO JKU3HB
o0mecTBa M TMONUTHYECKOEe TOBeneHHe TpaxknaaH. Llmmepon n CeHeka NPHTAIOT OYEHH OOJBIIOE
3HAYECHHE SMONIMOHAIBPHOMY (DOHY BIACTHBIX OTHOIICHMH. [lo MX MHEHHIO, HEOOy3HaHHBIE CTPACTH
NpaBUTEsT MOTYT CTaTh NPUYMHOW CTpaxa, THEBa M HEHABHUCTH TPaXKIaH, JECTaOWIM3UPYIONINX
rocyaapCTBO U MNOATAJIKHMBAIOIIUX K y6PII>iCTBy CTaBUICTO HCHABUCTHBIM IMPABUTECIIA. K B03MOXHBIM
MNOCJIICACTBUAM 3THX 3MOHHﬁ, OXBAaTHUBHIUX BCC O6IIICCTBO, LII/IHepOH JXKE TPUIUCIIACT CMCHY
rOCY/IApPCTBEHHOTO CTPOsI (IPUMEPOM CITY’KHT M3THAHHUE MOCIIEAHEr0 PUMCKOTO LIApsi U yCTaHOBJICHUE
Pumckoit pecrry6nuku), a CeHeka — TpakIaHCKHUE BOMHBI M BOMHBI ¢ Apyrumu Hapogamu. Crpaxy,
THEBY Y HEHaBUCTH 002 PUMCKHUX aBTOPa MPOTHBOIIOCTABIISIIOT AYIIEBHOE CIIOKOMCTBIE M NPOSIBIICHUE
mo6Bu K moasM. MIMeHHO oHH, ¢ Touku 3penus Llunepona n CeHekH, MOANEPKUBAIOT COTIIACHE B
TPaXIAHCKOM KOJUIEKTHBE M NIPHIAIOT TOCYAapCTBY yCTOWIMBOCTE. OOIIEH [UIs MX B3IVISIIOB SABISIETCS
M HEKOTOpas NPOTMBOPEUYMBOCTB: C OIHOM CTOPOHBI, KaK MBICIUTENM OHHM IPHU3BIBAIOT MPH
00CY)XIEHNHN Ba)KHBIX MOJIMTHIECKUX M CyIEOHBIX BOIPOCOB PYKOBOACTBOBAaThCS HE SMOLMSMH, a
pasyMoOM; C ApYrod CTOPOHBI, KaK OOIIECTBEHHO-TIOIUTHYECCKHE MIESTENH, OPHEHTHPOBAHHBIE Ha
peavy KU3HH, OHHM CYHTAIOT JOMyCTHMBIM (M JaXe HEeoOXOIMMBIM) BO3ICHCTBHE OpaTopoB Ha
OMOIMH CIIylIaTeNiell ¢ LeNblo TPHHATHS OINpENeNIeHHOro pelleHus. Pasnnuue B MX B3MISLIAax
3aKJIIOYaeTCsl B TEPMHUHOJIOTHMYECKUX MpearnouTeHusx (Uit o6o3HadeHus smormit [{unepon oObraHO
ucnonb3yeT TepmuH «perturbationes», a Ceneka — «adfectus») u B mpusnaBaemom swmis CeHEKOM
JOMHUHUPOBAHWU I'HEBA HA APYTUMU CTPACTAMU.

Kmouesvie crnosa:. lpesunii Pum, LHunepon, Ceneka, MoJuTHKA, IMOIUH.

B | B. 1o H.3.—| B. H.3. B monmuTHueckoi chepe [peBHero Puma mpou3onnin cepbe3Hble N3MEHe-
HUSl, CBS3aHHBIE C ITOCTEIIEHHON TpaHcopManrel pecmyOInKaHnCcKoi (JOpMBI TTpaBlieHUS] B MOHAPXH-
yecKyro. OHU COMPOBOXAAINCH BO3PACTAHUEM 3HAYMMOCTH YEJIOBEKa C €ro JMYHBIMU MEePEKUBAHUSA-
MU 1 3200TaMU M CHH)KEHHEM MacCOBOTO WHTEpeca K YIPaBICHHIO FOCYJapCTBOM, XOTS B PaHHEHM-
MEPATOPCKUN TEPUO]] PUMCKOW MCTOPUH TPOLECC OTUYKICHHS OT IOJHMCHBIX CTPYKTYp elle He 3a-
Bepumics [Ceenyuyras, 1997, c¢. 80]. DTn U3MEHEHHUsI HALIUTH OTPaKEHUE B COUMHEHMsIX Mapka Tyii-
must Hunepona (106—43 rr. g0 1.3.) u Jlynust Auness Cenexkn Mnaamero (ok. 4 r. 10 H.3. — 65 T. H.9.).
O0a MpICIIUTENS TIPOSBWIM B CBOMX TMPOW3BENSHUSIX OOJNBIION WHTEpeC K OOIIeCTBEHHO-
MOJIMTHYECKUM BOTIPOCAM, HO B TO K€ BpeMs yACIHIIN 3HAYNTEILHOES BHUMAHHUE U YEIIOBEKY, €T0 UyB-
CTBaM, J00pOAETENsIM U MTOpoKaM. B CBs3M ¢ 3THM, IIeNbI0 JAHHOM CTaThU SBISIETCS M3Y4YeHHE Tpe-
craBneHnii llunepona m CeHEKM O MONMTUKE U 3MOIMSX, NMPU3BAHHOE PACHUIMPUTH COBPEMEHHOE
Hay4YHOE 3HaHWE 00 WX TBOPUECKOM HACIIEIHUU, O TOM, KaK OHH OI[CHHBAIIM BIMSHUE SYMOIMH Ha TOJTH-
TUYECKYIO )KM3Hb BCETo OOIIECTBA U MOJUTHYECKOE TOBEACHNUE OTAETIBHBIX TpakaaH. BeiOop nMeHHO
9THX MBICIIUTENIEH 00YCIIOBIEH TEM, YTO CTOMIIN3M, pacipocTpaneHHbli B Pume | B. 10 H.3. [Kouepos,
2016, c. 32, 34], okazan TOBOJLHO 3HAYUTEILHOE BIUSHUE HA TIpencTaBieHus L{uepona 06 smonmsx,
XOTSI OH M HE BCerja corjiamaercs ¢ nocienoBaremsimu dtoro yuenus [Ciafardini, 1923, p. 200-202,
209-210; loppolo, 1972, p. 254, 262-263; Moreschini, 1979, p. 133-137; Fortenbaugh, 1988, p. 272;
Erskine, 2003, p. 10; Konstan, 2006, p. 149], a CeHeky Mo MpaBy CUMTAIOT «CAMBIM BBIJAFOIHMCS
puMckuM ¢unocodpom | B. H.3. U ocHoBateneM [lo3nneit Crom» [Kouepos, 2016, c. 36], B3risiapl Ko-
TOPOT0 HAa MOHAPXHUIO c(HOPMHUPOBAIUCH 110 Bo3eiicTBreM yuenus L{uiepona o rocymapcrse [Stacey,
2014, p. 139].

Co Bropoii nojoBuHBI XX B. HHTEpEC HccieaoBaTene k npeacrasienusm Lunepona u Cenexu
00 aMormsx pactet. M3y4aroT Takue BOMPOCHI, KaK OINpe/elieHHe CTpacTei, 0003HaYaBIINE UX TEPMHU-
HBI, BHIBI CTpacteii, obocHOBaHWe HeobxomumocTh O0opoThes ¢ Humu [loppolo, 1972, p. 262-264;
Manning, 1976, p. 303; Moreschini, 1979, p. 133-136; Rosivach, 1995, p. 96; Sorabji, 2000, p. 55-75;
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Hlanumos, 2000, c. 41; Evenepoel, 2006, p. 193; Konstan, 2006, p. 149; Donini, 2007, p. 431]. Ipex-
CTaBIICHHUSM 3THX JIBYX MBICIIUTEIICH O BIUSHUM SMOIUI HA MOJUTHYCCKYIO JKU3Hb 00IIECTBa U TIOJIH-
THYECKOE MOBEACHUE PUMJIISIH CIICIIUATMCTRI YACISIIOT 3HAYMTEIHHO MEHBIIIE BHUMAHUS, XOTS OT/IE/Tb-
HBIC aCIEKTHl 3TOTO BOMPOCA HAILIM OTPAXKCHUE B HAYYHOH nureparype. Tak, UcclienoBaTenu Heo-
HOKpaTHO OOpallland BHAUMaHWE Ha OTMeYaBIIyrocs [IMIepoHOM CIOCOOHOCTH OpaTopa BHI3BIBATH Y
clymaTenaeH onpeaeieHHble SMOIIMA U TEM CaMbIM BJIMATH HA TPUHITHE PEHICHUH B HAPOIHOM CO-
opanuu, cenare u cyzie [Fortenbaugh, 1988, p. 269-270, 272; Schitrumpf, 1990, S. 310, 316; Marin-
cola, 2003, p. 291; Fjelstad, 2003, p. 40, 44, 46; Konstan, 2006, p. 149; Kapust, 2008, p. 357; Remer,
2013, p. 403-405, 410-415, 429-431, 434-436; Hemuna, 2015, c. 17—-18]. 3yyeHue npeacTaBicHUiA
9TOTO PUMCKOTO MBICTUTENS O BIMSHUM CTpaxa Ha TpakIaHCKOE MOBEJeHHE M0Ka3alo, YTo CTpax Ie-
pell Haka3aHUEeM, C €r0 TOYKH 3PEHUS, MOXKET CJCpKUBaTh YeJI0BEKa OT HApYIICHUI MPABOBBIX H pe-
JUTHO3HBIX HOPM [Jemuna, 2011, c. 8-9]. OnHako crpax Kak CIOCO0, IO3BOJSIOIINI ITPaBUTEIIO
yIep)KUBATh BiacTh, L{uiepon orneHuBan Heratusho [Arena, 2007, p. 55; Jemuna, 2011, ¢. 9-10]. Ha
OCHOBE aHAJIN3a €r0 MPEJCTABICHUNA O THEBE MOXKHO YTBEPXJIATh, YTO KAK MBICIUTENL OH OCYXKIal
TIPOSIBIICHHSI 3TOTO YYBCTBA MPU BEIHECEHHUH PEICHUN O HAaKa3aHWH, HO KaK OpaTop CUMTAN JOIYCTH-
MBIM ¥ )K€ HeOOXOIUMBIM BO3JICHCTBHE HA SMOIIUH cirymmaTenei [Jemuna, 2015, ¢. 16-18].

®dparmeHTapHO M3y4eHbl U npeactaBieHuss CeHekn 00 sMouusx B chepe ynpapnenus. Tak, B
mororpaduu O.A.lllanumoBa 3Ta TeMa 3aTparuBaeTcs B CBSI3M C XapaKTEPUCTUKOW 00pasa u/earbHO-
TO TPABUTENS B MPOM3BEICHUSX 3TOT0 PUMCKOIO CTOMKA. B YacTHOCTH, HMCClenoBareib oOpamiaer
BHMMaHHE Ha TO, 4YTO, C TOYKHU 3peHus CeHeku, o0y3aaHue CTpacTeil MO3BOJIMT MMIIEPATOPY OBITh
CTPaBE/IIMBBIM M HE HABIICKaTh HA ce0s1 HCHABUCTH MOIAHHBIX, KOTOPAs MOXET MPUBECTH K MATEXKY,
a ero rHeB CrocOo0CH MPHUYMHUTD Bpet 001IecTBY B 1ieioM [[llarumos, 2000, c. 41, 52-53].

Takum 00pa3oM, B COBPEMEHHOW HayKe y»Ke HaMEUeHbI HEKOTOPBIC TOAXO0/IbI K XapaKTePUCTHKE
npezacrasieHuit Lunepona n CeHekn 00 dMOIMSIX B MOJMTHYECKOH cepe, OTHAKO 3Ta TeMa BCe ellle
ocTaeTcs MaJou3ydeHHOU. B CBsI3M ¢ 3THM, B TaHHOH cTaThe OyAeT MPEANPUHSTA MOMBITKA PACCMOT-
PEThb B3MUIAIBI IBYX PUMCKHMX MBICTHTENEH 110 OTACIBHOCTH U 3aTEM CPaBHHTH HX.

[{urepoH uemoap3yeT Tt 0003HaYSHUST IMOLIMI TepMuH «perturbationes» u onpegenser ux kKax
«IpeICTaBICHUS U JISTKOMBICIICHHBIE CysKaeHus» («opiniones ac iudicia levitatis» — Cic. De fin. I1l.
35. Cwm. takxe: Cic. Tusc. disp. IV. 14), «cnumkoM CuiIbHBIC BOJHEHUS AyXa, HE MOMYHHSIOIICTOCST
pasymy» («motus animi nimios rationi non obtemperantisy — Cic. De off. I. 136. Cm. Taxxe:
Cic. Tusc. disp. Ill. 24). IymieBHble BOJHEHHMS, KaK MPABUIIO, BOSHUKAIOT BHE3AITHO M [UIATCS HEJOJITO
(Cic. De off. I. 27). Onnako cuiia ux BO3JIEHCTBUS Ha MIOBEICHUE JFOJICH, TI0 MHEHHUIO 3TOIO PUMCKOTO
MBICJIUTENTS, OYeHb Bennka. VIMeHHO OHM (OCOOEHHO CTpax, THEB, HEHABWCTH) BIHMSIOT HA TIPUHITHE
peleHNH, TOJKAIOT TPaKJaH Ha COBEPIICHUE MPECTYIUICHHU, HE TI03BOJISIOT CBOOOHO BBICKA3HIBAThH
CBOE MHEHUE, HAHOCS TeM CaMbIM 3HAYUTEIbHBIN BpeJ PeCyOIMKAHCKUM YCTOSM, U SIBIISFOTCS TIPH-
yrHOM paszfgopoB B obmecte (cm.: Cic. De orat. 1. 178, De rep. VI. 1, 28; De leg. Il. 43, 111. 24, 26,
31; De off. I. 23-24, 84). IIpu3Hanue CTOJb 3HAYMTEILHONW CTEIIEHN BIUSHUSA OMOIHH Ha PEIIeHus U
MOBEJICHUE JIojiel 00yclioBHIIO oOpaineHue llunepona k BompocaM O TpeOOBAHUAX K HACATLHOMY
MPABUTEIIO ¥ B3aUMOOTHOIICHHSX €r0 M TPaXK/IaH.

ITo muenwio Iunepona, moaaepKMBaHUe B TPaXKAaHax CTpaxa sBiseTcs Hed(pPEKTHBHBIM CITO-
co0OM yrpaBlieHHs TOCYJAPCTBOM U BEJIET K BOSHUKHOBEHHIO CTpaxa y CaMOro MpaBUTENs HE TOJBKO
3a BJIaCTh, HO W 3a CBOM xu3Hb [Arena, 2007, p. 55; Jemuna, 2011, c. 9-10]. [Ipu npuHATHH BasKHBIX
MOJMTHYECKAX U CYIAeOHBIX pelIeHui HEOOXOIMMO PYKOBOJCTBOBATHCS HE THEBOM, a MPHHIIUIIOM
cnpasemuBoctu (Cic. De off. 1. 88-89). Pa3apaxuTenbHOCTh MPaBUTENS, €M0 BHICOKOMEPHE, KECTO-
KOCTb, HECTIPaBEUIMBOCTh MOTYT BbI3BaTh HeHaBHCTh Hapoza (Cic. De rep. 1. 62, I1. 48, 52-53; De leg.
I. 32; De off. I. 85-86, 88). HenaBucts (0dium) Liunepon onpenensier Toke Kak THEB, HO «THEB 3a-
crapensiii» («ira inveteratay — Cic. Tusc. disp. 1V. 21), u cunTaer, 9T0 3TO YyBCTBO CIIOCOOHO pa3py-
mmTh rpaxkaaHckyro ooumny (Cic. Lael. 23). Slpkum npuMepoM BIMSHUS HEHABHCTH Ha MOJHTHYE-
CKyI0 chepy, € ero TOUKH 3pSHHUs, CAYKHUT YUaCTh MOCISTHETO0 PUMCKOTO 1apsi — TapKBUHMS, KOTOPBIH
3a cBoe OeccTrizcTBO (iNportunitas) m BeicokoMepwe (Superbia) 6sIT M3rHAH HAPOIOM, a CaMO CITOBO
«uapb» (rex) ¢ Tex mop cramo pumiasiaam HeHasuctHo (Cic. De rep. I. 62, 1l. 52). Tlocie msrnanus
TapkBUHUSI, KaK U3BECTHO, B PHUMe yCTaHABIMBAETCS pecmyOnuKaHcKuil ctpoit. Kak BUANM, HMEHHO
HapoJIHAasl HEHABUCTh K [1apto, CIIPOBOIIMPOBAHHAS €r0 MOBEJICHUEM, PUBENa, 10 MHeHUIO [lunepona,
K CMeHe (OPMBI ITPABIICHUSI.
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IMoamepkuBaTh U YKPEIUIATh COTJIACHE MEXKIY I'PaKJIaHaMH M CIOCOOCTBOBATh CTAOMIBHOCTH
rOCY/IapCTBEHHBIX YCTOEB MOTYT CIIOKOWCTBHE M OE3MATEKHOCTH, OJIaroKenaTeIbHOCTh U JII0O0BH K
JFOJISIM, HA OCHOBE KOTOPBIX M JIOJDKHBI, KaK cuuTaeT L{MIepoH, BhICTpaBaThCs B3aUMOOTHOIICHUS
rpak/iaH, a TaKKe TPpakaaH U mpaBuTesst. [ocyaapeTBo ¢ ar000# GopMoit mpasieHus OyIeT MPOYHBIM,
€CII B HEM He OY/IeT MeCTa «IIpOsIBJICHUSIM HECTIPABEIIIMBOCTH WM CTpacTei» («iniquitatibus aut cu-
piditatibus» — Cic. De rep. I. 42). Oco6eHHO TpeOyeTcsi yMEeHHEe BIIaIeTh CBOUMU SMOLMSIMH OT JIFO-
neit, namenenupix Binacthio (Cic. De rep. I. 52; De leg. I11. 30; De off. I. 72—73). TTo muenuto Iumepo-
Ha, UX CTPACTH U MOPOKHU CIIOCOOHBI 3apa3uTh BCIO IPAXKIAHCKYIO OOIIMHY, B TO BPEMs KaK MX CaMmo-
obnazmanue (continentia) yaydrnaer HpaBbl 1 oBeneHue psaoBeix rpaxkaad (Cic. De leg. 111. 30).

Pumckuit MBICTUTEb YTBEPKIACT, YTO MPABUTENIN M MPOCTHIC IPaskAaHe JOJKHBI OOPOTHCS C
IMOIIUSAMH, CTPEMSICh TOCTHYb JyIIEBHOTO criokorcTBus (tranquillitas animi) u 6e3msTexxHOCTH (SECU-
ritas — Cic De off. I. 69. Cm. Takxe: 1bid. I. 136—137), KOTOpbIe BO3HUKAIOT 1O]] BO3ACHCTBUEM MY/I-
poctu (Sapientia), sBisrolIeiics «HauIyqIeld 4yacTbio aymu» («optima pars animi» — Cic. De rep. 111,
37). Crpaxy u HeHaBUCTH LlumepoH MPOTHBOTIOCTABIISIET IPOSIBIICHNUS JTIOOBU K JIFOASIM M OJlaroxerna-
tenproctH (Cic. De orat. 1. 216; Lael. 52-53, 59, 60; De off. I1. 23, 29), koTopsie 3aI0KEHBI B Y€II0-
Beke camoii ipupooii (Cic. De leg. I. 35, 43; De off. 1. 32). Pumckoe rocyaapcTBo, Mo ero MHEHHIO,
NOCTUTIIM HecyacThs (Clades) uMeHHO n3-3a TOro, YTO HAPO MPENOYEsT BIACTHBIC OTHOIICHHS, OCHO-
BaHHBIC Ha CTpaxe, a He Ha JiooBU u OnaroxenarensHoctu (Cic. De off. 11. 29). XKenanue moduth u
ObITh JTI00MMBIME cBoicTBeHHO BeeM (Cic. Lael. 52, 102; moapoGHee o mpeacrainenusx L{umepona o
mobBu cM. [Jemuna, 2016, c¢. 521-526]), HO KOMY-TO JTOCTaTOYHO, YTOOBI €0 JIIOOWIM HEMHOTHE, a
KOMy-TO Hy>kHa J11000Bs MHOTHX (Cic. De off. 11. 30). JIro60Bb 1 T0BEpHEe MHOXECTBA JIFOICH HEOOXO0-
JIMMBI TeM, KTO cTpeMutcs K ciase u modectsim (Ibid. 11. 31). Brnaroxkenatensrocts (benevolentia),
KaK CUUTACT STOT PUMCKHUI MBICIIUTEIb, TOCTUTACTCS OJIaroJesTHUSIMU M CTPEMJICHUEM UX COBEpIIAaTh,
a Jr000Bb ToMMBl (amor multitudinis) Bo3HMKaeT MoOj BIUSHUEM OOILIECCTBEHHOTO MHEHHS, KOTOPOE
bopmupyetcs ¢ yuerom mobposaereneit uenoseka (Ibid. 11. 32).

Kax BuguM, L{uiiepon ykas3biBaeT Ha HEraTHBHOE BO3/ICHCTBUE CTpaxa, THEBa U HCHAaBUCTH Ha
HOJIMTHYECKYIO JKU3Hb O0IIECTBA. DTHM AMOLMSAM OH MPOTHBOIOCTABIISECT CIIOKOWCTBHE U OE3MATEK-
HOCTb, JIFOOOBb K JIFO/IIM H OJIaroxkeIaTelIbHOCTh. VX MpOosIBJICHHE BO BIACTHBIX OTHOIICHUAX obecrie-
YHT MPOYHOCTH FOCYAAPCTBA, CBSI3H C KOTOPBIM, 110 yTBEp X aeHUIO [uiiepona, 6oiee BaKHBI ISl PUM-
CKOT'O TpaKJIaHHHA, YeM Bce mpoune corpanbabie csa3u (cm.: Cic. De off. I. 57).

CeHeka Takke yeInI BHUMAHHE BOMPOCY O BIMSHHUH SMOIMI Ha MOJUTHYECKYIO chepy. st
ux 0003HAUCHMSI OH OOBIYHO HCIOJB3yeT TepMuH «adfectus», B To Bpems kak Tepmun «perturbatio» B
€ro MPOU3BE/ICHHUSAX BCTPEUACTCS 3HAUMTEIILHO perke. [10 MHEHHUIO 3TOT0 PUMCKOTO CTOMKA, YIIPABIISTh
SMOIUSMH HEBO3MOJKHO, ITOITOMY HEOOX0aMMO OT HuX m3b6aBuThes (Sen. De ira. . 7). Jlioboe crib-
HOE YYBCTBO CITOCOOHO MOTYHHHUTH ceOe YeI0BeKa HACTOIBKO, YTO TOT IMIEPECTAET PYKOBOICTBOBATHCS
B cBoMx moctynkax pasymom (Ibid. I. 8), moxkeT moryouts apyroro denoseka (Sen. Epist. 105. 1), a
COBEpIIUB 3JI0JICHHE, C TPENETOM IOCTOSIHHO OKHJAeT HaKa3aHWs, B Pe3yJIbTaTe 4Yero ero >KU3Hb
craHOBHUTCs 3amytanHoi (confusa) u Gecriokoiinoi (perturba) (Ibid. 105. 7). Takum oO6pa3om, 4eIoBeK,
HOITABIITHIACS BO3/ICHCTBHIO SMOIIUIA, BPEIUT KaK OKPYXKAOIIMM, TaK U caMoMy cebe.

K ympasienuto ¢ nmomoiipto crpaxa CeHeka, kak ¥ L{MIIepOH, OTHOCUTCS KpaliHE HEraTHBHO.
Autexcanapa MakeI0HCKOT0, KOTOPBIi, [0 €ro CII0BaM, «CYHTAJI BHICIIMM 0JIaroM HaBOAWTH Y)Kac Ha
Becex Jrozei» («summum bonum duceret terrori esse cunctis mortalibus»), sTor MeIcaHuTENb HA3BIBAET
«C JIeTCTBa pa300MHUKOM U UCTPEOUTEIEM HApOJIOB, MOrMOENIBIO KaK BparoB, Tak U Apy3ei» («a puer-
itia latro gentiumque vastator, tam hostium pernicies quam amicorum» — Sen. De benef. I. 13). He mo-
MYCTUTh BO3ZHHMKHOBEHUSI CTPaxa OKPYXKAIOUIMX IO OTHOILICHUIO K ce0e, KaK CUNTAeT PUMCKUI CTOMK,
YeJIOBEKY IMOMOTYT «HE3HaYMTEIBbHOCTh ycIiexa U KpoTocTh xapakrepa» («fortunae mediocritas et in-
genii lenitas» — Sen. Epist. 105. 4). On Takxe MOIIEPKUBAET, UYTO «TOT, (KOT0) OosTcst, GouTcs (cam)»
(«qui timetur, timet» — Ibid.). Takas >xe MbIciab BcTpedaercsi U B Tpakrare Llunepona «O0 o0s3aHHO-
crax» (em.: Cic. De off. Il. 24).

st CeHeku CTpax MOJBIACTHBIX JIFOJCH W MX HEHABHCTH SBJISIOTCS paBHO3HAYHbIMU. OH MH-
IIET, YTO HE 3HAET, YTO XyXe — ObITh HEHABUCTHBIM WM BHyHIaTh ctpax (Sen. De ira. I. 20). Hena-
BUCTHOT'O Y€JIOBEKA «CTaHYT MPOKJINHATh, OYIyT CTPOUTH KO3HH (IIPOTHUB HETO), YHHYTOKAT» («eXe-
crentur, insidientur, opprimanty — Ibid.). HenaBucTh BO3HHKAET KaK CII€ACTBHE OOH/IbI WK O€3 BCAKO-
ro noBoja. M30exath ee MOXKHO, €CIIH HUKOTO HE OOMXaTh M PYKOBOJCTBOBATHCS 3PABbIM CMBICIIOM
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(sensus communis). TTo MHEHHIO PUMCKOTO CTOHMKA, OMACHOCTh, KOTOpasi KPOETCS B HECHABHCTH, CO-
CTOHT B TOM, YTO 3TO YyBCTBO MOTYT HMCIBITBIBATH K KOHKPETHOMY YEIIOBEKY HE TOJIBKO €r0 Bparu
(Sen. Epist. 105. 3). JlomycTUMO# OH CUHMTACT JIMIIL HEHABUCTH K mopokaM (Vitiorum odium). Ee, kax
U MPHU3HAHKE IIEHHOCTH JOOPOJCTENIM U CTPEMJICHHE K YECTHOCTH U CIPABEIIMBOCTH, JTOJKEH BHY-
IaTh CBOMMH COBETAMHU «3AIIMTHHK 3aKOHOB M MPABHTENb PaKIaHCKON oOmuHb» («legum prae-
sidem civitatisque rectoremy), ynydmias 3tuM Hpassbl (ingenia) odmectsa (Sen. De ira. I. 6). Ognako
NpY BBIHECEHHWHU TMPHUTOBOPOB 3a MPECTYIUICHHS HENb3s PYKOBOACTBOBATHCS HEHABHCTHIO M THEBOM
(Ibid. I. 16). Xoporuuii cyaps, kak cuuraet CeHeka, ocyxkaaet, Ho He HeHaBuaut (1bid.). O Tom, uto B
XOJI¢ IPUHSTHUSI CYIeOHBIX PELICHUI HEOOXO0MMO BO3/ICPKHBATHCS OT HMOIMH (B YaCTHOCTH, OT THE-
Ba), mucai panee u Lunepon (cm.: Cic. De off. 1. 88-89).

I'ueBy CeHeka yaei 3HAYUTENILHO OOJTbIlIe BHUMAHUS, YeM APYTUM SMOIIUSIM, U JIaXKe MOCBSI-
THJI €My OTJCJIbHOE MPOM3BeIeH e Mo HazBaHueM «O THEBe». DTO CBA3aHO C TEM, YTO HMEHHO THEB,
C €r0 TOYKH 3PSHHUs, CIOCOOCH MOTYMHHUTH cede Bee apyrue dyBcTtBa. OH mumer: «Her HuKakoro 4yB-
CTBa, HaJ KOTOpsIM ObI He BacTBoBan rHeB» («Nullus adfectus est, in quem non ira dominetur» — Sen.
De ira. Il. 36). Eciu Bce ocranbHbie sMonun CeHeke KaxyTes crokoitaeiMu, Tuxumu (I1bid. 1. 1), To
THEB OH CYHMTAET YyBCTBOM «OTBPATUTEJBbHBIM M HEHCTOBBIM» («tetrum ac rabidumy — Ibid.), «ue-
00y31aHHBIM M HEeyKpoTUMbIM» («effrenatam indomitamque» — Ibid. I. 9), «o4ens mbuIKEM U Ge3-
yaepkHsIM» («praerapidus et amens» — Ibid. I. 12) u cornamnraercst ¢ MyaperiamMu, Ha3bIBaBIIUMU THEB
«KpaTKOBPEMEHHBIM Oe3ymMuem» («brevem insaniamy), ocKoJIbKy OXBauCHHBINA UM YEJIOBEK HE PYKO-
BOJICTBYETCSI COOCTBEHHBIM Pa3yMOM M HE TPHUCIYIIUBACTCS K YY)KUM COBETaM, yTpaduBas CIOCO0-
HOCTb pacro3HaBath crpasemBoe u uctuaroe (Ibid. 1. 1). ['HeB moOy»x1aeT K COBEPIICHHIO Pa3JIHy-
ueix npecryruiernit (Ibid. 111. 41). Ho emte 6osiee maryOHbIMU U MacCIITAOHBIMU OKa3bIBAIOTCS TTOCTIEI-
CTBHSI CyICOHBIX U TIOJIMTHYCCKUX PEIICHUM, MPUHATHIX MO/ BIUAHUEM I'HEBA, — 9TO HECTPABETHBBIE
npurosops! (Ibid. 1. 17-19), obocTpeHne connanbHOM HAMPSHKEHHOCTH B TOCYIapCTBE, KOTOPOE MO-
JKET TMepepacTd B TPAXKIAHCKYIO BOWHY, a TaK)kKe B BOWHBI C JPYTMMH HApOJaMH U TOCYIapCTBAMH
(Ibid. I. 2; I11. 2, 5). T'HeB, KaK OTMEYAET 3TOT MBICIHMTEIb, HE TOJIBKO BIHMIET HA PELICHUS U MTOBE/E-
HUE OTJICJIBHBIX JIFOJICH, MHOTA OH CITIOCOOCH OXBATHTh M BCE OOIIECTBO, OObSITUHUB MYXXYHH U JKEH-
IIMH, CTAPUKOB U JCTEH, mpeacTaBuTesel 3uaTu u Hapoaabie Maccol (1bid. 111. 2). Pesynsratom mpo-
SIBJICHHSI TAKOTO OOIIECTBEHHOTO T'HEBA CTAHOBATCS IMOKaphl, yOMICTBA, paspyllIeHHE TOPOIOB, HC-
tpebienne nensix miemed (Ibid. 1. 2; I1l. 2). Takum obpasom, rHeB, Mo MHeHHI0 CEHEKH, MOXET
HUMETh KaTacTpo(hUUECKHE MOCIIEICTBHSI O0IIETOCYIaPCTBEHHOTO 1 IAKe MEKTYHAPOIHOTO YPOBHSI.

PasMblIIeHHs O BAMSHUKA 3TOTO YyBCTBA HA PEIICHHS U TIOCTYIIKH JIFOIEH MPUBEIN 3TOTO PUM-
ckoro (uocoda K BEIBOJY O TOM, YTO HEOOXOJAUMO JIMOO HE JIOMYCKAaTh BOSHUKHOBEHMsI THEBA, JK00
MOJIABIIATE €T0, €CIM OH yiKe Hada oBiaaeBarh yeiaosexom (Ibid. I1. 18). Ognaxo, xak u IutiepoH, ox
CUHTAET, YTO OPAaTOPY, BHICTYIAIOIIEMY B Cy/€ HJIH Ha KaKOM-THO0 coOpaHuu, ObUIO ObI 11€1eC000-
pasHo M300pakaTh «TO THEB, TO CTpax, TO cocTpamanue» («modo iram, modo metum, modo miseri-
cordiamy), uToOBI JOOMBATHCS TPUHSITHS JKETAEMBIX PEIICHHM, B AEHCTBUTEILHOCTH HE WCITBITHIBAS
sroro uysctsa (Ibid. 11. 17. Cp.: Cic. Tusc. disp. IV. 55).

«CnyraukoM raesimBocTiy (iracundiae comes) Ceneka Has3biBaeT mevans (tristitia) u cunraer,
YTO THEB MPEBPAIIACTCs B HEE MOCIIe HACTYIUICHHS PACKasHUS WK B Cllydae HEey/aud B OCYIIECTBIIE-
aun mecta (Sen. De ira. 1. 6). Cam raes co BpeMeHeM MoskeT niepepactu B HeHaBucts (1bid. I11. 41), a
yrpo’KaroIyre CII0Ba Pa3rHEBAHHOTO YEJIOBEKA MHOTJIA CBHIETENLCTBYIOT 0 ero crpaxe (Ibid. 1. 20).
DTUM 5MOIHSIM PUMCKHUI MBICIHTENb MPOTUBOIIOCTABIISIET PAJOCTh, COCTpananue u arodoBb. OH mu-
IIET, YTO JH00POIETENIN CBOHCTBEHHO PA/IOBAThCsl U BECEIUTHCS, @ HE THEBATHCS, MEYAIUTHCS WK 00-
arecs (Ibid. 1. 6, 14). Coctpananue yctpansier rues (Ibid. 1. 17), npotuBopeuanuii npupoje uenose-
ka (lbid. 1. 5, 6; Ill. 5). Tlo ero MHEHHIO, JIFOAU POXKACHBI JJIT COBMECTHOMN KHM3HH, HEMPEMEHHBIM
YCIIOBHEM KOTOPO# siBIsieTcs mr000Bs Apyr K apyry (1bid. 11. 31), mobyxaaromas coBeprats 6aroze-
SIHUST ¥ TIOJIZICPIKUBaTh Mexay coboii cornacue (Ibid. 1. 5), B ToM yrcie BO B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUSIX MTPpa-
BUTEJIS M MIOJITAaHHBIX.

Takum oOpaszom, I{unepor u CeHeka MOKa3bIBalOT B CBOMX MPOM3BEACHUAX 3HAUUMOCTH IMO-
[IHOHAIBHOTO (DOHA B3aMMOOTHOIICHHUI TPABUTENSI U PSIOBBIX TPAXKIAH JUIS COCTOSIHUS O0IIECTBa U
rocynapcTBa. Eciiu cTpax, THEB M HEHABUCTb, MO0 UX MHEHHIO, BIIUSS HA MOBEICHHE, PACIIATHIBAIOT
00IIIECTBEHHO-TIOJIUTHYECKHE YCTOH, TO CIIOKOWCTBUE M MPOSIBICHUE JIIOOBU K JIFO/ISIM MOJIICPKUBAIOT
COrjiacue B rPaKJIaHCKOM KOJUICKTHBE U TEM CaMbIM YKPEIUIIOT rocynapcTBo. O0a MbICIUTENS TPH-
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3BIBAIOT NPU OOCYXICHUM BKHBIX BONPOCOB PYKOBOJCTBOBATHCS HE SMOIMSAMH, a pa3yMOM, HO B TO
JKE BPEMS CUMTAIOT JIOMYCTHUMBIM (M Jaxke HeOOXOAUMBIM) BO3JICHCTBHE OPaTOPOB HA AMOIIMH CIyIIa-
TEJCH C MENbI0 MPUHATHS ONPEICICHHBIX pelleHuil. Takyr MPOTHBOPEYMBOCTh MOXHO OOBSICHUTH
TeM, 9TO 00a OHHU SABJSUTHCH HE TOJNBKO (prutocodamul, pa3sMBIIUIABIIAME 00 WmeajaxX, HO W 0OIIe-
CTBEHHO-TIOJIUTUYECKUMH JICATEISIMU, OPUCHTUPOBAHHBIMU HA PEATUU JKU3HH.

Opnako cpaBHeHue npencraieHuit [{uriepona u CeHeku Mo3BOJISIET OOHAPYKUTh M HEKOTOPHIC
paznuuus. [Ipexne Bcero HEOOXOIUMO OTMETHTD, YTO ATH PUMCKHUE aBTOPHI NPEAMOYUTAIOT YIOTPEO-
JSITh Pa3HbIE TEPMUHBI ISl 0003HaYCHUS dMonuii: [uIiepoH 0ObIYHO HCIONB3yeT CIOBO «perturba-
tionesy, a Ceneka — «adfectus». Kpome Toro, Ceneka B otiimuue ot Llunepona ocoObiM 00pa3om BbI-
JICJISICT THEB, KOTOPBIH, 10 €r0 MHEHUIO, 3aHMMACT TJIAaBCHCTBYIONIYIO MO3UIIMIO 10 OTHOIICHUIO K
JPYTUM YYBCTBaM.
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De benef. — De beneficiis.
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CICERO’S AND SENECA’S THOUGHTS ABOUT POLITICS AND
EMOTIONS

S. S. Demina
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The article investigates Cicero’s and Seneca’s thoughts about the influence of emotions on the political life of
society and political behavior. Cicero and Seneca attach great importance to the emotional background of political
relations. In their opinion, uncontrollable passions of the ruler can cause fear, anger, and hatred of citizens, destabiliz-
ing the state and inciting to the murder of this hated ruler. Cicero reckons even a change of political system among
the potential consequences of such emotions of the whole society (for example, the banishment of the last Roman
king and the founding of the Roman Republic). According to Seneca, civil wars and wars with other nations are also
the result of their influence. Both Roman authors oppose peace of mind and love for people to fear, anger, and hatred.
In Cicero’s and Seneca’s opinion, they retain civil concord and render stability to the state. Cicero’s and Seneca’s
thoughts have also their common contradiction. As philosophers, they discuss important political and judicial ques-
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tions, following the mind, not emotions, on the one hand. On the other hand, as public figures, regarding the real state
of affairs, they recognize that the influence of the speaker on the emotions of the audience for decision-making is
admissible and even necessary. Their opinions differ in terminological preferences (Cicero uses commonly the term
“perturbationes” for designation of the emotions, while Seneca prefers the term “adfectus”) and in Seneca’s idea
about the domination of anger over all other passions.

Key words: Ancient Rome, Cicero, Seneca, politics, emotions.
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