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Crarbs paccMaTpuBaeT TeMy (pOpPMHUPOBaHNS YHUBEPCAIBHBIX ITOHATHI B CXOJIACTHUECKOH
Hayke o nyme XVII B. HenmocpencTBeHHBIM OCHOBaHHEM IS COOTBETCTBYIOIIUX KOHIIEH-
IIUH TOCITYXKHJIa TUIIOJOTHS YHUBEpCa i, pa3padorannas @pancucko CyapecoM U mpen-
cTapjeHHas B ero counHeHusx «O ayme» u «Meraduzndeckue paccyxaeHus». CoracHo
Cyapecy, YHUBEpCAINU Pa3AeisioTcs Ha (PU3NUECKYI0, MeTaU3UIECKYIO U JIOTHYECKYO,
13 KOTOPBIX OTHOIICHHE K TeMe UMeIoT JiBe rnocnennue. [lo yoexnenuto Cyapeca u 60i1b-
IIMHCTBA CXOJIACTOB ITOCIIE HET0, YHUBEPCAIBHOCTh HE CYIIECTBYET B BeIllaX Kak TaKkoBas,
HO CO3/1a€TCsI HHTEIUIEKTOM Ha OCHOBE YCMaTPHBAEMOI0 UM MOTO0HS MEKAY BEIIAMH, KO-
TOPOE MO3BOJISIET OOBEANHSITE UX B BUBI M POZIBL. MeXaHn3M 00pa30BaHUs YHUBEPCAIbHBIX
MMOHATHUI TIIATCJIBHO UCCICAYETCA CXOMACTHICCKUMHA aBTOpaMU HE TOJIbKO B JIOTUYECKOM,
HO ¥ B KOTHUTHBHOM KOHTEKCTe. VIMEHHO C 3TOM TOUKHU 3peHHsI B CTaThe paCCMaTPUBAIOTCS
pas3iuuHble BapuaHThl 00pa30BaHMsl YHUBEPCAIIUHA, B TOM YHCIIe KOTHUTHBHBIE JJIEMEHTHI,
Y4YacTBYIOIINE B 3TOM IIpoIiecce, U 3a7eHCTBOBAHHBIA B HeM BHJ abcTtpakuuu. [TokazaHo,
YTO MEPBUYHOHN B 3TOM CMBICIIE OKa3bIBA€TCs MeTahu3ndeckast yHuBepcaIus, KoTopast sB-
Js1eT B ceOe 00Imue BUAOBBIE U POIOBBIE YEPTHI BELICH U IEIaeT BO3MOXKHON ITPEIUKAIIUIO
B €CTECTBEHHBIX SI3bIKaX, a JIOTUUECKasi YHUBEpcains 00paszyeTcs Ha ee OCHOBE U SIBIISIETCS
HEeoOXOAMMOH 1715l HAyYHOTO YPOBHSI TIO3HAHUS, HO HE JUIS TOBCEAHEBHOM jKU3HH. B 1enom
KOHIIETIIHsI 00pa30BaHus yHUBepcaluii B cxonactuke X VII B. Mpon3BoHa OT MPUHSTHIX B
Hell 6a30BBIX OHTOJIOTMYECKUX TOJIOKEHHH.

Knroueswie cnosa: cxonactuka X VII B., 00pa3zoBaHue yHUBEpCANbHBIX MOHATHIA, PpaHcu-
cko Cyapec, [lenpo Yprano ne Mennoca, Ponpuro ne Appuara, Tomac Komnton Kapnton

*  Crarbs moarotoBieHa npu nogaepxkke PITH®, npoekr Ne 16-03-00020 «KorHuTHBHBIE KOHIIETI-
uu cxonacTuku XVII B.».
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Tema yHHUBepcanuii — oflHa U3 CaMbIX M3BECTHBIX B CXOJNAacTHKE. JIF00O0H CTymeHT,
yuuBIINH (UI0cOGHIO B BRICIICH IIKOJIE, Y3HAET, UTO B CPEIHEBEKOBOM (PHI0CO-
¢un cymiecTBoBajia «npodiaemMa YHUBEpCAIUi», YTO 3aKI04ajach OHA B IMOMCKE
OTBETa Ha BOIPOC O TOM, CYILECTBYET JIk 00I1ee /10 Bellei (B 00KECTBCHHOM HH-
TEJUIEKTE), B Bemax (0O0IIre MpUPOIBI) IIH TTOCHIE Bemel (B HAIMX MOHITHIX O
BEIIax) ¥ BOOOIIE CYLIECTBYET JIM OHO peajbHO MM OOLIMMH SIBISIIOTCS TOJIBKO
nmena. OH Takke y3HaeT, 4To Mo crocobam pelieH s 3TOH NpoOIeMBbl CpeIHEeBe-
KOBBIE (QHIIOCO(BI ISIMIINCH HA PEATUCTOB 1 HOMUHAITUCTOB, @ TAKXKe KOHIICITya-
JIMCTOB, 3aHMMAaBIINX IPOMEKYTOUHYIO MO3ULUIO MEKIY IIEPBBIMH IBYMSI.

3a 9TOM KpaiiHe YIPOIIEHHON KapTUHKOM CTOUT TEM HE MEHEE peaslbHas Ipo-
OJeMa CXONacTHYECKOH Quiaocouu, UCTOPUUECKH BOCXOAAIIAs K «BBeneHno»
[opdupus u k ero JaTHHCKOMY TepeBOAy, BeimonHeHHOMY bosmmem!'. Kak mpa-
BMJIO, €€ PACCMaTPHBAIOT B OHTOJIOIMYECKOM KIIIOUE, TO €CTh TaK, KaK OHa c(op-
MynupoBaHa y camoro [lopoupus. C 3Toil cTOpOHBI OHa HA CETOXHSIIHUKA JEHb
HETJIOXO M3yueHa U B CBOMX UCTOKAX, M B CBOUX Pa3HOOOPa3HBIX CPEIHEBEKOBBIX
U MIOCTCPEHEBEKOBBIX Bapuanuax2. Ho y mpobieMsl yHUBepCaluii €CTh U APYTOW,
YHCTO KOTHUTHBHBIM aCIEKT, a MMEHHO: KaKuM 00pa3oM Mbl, JIOAH, 3aBUCHMBIE
B HallleM NTO3HAaHHM OT YyBCTBEHHOI'O BOCHPHATHUS, KOTOPOE BCErAa UMEET AEJI0
TOJBKO C EIUHUYHBIMH BEIlaMH, MOCTUTaeM yHuBepcaibHoe? Kakum oOpazom
OHO CTAaHOBHTCS JUISI HAC TOCTYITHBIM U MOCTIKUMBIM? VIMEHHO C 3TO#l CTOPOHBI
MBI PaCCMOTPHUM IPOOJIEMY YHUBEPCAIUNA B 3TOH CTaThe, IPUUEM PACCMOTPUM B
Ipeieax caMoro MOCJIEIHEro Tana pa3BUTHs CXOJACTHYECKON TpaaHuLMy, MpH-
meniierocs Ha XVII B.

1. ITonsiTHE ¥ THIIBI YHUBEPCATHI

[Ipexne Bcero onpenenuM MoHATHS. TepMHH universale mMeeT pa3iHyHbIE
3HauEHHS; TO, KOTOPOE 33/ICHCTBOBAHO B JUCKypCce 00 YHUBEPCAIHSAX, BOCXOIHUT K
apucToTeneBckor «MeTtapu3uke»? U B TOUHOH (HOPMYITHPOBKE OTHOTO U3 BUIHEH-
mux cxonactuueckux ¢unocodos XVII B. Poapuro ne Appuara omnpenensercs
CIICYIOLIUM 00pa3oM:

I Texker [Mopdupust: «/lanee: s He CTaHy FOBOPUTH OTHOCHUTEJIBHO POJOB M BHOB, CYLIECTBYIOT
JM OHH CaMOCTOSATEIBHO, WM )K€ HAXOIATCSA B OJHHUX TOJBKO MBICIISX, M €CJIH OHU CYILIECTBY-
0T, TO TeJIa JI 3TO, WK OeCTeIeCHbIC BEIH, M 00IAIAl0T JIU OHU OTACIBHBIM OBITHEM, HJIH JKE
CYILIECTBYIOT B UyBCTBEHHBIX IPEAMETAX U ONMPAsCh HA HUX: BE/lb TaKas MOCTAHOBKA BOIPOCA
3aBOAUT OUYCHb NIy0OKO M TpeOyeT Apyroro, Oojee oOUIMPHOTO HcchaenoBanus (boayuil. Kom-
merTapuil k ITopdupmio, um camnm nepesenenromy / Ilep. ¢ nar. T.FO. Bopopnaii // Boayuil.
«Yremenue punocodueit» u apyrue Tpakrarel. M., 1990. C. 23).

2 Camast OCHOBATENbHAsi COBPEMEHHAs: MOHOrpadus 1o MpobIeMaM YHUBEPCANHil B aHTUYHOMN U
CpeIHEBEKOBO (rocoduu mpuHauiexkut Aneny ne Jludepa: Libera A. de. La Querelle des uni-
versaux. De Platon a la fin du Moyen Age. P., 1996. O0 yHHBepcanusx B HOCTTPUACHTCKON CXO-
JACTHKE CM. HEOOJIBILYIO UTANBSIHCKYI0 MOHOTrpaduto Dcrep Kapyso: Caruso E. Pedro Hurtado
de Mendoza e la rinascita del nominalismo nella Scolastica del Seicento. Firenze, 1979, a taxxe
He/IaBHO W3IaHHYIO KHUTY YelIcKoro uccienoBarens Januansa Xaiinepa: Heider D. Universals in
Second Scholasticism: A Comparative Study with Focus on the Theories of Francisco Suarez S. J.
(1548-1617), Joao Poinsot O. P. (1589-1644) and Bartolomeo Mastri da Meldola O. F. M. Conv.
(1602—-1673) / Bonaventura Belluto O. F. M. Conv. (1600-1676). Amsterdam, 2014. 13 nepBu4-
HbIX 0a30BBIX TEKCTOB O MPOOJIEME YHHBEPCAIUH B IMOCTCPEIHEBEKOBOK CXOJNACTHKE HAa30BEM
MIpeXe BCEro AOCTYIHOE B pycckoM nepesoae Paccyxnenue VI n3 «Meradusnueckux paccy-
xkpaermit» ®pancucko Cyapeca: Cyapec @. Metadpusudeckue Paccyxxnenus. Paccyxnenne VI:
O ¢opmansHoM U yHuBepcansHoM exunctse. Pasa. I-111/ Ilep. ¢ nar. I'.B. Bnosunoii / EINAL
2015. T. 4. Ne 1/2 (7/8). C. 213-271.

3 Apucmomenv. Metapusuka VII, 13, 1038b 11-12.
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YHuBepcanuei 31ech Ha3bIBaeTCs... €ANHOE BO MHOTOM. M3 sToit meduHuUIIHM
SABCTBYET, YTO [UISI YHUBEPCATUN TPeOyeTCsl U eMUHCTBO, U MHO)KECTBEHHOCTD:
€IMHCTBO — B CAMOM YHUBEpPCAINH, MHOXECTBEHHOCTh — B HU3IIMX [CYIIHX], B
OJTHOM ¥ TOW e OOIINel XapaKTepUCTUKE, KOTopas paBHO OOHAPYKHUBAETCS BO
MHOTHX [CyIIHX ], HEIIMKOM MPUCYTCTBYS B KAXKIOM, a HE TaK, YTOOBI O/THA YacTh
MPUCYTCTBOBAJIA B OJTHOM, JpyTasi — B IPyromM*.

[TonsToe TakuM 006pazoM yHHBEpPCAIbHOE HEOTHOPOIHO; MOKHO Pa3IHIUTh
HECKOJIBKO THITOB yHuBepcamuii. s katonmaeckux dumocodo XVII B. ecre-
CTBEHHO OBLIO OMUpAaThCS B 3TOM Bompoce Ha yuenme Ppancucko Cyapeca, a
MMEHHO Ha ero TpakTar «O mymiey, oiryoinukoBaHHBINH B 1621 1. CTanmapTHBIM
0a30BBIM TEKCTOM O THUTIAX YHUBEPCAIBHOCTH CIY)KHUT CIEAYIONNI (pparMeHT:

YHHBEpCaNbHOCTh MOXKET PaCCMaTPUBAThCA Kak M0 IMpupoje Tposkas. [lepsas —
Ta, KOTOPas CO CTOPOHBI BEIIX HAa3bIBAETCS yHUBEpCANbHOM. Jpyras — Ta, KoTo-
poii o0s1aziaeT MHTEIUIEKT B CHITy BHEIIHETO NMEHOBAHMS M a0CTpakiny, depes
KaKOBYIO caMa IIPUPOJa Pelpe3eHTUpyeTcs Kak o0las 1 6e3pasinudHas KO MHO-
romy. TpeThbsi — YHHBEPCAILHOCTh OTHOLICHUS, KOTOPAsi €CTh Kak Obl MPUIIOKE-
HHUE YKa3aHHOM BTOPOH YHHBEPCAJIHHOCTH K CAMOM IpUpoIe, KaKk eciu OBl OHa
CyILIecTBOBaJIa B Hel peanpHO. U mpy nepBoM criocobe paccMOTpEeHHs IPUPOia
00BIYHO Ha3bIBaeTCs (PM3MYECKON YHHBEpcaluei, n0o, Kak TakoBas, CllocoOHa
OBITh CyOBEKTOM JIBU)KEHHMSI M UyBCTBEHHBIX akuuaeHmid. [Ipu Bropom criocode
oHa OOBIYHO Ha3bIBaeTCS MeTapu3nveckor yHuBepcamuei. [Ipu Tpersem cro-
cobe — yornyeckoil yHuBepcanueil... IlepBblif BBIBOI: yHUBEpCalbHOE, B3TOC
TIEPBBIM CIIOCOOOM, HE MPOU3BOANTCS MHTEIUIEKTOM, HO TIPE/IIONIaraeTcsi HHTEN-
JIEKTYyaJIbHbIM IIO3HAaHUEM... BTOpOH BBIBOA: YHMBEPCAIbHOE, B3ATOE BTOPHIM
criocoOoM, MPOM3BOOUTCA aOCTpakuueil MHTeIeKTa. TpeTHii BBIBOI: YHHUBEP-
CaJIbHOE, B3ATOE TPETHUM CIIOCOOOM M Ha3bIBa€MOE JIOTHYECKNM, OO0 3aKIo4a-
€TCs B MEHTAJIbHOM OTHOILLIEHUH, ITPOU3BOIUTCS PEe(IIEKCUBHBIM aKTOM, KOTO-
PBIt IMeHyeTCs “‘CpaBHUTENIBHBIM MO3HAHUEM (notitia comparativa)’.

B Takom nonnMannu GusnyuecKas yHUBEpCaIUs — 3TO caMa eAMHUYHAs BElllb,
peanu3yiomias B cede NpUPOAY ONPEACICHHOTO BUAA, U TIOITOMY OHA IPEICTaB-
nsieT co0Oi peanbHOE cyliee OE30THOCHTENBHO K €ro mo3HaHuio. Jlormyeckas
YHHBEpCaJus, HAIPOTUB, — 3TO c(HOPMHUPOBAHHOE OOILEe MOHSITHE B €0 YHCTO
MBICJIEHHOM OTHOIIEHUH K OTAEIBbHBIM BEL[aM OIHOTO BUIA, B €r0 MPUIIOKEHUN
K HAM: IPWIOKECHNH, B KOTOPOM MHTEJUIEKT CPaBHUBAET 3TH BEIIU MEXIY COOOH
U yIOCTOBEpSIeTCS B MX B3aUMHOM MOnoOMH. Takas yHHBEpCajHsl €CTh YHCTBIN
NPOAYKT MHTEJJIeKTa. MeTadusndyeckas yHUBEpCAIHs 3aHUMAET CPEIUHHOE T0-
JIOKEHUE: OHA HE N3MBIIUIAETCS MHTEIUIEKTOM, HO PETPE3EHTUPYET CaMy NPUPOLY

4 Rodrigo de Arriaga. Cursus philosophicus. Parisiis, 1639. Logica, disp. IV, sect. 1, num. 2. P. 73:

«Universale in praesenti dicitur... unum in multis. Ex qua definitione constat, requiri ad univer-
sale et unitatem, et pluralitatem: unitatem in ipso universali, multiplicitatem in inferioribus in
eadem omnino ratione universali, quae reperiatur adaequate in pluribus, ita ut tota sit in quolibet,
et non una pars in uno, alia in alio».

5 Francisco Sudrez. Commentaria una cum quastionibus in libros Aritotelis “De anima”. Disp. IX,
g. 3, num. 22-27: «Ex his ergo constat triplicem posse considerari universalitatem in natura:
Prima est quae a parte rei dicitur universalis. Alia est quam habet ab intellectu per extrinsecam
denominationem et abstractionem, per quam ipsa natura repraesentatur ut communis et indiffer-
ens multis. Tertia est universalitas relationis, quae est quasi application illius secundae universali-
tatis ad naturam ipsam, ac si in illa existeret realiter. Et natura primo modo solet dici universale
physicum, quia ut sic est subiecta motui et accidentibus sensibilibus. Secundo modo solet dici
universale metaphysicum. Tertio modo universale logicum... Prima conclusio: Univerale, primo
modo, non fit ab intellectu, sed supponitur cognitioni illius... Secunda conclusio: Universale,
secundo modo, fit per abstractionem intellectus. Tertia conclusio: Universale, tertio modo, quod
logicum dicitur, quod in rationis relatione consistit, fit per actum reflexum, qui “notitia compara-
tiva” dicitury.
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B €€ CyIIHOCTHBIX YepTaX, adCTparupys ux OT YyBCTBEHHOTO 00pasa, U B 3TOM
CMBICJIE peabHa; OTHAKO MMEHHO KaK OflHa U 0e3pa3uvHas KO MHOTOMY OHa Cy-
[IECTBYET TOJHKO B HHTEHIIMH HHTEJUIEKTA ¥ TOJIBKO OT Hee MPUHIMAET BHEIIHEE
MMEHOBaHUE STUHON M Oe3pa3INdHON KO MHOTOMY®. KOTHUTHBHAS TEOpHS MMEET
JIEJIO C YHUBEPCAIHSIMH BTOPOTO M TPETHEr0 THUIIOB, KOTOPHIE B CAMOM CBOEM CY-
[IECTBOBAaHUHM HEPA3PHIBHO CBSA3aHBI C HHTEIIEKTOM.

3penoe yuenue Cyapeca 00 yHHBepcalIHsaX MPEACTaBIeHO B «Mertadu3nde-
ckux paccyxacHusax» (1597)7. [IoHATHO, 9YTO OCHOBHOE BHUMAHHE B TOM TEKCTE
yAENsAeTCsl OHTOJOTHH YHHBepcaiwii. UTo ke KacaeTcs KOTHUTHBHOTO acIieKTa
9TOTO YYEHHS, KOTOPBIH BayKeH UIA HAC 3/1eCh, €T0 MOXXHO KPAaTKO CyMMHPOBATh
clemyronmM o0pa3oM. Bo-TIepBBIX, HHTEIUIEKT CIIOCOOCH HEMOCPEICTBEHHO, 03
BO3BPATHOTO JBIKCHUS K YyBCTBEHHOMY o0Opa3y ((aHTasme)s, cCXBaThIBATh €IH-
HUYHBIE BEIM; 3TO WIET Bpa3pe3 C KIACCHYECKOW KOHIEMINeH ApHCTOTeNs U
cB. DOMEI, COTTIACHO KOTOPOI HEMOCPEACTBEHHO MBICIHUTCS TONBKO YHHBEPCAIb-
Hoe. Bo-Brophix, Cyapec pa3nuvaer JBa MHTEIUIEKTYalIbHBIX akTa: 1) mpomyiu-
poBaHUE METaPU3NIECKON YHUBEPCATHH IyTeM aOcTpakiuu (actus abstractivus,
abstractio): aOCONIOTHBIA, aKT BO3MOXXHOCTHOTO WHTeIeKTa (intellectus
possibilis), penpe3eHTUPYIOMIETO YUCTYIO MPUPOAY KaK €IUHYIO M caMy Io cede
0e3pa3IuIHyI0 KO MHO)KECTBY HHIMBH/IOB, B KOMX OHA PEANH3YETCs, H 2) TMPOIy-
LMPOBaHUE JIOTHYECKON YHHBEPCAINW MyTEM CPaBHHUTEIHHOTO, WU COIIOCTABH-
TENBHOTO, aKTa (actus comparativus, comparatio), KOTOPBINA MPEICTABISET COOOH
aKT PEAIHOHHBIN (MO0 B HEM 00IIast IPHUPOIA COOTHOCUTCS C WHIUBUIYaTbHbI-
MH BHEIITHAMH BEIIaMH). DTOT BTOPOI aKT OIMUPAETCs Ha YK€ BHITIOJHEHHYIO a0-
CTPAKIINIO U B 3TOM cMbIciie pediaektuBeH. «[lomobno npyrum cxomacram, Cyapec
CUMTAET JTH JIB€ KOHIICIIUN B3aUMOIOIOIHSIONINMHA U TTIOHUMAET aOCOIIOTHYIO
YHHUBEPCAIHIO KaK OCHOBAHHE PEIISIIUOHHON YHHUBEPCATHN»’.

XOTsl B OCHOBE CBOEH 3TH TE3HMCHI BOCXOIAT K cxonacTuke CpenHeBeKoBbs ',
aBTopel XVII B. HEMOCPEACTBEHHO CChUIAIOTCSA Ha (opmymupoBkn DpaHCHCKO
Cyapeca. IMeHHO B KOHTEKCTE ero KiacCH(pMKalWy YHUBEPCAITUH STH aBTOPHI
paccMaTpuBarOT BOTIPOC O MBIILIEHIH YHHBEPCATBHOTO.

6 Francisco Sudrez. Commentaria una cum quastionibus in libros Aritotelis “De anima”. Disp. IX,
g. 3, num. 27: «Unde universale, primo modo, est ens reale. Universale, tertio modo, est ens
rationis pro formali. Universale, secundo modo, communiter etiam dici solet “ens rationis”, quia
universalitas illa etiam fit ab intellectu et nihil ponit in re abstracta, tamen vere non est relatio
rationis, sed ipsa natura realis ut subsistens sub directa intentione intellectus et ut denominata
ab illa. Unde universale, primo modo, est quid reale intrinsecum rei. Universale, tertio modo,
est quid rationis fictum ut intrinsecum rei. Universale, secundo modo, est quid reale extrinsece
denominans remy.

7 DM VI, sect. 6.

Phantasma — aTHHCKOE 3aMCTBOBaHHE U3 IPEYECKOTO (QAVTAGUE): LeabHbIH 00pa3 nmpeaMera,

BO3HHKAIOIIHUH B CIIOCOOHOCTH BOOOPaXKCHUS B PE3YIIBTATE CBECHHS BOCAHHO JIAHHBIX Pa3iiiy-

HBIX BHEIIHHUX YYBCTB.

Heider D. Op. cit. P. 77. Cm. Takxe: Maxaposa M.B. Tlo3HaBaembl 11 equHUYHbIE Ben? (Apu-

crorens u O. Cyapec o enuanaHoM) // Bonp. ¢unocoduu. 2016. Ne 1. C. 119-131. Ogens xo-

pommii pa3bop mpoOIemMbl To3HaHUS YHHBEpcaitbHOro y Cyapeca, ¢ onopoit Ha ero Kiaccugu-

KallMio yHUBepcanuii, cM. B crarbe: South J.B. Singular and Universal in Suarez’s Account of

Cognition // Review of Metaphysics. 2002. Vol. 55. No. 4. P. 785-823. 51 He 3amepxuBarch

oAPOOHO Ha OOCYKIEHUH CyapeCOBCKOTO yueHHs 00 yHuBepcanusax. OTChUTA0 YUTATENs K yKa-

3aHHBIM ITyOIHKAIMSAM.

Vicropuuecky 3Ta THIIOJOTUSI YHUBEPCAIHI BOCXOMHUT K YYCHHIO ABHIICHHBI O «0€3pa3inyHOI

CYLIHOCTH caMo# 110 ce0e, ee MHANBUIYMPOBAHHOM CyIIECTBOBAHHMH B BEIIAX M HPEAHLMPYEMO-

CTH MHOTOMY B HHTEJUICKTE: YYEHHIO, C KOTOPHIM 3aIlajl II03HAKOMMIICS Oarofapst JaTHHCKHM I1e-

peBoZiaM ABHIICHHBI, CTaBIIUM U3BECTHBIMU BO BTopoil nonoBuHe XII B. CM., B uacTHOCTU: AVi-

cenna. Liber de Philosophia Prima Sive Scientia Divina. Vol. 1. Louvain, 1980. P. 233, 237-238.
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2. /IBa OCHOBHBIX BONPOCA

Cama rmocTraHoBKa BOIIpOca O MEXaHU3MeE MOCTHKEHUSI YHUBEPCAIbHOIO 3a-
BHCHT OT NPEABAPUTEIHFHOTO OTBETA HA JIBa IPYTUX BoIpoca: 1) cymecTByeT Iu
YHUBEpCAIbHOE B BelllaX WIH TOJIbKO B MHTeIUIeKTe? 2) CrocoOeH I MHTEIICKT
HETIOCPEICTBEHHO U MPsIMO, 0e3 peIeKTUBHOTO BO3Bpara K 4yBCTBEHHBIM 00-
pasam (haHTa3MM, MBICIIUTH EAMHUYHOE W TIPEIMET MPSMBIX TEPBUYHBIX aKTOB
UHTEIJIEKTa Bcerna yuusepcaneH? [1epBoiif, OHTONOTHUYECKHM, BOIPOC pelacs
apropamu-uesyntamMu X VII B. TOYTH €IMHOTIIACHO: JUIT HUX OBLIO OUYCBUIHBIM,
YTO YHUBEpCAJIbHOE (OPMATBHO HE CYIIECTBYET A0 ONEpaIlMH WHTEIUIeKTa!! u
YTO MPUPOJAa BHE WHTEIUICKTA MOXET ObITh TOJBKO SAMHUYHON: «BHe mHTEN-
JeKTa BO3MOXKHBI TobKo Ilerp u IlaBen: oHM mOX0XH B 00JIaal0T CIIOCOOHO-
CThIO MO3HABAThCSA B CMYTHOM aKTE»!2, CXBaTBHIBAIOLIEM HMX MOXO0XKHE IMPUPOABI
Kak (opMasibHO OqHY. Ho Takoii OTBET Ha MepBBIN BOIIPOC €llle HE OMpeaeIIsieT
OJIHO3HAYHO OTBETA Ha BTOPOH BoIpoc. B camom nene, eciu c4uTaTh, 4TO BCE
BHEMBICJICHHBIC BEIIM CIUHUYHBI, HO MHTEIUIEKT CIOCOOEH HEMOCPEACTBEHHO
CXBaTBIBaTh TOJHKO YHUBEPCAIBHOE, TO MPOOIEMHBIM OKa3bIBACTCS MBIIUICHUE
HE YHUBEPCAIHHOTO, a eIMHUYHOTO. FIMeHHO 3Ta mpobiema cTosiia, HalpuMmep,
nepexn [lerpom ABpeonom B X1V B., KOT/ia OH MBITAJICS OOBSICHUTH BOBMOXKHOCTh
MBIIIJICHUS WHIWBHUIYAIBHBIX CYIINX Yepe3 BBEACHHUE MOHATUS individuum
signatum — eAMHAYHOTO CYIIET0, 0COOBIM 00pa3oM «IIOMEUEHHOTO» B aKTe (haH-
Ta3WM M 4epe3 oOpamieHrne K (haHTazMe CTAHOBSILIETOCS «BUAMMBIMY» JUIS WH-
temuekral’. Ho ecnu mHTENnexT, kak monaran Cyapec m MHOTHE TMO3THEHIHe
CXOJIaCThl, HEMOCPEICTBEHHO M INMEPBUYHO IMOCTUIa€T MMEHHO E€IMHUYHOE, TO
BCSI IPOOJIEMAaTUYHOCTh COCPEAOTOUHBACTCS HA MOJIOCE YHUBEPCATBHOCTH. Ec-
JI1 YHUBEpcalbHas MPUPOJIa HE CYIIECTBYET BHE HHTEIUIEKTA KAK HEYTO €AHHOE
U HE CXBAaTbIBAETCA UM KaK TaKOBas, IPSIMO U HEMIOCPEACTBEHHO, TO B KAYECTBE
eAMHON OHA JOJKHA CO3/IaBaThCS aKTOM MHTEJUIEKTA; TOATOMY BOMIPOC 00 yHH-
BEpCAJIBHOM C TOYKHU 3PEHHS HAyKHU O AyLIE — 3TO B IEPBYIO OYEpPElb BOIPOC
O TOM, KaK MMEHHO HHTEJUIEKT [IOPOXKAAET YHUBEPCAINH. [[eHCTBUTEIBHO, TH-
MUYHBIE TIIAr0JIbl, KOTOPHIMH OMHUCHIBaeTCS A((HEKT aKTa, MBICIAIIETO IPUPOAY
KaK €IMHYI0, — 3TO TIATOJNbI producere, facere, efficere (IpOU3BOANTD, JIENaTh,
co3/1aBaTh), fieri (BO3HUKATh). HO Kak MMEHHO MBICIUTCS 3/1€Ch IPOHU3BOISINAS
MPUYUHA U CaM MPOLECC ATOr0 NPOoAyLHUpoBaHusi? BTopoii BOIIpoC — 3TO BOIPOC
0 TMO3HAHUM 001Iel MpUpPonbl Kak obuiel. byner nu yHuBepcanbHOE U POU3BO-
JIUTHCS, U TIO3HABAThCS B KAUECTBE YHUBEPCAIBHOIO OTHUM U TEM K€ aKTOM WIH
JUIs 3TOTO TPeOYIOTCS JBa MOCIEAO0BaTeNbHBIX akTa? JpyruMu cioBaMu, OZHO
JIY ¥ TO e — MIPOU3BECTH YHUBEPCAINIO U IO3HAThH €€ B KauecTBe TakoBoii? OT-
BET Ha OTH J[Ba BONIpOCca TpeOyeT aHaIn3a YUYeHUH CX0IacTOB O MPOITyIIUPOBAHUN
YHUBEPCAJIHii; MPUYEM HAYMHATB €r0 CIICYeT C MeTapU3nIeCKON YHUBEPCAIHH,
TaK KaK UMEHHO OHA IPOU3BOAMTCS NEPBOM U JIMIIb 3aTEM HA €€ OCHOBAaHHUMU
MPOU3BOAUTCSA YHUBEPCAIHS JOTUYECKASL.

' Juan Juaniz de Echalaz. Logica, Disp. VII, Intr. P. 90: «Constat... non dari a parte rei universale

formaliter ante operationem intellectusy.

12 P Hurtado de Mendoza. Universa philosophia, 1624. Metaph., disp. V, sect. VI, § 64. P. 767:
«Natura secundum se extra intellectum intrinsece est singularis: quia extra intellectum tantum
sunt possibiles Petrus, et Paulus: qui sunt similes, habent aptitudinem ut cognoscantur actu
confuse, quae aptitudo ex parte illorum, sunt ipse Petrus, et Paulus tamquam obiectumy. Ibid.
Sect. VII, § 65: «Probatum nullam inesse a parte rei universalitatem; neque possibilem; cum
igitur sint conceptus universales».

13 Friedman R. Peter Auriol on Intellectual Cognition of Singulars // Vivarium. 2000. T. 38. No. 1.
P. 177-193, ocobenno p. 183—-193.
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3. @opmaJsibHasi CYIIHOCTh U MPOAYLMPOBAHME
MeTa(u3u4eCKOH YHUBEPCATUH

[TepBrIii chOpMYIMPOBAHHEIM HAMH BOIPOC y CXOJIACTOB CTaBUTCS KaK BO-
npoc o (opmaiibHOM cyiHoCTH (ratio formalis), wiu ipocto Gopme (forma), yHu-
BepcanabHOro. KOHKpeTHO nMeeTcss B BUIy CIENyIOIee: eCTh Ji MeTadu3ndeckas
YHHUBEpCAIHs MPOAYKT aKTHBHOTO WIJIM TIACCUBHOTO MHTeutekTa? Wim, 9ro To ke
camoe: eCTb JIM OHa species impressa, TO €CTh UHTCHIIMOHAaJIbHAs (popma To3HaBae-
MOW BellH, W3BJIEKaeMasi aKTHBHBIM (=IEWCTBYIOIINM) WUHTEIUIeKTOM (intellectus
activus, intellectus agens) i akTHBHPYIOIIAs BEIPAOOTKY TIOHSATHS '4; MJIH JK€ OHA €CTh
cognitio, TO €CTh aKT TACCUBHOTO MHTENJIEKTA, IPOU3BO/IAIINI COOCTBEHHO MOHATHE
1 Yalle BCETo PeaibHO OTOXKAECTBIsIEMbIN ¢ HUM?!5 OTCIOa COBEPILIAETCS MEPEXO
K CIIEAYIOIIeMY MYHKTY: TIPOU3BOIMTCS JIU JIF000E YHUBEpCaIbHOE MPSIMBIM U a0-
CTParupyroIuM aKTOM WU aKTOM pe(IEKTUBHBIM M CpaBHUTEIbHBIM? [IposicHeHue
3TOr0 MOMEHTA TIOIBOJINT K OTBETY Ha BTOPOH C(hOpMyITHUpOBaHHBIN HAMH BOIIPOC —
0 TOKJIECTBE FUTH PA3ININH aKTa MTOPOXKICHIS YHUBEPCAINHN U aKTa €€ MMO3HAHUS.

Uro kacaercs mepBoro Bompoca, To TekcTbl X VII B., KOTOpbIe MBI pa3oupaem,
KaK MPaBUIIO, MPOTHUBOIIOCTABIISIOT TIO3UIIMU TOMHCTOB U «0oJiee 001ee MHEHUE)
(communior opinio), MpeACTaBICHHOE TPEKIE BCETO He3yUTaMH. TOMHUCTHI!® TIpH-
HUMAIOT Ty TOYKY 3PEHHUS, YTO YHUBEPCAITBHOE KOHCTUTYHUPYETCS ACHCTBHUEM aK-
TUBHOTO MHTEJUIEKTa, a0CTParupyromero o0y mpupoay OT YyBCTBEHHOTO 00-
paza — ¢aHTa3Mbl. DTO BIIOJIHE JIOTUYHO, €CIIH IIOMHUTH O TOM, 4TO, cornacHo do-
Me, MHIUBUAyalls 00eCIeunBaeTCsl Marepue, 1, CTaino ObITh, €CJIH OTOPOCHUTH
oT (haHTa3MBbI MaTepHAIILHBIE KOMITOHEHTBI, OCTABIIIEECs CYIITHOCTHOE Sapo OyneT
¢ HEOOXOIMMOCTBHIO HE TOJNBKO HEMAaTepHalbHBIM, HO W JINIICHHBIM WHAWBHIY-
aJIbHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHUK, TO €CTh OYIET PErpe3eHTUPOBATh IPUPOAY KaK OOIIYIO.
CrnenoBarenbHO, MeTapu3NIeCcKasi yHUBEPCAINS KOHCTUTYUPYETCS ICUCTBUEM aK-
TUBHOTO MHTEJUIEKTa, a PE3YJIbTaTOM 3TOH aOCTpakiuu Oy/leT WHTEHIIMOHAIbHAS
dbopma, T. €. species impressa.

BHyTpH 3TO# 00IIETOMUCTCKOM MO3HUIIMK BO3MOXKHA pa3Has pacCTaHOBKA aK-
1eHTOB. MOYKHO aKIEHTHPOBATh TOT (hakT, 4To (HOpMOH MeTahH3MIECKH YHHUBEP-
CaJILHOTO SIBJISIETCS cama species impressa. Kak et [lexpo Yprago ne Menzgoca:

[lepBoe MHEHHE (TOMICTOB) IJIACHT, YTO YHHBEpCAIbHOE (POPMATFHO COCTOUT B
species impressa. ETo npuiepKUBaIOTCsl MHOTHE TOMHCTBI, CYUTAIOIHE, YTO YHHU-
BepcaJibHOE POU3BOJUTCS adCTpaKiuen AeHCTBYIOLIEro HHTEIUIEKTa. DTO JoKa-
3bIBAETCSI, BO-TIEPBBIX, TEM, YTO MHTEIUIEKT abCTparupyet npupoxy ot panrasm; HO
npupona B (aHTa3Max MHAMBHIyaJbHA M €AMHUYHA; CIIEN0BATENIbLHO, AEHCTBYIO-
K MHTEIUIEKT abCTparupyer ee OT eIUHUYHOCTH. BO-BTOPBIX, species impressa
YHHBEpCalIbHa CO CTOPOHBI PENPE3CHTAIMH; CICAOBATEIILHO, OT Hee OOBEKT MpPH-
HHMaeT UMEHOBaHHE PEIPE3CHTUPOBAHHOTO YHUBEPCAIBHO; CIIEJOBATENBHO, 00b-
€KT 00J1a/1aeT YHUBEPCAILHOCTRIO PEIPE3CHTAINH OT species impressal’.

ITonpo6HO 0 species impressa Kak 31€MEHTe KOTHUTUBHOTO MEXaHU3Ma B CXOJIACTUKE CM.: BOo-
suna I'B. Species impressa: 00 HHTCHIIMOHAIBHBIX ()OpPMaxX B KOTHUTHBHBIX KOHIIEIIUSX ITOCT-
cpemHeBeKoBO# cxonactuku // dunoc. xypH. 2016. T. 9. Ne 3. C. 41-58.

15 Rodrigo de Arriaga. Logica, lib. 11, disp. VI, sect. VII, § 42-43. P. 101-102: «Quaerimus ergo,
an ab intellectu agente fiat universale, id est, an per speciem impressam, an solum a possibili».
$1 He kacaroch 371eCh OTIENFHOTO BOMPOCA O COOTHOIIIEHUH COOCTBEHHOTO yueHHuss PoMbl AKBHH-
CKOTO M KOHLETIINH MO3AHUX, HOCTCPEAHEBEKOBBIX TOMHCTOB, BO MHOI'OM JQJICKO OTCTYIAIOLINX
OT ToMH3Ma camoro OoMeI.

17 P Hurtado de Mendoza. Opt. cit. Metaph., disp. V, sect. VII, § 65. P. 767: «Prima sententia
affirmat, universale formaliter consistere in specie impressa, quam tenent tomistae nonnulli,
opinantes universale fieri per abstractionem intellectus agentis. Probatur primo, quia intellectus
abstrahit naturam a phantasmatibus: sed natura in phantasmatibus est individua, et singularis:
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B apyrom BapuaHTe TOMUCTCKOM NO3MUMHU aKLEHTHPYETCS HE MPOCTO IMPO-
OYLUUPOBAaHUE Species aKTOM AEHCTBYIOIETO HHTEIIEKTa, HO U TOT (DaKT, YTO TeM
CaMbIM IIPOU3BONIUTCS ens rationis — YMCTO MEHTAIBHOE CyIIee, HITH (PUKIIHS B MH-
TEeJIEKTe, KOTOpast ¥ BRICTyNaeT popMoii MeTahu3nuecKor YHUBEpCAIHH. JTa I10-
3HLMUS, KOTOPYIO TOT Jke YpTaao HasbiBaeT communior Thomistarum opinio (Oomnee
oOIIMM MHEHHEM TOMHCTOB) M KOTOpas OTCTYIAET OT ayTeHTHYHOTO YUYEHHS CB.
®Domb (Oyayuu OJHOW U3 XapaKTEPHBIX YePT UMEHHO O3HETO, MTOCIEKadTaHOB-
CKOTO TOMH3Ma), TIO/Ipa3yMeBaeT, YTO MPUPO/a PENpPEe3eHTUPOBAHA B species HE
TaKOH, KaKOBa OHAa BO BHEMBICIICHHOH peaabHOCTH (T. €. HE CIMHUYIHOW), a 3HAYUT,
B 3TOM CMBbICIIe MeTapu3nyecKasi yHUBEPCaIHs €CTh (PUKIIHU'S.

O0a BapuaHTa MO3IHETOMUCTCKOTO YUEHHSI O KOHCTUTYHPOBAHUH YHHBEPCAIb-
HOIO BCTPEYAIOT CTaHIAPTHBIE BO3PAXKEHUSI CO CTOPOHBI UE€3YUTOB, MHEHHE KOUX
OTOXJIECTBIISICTCS. C OOIIMM MHEHHUEM HOBEUIIHMX CXOJACTUYCCKHX (PiIoco(oB
(communis recentiorum opinio). Bo3pakeHUs IPOTUB OTOXKICCTBIICHUS MeTapH3H-
YECKOU YHMBEPCAIUU CO Species impressa ONUPAIOTCS HA KOHKPETHBII ceMHOTHYE-
CKHI XapaKTep 3TOW MHTEHIIMOHAIBHON (opMbl. B camoM ziene, nHTeHIMOHATbHAS
dbopma cama 1o cebe HE pempe3eHTHPYET MO3HABAEMBIN OOLEKT MHTEIUICKTY, HE
NPENCTaBISET ero POPMaIbHO, TO €CTh B 0CO3HABAEMOM ITOHATHH; OHA JIUIIB MPEA-
BapUTENFHO OTPEENeT HHTEIUIEKTYIbHYIO CIIOCOOHOCTD K TIO3HAHMIO TOTO, a He
WHOTO KOHKPETHOTO OOBEKTa W TeM CaMbIM aKTHBHPYET €€, 3aITyCKaeT COOCTBEH-
HO MHTEJUIEKTYaIbHBIA aKT, KOUM MPOU3BOAUTCS MOHATHE. «Species impressa — He
(opmarbHas penpe3eHTanys 00beKTa, a JIUIIh BUPTyaIbHAs, IIOCKOIBKY COOCPIKHAT
B ce0e aKTUBHYIO cuity (Virtus) IpOAyIMPOBAaHHUS KOTHUTUBHOTO akTa»!?. [losTtomy
OHa HETMOCPEICTBEHHO COOTHOCUTCS HE CTOJBKO C OOBEKTOM, CKOJIBKO C MHTEIICK-
TyaJIbHOW KOTHUTUBHOM NOTEHIUEH, TO €CTh, HA SI3bIKE CXOJACTHKH, JCHOMUHUPYET
MOTSHIINIO (MIpUIAeT el MMeHOBaHue (denominatio), co-o3Hadaet ee). CkaxxeM nHa-
4e: Jeno species impressa intelligibilis — akTyanu3upoBaTh MaCCUBHBIA HHTEIUICKT,
CHOCOOHBIN HETIOCPEACTBEHHO U ()OPMAaJIbHO PEMPE3eHTHPOBATh YHUBEPCAIHHOE B
MOHATHH; TO3TOMY UMEHHO C HUIM OHA COOTHOCHTCS B MIEPBYIO OYepe/ib, €ro JeHO-
MUHUPYET U coo3HauyaeT. I Ha3pIBaeTCsA OHA BUPTYaJIbHO PENPE3EHTUPYIOLIEH, T. €.
PETPE3CHTUPYIOIIEH JIUIIL TTOCTONBKY, IOCKOIIBKY CBOEW CHIION (Virtus) TO3BOJSET
MACCBHOMY HMHTEJUICKTY BBIMOJIHUATH COOCTBEHHBIN, aKTyalbHO PENpe3eHTUpPYIO-
it akt. Ho cama oHa OymeT Toraa pemnpe3eHTaIuel YHUBEPCaTbHOTO JIHITh Kak
WCTOYHMK TAKOM BO3MOYKHOCTH, WJIH, TOBOPS SI3BIKOM CXOJIACTUYECKOTO apHCTOTE-
JIM3Ma, KaK perpe3eHTalys YHUBEPCAIFHOTO B IEPBOM, HE BO BTOPOM aKTe?.

Ortcroa — OTBET OONBIIMHCTBA UE3YUTOB, B JIWIIE YPTaI0, Ha JIBa JOBOMIA TOU
TPYHIIBI TOMUCTOB: 1) abcTparupysi CIUPUTYaJIbHYIO Species OT MaTepuaibHON (aH-
Ta3Mbl, aKTUBHBIA MHTEJJICKT OTHIONB HE abCTparupyer eo ipso yHHUBEpCaIbHOE OT

ergo intellectus agens illam abstrahit a singularitate. Secundo species impresa est universalis
in repraesentando: ergo denominat obiectum universaliter repraesentatum: ergo obiectum habet
universalitatem repraesentationis ab specie impressay.

18 P Hurtado de Mendoza. Opt. cit. Metaph., disp. V, sect. VII, § 68-71: «Communior Thomis-
tarum opinio fert formam universalitatis consistere in ente rationis, effective resultante ex actu
confuso: quod cognoscitur natura communis. Probatur primo, quia universale est ens rationis:
non pro materia (id est obiecto), ergo pro forma; alioqui daretur universale a parte rei...».

19 Ibid. § 65-67: «Impugnatur haec sententia: quia species impressa non est formalis repraesentatio
obiecti, sed tantum virtualis, in quantum continet virtutem activam producendae cognitonis: ergo
species impressa non est ratio formaliter constituens universaley.

20 Tbid.: «Effectus formalis speciei est reddere potentiam potentem cognoscere, illam complendo
ex parte obiecti: est ergo species unitas universalis in actu primo: quia constituit potentiam prox-
ime ad cognitionem universalem». «At species ea praecise ratione repraesentat, quia potest ef-
ficere repraesentationem: non quod ipsa sit repraesentatio». «...munus speciei impressae esse
constituere rem in esse obiectivo et cognoscibili, non formaliter, et in actu secundo, sed vitualiter
tantum, et in actu primo».
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€IMHUYHOTO: C ITOW TOUKH 3peHus daHTa3ma u species intelligibilis penpe3eHTupyoT
OJIVIH H TOT Jk€ 00BEKT; 2) TaK KaK species MPeACTaBIsIeT YHUBEpCAIbHOE He (POpMaib-
HO, a JINIIb BUPTYaJIbHO U TaK KaK penpe3eHTalys B species — 3TO perpe3eHTalys He
B a0COJIOTHOM CMBICIIE, & JIUILL B OTHOCUTENBEHOM, TO Species Hellb3s1 OTOXIIECTBISITh
¢ MeTa(hu3nueCcKol yHUBEpCaIneil 1 00BEKT MOJIyYaeT XapaKTEPUCTUKY YHUBEPCAIIb-
HOCTH HE OT Hee, a OT coghitio, TO €CTh OT aKTa [IACCUBHOIO UHTEJUIEKTA?!.

(OTa nomuHMpyromas no3uius cxonactoB X VII B. MOXKeT Takxke CITyKUTh ap-
TYMEHTOM B IMCKYCCHH, KOTOPYIO JaBHO BEAYT MEXAY COOOH MccienoBaTean coo-
CTBEHHO CPEIHEBEKOBOI CXOIACTHKH. Sl MMEI0 B BUIY M3BECTHYIO TEMY OHTOJIO-
THYECKOr0o 00OCHOBAHUS yUeHus 0 species y @omsbl 1 [lyHca 1 ero onpoBepxKeHne
y Okkama. [lonararot, uto OKkaM, OTBEPrHYB PeabHOE CYIIECTBOBAHUE OOIIUX
MIPUPOJ BO BHEMBICIICHHBIX BELIAX, TEM CaMbIM I10JJOPBaJl OHTOJIOTHUYECKHH Oa3uc
yueHus o species kak TakoBoro?2. Ho B XVII B., Kak Mbl BUJUM, 3TH JIBa aCIIEKTA —
YHHUBEPCAJIbHOCTh BHEMBICJICHHOW MPUPOABI U CEMUOTHUYECKast QYHKIHS species —
OBLIN pa3aeNieHbl: perpe3eHTals YHUBEPCAIbLHOTo OoJiee He MBICTHIIACH HU IV1aB-
HOM, HU Jaxe 00s3aTeNIbHON (QyHKIMEH species, a pealbHOCTh O0IIeH MpUupoIb!
HE cuuTanach 0osaee HeOOXOAUMBIM YCIOBHEM TEOPETHUECKOTO IOJIAraHusl species
KaK KOTHUTUBHOTO HHCTPYMEHTA. )

Bo3zpaxeHre npoTHB BTOPOTO IMyHKTa, 8 UMEHHO IIPOTUB TOTO, YTO MeTadu3mye-
CKasl yHHBepcaus 10 GopMe €CTh MEHTANIbHAS (PUKLMS, ens rationis, ONMPaeTcsl Ha
TOYHOE MPOSCHEHHE TOTO CMBICHA STOTO BAKHEHILETO CXOMaCTUYECKOTO TEPMUHA, B
KaKOM OH YIOTpeOiseTcsi B KOHTEKCTE MpoOieMbl yHHBepcanmit. duocodsl, pury-
pupyroiue B Tekctax XVII B. mox 06001IeHHBIM IMEHEM TOMUCTOB, Ha3bIBAIOT (T10
KpaiiHel Mepe, B MHTEpIpPETalui COBPEMEHHUKOB-UE3YUTOB) MEHTAIBHBIM CYILM
BCE, YTO TaK WIM MHA4Ye 3aBUCUT OT MHTEIUIEKTA, 0e3pa3NuyuHO K XapakTepy ITOHU 3a-
BrucuMocTH. Ho Benb TOT (hakT, 4To mpHrpona MaTeprualibHbIX Belel NPe/ICTaBlIeHa B
HHTEJUIEKTE CMYTHO, €Il He 03HA4aeT, YTO OHA TPEACTABIICHA B Hel KaK (DUKLUsZ:
«Iloznanue Ilerpa 6e3 mo3HaHMS EAMHMYHOCTH HE BKIIOYAET B ceOsl HUKaKod (DUK-
muH. .. Bems 3meck mosHaercs o, yeM llerp (melicTBUTENBEHO) 00IamaeT, XOTS U He
TIO3HAETCS SICHO BCE, YeM OH 0o0nasaeT»?*. B 3TOM yTBEpXIEHNH ¢ YPTaa0 COIIaCHBI
ero cobparbsi 1o opreHy. Hanpumep, B uetkoit popmynanpoBke Ponpuro ne Appuara:

MenTanbHoe cyuiee (ens rationis) o01agaeT ObITHEM TOJBKO OT aKTa MHTEIICK-
Ta, BEIIYMBIBAIOIIETO (fingende) B 00bEKTE HEYTO, YeTO B HeM HeT... Ho korma
s. CXBaThIBal0 HU3JEXKalue (inferiora) Cymue CMyTHO, Sl HUYETO HE BBIIYMBbI-
Bal0... DTOT aKT CMyTEH 0€3 BCIKOH (DUKITUH, TOJBKO U3-3a HEAOCTATKa OOJIBIIICH
SICHOCTH, TO €CTh HU3JEKAIIUE CYIIUe B HEM HE Pa3lMYaloTCs MEXIY cOOOil.
CrenoBarenbHO, STUM aKTOM HE MOXKET ITPOM3BOIUTHCS MEHTAIBHOE CyIee?.

21 Ibid. § 67: «Ad primum respondetur, intellectum agentem non abstrahere universalia a singularibus:

sed species spirituales a materialibus; utraque idem repraesentant obiectum. Ad secundum respon-

detur, speciem non esse universalem in repraesentando formaliter, sed virtualiter: unde cum reprae-
sentatio virtualis non sit simpliciter repraesenatio, sed secundum quid, non potest esse simpliciter
universalitas, neque obiectum denominatur proprie ab specie representatum, sed a cognitione».

Cwm., B wactHocTH: Perler D. The methodological function of angels in late medieval epistemol-

ogy // Angels in Medieval Philosophical Inquiry. Aldershot, 2016. P. 143—153, oco6enHo p. 50.

23 P. Hurtado de Mendoza. Opt. cit. Metaph., disp. V, sect. VII, § 75-84. P. 768-769: «Dico primo:
Ens rationis non potest esse forma denominans universale. Probatur, quia naturae fiunt univer-
sales sine ulla fictione: sed ens rationis est fictio... ergo ens rationis non facit universale».

24 Ibid.: «Tandem quia cognoscere Petrum sine singularitate nullam includit fictionem: non enim
affirmatur Petrus distingui realiter a sua singularitate: sed cognoscitur quod habet, licet non cog-
noscantur clare omnia quae habet».

25 Rodrigo de Arriaga. Logica, lib. 11, disp. VI, sect. VIL, § 44. P. 102: «Ens rationis solum habet
esse ab actu intellectus fingende aliquid in obiecto, quod non est in illo... At, quando apprehendo
inferiora confuse, nihil omnino fingo, ostendi enim hucusque, illum actum sine ulla fictione so-
lum ex defectu maioris claritatis esse confusum, seu non distinguentem inferiora inter se, ergo
per illum actum non potest fieri ens rationis».

22
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O ToM ke TOBOPAT npyrue ue3yutsl. Hampumep, Antonno benanpmo ae Ku-
POC OTYEPKUBAET, YTO K METa(hU3NIECKON YHUBEPCAINH, KaK K JTFOOOMY ITPOIyK-
Ty aOCTpakIuy, MPUMEHUM TPUHIMI: abstrahentium non est mendacium — ab-
CTpaKLUsl HE MOXET OBbITh JIOXKHOM, B HEl HE MPUITUCHIBAETCS BEILM TOTO, YETO
B HEH HET, U HEe OTPHUIAETCS TO, YTO B HEH ecThb. AKT aOCTparupoBaHHs BCETO
JHIIb MPEACTABISET PeaJbHOCTh OTPAHMUYEHHO W HEMOJHO, HO HUKaKOH (QUKINH
HE Mpenonaraet, B OTIUUUE OT ens rationis. CnenoBaTelbHO, YHUBEPCAINH HE
MOTYT OBITH IPUYUCIICHBI 110 HOpME K MEHTATbHBIM (DUKIHSIMS.

B oroli monemuke ¢ TOMHCTaMH (GOPMYIHpYeTCs COOCTBEHHAs! MO3UIHS
HE3yWTOB, pa3ieisieMas, MO0 WX CJIoBaM, OONbHIMHCTBOM cxojactoB XVII B.
Bo-nepBrix, (hopManpHOE MOHATHE MeTadU3NIECKOH YHMBEPCAINHA HE €CTh ens
rationis, 0 4eM yxe cKa3zaHo. Bo-BTopbIX, MeTadusnyeckas yHuBepcaius, npea-
CTaBJISIIOILAS TIPUPOIBI MHOXKECTBA €IMHUYHBIX BEIEH Kak (hopMalbHO €IUHYIO
IPUPOLY, TOTEHIINAIBHO CIIOCOOHYIO MPEIUIIMPOBATHCS UM BCEM, COCTOUT B aKTe
BO3MOKHOCTHOTO=ITACCUBHOTO, a HE JNEHCTBYIOIIErO=aKTUBHOI'O WHTEJUIEKTA, U
3TO MHEHHE MPETEHAYET €CJIM He Ha OOLICTIPUHATOCTD, TO, BO BCIKOM Cllydae, Ha
SBHOE JOMHMHHUPOBAaHHE. DTOT BTOPOH TE3HC OMUPACTCA Ha ONpPEAeTICHHOE OHH-
MaHHe eMHCTBA IPUPOBI, IPEACTABICHHON B MeTahu3NUeCKOl YHUBEPCATUH, H,
COOTBETCTBEHHO, Ha JOKAa3aTeNbCTBO TOTO, UTO Species impressa UMEHHO TaKUM
00pa3oM 3TO EAMHCTBO MPEICTABUTH HE MOXKET.

Packpoem 3TOT Te3uc uyTh noapoOHee, He OOSACH MOBTOPHOTO MPOrOBapHBa-
HUSI KIIFOYEBBIX MOMEHTOB. PaccmarpuBas abcTparupoBaHie YHHBEPCAIBLHOTO OT
MHOXKECTBa €JIMHUYHBIX BEIllel, CXOIacThl UMEIOT B BUJLy KOHKPETHBIH BHJ a0-
CTpaKINU, KOTOPHIH MOMyYnJT TEXHUUECKOEe Ha3BaHWE praecisio formalis — dop-
MaJIbHOTO OTTPaHUUYEHMs, OTCeYeHus, «(hopManbHOU nmperusumny». pyrumu cio-
BaMH, pedb HIET He 0 JI0O0M abCTparupoBaHMH, a CTPOTro 00 «OTIAEICHUN IPHPO-
Jbl OT OTJIMYUTENBHBIX IPU3HAKOB, C KOTOPHIMU OHA OTOXKECTBIICTCS I MOMKET
OTOXIICCTBISIThCSA MHTEHIIMOHAIbHO». Hanpumep:

[pupona Ilerpa xoTst U He ToXIecTBeHHa (u3nuecku [laBiy, MOXeT, OAHAKO,
WHTEHLOHAIILHO OTOXECTBIISATHCS C HUM, MO0 MOXKET, KaK TaKKMM 00pa3oM orpa-
HUYEHHAs (praecissa), TPEAUIMPOBATECS IPYTUM, TTOCKOJIBKY 10 HCKIIOYEHHH
TIPEMATCTBHS CO CTOPOHBI OTIIMYHUTEIBHBIX TPU3HAKOB Oe3pa3nyHa K HIM BceM?.

Wnu, eme moapoOHee:

Xotst yenoBeveckas mpupoza Ilerpa He TOXKIECTBeHHa (PU3MYECKU YenoBede-
ckoii npupoze [aBia, HHTEHIMOHAIEHO, OJJHAKO, OHA Ta JKe camasi, 0o WHTEH-
LMOHAJIBHBIA YeNIOBEK, CyLIECTBYIOIINH B HHTEIUICKTE, HHTCHIIMOHAIBHO €IIMH
BO BCE€X, IMMTOCKOJIBKY UCKJIFOYAECT J'IIO6BIC OTJIMYUTECIIbHBIC TPU3HAKW, U MHTCHIUO-
HaJIbHO cka3biBaeTcs o [lerpe, [laBie u mMpounx MHAMBHAAX, KOTOPhIE UHTEH-
LIMOHAJILHO CYIIECTBYIOT B MHTeUIeKkTe. OTCIoa OTHIONb HE clienyeT, uto [letp
u [laBea co CTOPOHBI PEabHOCTH TOXKASCTBEHHBI YEMY-TO TPEThEMY WIH Me-
KTy co00i, OO OHM TOXKAECTBEHHBI STOMY TPETbeMY HE (PH3HUECKH, a TOIHKO
HHTeHIIMOHAIBHO. Ho yHUBepcanbHas npuposia oOTrpaHndeHa He pU3Huecku, co
CTOPOHBI BE€IIU, a JIMIIb MHTCHIUOHAJIBHO, B UHTCIIJICKTE, CJICA0BATCIIbHO, UH-
TEHI[MOHAIBLHO OHA — OJJHA U Ta K€ U OTOXKAECTBIIAETCS CO BCEMHU, a CTAJIO OBITh,

26 Antonio Bernaldo de Quiros. Logica, tract. 11, pars 11, disp. XX, sect. [, num. 11. P. 147.

27 Dionisio Blasco. Cursus philosophicus. Tract. 1, lib. I11, dist. 6, q. 3, art. 2, num. 47. P. 90: «Prae-
cisio est separatio naturae a differentiis, cum quibus identificatur, vel potest identificari inten-
tionalier». ITpumep: «Natura Petri, licet non sit identificata Physice cum Paulo, potest tamen
intentionaliter identificari, quia potest ut sic praecissa praedicari de aliis, cum sit indifferens
ad omnes, secluso impedimento differentiarumy». dopMyTUpoOBKa NPHUHAUICKUT HE HE3YUTY, a
¢bunocody-kapMenuTy, HO B TaHHOM citydae JInoHucrno biacko BeIpakaeT OOLISTPHHATOE HO-
HUMaHHe praecisio formalis B cxomactuke XVII B.
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MHTEHIIMOHANBHO OTTpaHnYeHa oT BceX. OTCroa CIeyeT, 4TO OTrpaHnYCHHAS
TakuM 00pa3zoM npupona (naturam sic praecissam) yHABepcallbHa MeTa(pu3nye-
CKH U JIOTHYCCKH, I/I60, 6y}1y‘II/I OTFpaHH‘IeHHOﬁ OT OAHOT0, OHA OTTpaHUYCHA OT
BCEX U CKa3bIBacTCs 000 Beex2s,

I/ITaK, p€ub UACT O YUCTO MHTCHIIMOHAJIIBHOM C€IWHCTBC, BIICPBLIC BO3HU-
KalolleM B pesyibrate praecisio formalis. Bonpoc: rie UMEHHO, B KaKOM Y3-
Jie KOTHUTHBHOTO TMPOoIlecca MPOUCXOUT TAKOe MHTCHIMOHATHHOE OTCCUCHHE U
orpanndyenne? Eme pa3: mo obmemy mHeHuto cxonactoB XVII B., naBHO mpe-
OJIOJICBIINX KPAHHOCTH CPETHEBEKOBOTO peaan3Ma, «yHHBEpCaIbHOE SIUHCTBO
COCTOHUT B aKT€ MHTEJUIEKTA... U 3TO MHeHHue B HameM OO1iecTBe — camoe pac-
npoctpaneHHoe». DGdeKT praecisio formalis nocturaercst Omaromaps TOMY,
YTO aKT, CXBaTHIBAIONIMI MHOXXECTBO CIMHHYHBIX BEIICH, CXBAThIBACT UX KaK
HEYTO O/IHO, TO €CTh OKAa3bIBAETCSl CMYTHBIM 110 OTHOIICHHUIO K XapaKTePUCTHUKE
MHOXECTBEHHOCTH, HO PEMPE3CHTATHBHO SIUHBIM OJlarofaps XapaKTepHUCTHKE
CXOZCTBa, MPUCYIIETO caMuM BemaM. Kak moguepkuBaeT Yprango ae Menzoca,
«00BEKT 001a1aCT BHEIIIHUM STHHCTBOM OT CMYTHOCTH aKTa; aKT K€ CYIIHOCTHO
o0yiajjaeT yHUBEPCAIBHBIM €IMHCTBOM B PENPE3CHTAIUN OT MHOXECTBA CXOJ-
HBIX 00beKTOB»?. «IloATBepKaaeTCs 3TO TEM, YTO 0 3TOTO aKTa MpUpojaa Oblia
eIUHUYIHOM, MO0 0 Olepanuy MHTEUIEKTa HeT HAYEro, 4To He OBII0 OBl enm-
HUYHBIM. .. DTOT aKT YHUBEPCAJIEH CO CTOPOHBI pENpe3eHTalNu: He TIOTOMY, UYTO
MO3HAHHBIE 00BEKTHI CYTh MHOTOE, TIO3HABAEMOE KaK MHOTOE», HO TIOTOMY, YTO
3TOT aKT «PEMPE3CHTUPYET MHOTOE. .. CMYTHO, TIOCKOJIBKY OHO CXOJIUTCSI B HEKO-
€M O0IIEM ITOHATHI» O,

Kazanock Obl, species impressa BIOJIHE OTBEYAET STOMY YCIIOBHUIO: Belb
OHA COOTHOCHTCS C OOBEKTaMH U PEIPE3EHTUPYET UX, HO HE SICHO U OTYETIHBO,
a CMYTHO; CJIeJIOBAaTEIbHO, OHA CO3/IaeT YHUBEpcalbHOE. MBI yKe pacCMOTpeNn
BO3paKEHUE UE3YUTOB Ha ITOT JIOBOJ, UCXOJISIIECE U3 CEMUOTHIECKOTO XapaKTe-
pa species (BUpTyallbHasl PEIPE3CHTAIUS HE €CTh PeNpe3eHTalNs B COOCTBEH-
HOM M a0COIIOTHOM cMEIcie). Ho ecTh u emme ouH, CMEXHBIH, apryMEHT IIPO-
THUB TOTO, YTOOBI OTOXAECTBIATH METahU3NUECKYIO0 YHUBEPCAIHIO CO species:
9Ta TMOCJHEAHAS caMa Mo cebe HecmocoOHa MpeauIupoBaThes MHOTOMY. OHa
BBICTYMAET JIMIIb IPUUUHOU OYOyuyeco MOHITHS, KOTOPOE Oydem K 3TOMY CIIO-
cob6HOo. KOHCTUTYHpOBaHNE YHUBEPCAIBHOTO HE €CTh JICUCTBUE B OJUH TaKT, B
HEM UMEIOTCSl CBOM BHYTPEHHUE MUKPOITAIIbl, 3 KOMX 00pa3oBaHue species —
JUIIb TepBasi U MOATOTOBUTENbHAS CTYIIeHb. B camoM aerne, B GopMyIupoBKe
Ponpuro ne Appuara:

28 Dionisio Blasco. Cursus philosophicus. Tract. I, lib. III, dist. 6, q. 3, art. 2, num. 48: «Licet
natura humana Petri non sit Physice eadem cum natura humana Pauli, intentionaliter tamen est
eadem, quia homo intentionalis in intellectu existens est unus in omnibus intentionaliter, eo quod
excludat omnes differentias, et intentionaliter praedicetur de Petro, Paulo et aliis individuis, quae
intentionaliter existunt in intellectu. Nec ideo sequitur, Petrum et Paulum a parte rei esse idem
cum uno tertio, nec inter se, quia non sunt Physice idem cum illo tertio, sed solum intentionaliter,
sed natura universalis praecissa non est a parte rei Physice, sed solum intentionaliter in intellectu:
ergo intentionaliter est eadem, et identificata cum omnibus, et sic ab omnibus intenionaliter prae-
cissa. (num. 49) Ex quo sequitur, talem naturam sic praecissam, esse universalem Metaphysice,
et Logice, quia praecissa ab uni, est praecissa ab omnibus, et praedicabilis de omnibusy.

29 P. Hurtado de Mendoza. Opt. cit. Metaph., disp. V, sect. VII, § 74. P. 767: «Itaque obiectum habet
unitatem extrinsecam a confusione actus; actus autem essentialiter habet unitatem universalem in
repraesentando, a pluralitate obiectorum similiumy.

30 Tbid. § 79: «Dico secundo, unitatem universalem consistere in actu intellectus.... estque in nostra
Societate communior». § 81: «Confirmatur, ante illum actum natura erat singularis: quia ante op-
erationem intellectus nihil est non singulare». § 84: «Actus ille est universalis in repraesentando:
non quia obiecta cognita sint plura cognita ut plura... sed... ille actus... repraesentat plura, non
ut plura, sed confuse ut conveniunt in aliqua ratione communi.
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YHUBepcanbHOE KOHCTHTYHPYETCS TeM, Omaromaps 4eMy IpHpoIa BHYTPEHHE
Ha3bIBaeTCsl GOpPMaNbHO €OUHOI; HO Uepe3 species impressa PUPOAa HAKONM
00pa3oM He IMoNlydyaeT MMEHOBaHUS SIUHON WM MO3HAHHOW, MOTOMY YTO 3TH
MMEHOBaHMsI UIYT OT aKTa MO3HAHHUs, OPOXKJIEHHOTO Species impressa; CleoBa-
TEJIbHO, HE €10 KOHCTUTYUPYETCSl YHUBEpCAIus. DTO MOATBEPXKIAETCSA TEM, U4TO
YHUBEpPCAIbHOE KOHCTHUTYHPYETCSl TEM aKTOM, KaKHM IpHUpoja Jenaercs Oiu-
XKaummM 00pa3oM MpeaupyeMOil MHOTOMY; HO 3TO CBOIMCTBO OHa NpUHHUMa-
eT OmKaiimuM 00pa3oM He OT species impressa, NOO CHavaja species TOKHA
IMPONU3BECTU CMYTHOC NOHATUEC, KOTOPBIM 3aTE€EM MHTECJUICKT OIPCACTIUTCA K TOMY,
YTOOBI IPEAUITUPOBATE €r0 MHOTOMY ... CllefoBaTeNnbHO, species impressa ¢hop-
MaJIbHO HE KOHCTUTYHPYET YHUBEPCATBHOTO3!.

Takum 00pa3oM, OONBIIMHCTBO UE3YWTOB, BONPEKUA COBPEMEHHUKAM-TOMHU-
CTaM, TIOJIaraiii, 4To abCTPAKIUS OT MATEPHH, KOTOPAst MPOU3BOJAUTCS AaKTUBHBIM
WUHTEJICKTOM TIPH TPOIYITUPOBAHUH YMOIIOCTUTAEMON HHTCHIIMOHAILHOU (hopMBI
(species impressa intelligibilis), He ToXaecTBeHHA (POPMATBPHOMY OTTPAHHYCHUIO
o0mieit npupoasl (praecisio formalis). Ha B3rsn atux ¢unocodos, pedb UaET
0 JIByX Pa3HBIX ONEpaIUsiX, BBHIOTHICMBIX Pa3HBIMH WHTEIUICKTaMU WM (€CIn
WHTEIUICKT MPU3HACTCS OHTOJIOTUYECCKU CIUHBIM) JIByMs Pa3HbIMU (YHKIUSIMU
uHTeIeKTa®2. B species mpou3BOaUTCS aOCTparMpoBaHWE OT MAaTepUH, B aKTE
MACCUBHOTO MHTEIUIEKTA BBITIONHACTCS praecisio formalis — OTCEUCHUE WHIUBH-
JyalbHBIX TPU3HAKOB W PENPE3CHTAINsI MHOKECTBA TIOXOXKUX MPHPOI Kak Gop-
MaJIbHO CIMHOW MPHUPOIBI, O€3PA3TUUHON K MHIUBUIAM U ITOTOMY HOTSHIIMAILHO
CHOCOOHOH MPEeTUIIMPOBATHCS UM BCEM.

4. ITo3zHaHue 00LIEro KaK 001Iero.
IIpoayuupoBanue JOru4eckoii yHuBepcaInu

PaccmoTrper mpoayiupoBaHue YHHUBEPCAILHOTO CO CTOPOHBI €ro (JopMalib-
HOW CYIITHOCTH, CXOJIACTHI MEPEKITIOYal0T BHUMAaHUE Ha COOCTBEHHO aKT, KOTOPBIM
OHO MPOAYIUPYETCS, ¥ CIIPALITHUBAIOT: B KAKOM aKT€ MHTEIJUIEKTa KOHCTUTYHPYETCS
YHUBEPCAIHHOE — B IPSMOM WK B pediiekTuBHOM? J[0CcTaTOIHO JIH TSI 3TOTO a0-
CTPAKIMK WK TPeOyeTCs AOMOTHUTEIBHO ONepallisi CPaBHEHHUs, COMOCTABICHUS
(comparatio) MHIUBUAOB MEKIY COOON M OOIIEH MPUPOILI C UHAUBUAAMU? DTH
BOTIPOCHI IIPUBOJIAT CXOJIACTOB (M HAC) K Pa3IMYCHUIO METaU3NICCKOHN U JIOTUYEC-
CKOW YHHBepCaJnH.

CymecTByronme MoaXoAbl yaauyHO cyMmMMmupoBanl ue3yuT Tomac Kommron
KapnaTon, mosromy odparumces k ero punmocodekomy kypey. Ipexne Bcero Kommn-
TOH YTOYHSIET, 0 KAKUX UMEHHO abstractio n comparatio ujiet pedb. B oTHOIIeHNH
K YHUBEPCAJIUSAM BO3MOXHbI, KK MbI TOJILKO UTO PACCMOTPEJIH, JIBa BU1a a0CTpaK-

31 Rodrigo de Arriaga. Logica, lib. 1, disp. V1, sect. VII, § 42-43. P. 101-102: «Per id constituitur
universale, per quod natura intrinsece dicitur formaliter una: sed per speciem impressam non
denominatur natura ullo modo una vel cognita, id enim provenit a cognitione facta per speciem
impressam: ergo per hanc non constituitur universale. Confirmatur, universale constituitur per
eum actum, quo natura redditur proxime praedicabilis de pluribus: sed hoc non habet proxime a
specie impressa, quia haec primo debet producere apprehensionem confusam, a qua postea deter-
minatur intellectus, ad praedicandum de multis. .. Ergo species impressa non constituit universale
formaliter».

32 D10 HEe 03HAYAET, YTO MO3UIMS UE3YUTOB OblIa aGCONIOTHO KOHCONMIMPOBAHHON U HE 3HAna
UCKITIOYeHHH. [IprMepoM Takoro MCKITIOUSHHST MOXKET CITy>)KUTh AHTOHHO bepHansao ne Kupoc:
Logica, tract. II, pars II, disp. XX, sect. I, num. 15. P. 148-149: «Sed mihi videtur, cum negari
non valeat speciem aliqua potiori ratione sortiri rationem imaginis, quam intellectum, aut habi-
tum, eam dicendum universale constituere».
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uu: coocTBeHHO (hopMallbHAas, WM praecisio formalis, u BUpTyaibHas. B mepBoM
BHJIC aOCTPaKIIUU MPOU3BOIUTCS «00pa3, WM perpe3eHTanus 00beKTa, TO €CTh
npupozaa 6e3 eTMHIYHOCTH». Bo BTOpOM BHJIe aOCTpaKIMK IPOU3BOIUTCS species
intelligibilis, koTopas CIy»XHUT OJHOM M3 NMPUYUH MOHITHUS H JIUIIb TIOITOMY HME-
HYyeTCs BUPTyalIbHOU perpe3eHTalueli 00beKTa, HO HE MOXET OTOXKIIECTBIATHCS
¢ praecisio formalis. IloaTomy, 3aaBasi BOIIPOC O TOM, JOCTaTOYHO JI a0CTpaK-
WU A7 TIPOU3BOJICTBA YHUBEPCAIHFHOTO WIIM HEOOXOIMM JTOTIONTHUTENBHBIA aKT
COTIOCTABJICHUS, MBI CIIPAIIMBAEM TOJBKO O TIEPBOM BHJIE a0CTPAKIINH, O praeciso
formalis®3. TouHO Tak e BO3MOXKHBI JIBa BUA COTMIOCTaBJICHUs, comparatio. Ilep-
BBII M3 HUX MPEIIECTBYET aOCTPaKIMK U CIYKHUT €€ OCHOBaHHEM, H0O B TaKOM
COIIOCTABJICHUU MBI CPAaBHUBAEM MEXAy COOOM ONpe/ie/ieHHbIC SIMHUYHBIC BEIIN
U yAOCTOBEpSieMCS B MX CXOJCTBE, MTO3BOJISIONIEM B HTOTE, B JABMKEHUH MBICIH
«CHHU3Y Bepx», 00pa3oBaTh MOHATHE TAKOH-TO €AMHOM Mpuponsl. B Takom como-
CTaBJIEHWH MPHUPOJIA eIlle He MBICIUTCS KaK elWHas, B HEM MHOTOE€ CXBAaTbIBAaeT-
Cs KaK MHOTOE€, XOTSI U CXOIHOE. BTOpoit BUJ COTIOCTABICHHUS — TOT, B KOTOPOM
Vyoice abcTparupoBaHHasl O0Ias MPUPOAA COOTHOCUTCS — B 0OpaTHOM JBHXKEHHH
MBICITH, «CBEPXY BHU3», — C TEMH €JIMHUYHBIMHU CYIIUMH, OT KOTOPBIX OHA ObLIA
abcTparvpoBaHa, U MPEAULIUPYETCS UM KaK HU3Nexammm (inferiora). ImeHHO O
TaKOM COITOCTAaBUTEILHOM aKTe OBLI 3a71aH BOTIPOC3*,

Koporko uznaras cymecrBytoiye no3uuuu, Komnron Kapiaron cBomut ux k
TpeM. OHy HO3HUIUIO MPeJICTaBIsIeT YpTano e MeHmoca, IO MHEHHIO KOTOPOTO
060U TAT YHUBEPCAIMN TPOU3BOIUTCS aKTOM OTIPAHUYMTEIILHOW a0CTPaKIUU
(praecisio formalis). [Ipyrast mo3ulys BBIpaXK€HA B TEKCTe Appuaru, COracHo Ko-
TOpOMY 00a THIIa YHHBEPCAJH KOHCTUTYHUPYIOTCSI aKTOM corocTasnenus. Ho ca-
Moii iepBoii KoMnToH Ha3bIBaeT Ty, KOoTopasi, 6e3ycioBHo, mpeodmamaer B XVII B.
1 KOTOpO# mpuaepkuBaercs oH cam. OHa moapa3yMeBaeT, 4yTo «MeTadr3ndeckas
YHHUBEPCAJIHA, WIH YHUBEPCAIHS IO OBITHIO, MOXKET MPOU3BOIUTHCS abCTpaKiyei,
a JIOTMYECKasi yHUBEpCAJHsl ¢ HEOOXOIMMOCTBIO TpeOyeT COMoCTaBIeHUs»S. MBI
BBIHY)KJICHHO OIPAaHUYHMMCS TOJILKO KPaTKUM TE3UCHBIM IPECTABICHUEM TOH JI0-
MUHHPYIOIIEH TIO3UINH, He Kacasich apryMEHTOB YpTano u Appuaru. Tesucs xe
Komnrona TakoBsl: 1) MeTadu3nueckast yHUBEpCAIHs TIPOU3BOTUTCS aOCTpaKIIUe:
BE€Zb B CHITY TOTO, 9TO IIPUPO/IA OTBIEKAETCS OT MHIUBUIYaJIbHBIX OTIINYHN U OTTpa-
HUYCHUH, OHA YK€ PENPEe3CHTUPYETCs KaK euHasl, HeorpaHHUeHHas U 0e3pa3ind-
Hasj K MHIWBHIaM, a 3HAYUT, CHOCOGHaﬂ COO6HI3TI)C}I U OpeaAuUpoOBaThGC MHOTOMY,
2) IMEHHO B CHITy TAaKOTO 0e3pa3/inyus U OTCHIUAIBLHOMN MPEIUIIMPyEeMOCTH METa-
(hm3nveckas yHHBepcaus MOXKET ObITh Ha3BaHA TaK)Ke HETIOTHON, HECOBEPIIIEHHON

33 Thomas Compton Carleton. Logica, disp. XXXI, sect. I, num. 1. P. 127: «Abstractio duplex eft,
formalis, et virtualis. Formalis est inadaequata imago seu repraesentatio objecti, natura scilicet
sine singularitate. Virtualis est species intelligibilis et vicaria objecti, seu comprincipium effec-
tivum simul cum intellectu ad talem abstractionem producendam, nam ex objecti et potentia ut
aiunt, paritur notitia, unde objectum cum per se non potest, concurrit per speciem vicariam sui,
quae proinde abstractio et repraesentatio dicitur, non formalis, sed effectiva, et producitur ab in-
tellectu agente, cujus munus est abstrahere species a phantasmatibus, et illas spirituales rcddere.
Haec ergo cum non sit formalis repraesentatio, non potest intellectus agens eam producendo dici
abstrahere naturam ab individuis, vel facere universale, nisi remote, sed solum abstrahere species
a phantasmatibus, per quas eliciatur actus intellectus abstrahens, et faciens universale».

34 1Ibid., num. 2: «Comparatio etiam duplex est, prima est quasi praevia ad abstractionem, ut cum
consideramus et conferimus habitudinem individuorum similium, et inde occasionem sumimus
ad naturam, in qua sunt similes, ab iis abstrahendam. De hac comparatione non est in praesenti
sermo, cum certum sit per hanc non fieri universale: tantum enim est consideratio multorum
singularium. Secunda ergo comparatio est, cum id quod significatur per tcrminum homo, com-
paramus ad Petrum, Paulum, et reliquos, ut cum dicimus, homo est universale, seu quid superius
ad Petrum, Paulum, et alios ut ad inferiora, et de hac comparatione praesens procedit difficultasy.

35 Ibid., sect. I, num. 1. P. 127.
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JIOTHYECKOH yHHUBepcayel. FiMeHys ee TakuMm 00pa3oM, MBI IPOCTO TOAYEPKUBACM
TOT (haKT, YTO aOCTparupOBaHHOE MOHSATHE MIPUPOJBI KAK TAKOBOH yiKe ONMMKalIIiM
00pa3oM MOATOTOBJIEHO K TOMY, YTOOBI UCIIONB30BaThCS B AKTYyaJIbHON MpeaUKaln
B OOBIICHHOM $3bIKe; 3) HO IUIsl TOTO, YTOOBI CTaTh JIOTHYESCKOW YHHBEpCAIIUCH B
COOCTBEHHOM CMBICIIE U «IPUMEHSTHCS COOOPa3HO (JIOTMYEeCKOMY) HCKYCCTBY U
Hay4IHOMH IIPOLIeAype, COMIACHO IPAaBUIIaM JIOTHKW», aOCTparupoBaHHasi IPUPOAA C
HEOOXOIMMOCTBIO TOJKHA OBITH COTIOCTABIICHA C SIUHUYHBIMU CYIIMMH U [TO3HAHA
B Ka4€CTBE YHUBEPCAJILHO MIPEAULIMPYEMOI UM BCeM?S.

Ortcrona cienyer OTBET Ha BOIPOC O TOM, KaKOB XapaKTep aKTa, KOHCTUTYH-
PYIOIIEr0 YHUBEPCAIBLHOE: MIPSIMOM 3TO aKT WK pediaeKTuBHbIN. s MeTadusu-
YeCKOW yHHMBEpCAINH, OHA )K€ HEIOJHAs JIOTHYeCcKasi YHUBEpCaIus, HET HyKIbl B
pednexcuu. Korna B 00bII€HHOM s13bIKE CYObEKTY MPUMKCHIBACTCA MIPETUKAT — Ha-
npumep, Iletp HazpiBaeTcs 4eo0BeKkoM, — 001Iee OOBEKTUBHOE COAEPIKaHUE, ratio,
yCMaTpUBaeTcsl B CyObEKTE U B IPEANKATe HEMMOCPEICTBEHHO, B IPSIMOM akTe, 03
Besikol pedmekcuu. [ToaTomy mro60ii mpoctewn, rusticus, Oyoy4u B 30paBOM yMe U
BJIaJIesi POTHBIM SI3BIKOM, CBOOOJIHO yMaeT U TOBOPUT, MOJb3YsICh a0CTPaKIHIMHU
o0mux npupon, 6e3 BCIKOH MBICIH O TOM, YTO TaKOE-TO MOHATHE OyJeT POIOBBIM,
TaKoe-TO — BUJOBBIM U T. I. FIHOE [1e10 — mosHast Joruyeckasi yHUBepcains, 0Co-
3HaHHO NIPUMEHsAEMasi B HAYYHBIX PACCYKACHUAX M JOTMUECKHUX BBIKJIAIKaX: JJis
TOT0, YTOOBI IPEIULIMPOBATH IIOJIyYCHHbIE a0CTPAKIUKN TAKUM CIIOCOOOM, «CHava-
Jla HYXHO 3HaTh, YTO NIPUPOAA YHUBEPCAIbHA, MM YTO “KHUBOTHOE” €CTh poi»?.
COOTBETCTBEHHO, IMOJHAsL JOIMYECKas YHUBEPCAIHs, B3ATas B HAyYHOM IpUMeE-
HEHHUH, TpeanoiaraeT peduiekCHio, a TaKke MEHTAJIbHOE OTHOoIeHue (relatio
rationis), KOTOpOE yCTaHABIMBACTCS K HU3NIEKALIMM HHIUBHIAM U BHIAM3S.

To e camoe, HO B HECKOJIKO MHOM PaKypce YTBEP)KAACTCS B CIELYIOIIEM
tesuce KommnroHa: abcTparupoBaHnie YHHUBEPCAIBHON TPHPONBI U €€ MO3HAaHKUE B
KaueCcTBE YHUBEPCAJIbHOW — 3TO JIOTMYECKU Pa3HbIC aKThl, JAKE €CIM OHHM COBMa-
JIAf0T 10 BpeMeHu. B camoM kpaifHeM cirydae MOKHO OBUIO ObI TOBOPHUTH O JIBYX
Pa3HBIX «(pOPMaATBHOCTAX», T. €. aCHEeKTaX, OXHOTO aKTa, HO HUKAaK HE O MOJHOM
ToXAecTBe. Jlaxe ecnu JOIyCTUTb, YTO €TI0 OTPAaHUYMBAETCS PA3INYMEM aclIEKTOB
OJIHOTO aKTa «...3TOT aKT OyJeT He YHCTO abCTParupyroIM, HO OTHOBPEMEHHO CO-
MIOCTaBUTEJIbHBIM, U, KaK TAKOBOH, OH pe(IEKTHBEH M MPENIOIAraeT, YTo UM, KaK
abCcTparupyrommM, yxe MpousBe/ieHa yHuBepcanus. .. tak, mprupona, moCKOIbKY
OHA COO3HAYAET 3TOT aKT KaK a0CTparupyoumi, yHuBepcaibHa 1 HEKOTOPBIM 00pa-
30M MpeauIypyeMa, OTHAKO HE MO3HAETCs KaK YHUBEpCalbHas. A €cIH MOo3HaeTcs,
TO 3TOT aKT OyJeT, KaK s cKa3ajl, OMTHOBPEMEHHO a0CTParupyroLuMM U COMIOCTaBH-
TEJIbHBIM, B COOTBETCTBUH C Pa3HbIMU (POPMATBbHOCTSIMH, €r0 00Pa3y oMM,

36 Thomas Compton Carleton. Logica, disp. XXXI, sect. I, num. 2-6.

37 Ibid., num. 6: «...scire prius debet naturam esse universalem, vel animal esse genus».

3 Juan Juaniz de Echalaz. Logica, disp. VII, cap. I, num. 10. P. 92: «Universale logicum... dicit
relationem, et concipitur per modum relationis, sed haec relatio non est reale, quia non convenit
naturae a parte rei, nec intercedit inter extrema realiter inter se distincta, quia natura praecisa sola
ratione a singularibus distinguitur, et consequenter talis respectus, et relatio est rationis, et solum
conveniens naturae ut habet esse in intellectu» («Jlormyeckast yHUBepcamys. .. BEIpaXkaeT OTHO-
IIEHHE M TIOCTHIaeTcs 1Mo crnocody oTHomeHus. Ho 3TO OTHOLIEHHE HE peanbHO, TOTOMY YTO
HE CBOWCTBEHHO IPHPOJIE CO CTOPOHBI BELIM ¥ HE BKIMHUBACTCS MEX/Y PEabHO PA3IHYHBIMU
KpaiiHUMH 4JICHaMH: BeIb OTTPaHHYCHHAs B aOCTpaKUWK MPHPOJa OTJIWYHA OT CAUHUYHBIX Be-
Il TONBKO B pa3yMe, H, CICJOBATENILHO, TaKasi COOTHECEHHOCTh U OTHOIICHHE Oy/IyT MEHTaIIb-
HBIMH M 10/100aTh IPUPOJIE JIMILB TOCTOJIbKY, IIOCKOJIbKY OHa 00J1ajaeT ObITHEM B HHTEILIEKTE).

39 Thomas Compton Carleton. Logica, disp. XXXI, sect. II, num. 7. P. 128: «Tunc actus ille non
est pure abstractivus, sed simul comparativus, et qua talis, est reflexus, et supponit universale
a se factum, ut est abstractivus, quod autem dicimus, est per actum pure abstractivum non fieri
universale perfecte logicum, seu praedicabile praedicabilitate proxima et propria logicae, seu
non esse omnino expeditum et aptum usibus logicis. Natura igitur ut connotans actum hunc ut
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Takum oOpa3oM, cCOTIacHO IOMHUHHpYIOmeH mosunuu cxonactoB XVII B.,
MeTadu3nIeCcKrue YHUBEPCAIHN a0COIIOTHBI, KOHCTUTYHPYIOTCS B MIPSIMBIX aKTax
MMACCUBHOTO WHTEIIEKTA M JIOCTATOYHBI ISl OOBIIEHHOTO MBIIIUIEHUS U PEYH, TO-
I71a KaK JJOTMYECKUE YHUBEPCAIUU PEISIIUOHHBI U KOHCTUTYHUPYIOTCSI HA OCHOBA-
HUU yXKe a0CTparupoOBaHHBIX MeTaU3NIECKUX YHHUBEPCAIHNA B JOTIOIHUTEIEHOM
akTe pediekcuu, TIe MO3HAITCS U OCO3HAHHO MPUMEHSIOTCS KaK POIOBBIE WIIH
BHJIOBBIC 110 OTHOIIICHHUIO CBOWM inferiora.
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Cognitive aspect of the problem of universals in late Scholastic tradition

Galina Vdovina
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In this article, the author examines the shaping of universal notions in the 17th century
scholastic theory of the soul. The respective concepts found their immediate origin in
the typology of universals as elaborated by Francisco Suarez in his books On the Soul
and Metaphysical Disputations. According to Suarez, there are three types of universals:
physical, metaphysical and logical; but only the latter two are pertinent to the problem here
discussed. Suarez, as most of scholastic philosophers after him, believed that universality
as such does not exists in extramental reality, but rather is produced by the intellect on the
basis of similarity between things, which makes it possible to group things into species and
genera. Scholastic writers provided a thorough analysis of the mechanism of generating
universal concepts not only from a logical, but from a cognitive point of view as well. The
present paper follows them in their comprehensive approach to the problem of generation
of universals, including the cognitive aspect of this process and the kind of abstraction
employed in it. It can be shown that the place of priority belongs to the metaphysical
universal which comprises the general specific and generic characteristics of things and
makes predication in natural languages possible; it is also the origin from which the logical
universal is generated, indispensable for scientific knowledge but useless in daily life. On
the whole, the doctrine of the generation of universals in 17th century scholasticism is
derivative from the basic ontological principles of this school of thought.

Keywords: 17" century scholasticism, formation of universal concepts, Francisco Suarez,
Pedro Hurtado de Mendoza, Rodrigo de Arriaga, Thomas Compton Carleton
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