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EINIGE RANDBEMERKUNGEN*

Proceeding from the emancipation of historical research marked by the scientific
work of M. I. Rostovtzeff the author makes a few side remarks on the text and
cultural studies in the time of Aristotle, when the gap between philology and history
has not yet occurred. The very existence of the then philology is a matter of dispute.
It is true that intellectuals dealt in explicating Homeric texts since as early as the
outgoing 6™ c. BC: the term Ounpwoi, conceivably hinting at Metrodorus of
Lampsacus in Ar. Met. 1093 a 20-21, is actually the earliest term to stand for the
profession of a philologist. However, the antiquarians of the 4t ¢. BC were hard at
work collecting sources on literary history and interpreting texts beyond the
Homeric epic. Hence the attempt to give the overall definition of literature which
Aristotle undertakes in the first chapters of the Poetics. This attempt was preceded
by antiquarian research shared and inherited by disciples. Collecting was
groundwork having goal in itself. The Proverbs of the Aristotelian catalogues,
giving birth to paroemiology, were probably nothing more than a list of proverbs;
the works of abstraction under the title On Proverbs are attested for Klearchos and
Theophrastus. On Marvelous Things Heard is attributed to the school; a parallel
with the Poetics shows that the earliest paradoxographic treatise was compiled
directly from the esoteric works of Aristotle. With his ITvfovikor Aristotle
“triumphed over Menaechmus of Sicyon” (Vita Hesychii). A patriot of his home
city, Menaechmus evidently maintained a view that first music competitions were
set up in Sicyon. He dealt in etymologies, deriving paymdoi from pépdoc in a rare
meaning ‘verse’. At the end of ch. 3 of the Poetics, Aristotle discusses the origins
of drama adducing, among other things, etymologies on which the Dorians are
building their claims. An exotic etymology of -@d06¢ allows to grasp an allusion to
Menechmus, whom the author of the Poetics would not oppose openly. Collecting
the didascaliae was evidently easier that proverbs: the records were kept by the
archon, it only took some time to put them together in an orderly way. The political
circumstances being propitious, the doors of the state archive were thrown wide
open for Aristotle. Licurgus, likewise an attendee of the Plato’s Academia, saw to
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the production of an established text of the great trio in the revamped theatre of
Dionysus. This famous edition was to be borrowed by Ptolemy III. It is common
knowledge that the vmoBéoeic of Byzantine MSS go back to the lists compiled by
Aristotle. It is reasonable to conjecture that the standardized text of the tragedies
made available to the Alexandrians was initially annotated by the same hand that
compiled the Didascaliae and the Dionysiac victors. Legend has it that Alexander
held a copy of /lias ‘out of a casket’, and even commented on the Homeric text. It
may be, in part, true, since it is evident that Aristotle used to read and discuss this
text with his disciple. The penultimate chapter of the Poetics is fully devoted to the
discussion of contended passages. In all probability, these sections were imported
from — the Homeric problems. Zoilus, whose satirically naive interpretations spiked
the Homeric studies of the time, could well have been an adversary of Aristotle,
while Glaucon of Theos counts as a proponent. Referring to Glaucon Aristotle
articulates one of the plain truths of philological studies: understanding should
precede criticism, or else the latter would turn against the one who voices it. His
attitude as an interpreter is definitely apologetic. On the whole it is noticeable that
the painful awareness of a gap between philology and history vexing the scholars
for the last two centuries seems to have never occurred in the time of Aristotle.
Following his thought, we observe an easy and natural, predetermined by the very
object of research, unity of two types of argumentation. When dealing with an
historical fact, such as, for instance, the origins and early history of drama,
anthropological and historical causes have the lead, while discussing poetry
argumentation a0 tiig Aé€emg prevails.

OO6pamasce K 3M0Xe, KOTa psiioM ¢ UCTOPHEH HAYMHAIO CYIIECTBOBAaTh TO, YTO
YK€ JOIlyCTUMO Ha3BaTh (HIIOIOTHEH, aBTOpP CTaThbH BBICKA3hIBAET HECKOJIBKO
HaOmroneHuit 00 rccnenoBarenbekux MeTomax Apucrores. [Ipodeccus dunonora
B €ro BpeMs, MO-BUANMOMY, 00o3Hadanack cioBoM Oumpikoi. B “TomepoBenax
npouutoro” u3 nocnenHerd massl “Meraduszukn” (1093 a 20-21) cibliieH HaMek
Ha Merponopa n3 Jlammncaka. CrapuHHas (QuIONOTHs OTXKMBAET CBOM BEK: JUIS
COBpPEMEHHUKOB Apucrtotens TekcT “Unuaap’” u “Onuccen’™ — najaeko HE €IUHCT-
BEHHBIH MPEIMET MHTEPIPETALNN; UX aHTHKBAPHBIC M3BICKAHHS COCPEAOTOUCHBI
Ha pa3jIMYHbIX XaHpaX U NE€PCOHAIUAX, IIPUIEM JIMTEpATYPpHAsA UCTOPHS 3a4aCTyIO
BEIUMTHIBACTCA M3 CaMUX TpomsBeneHnil (“meron Xameneona). Ha stom ¢one
MOHSTHO CTPEMJICHHE ONHKCATh JIUTEparypy Kak uenoe. [lomnbiTka copmynupoBars
ofrmiee omnpeneneHne MPeANpUHATA B epBhIX miaBax “‘[loatukn”. DToW mONBITKE
NIPE/IIECTBOBAJIO COOMpaHWe Marepuaia, INpHYeM ApPHUCTOTENSI OJUHAKOBO
3aHUMaJjia UICTOPHS JINTEPATYPHI, SI3bIKa, peajiii U COOBITHI. YKa3aHHBIE B KaTauore
Juorena Jlasprckoro ITapotuion Bpsig mm ObUTH 4eM-TO OOJBIINM, HEXEITH IPOCTOH
crucok. O 3aaefCTBOBAHHOCTH YYEHHKOB CBUACTENBCTBYIOT TEOPETHUECKUE
pabotsl Kiteapxa n Teodpacta Ilepi mapoyudv. Kak mokaspiBaer conocrapieHue
¢ “Tloatukoii”, coopuuk Ilepi Bovpaciov AKOVGUAT®V, MOIOKHUBIIUN HAYAIO
JKaHpY HapagoKkcorpadyn, CKOMIMINPOBAH U3 JOCTYIHBIX B JInkee nmucaHuii 0cHO-
Baresist Kojbl. CoopHuk “TInduiickux modenurenei”, cocrapieHHbl B Jenbdax,
HMell TIOJIEMHYECKYI0 HalpaBIEHHOCTh. B npunokeHHOM K Vita Hesychii nepeune
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coobmaercs, 9ro ApHCTOTENh “‘Oofepikal B 3TOM COYHMHEHHH MoOemy Haz
MenexmoMm CukuoHckum”. BepoatHo, MeHexM Toka3bIBas nepBeHCTBO CHKHOHA
B psnme sxaHpoB. OH omepwpoBad W STHMOJOTHSIMH, MPOHU3BOIS, HAIpUMeED,
poy@dol or papdog B penkoM 3HaYeHHWH ‘‘cTUX”’. B KOHIE TpeTbed IaBBI
“IToaTHKK” ApPUCTOTENH PACCY)KJAeT O MPOUCXOXKACHUH APaMbl U CPEAU IPOUEro
MIPUBOIUT STHUMOJIOTHH, HA KOTOPHIX OCHOBBIBAIOTCS JOPHHIBL. JK30THUYCCKAs
STHMOJIOTHS CJIOBa C -MOOG MO3BOJSCT YCMAaTPUBaTh 31€Ch HaMeK Ha MeHexMa,
B TOJIEMHUKY C KOTOPHIM aBTOp HaMepeHHO He BcrymaeT. CoOpaTh IumacKanuu
OBUIO MpOIIle, YeM IOCIOBHIIBI: 3alMCH XPAaHWIUCh y apxoHTa. OOCTaHOBKa
ONaronmpuATCTBOBAJA TeaTPOBEMICCKIM MOUCKaM. JIMKypr mo3a00THIICS HE TOIBKO
00 yCTaHOBKE B OOHOBJICHHOM Tearpe J[MOHMCA CTaTyl TPeX BEIUKUX TPATUKOB, HO
1 00 M3JaHNN NX KAaHOHWYECKOTO TeKCTa. JTO M3AaHUE TI03aUMCTBOBAN y apuHSIH
Iromemeir III. Ilo oOmemy MHEHHIO, VTOOEGE; BU3AHTUHCKUX PYKOMHCEH
BOCXOJIIT K COCTaBIICHHBIM APHCTOTENEM CIUCKaM. PE30HHO MPEIoIoKHTh, YTO
TEKCTHI Tpare[uii, OKa3aBIIMECS JOCTYIHBIMU aJICKCAHIPUHCKIM (UIIoIoraMm,
OBITM aHHOTUPOBAHBI B “TOCYAapCTBEHHOM JK3eMILIsIpe” aBTopoM “‘Jlumackanuii”
n “Jlnonucuiickux modeauteneii”. [lpyroe cesazannoe ¢ “TloaTmkoii” 3akazHoe
cobpanue — “T'omepoBckue 3aTpyIHEHHS B IECTH KHUTaX — BOZHUKJIO KaK Pe3yJabTaT
3aHATHH ¢ AJIGKCAaHIPOM, TaK ke, HO-BHINMOMY, Kak u JiereHaa o0 “Unmane” £k tod
vapONKOG, KOTOPYIO AP KOOI IEPSUUTHIBAN U AaXe CHAOAMI KoMMeHTapueM. [1o
Beeit Buanmocth, Ti1. XXV “Tloatuku”, mocesimeHHas 00bICHEHUIO CITIOPHBIX MECT,
nepeHecena u3 Anopnuata Opnpikd. Anonoretuueckuii madoc mpeamnoaaraet, 4to
OTIITOHEHTOM A PHCTOTEIISI MOT OBITh 30WJI, YbH CATHPUIECKUE TPAKTOBKU OXKHBILSITH
TornaniHee romeposeneHre. COIO3HUKOM k€ APHUCTOTENs CTaHOBUTCS |JaBKOH
Teocckuit. Co ccputkoii Ha [TaBkoHA hopMymHpyeTCst IPUHINT (PHUITOIOTHYECKOM
paboThI, COCTOSIIMI B MPE3YMITIIUH MPABUIFHOCTH WHTEPIPETUPYEMOTO TEKCTA.
Crnens 3a MpIcibio aBTOpa “TloaTHKK”, HAOMIOHaeM €CTECTBEHHOE, 3a1aHHOE CAMUM
00BEKTOM IMOKCKa O0BETMHEHIE IBYX THITOB apryMeHTaryn. Korna ananmsa Tpedyer
UCTOpPUYECKUIT (haKT, Takoil, HapUMep, KaK BO3HUKHOBEHHE U PaHHSIS HCTOPHUS
JIpaMbl, Ha MEPBOM MECTE aHTPOIOJOTUYCCKIE U MCTOPHUCCKUE PUINHBI; SCIIH
e pa3dupaercs Mo33usl, MIEPBEHCTBYIOT apryMEHTBI OO TG AéEemc.



	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk77276946
	_Hlk82586624
	_Hlk77347714
	_GoBack
	_Hlk79237161
	_Hlk77566280
	_Hlk78964983
	_Hlk82586801
	_Hlk79135821
	_Hlk77681522
	_Hlk77681555
	_Hlk77277521
	_Hlk84101915
	_Hlk77357124
	_Hlk77357092
	_Hlk77574943
	_Hlk78972799
	_Hlk77600190
	_Hlk78122652
	_Hlk78399581
	_Hlk78137675
	_Hlk78611637
	_Hlk78546968
	_Hlk81551509
	_Hlk79059004
	_Hlk81574395
	_Hlk81574335
	_Hlk82587202
	_Hlk78788995
	_Hlk79096739
	_Hlk84001610
	_Hlk84002698
	_Hlk78718921
	_Hlk84188435
	_Hlk84188959
	_Hlk78898381
	_Hlk78898162
	_Hlk78200993
	_Hlk78200067
	_Hlk79168770
	_Hlk79170321
	_Hlk82587445
	_Hlk79171218
	_Hlk77176842
	_Hlk77239115
	_Hlk77105069
	_Hlk76911264
	_Hlk78812251
	_Hlk78729155
	_Hlk78881927
	_Hlk78050732
	_Hlk78560083
	_Hlk77362536
	_Hlk77951396
	_Hlk79052992
	_Hlk79053139
	_Hlk77196937
	_Hlk77015671
	_Hlk79171457
	_Hlk77966341
	_Hlk77107970
	_Hlk77106793
	_Hlk82587909
	_Hlk79235819
	_Hlk79235887
	_Hlk79235933
	_Hlk84234745
	_Hlk79227992
	_Hlk79228519
	_Hlk79238352
	_Hlk79229183
	_Hlk79236224
	_Hlk77696844
	_Hlk77702653
	_Hlk77674092
	_Hlk77671949
	_Hlk77673361
	_Hlk77248959
	_Hlk78016889
	_Hlk77777463
	_Hlk77778157
	_Hlk77349769
	_Hlk77683491
	_Hlk77351409
	_Hlk77698452
	_Hlk77355523
	_Hlk77684988
	_Hlk77525726
	_Hlk77755640
	_Hlk78020759
	_Hlk77858702
	_Hlk77952356
	_Hlk78277438
	_Hlk77590385
	_Hlk77962662
	_Hlk77965882
	_Hlk77965652
	_Hlk78022974
	_Hlk78023085
	_Hlk77590184
	_Hlk77590269
	_Hlk78278718
	_Hlk78278903
	_Hlk78360177
	_Hlk78360829
	_Hlk78360939
	_Hlk78812969
	_Hlk78120857
	_Hlk77707852
	_Hlk78129903
	_Hlk78122709
	_Hlk78286643
	_Hlk78287333
	_Hlk79003017
	_Hlk78314188
	_Hlk78317239
	_Hlk78317177
	_Hlk78318251
	_Hlk79055223
	_Hlk77970925
	_Hlk78137685
	_Hlk78548408
	_Hlk78548428
	_Hlk78289531
	_Hlk78290719
	_Hlk78290686
	_Hlk77451450
	_Hlk78573121
	_Hlk78571895
	_Hlk77451407
	_Hlk78289441
	_Hlk78573008
	_Hlk77617563
	_Hlk78572119
	_Hlk77616601
	_Hlk78616271
	_Hlk78616169
	_Hlk78627305
	_Hlk78616067
	_Hlk78632200
	_Hlk78721455
	_Hlk78628811
	_Hlk78707784
	_Hlk78726208
	_Hlk78614894
	_Hlk77711068
	_Hlk78735214
	_Hlk78735784
	_Hlk78975861
	_Hlk79087587
	_Hlk78975953
	_Hlk78739414
	_Hlk82587281
	_Hlk78790330
	_Hlk78798651
	_Hlk78716815
	_Hlk78720920
	_Hlk79165944
	_Hlk81902478
	_Hlk78895295
	_Hlk78896427
	_Hlk78833047
	_Hlk78830821
	_Hlk79159515
	_Hlk79161517
	_Hlk79160589
	_Hlk79160347
	_Hlk79159554
	_Hlk79161558
	_Hlk79161581
	_Hlk78487723
	_Hlk78197957
	_Hlk78050857
	_Hlk78054642
	_Hlk78052518
	_Hlk78198442
	_Hlk79160612
	_Hlk78050928
	_Hlk78200330
	_Hlk78200365
	_Hlk78915465
	_Hlk78912836
	_Hlk79170440
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_gjdgxs
	OLE_LINK1
	OLE_LINK2
	_Ref70769244
	_Hlk54542848
	_GoBack
	_Hlk80705285
	_GoBack
	_GoBack
	_Hlk85209226
	_GoBack
	Preface
	Preface*

	Michael Pozdnev
	Das Historisch-Philologische Vorgehen Bei Aristoteles und in der Wissenschaft Seiner Zeit: Einige Randbemerkungen*

	Alexander K. Gavrilov
	The scholarly program of M. I. Rostovtzeff

	Arnaldo Marcone
	Rostovtzeff and Italy: a Long History*

	Vladimir Kashcheev
	Nikodim P. Kondakov and Mikhail I. Rostovtsev: a teacher and his disciple 

	Alain Schnapp
	Des monuments à l’histoire : La raison des ruines et Michel de Montaigne

	Wjatscheslaw K. Chrustaljow
	Michail Rostovtzeff als Universalhistoriker

	Leonid Zhmud
	Mikhail Rostovtzeff and the Modernization of Antiquity

	Dmitri Panchenko
	Rostovtzeff and his Social and Economic History of the Roman Empire: a Comment on a Scholarly Masterpiece*

	Stefan Rebenich
	Die wissenschaftliche Internationale der Altertumskunde: Ein Brief Michael I. Rostovtzeffs an Alfred von Domaszewski 

	Denis Keyer
	Iinterpreting Horace in Th. Zielinski’s and M. Rostovtzeff’s Critique of I. Grevs


