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êàåëäàâ èéãäéÇéÑÖñ Ç ëàíìÄñàà 
ëéãÑÄíëäéÉé åüíÖÜÄ: ÜÖëíõ à ùåéñàà*

 

 ÚÓÈ ˜‡ÒÚË ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓÈ ËÒÚÓËÓ„‡ÙËË, ÍÓÚÓÛ˛ ÏÓÊÌÓ Ì‡Á‚‡Ú¸ ‡ÌÚÓ-
ÔÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍË ÓËÂÌÚËÓ‚‡ÌÌÓÈ (ÂÒÎË ÌÂ ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸ «‡ÌÚÓÔÓˆÂÌÚË˜Â-
ÒÍÓÈ»), ËÁÛ˜ÂÌËÂ ÔÓÚÂÒÚ‡Ì˚ı ÒËÒÚÂÏ Ë ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ÌÂ

Ó„‡ÌË˜Ë‚‡ÂÚÒfl ËÌÒÚËÚÛˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚ÏË, ÔÛ·ÎË˜ÌÓ-Ô‡‚Ó‚˚ÏË, Ë‰ÂÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍË-
ÏË ‡ÍÛÒ‡ÏË. èÂ‰ÏÂÚÓÏ ÔËÒÚ‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÍÓ„Ó ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËfl – ‚ ÚÓÏ
˜ËÒÎÂ Ë ÒÓ ÒÚÓÓÌ˚ ‡ÌÚËÍÓ‚Â‰Ó‚ – ÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚flÚÒfl ËÚÛ‡Î¸ÌÓ-ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍËÂ, ÁÌ‡-
ÍÓ‚˚Â Ë ÒÓˆË‡Î¸ÌÓ-ÔÒËıÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍËÂ ÏÂı‡ÌËÁÏ˚ ÂÔÂÁÂÌÚ‡ˆËË Ë ÙÛÌÍˆËÓÌË-

Ç

 

* éÚ‰ÂÎ¸Ì˚Â ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËfl ‰‡ÌÌÓÈ ÒÚ‡Ú¸Ë ËÁÎ‡„‡ÎËÒ¸ Ì‡ÏË ‚ ‰ÓÍÎ‡‰‡ı Ì‡ ï óÚÂÌËflı
Ô‡ÏflÚË ÔÓÙÂÒÒÓ‡ ç.è. ëÓÍÓÎÓ‚‡ ‚ çËÊÂ„ÓÓ‰ÒÍÓÏ „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÏ ÛÌË‚ÂÒËÚÂÚÂ
‚ ÌÓfl·Â 2006 „. Ë Ì‡ ÒÂÏËÌ‡Â ‚ àÌÒÚËÚÛÚÂ ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ‡ÌÚËÍÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ÔË ìÌË-
‚ÂÒËÚÂÚÂ ËÏ. å‡ÚËÌ‡ ã˛ÚÂ‡, É‡ÎÎÂ-ÇËÚÚÂÌ·Â„ ‚ ÒÂÌÚfl·Â 2007 „. Ç˚‡Ê‡˛ ÔË-
ÁÌ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸ ‚ÒÂÏ ÓÒÒËÈÒÍËÏ Ë ÌÂÏÂˆÍËÏ ÍÓÎÎÂ„‡Ï, ÔËÌËÏ‡‚¯ËÏ Û˜‡ÒÚËÂ ‚ Ó·ÒÛÊ-
‰ÂÌËË ˝ÚËı ‰ÓÍÎ‡‰Ó‚, ‚ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓÒÚË ÔÓÙÂÒÒÓÛ ÄÌ‰Â‡ÒÛ åÂÎ˛. éÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÒÚ¸
Á‡ ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌÌ˚Â ‚˚‚Ó‰˚, ‡ÁÛÏÂÂÚÒfl, ÔÓÎÌÓÒÚ¸˛ ÎÂÊËÚ Ì‡ ‡‚ÚÓÂ.
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IN

 

 

 

SALLUST

 

A

 

. 

 

V

 

. 

 

Korolenkov

 

The

 

 

 

author

 

 

 

reflects

 

 

 

upon

 

 

 

various

 

 

 

aspects

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

Marius

 

’ 

 

figure

 

 

 

as

 

 

 

depicted

 

 

 

by

 

 

 

Sallust

 

. 

 

Although
this

 

 

 

topic

 

 

 

has

 

 

 

attracted

 

 

 

scholars

 

’ 

 

attention

 

 

 

quite

 

 

 

often

 

, 

 

the

 

 

 

author

 

 

 

thinks

 

 

 

that

 

 

 

the

 

 

 

key

 

 

 

explana-
tion

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

Sallust

 

’

 

s

 

 

 

view

 

 

 

on

 

 

 

Marius

 

’ 

 

conduct

 

 

 

has

 

 

 

not

 

 

 

yet

 

 

 

been

 

 

 

found

 

. 

 

The

 

 

 

explanation

 

 

 

that

 

 

 

the

 

 

 

au-
thor

 

 

 

puts

 

 

 

forward

 

 

 

is

 

 

 

connected

 

 

 

with

 

 

 

Marius

 

’ 

 

attitude

 

 

 

to

 

 

 

fors

 

–

 

fortuna

 

. 

 

After

 

 

 

the

 

 

 

oracle

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

Utica
had

 

 

 

given

 

 

 

him

 

 

 

advice

 

 

 

to

 

 

 

try

 

 

 

his

 

 

 

fortune

 

 

 

as

 

 

 

often

 

 

 

as

 

 

 

possible

 

 

 

and

 

 

 

to

 

 

 

be

 

 

 

confident

 

 

 

in

 

 

 

its

 

 

 

benevo-
lence

 

 

 

that

 

 

 

Marius

 

’ «

 

fall

 

» 

 

began

 

. 

 

This

 

 is reflected in his quarrel with Metellus and his struggle
for consulate, which acquired the character of a party row. When Sallust describes Marius’
speech after his election, he has in mind the armies of the civil war rather than the legions go-
ing to fight against Jugurtha. (Being instigators of a civil war, Marius and Sulla were not con-
sidered by Sallust as bearers of virtus: Marius’ virtus was recognised by his partisans only; as
for the future dictator, the word is never applied to him at all.) But when Marius acts without
trusting fortuna, his action are regarded as quite positive. Following this line Sallust, e.g., jus-
tifies the slaughter of the inhabitants of Capsa after its surrender, for their loyalty could not be
relied upon. The seizure of the Mulucca citadel, on the contrary, is definitely underrated by
Sallust, for in his view fortuna played a decisive role in the event. Only when Marius gives up
his confidence in fortuna, he becomes an ideal general and the true defeater of Jugurtha. One
can guess that such confidence (in the prediction of seven consulates for him) would after-
wards become the cause of Marius’ new moral fall.
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Ó‚‡ÌËfl ‚Î‡ÒÚË1, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â ‚ ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ êËÏÂ ·˚ÎË Ò‚flÁ‡Ì˚ ‚ ÔÂ‚Û˛ Ó˜ÂÂ‰¸ Ò
ÔÛ·ÎË˜Ì˚Ï Í‡ÒÌÓÂ˜ËÂÏ. ëÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ËÏÒÍÓÂ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍÓÂ ËÒÍÛÒÒÚ‚Ó ‚ ÔÓÒÎÂ‰-
ÌÂÂ ‚ÂÏfl ‚ÒÂ ·ÓÎ¸¯Â ËÁÛ˜‡ÂÚÒfl ËÏÂÌÌÓ ‚ ˝ÚËı Ò‚ÓËı ‡ÒÔÂÍÚ‡ı2. èË ˝ÚÓÏ ·ÓÎÂÂ
Û„ÎÛ·ÎÂÌÌÓ, Ò ÔÓÁËˆËÈ Ò‡Ï˚ı ‡ÁÌÓÓ·‡ÁÌ˚ı ÔÓ‰ıÓ‰Ó‚, ‚ÍÎ˛˜‡fl „ÂÌ‰ÂÌ˚È Ë ÒÂÏËÓ-
ÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ, ËÒÒÎÂ‰Û˛ÚÒfl ‡ÁÌÓ„Ó Ó‰‡ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍËÂ ÔËÂÏ˚ Ë – ¯ËÂ – ÔÓÚÂÒÚ‡Ì˚Â
Ô‡ÍÚËÍË, ‚ ÚÓÏ ˜ËÒÎÂ Ë ÊÂÒÚ˚, ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡‚¯ËÂÒfl ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÏ Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚Â, ÚÓ,
˜ÚÓ ñËˆÂÓÌ ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎËÎ ‚ Ó‰ÌÓÏ ËÁ Ò‚ÓËı ‰Ë‡ÎÓ„Ó‚ Í‡Í sermo corporis (Orat. 17. 56)3.

1 ëÏ., Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: ÅÂÒÒÏÂÚÌ˚È û.ã. çÂÍÓÚÓ˚Â ÒÓÓ·‡ÊÂÌËfl Ó· ËÁÛ˜ÂÌËË ÙÂÌÓÏÂ-
Ì‡ ‚Î‡ÒÚË Ë Ó ÍÓÌˆÂÔˆËflı ÔÓÒÚÏÓ‰ÂÌËÁÏ‡ Ë ÏËÍÓËÒÚÓËË // é‰ËÒÒÂÈ. óÂÎÓ‚ÂÍ ‚ ËÒÚÓ-
ËË. 1995. å., 1995. ë. 5–19. Ç ˜ËÒÎÂ Ì‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ ‚‡ÊÌ˚ı Ë ËÌÚÂÂÒÌ˚ı ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÌËÈ ÔÓ-
ÒÎÂ‰ÌÂ„Ó ‚ÂÏÂÌË, ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌÌ˚ı ËÁÛ˜ÂÌË˛ ‰‡ÌÌÓÈ ÔÓ·ÎÂÏ‡ÚËÍË Ì‡ ËÏÒÍÓÏ Ï‡ÚÂË‡-
ÎÂ, ÏÓÊÌÓ ÛÍ‡Á‡Ú¸: Wallace-Hadrill A. Civilis Princeps: Between Citizen and King // JRS.
1982. 72. P. 32–48; Lendon J.E. Empire of Honour. The Art of Government in the Roman
World. Oxf., 1997; Ando C. Imperial Ideology and Provincial Loyalty in the Roman Empire.
Berkeley-Los Angelos, 2000; Hölkeskamp K.-J. SENATUS POPULUSQUE ROMANUS: Die
politische Kultur der Republik – Dimensionen und Deutungen. Stuttgart, 2004; Bell A.J.E.
Spectacular Power in the Greek and Roman City. Oxf., 2004; Seelentag G. Taten und Tugenden
Traians. Herschaftsdarstellung im Principat. Stuttgart, 2004; Badel Chr. La nobless de l’Empire
romaine: Les masques et la vertu. Champ Vallon, 2005; Imaginary Kings. Royal Images in the
Ancient Near East, Greece and Rome / Ed. O. Hekster, R. Fowler. Stuttgart, 2005; Sumi G.S.
Ceremony and Power. Performing Politics in Rome between Republic and Empire. Ann Arbor,
2005; ëÏ˚¯ÎflÂ‚ Ä.ã. êËÏÒÍËÈ Ì‡ÏÂÒÚÌËÍ ‚ ÔÓ‚ËÌˆË‡Î¸ÌÓÏ „ÓÓ‰Â: ÒÚËÎ¸ ÛÔ‡‚ÎÂÌËfl
‚ ˝ÔÓıÛ èËÌˆËÔ‡Ú‡ // ÑÂ‚ÌÂÂ Ô‡‚Ó. 2006. 1(17). ë. 65–71. é·˘ËÂ Ó·ÁÓ˚ ÌÓ‚ÂÈ¯ÂÈ
ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛ˚ ÔÓ ˝ÚÓÈ ÚÂÏÂ ÒÏ. ‚ ‡·ÓÚ‡ı: Hölkeskamp K.-J. Rekonsruktionen eine Republik.
Die politische Kultur des antiken Rom und die Forschung der letzen Jahrzehnte. München,
2004; ÑÂÏÂÌÚ¸Â‚‡ Ç.Ç. «ï‡ËÁÏ‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ „ÓÒÔÓ‰ÒÚ‚Ó»: ÍÓÌˆÂÔˆËfl å‡ÍÒ‡ ÇÂ·Â‡ ‚ ÒÓ-
‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓÈ ÓÏ‡ÌËÒÚËÍÂ // Tabularium. íÛ‰˚ ÔÓ ‡ÌÚËÍÓ‚Â‰ÂÌË˛ Ë ÏÂ‰ËÂ‚ËÒÚËÍÂ. í. 2.
å., 2004. ë. 101–118; ÓÌ‡ ÊÂ. ëÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓÂ ‡ÌÚËÍÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂ: ËÁÛ˜ÂÌËÂ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ÔÓÎËÚË-
˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÍÛÎ¸ÚÛ˚ // ÄÌÚË˜Ì‡fl ËÒÚÓËfl Ë ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ‡ıÂÓÎÓ„Ëfl. å., 2006. ë. 50–63.

2 àÁ ÌÓ‚˚ı ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÌËÈ ÒÏ., Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: Leaders and Masses in the Roman World: Stud-
ies in Honor of Zvi Yavetz / Ed. I. Malkin, Z.W. Rubinsohn. Leiden, 1995; Bell A.J.E. Cicero
and the Spectacle of Power // JRS. 1997. 87. P. 1–22; O’Neil P. A Culture of Sociability: Popu-
lar Speech in Ancient Rome. PhD Diss. Los Angelos, 2001; Roman Eloquence. Rhetoric in So-
ciety and Literature / Ed. W.J. Dominic. L.–N.Y., 1997; Millar F. Politics, Persuasion, and the
People, before the Social War (150–90 B.C.) // JRS. 1986. 76 (= idem. Rome, the Greek World,
and the East. The Roman Republic and the Augustan Revolution. Vol. I. Chapel Hill–London,
2002 P. 143–161); idem. The Crowd in Rome in the Late Republic. Ann Arbor, 1998; Morstein-
Marx R. Mass Oratory and Political Power in the Late Roman Republic. Cambr., 2004; Con-
noly J. The State of Speech. Rhetoric and Political Thought in Ancient Rome. Princeton, 2007;
Ronning Chr. Herrscherpanegyrik unter Trajan und Konstantin. Studien zur symbolischen Kom-
munikation in der römischen Kaiserzeit. Tübingen, 2007. ùÚÓ ÊÂ ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÒfl Ë Í „Â˜ÂÒÍËÏ Ó‡-
ÚÓÒÍËÏ Ô‡ÍÚËÍ‡Ï. ëÏ. äÛ‰fl‚ˆÂ‚‡ í.Ç. íflÊÛ˘ËÂÒfl Ì‡ ·ÂÏÂ: Â˜Ë Ë ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂ ÒÚÓÓÌ ‚
‡ÙËÌÒÍÓÏ Ì‡Ó‰ÌÓÏ ÒÛ‰Â // ÇÑà. 2008. ‹ 1. ë. 3–17, Ò ‰‡Î¸ÌÂÈ¯ÂÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÓÈ.

3 ëÏ., ‚ ˜‡ÒÚÌÓÒÚË: David J.-M. «Eloquentia popularis» et conduits symboliques des ora-
teurs de la fin de la République: problèmes d’efficacité // Quaderni di storia. 1980. 6. 12. P. 171–
211; Graf G. Gesture and Conventions: The Gestures of Roman Actors and Orators // A Cultural
History of Gesture / Ed. J. Bremmer, H. Roodenburg. Ithaca–New York, 1992. P. 36–58; Bar-
ton C. All things Beseem the Victor: Paradoxes of Masculinity in Early Imperial Rome // Gen-
der Rhetoric: Posture of Dominance and Submission in History / Ed. R.C. Trexler. Binghamp-
ton-New York, 1994. P. 83–92; Gleason M. Making Men: Sophists and Self-Presentation in An-
cient Rome. Princeton, 1995; Gunderson E. Discovering the Body in Roman Oratory //
Parchments of Gender. Deciphering the Bodies of Antiquity / Ed. M. Wyke. Oxf., 1998.
P. 169–190; Aldrete G.S. Gesture and Acclamation in Ancient Rome. L., 1999; Corbeill A. Po-
litical Movement: Walking and Ideology in Republican Rome // The Roman Gaze. Vision, Pow-
er, and the Body / Ed. D. Frerick. Baltimore, 2002. P. 182–215; idem. Nature Embodied: Ges-
ture in Ancient Rome.  Princeton–Oxford,  2004;  Bartsch Sh.  The Mirror of the Self. Sexuality, 
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ÑÛ„ËÏ ËÌÚÂÌÒË‚ÌÓ ‡Á‚Ë‚‡˛˘ËÏÒfl Ì‡Ô‡‚ÎÂÌËÂÏ ‚ ÌÓ‚ÂÈ¯ÂÈ ËÒÚÓËÓ„‡ÙËË fl‚-
ÎflÂÚÒfl ËÁÛ˜ÂÌËÂ ÏË‡ ˝ÏÓˆËÈ, ÒÔÂˆËÙË˜ÂÒÍËı ÒÔÓÒÓ·Ó‚ Ë ÙÓÏ Ëı ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl4.
èÓÌflÚÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ Ó·Â ˝ÚË ÒÙÂ˚ – ÂÔÂÁÂÌÚ‡ˆËfl ‚Î‡ÒÚË Ë ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚Â ÔÓfl‚ÎÂ-
ÌËfl (Í‡Í ‚Î‡ÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı, Ú‡Í Ë ÔÓ‰‚Î‡ÒÚÌ˚ı) – ÌÂÂ‰ÍÓ ÔÂÂÒÂÍ‡˛ÚÒfl, Ó·‡ÁÛfl ÊË-
‚Û˛ ÚÍ‡Ì¸ ÚÓ„Ó ËÎË ËÌÓ„Ó ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ÒÓ·˚ÚËfl, Ë Ëı ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÌËÂ, ÌÂÒÓÏÌÂÌ-
ÌÓ, ÓÚÍ˚‚‡ÂÚ ÌÓ‚˚Â ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÒÚË ‰Îfl ·ÓÎÂÂ „ÎÛ·ÓÍÓ„Ó ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËfl ÔÓ¯ÎÓ„Ó.

Ç Ò‚ÂÚÂ ÌÓ‚ÂÈ¯Ëı ‡·ÓÚ ÔÓ Ì‡Á‚‡ÌÌÓÏÛ ÍÛ„Û ÔÓ·ÎÂÏ – ‡ Ú‡ÍÊÂ ‚ Ò‚flÁË Ò ‡Í-
ÚÛ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÓÈ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ÔÓˆÂÒÒ‡, ‚ ÍÓÚÓÓÈ Â‰‚‡ ÎË
ÌÂ ÔÂ‚ÓÒÚÂÔÂÌÌÛ˛ ÁÌ‡˜ËÏÓÒÚ¸ ÔËÓ·ÂÚ‡ÂÚ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ËÏÂÌÛÂÚÒfl ÒÎÓ‚ÓÏ «ÔË‡», –
‚ÒÂ ·ÓÎÂÂ Ó˜Â‚Ë‰Ì˚Ï ÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ËÚÒfl, ˜ÚÓ Ë ‚ Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚‡ı ÔÓ¯ÎÓ„Ó ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛-
˘ËÂ ÙÂÌÓÏÂÌ˚ Ë„‡ÎË Ó„ÓÏÌÛ˛, ÔÓ‰˜‡Ò ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎfl˛˘Û˛ ÓÎ¸, ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓ, ‰‡ÊÂ
·ÓÎÂÂ ‚‡ÊÌÛ˛, ˜ÂÏ ÒÂÈ˜‡Ò, ÍÓ„‰‡ „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ-ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ÒÙÂ‡ ‚ ÌÂÒ‡‚-
ÌÂÌÌÓ ·ÓÎ¸¯ÂÈ ÒÚÂÔÂÌË ÓÒÌÓ‚˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ì‡ ·˛ÓÍ‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ËÌÒÚËÚÛÚ‡ı, «ÏÂı‡-
ÌËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌÓÈ» ÔÓÔ‡„‡Ì‰Â, ‡ ÌÂ Ì‡ ÔÂÒÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚ı, ÏÂÊÎË˜ÌÓÒÚÌ˚ı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËflı,
ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎfl‚¯Ëı ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ÚË‚Ì˚Â Ô‡ÍÚËÍË, ı‡‡ÍÚÂÌ˚Â ‰Îfl Ú‡‰ËˆËÓÌÌ˚ı Ó·-
˘ÂÒÚ‚5. èÓÎËÚËÍ‡ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ ËÏÂÂÚ Ò‚Ó˛ «„‡ÏÏ‡ÚËÍÛ», ‰ËÍÚÛ˛˘Û˛ ‡ÍÚÓ‡Ï ÔÓÎË-
ÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÒˆÂÌ˚ Ô‡‚ËÎ‡ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl, ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎfl˛˘ËÂ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÈ «flÁ˚Í»
(‚ ÒÂÏËÓÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ) ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl, «flÁ˚Í», ÍÓÚÓ˚È ÔÂ‰Ì‡ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌ,
ÒÂ‰Ë ‚ÒÂ„Ó ÔÓ˜Â„Ó, Ë ‰Îfl ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËfl ÍÓÌÚ‡ÍÚÓ‚, ‚Á‡ËÏÓ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl, ‰ÓÒÚËÊÂ-
ÌËfl ÍÓÌÒÂÌÒÛÒ‡ ÏÂÊ‰Û ‚Î‡ÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÏË Ë ÔÓ‰‚Î‡ÒÚÌ˚ÏË, ‰Îfl ‡ÁÂ¯ÂÌËfl ‚ÓÁÏÓÊ-
Ì˚ı ÍÓÌÙÎËÍÚÓ‚. èÓÌflÚÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ˜ÂÏ ÒÎÓÊÌÂÂ Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó, ˜ÂÏ ·ÓÎ¸¯Â ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËfl
ÏÂÊ‰Û Ô‡‚fl˘ÂÈ ˝ÎËÚÓÈ Ë Ï‡ÒÒÓÈ, ÚÂÏ ËÁÓ˘ÂÌÌÂÂ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ·˚Ú¸ ˝ÚÓÚ «flÁ˚Í»,
˜ÚÓ·˚ Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ-ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ÒËÒÚÂÏ‡ ÏÓ„Î‡ ÙÛÌÍˆËÓÌËÓ‚‡Ú¸ Ò ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜-
ÌÓÈ ˝ÙÙÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÒÚ¸˛.

ÇÁ‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËfl ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓ‚ Ë ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡ ÌÂ fl‚Îfl˛ÚÒfl ‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ÔÎ‡ÌÂ ËÒÍÎ˛-
˜ÂÌËÂÏ, ıÓÚfl, Í‡Á‡ÎÓÒ¸ ·˚, ‚ Ï‡ÒÒÓ‚ÓÈ Â„ÛÎflÌÓÈ ‡ÏËË ‡ÁÎË˜Ì˚Â ÒÚÓÓÌ˚ Ë
ÙÓÏ˚ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ÏÂÊ‰Û Ì‡˜‡Î¸ÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÏË Ë ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎfl˛ÚÒfl
˜ÂÚÍËÏË, ÊÂÒÚÍÓ ÙÓÏ‡ÎËÁÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚ÏË Ô‡‚ËÎ‡ÏË, ÙËÍÒËÛÂÏ˚ÏË ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚Ï Ô‡-
‚ÓÏ, ÛÒÚ‡‚‡ÏË Ë Ú.‰. ç‡ ‰ÂÎÂ, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ, ÏÂÊ‰Û ˝ÚËÏË ÙÓÏ‡ÎËÁÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚ÏË Ô‡‚Ó-
‚˚ÏË ÔÂ‰ÔËÒ‡ÌËflÏË Ë Â‡Î¸Ì˚ÏË ÏÓ‰ÛÒ‡ÏË ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ‚ ‡ÁÌÓÓ·‡ÁÌ˚ı ÍÓÌ-
ÍÂÚÌ˚ı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı ‚ÓÁÌËÍ‡ÂÚ «‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËfl Ó„ÓÏÌÓ„Ó ‡ÁÏÂ‡», Ë Ì‡ ÔÂ‚˚È
ÔÎ‡Ì ‚˚ıÓ‰flÚ ÒÓ‚Â¯ÂÌÌÓ ËÌ˚Â ÒÔÓÒÓ·˚ Â„ÛÎËÓ‚‡ÌËfl ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ Ë ‡ÁÂ¯Â-
ÌËfl ÍÓÌÙÎËÍÚÓ‚, ÒÔÓÒÓ·˚, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â Ò‚Ó‰flÚÒfl ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Í Ó‡ÚÓÒÍÓÏÛ ËÒÍÛÒÒÚ‚Û

Self-Knowledge, and the Gaze in the Early Roman Empire. Chicago, 2006. Ç ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ
ÍÎ˛˜Â ËÒÒÎÂ‰Û˛ÚÒfl Ú‡ÍÊÂ ÔÓÁ˚ Ë ÊÂÒÚ˚ ÔËÛ˛˘Ëı ËÏÎflÌ: Roller M.B. Dining Posture
in Ancient Rome: Bodies, Values, and Status. Princeton, 2006.

4 Ç fl‰Û ‡·ÓÚ, ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌÌ˚ı ˝ÚÓÈ ÚÂÏ‡ÚËÍÂ, ÓÚÏÂÚËÏ ÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘ËÂ: The Passions in
Roman Thought and Literature / Ed. S.M. Braund, Chr. Gill. Cambr., 1997; Kaster R.A. The
Shame of the Romans // TAPhA. 1997. 127. P. 1–9; idem. Emotion, Restraint, and Communi-
ty in Ancient Rome. Oxf., 2005; Barton C.A. Roman Honor. The Fire in the Bones. Berkeley–
Los Angelos–London, 2001; Harris W.V. Restraining Rage: The Ideology of Anger Control in
Classical Antiquity. Cambr. (Mass.), 2002; Ancient Anger. Perspectives from Homer to Galen /
Ed. S. Braund, G.W. Most. Cambr., 2004.

5 ëÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚ÏË ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎflÏË ÓÚÏÂ˜‡˛ÚÒfl Ú‡ÍÊÂ Ë ‡ÁÎË˜Ëfl ÏÂÊ‰Û ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚ-
ÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÏË Ú‡‰ËˆËflÏË Ë Ô‡ÍÚËÍ‡ÏË „ÂÍÓ‚ Ë ËÏÎflÌ, ‚ ˜‡ÒÚÌÓÒÚË, ÛÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl,
˜ÚÓ ËÏÒÍÓÂ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍÓÂ ËÒÍÛÒÒÚ‚Ó ‚ ·ÓÎ¸¯ÂÈ ÒÚÂÔÂÌË, ÌÂÊÂÎË ˝ÎÎËÌÒÍÓÂ, ‡ÔÂÎÎËÓ-
‚‡ÎÓ Í ‚ÌÂ¯ÌËÏ ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËflÏ ˝ÏÓˆËÈ, ‡ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Í ‡ÒÒÛ‰ÍÛ. ëÏ. Pöschl V. Zur Ein-
beziehung anwesender Personen und sichtbarer Objekte in Ciceros Reden // Ciceroniana.
Hommage à Kazimierz Kumaniecki / Ed. A. Michek, R. Verdière. Leiden, 1975. S. 215; Cor-
beill. Political Movement… P. 185; Bell. Cicero and the Spectacle of Power. P. 2 f.
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ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡, Í‡Í Ú‡ÍÓ‚ÓÏÛ6, ÌÓ Ë, ÌÂ ‚ ÔÓÒÎÂ‰Ì˛˛ Ó˜ÂÂ‰¸, Í ÒÔÂˆËÙË˜ÂÒÍËÏ
ÁÌ‡ÍÓ‚Ó-ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍËÏ, ËÚÛ‡ÎËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚Ï ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËflÏ. ÑÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl ˝ÚË ÔËÁ‚‡-
Ì˚ ÏËÌËÏËÁËÓ‚‡Ú¸ Ì‡ÔflÊÂÌËÂ, ‚ÓÁÌËÍ‡˛˘ÂÂ ‚ ÒÎÓÊÌ˚ı ·ÓÂ‚˚ı Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸-
ÒÚ‚‡ı ËÎË ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı, ‚ ÔÂ‚Û˛ Ó˜ÂÂ‰¸ ÔÛÚÂÏ ÒÓÍ‡˘ÂÌËfl ÚÓ„Ó
Ó„ÓÏÌÓ„Ó ‡ÒÒÚÓflÌËfl, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ ÓÚ‰ÂÎflÂÚ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó ÓÚ fl‰Ó‚ÓÈ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ
Ï‡ÒÒ˚. ñÂÎ¸ ˝ÚËı ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÈ ÒÓÒÚÓËÚ Ë ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÒÓÁ‰‡Ú¸ ÌÂÔÓÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÛ˛
˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÛ˛ Ò‚flÁ¸, ÌÂÍÓÂ ÔÒËıÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍÓÂ «ÓÚÓÊ‰ÂÒÚ‚ÎÂÌËÂ» fl‰Ó‚Ó„Ó ·ÓÈ-
ˆ‡ Ë ‚ÂıÓ‚ÌÓ„Ó ‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÎË‰Â‡, Ò ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÒÔÎÓÚËÚ¸ ‡ÏË˛ Í‡Í Â‰ËÌÓÂ ˆÂ-
ÎÓÂ. é˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‰‡ÌÌ˚È Ù‡ÍÚÓ ÔËÓ·ÂÚ‡ÂÚ ÓÒÓ·ÓÂ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ ‚ ÚÓÏ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â,
ÍÓ„‰‡ ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚È ÔÂ‰‚Ó‰ËÚÂÎ¸ ‚˚ÒÚÛÔ‡ÂÚ Ó‰ÌÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓ Ë Í‡Í ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÎË-
‰Â. Ä ËÏÂÌÌÓ Ú‡Í Ó·ÒÚÓflÎÓ ‰ÂÎÓ ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ êËÏÂ, „‰Â – ‚ ÒËÎÛ ‡ËÒÚÓÍ‡ÚË˜Â-
ÒÍÓ„Ó ÛÒÚÓÈÒÚ‚‡ „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚‡ – ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ Ë ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÂ ÎË‰ÂÒÚ‚Ó ·˚ÎÓ Ù‡ÍÚË-
˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÏÓÌÓÔÓÎËÂÈ ÁÌ‡ÚË, ÚÓ„‰‡ Í‡Í ÔÓÒÚ˚Â ‚ÓËÌ˚ ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎflÎË ÒÛ‚ÂÂÌÌ˚È
ÍÓÎÎÂÍÚË‚ „‡Ê‰‡Ì7. ë ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËÂÏ ÊÂ èËÌˆËÔ‡Ú‡ ÒÛÚ¸ ‰ÂÎ‡ ÔËÌˆËÔË‡Î¸ÌÓ
ÌÂ ÏÂÌflÂÚÒfl, ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÎË¯¸ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÚÂÔÂ¸ ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓ Ó·˙Â‰ËÌflÂÚ ‚ Ò‚ÓÂÏ
ÎËˆÂ Ë ‚ÂıÓ‚ÌÓ„Ó Ô‡‚ËÚÂÎfl Ë „Î‡‚ÌÓÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó, ‚˚ÒÚÛÔ‡fl ‚ÏÂÒÚÂ Ò ÚÂÏ
Í‡Í „Î‡‚Ì˚È Ë Â‰ËÌÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚È ÔÓÍÓ‚ËÚÂÎ¸ (Ô‡ÚÓÌ) ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡8.

àÁÎÓÊÂÌÌ˚Â ÒÓÓ·‡ÊÂÌËfl ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏÓ ËÏÂÚ¸ ‚ ‚Ë‰Û ÔË ‡ÒÒÏÓÚÂÌËË ‚ÓËÌ-
ÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Í‡Í ÓÒÓ·ÓÈ ÙÓÏ˚ ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ÏÂÊ‰Û ÌÓÒËÚÂÎÂÏ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ
‚Î‡ÒÚË Ë ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË ÂÏÛ ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡ÏË. ìÊÂ ‰‡‚ÌÓ ·˚ÎÓ ÓÚÏÂ˜ÂÌÓ ÚÓ ÔËÏÂ˜‡-
ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ËÒÚÓËË ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‡ÏËË Ó·Ì‡ÛÊË‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ô‡‡-
‰ÓÍÒ‡Î¸ÌÓÂ ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡ÌËÂ ÒÛÓ‚ÓÈ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚, Ú‚Â‰ÓÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Ëı Ë ‰Ó-
ÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˜‡ÒÚ˚ı ÒÎÛ˜‡Â‚ ÓÚÍ˚ÚÓ„Ó ÌÂÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËfl ‚ÓËÌÓ‚, ÔË˜ÂÏ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ
‚Ó ‚ÂÏÂÌ‡ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÏÂÊ‰ÓÛÒÓ·Ëˆ Ë „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍËı ‚ÓÈÌ9. ÇÓËÌÒÍËÂ ÏflÚÂÊË

6 ç‡ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ ‚Â·‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ˆËË ‚Ó ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËflı ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ Ë
‚ÓÈÒÍ‡ ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ êËÏÂ ÒÔ‡‚Â‰ÎË‚Ó ÛÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓÈ Ì‡Û˜ÌÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÂ.
ëÏ. å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. êÓÎ¸ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍÓ„Ó ËÒÍÛÒÒÚ‚‡ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ ‚ Ë‰ÂÓÎÓ„ËË Ë Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ
‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÎË‰ÂÒÚ‚‡ ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ êËÏÂ // ÇÑà. 2004. ‹ 1. ë. 31–48, Ò ÓÒÌÓ‚ÌÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛ-
ÓÈ, Í ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ÏÓÊÌÓ ‰Ó·‡‚ËÚ¸: Moore R.L. The Art of Command: The Roman Army
General and his Troops, 135 BC – 138 AD. PhD Diss. Michigan, 2002. P. 190–195, 214 ff.,
227; Rowe G. Princes and Political Cultures: The New Tiberian Senatorial Decrees. Ann Ar-
bor, 2002. P. 155 ff.

7 à Ú‡ÍÓÂ ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËÂ ‚ ÔËÌˆËÔÂ ÒÓı‡ÌflÎÓÒ¸ Ë ‚ ÔÂËÓ‰ ê‡ÌÌÂÈ ËÏÔÂËË. ëÏ.
Flaig E. Den Kaiser herausforden: Die Usurpation im Römischen Reich. Frankfurt–New
York, 1992. S. 164–168; Campbell J.B. War and Society in Imperial Rome 31 BC – AD 284.
L.–N.Y., 2002. P. 26 (Ò. idem. The Emperor and the Roman Army 31 BC – AD 235. Oxf.,
1984. P. 14); Gilliver K. The Augustan Reform and the Structure of the Imperial Army // A
Companion to the Roman Army / Ed. P. Erdkamp. Oxf., 2007. P. 185; Wesch-Klein G. Re-
cruits and veterans // A Companion to the Roman Army. P. 435. ë. Ú‡ÍÊÂ Raaflaub K.A.
Die Militärreformen des Augustus und politische Problematik des frühen Prinzipats // Saecu-
lum Augustum I. Herrschaft und Gesellschaft / Hrsg. von G. Binder. Darmstadt, 1987. S. 258 ff.;
å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. ëÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ êËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË. í‡‰ËˆËË ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ ÒÎÛÊ·˚ Ë ‚ÓËÌÒÍ‡fl
ÏÂÌÚ‡Î¸ÌÓÒÚ¸. ëè·., 2006. C. 142 cÎÎ., 171 ÒÎÎ.

8 å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. ÇÓÈÒÍÓ‚‡fl ÍÎËÂÌÚÂÎ‡ ‚ ÔÓÁ‰ÌÂÂÒÔÛ·ÎËÍ‡ÌÒÍÓÏ Ë ‡ÌÌÂËÏÔÂ-
ÒÍÓÏ êËÏÂ // ÇÑà. 2005. ‹ 3. ë. 36–57.

9 Messer W.St. Mutiny in the Roman Army // CPh. 1920. 15. P. 158–175. ëÏ. Ú‡ÍÊÂ
Chrissanthos S.G. Seditio. Mutiny in the Roman Army, 90–40 BC. PhD Diss. Los Angeles,
1999; Brice L.L. Holding a Wolf by the Ears: Mutiny and Unrest in the Roman Military,
44 B.C. – A.D. 68. PhD Diss. Chapel Hill, 2003. ë‚Ó‰ÍÛ Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚ Ó ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚ı ÏflÚÂ-
Ê‡ı ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÒÚÓËË ‰Ó Ì‡˜‡Î‡ èËÌˆËÔ‡Ú‡ Ë ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ Í ÌËÏ ÒÏ. ‚ ‡·ÓÚÂ:
Gabba E. Le rivolte militari romane dal IV secolo a. C. ad Augusto. Firenze, 1975.
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ÌÂ fl‚Îfl˛ÚÒfl ˜ÂÏ-ÚÓ ËÒÍÎ˛˜ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚Ï Ë ÒÎÛ˜‡ÈÌ˚Ï ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÒÚÓËË10. à ‚
˝ÔÓıÛ àÏÔÂËË, Í‡Í Ë ÔË êÂÒÔÛ·ÎËÍÂ, ÒÓı‡ÌÂÌËÂ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚ Ë ÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËfl
‚ÓÈÒÍ ·˚ÎÓ ‰Îfl Ô‡‚ËÚÂÎÂÈ ÌÂÏ‡ÎÓÈ ÔÓ·ÎÂÏÓÈ, ÍÓÚÓÛ˛ ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓ íË·ÂËÈ,
ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÛfl ËÏÒÍÛ˛ ÔÓ„Ó‚ÓÍÛ, Ó·‡ÁÌÓ ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎËÎ Í‡Í lupum auribus tenere –
«‰ÂÊ‡Ú¸ ‚ÓÎÍ‡ Á‡ Û¯Ë» (Suet. Tib. 25. 1)11.

ç‡Ï ÛÊÂ ÔËıÓ‰ËÎÓÒ¸ ÔËÒ‡Ú¸ Ó ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ÓÚÎË˜ËÂ ÓÚ ÛÒÒÍÓ„Ó ·ÛÌÚ‡ – «·ÂÒ-
ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂÌÌÓ„Ó Ë ·ÂÒÔÓ˘‡‰ÌÓ„Ó», ÔÓ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓÏÛ ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎÂÌË˛ èÛ¯ÍËÌ‡, – ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú-
ÒÍËÈ ÏflÚÂÊ ‚ êËÏÂ ÏÓ„ ·˚Ú¸ ·ÂÒÔÓ˘‡‰Ì˚Ï, ÌÓ Â„Ó ‚ ˆÂÎÓÏ ‚ÒÂ ÊÂ ÌÂÎ¸Áfl Ì‡-
Á‚‡Ú¸ ·ÂÒÒÏ˚ÒÎÂÌÌ˚Ï12. åÌÓ„ËÂ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓÒÚË ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËı ‚ÓÎÌÂÌËÈ ‚ÔËÒ˚‚‡˛Ú-
Òfl ‚ Ó·˘ËÂ Ô‡‡ÏÂÚ˚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÍÛÎ¸ÚÛ˚, ÙÓÏ ‚Á‡ËÏÓ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl
‚Î‡ÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı Ë ÔÓ‰‚Î‡ÒÚÌ˚ı13. Ç ‰‡ÌÌÓÈ ‡·ÓÚÂ ıÓÚÂÎÓÒ¸ ·˚ ‡ÒÒÏÓÚÂÚ¸ ÚÓÎ¸-
ÍÓ Ó‰ÌÛ ı‡‡ÍÚÂÌÛ˛ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓÒÚ¸ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ ÔÂÂ‰ ÎËˆÓÏ ÓÚÍ‡-
Á˚‚‡˛˘Â„Ó ÂÏÛ ‚ ÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËË ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡, ÒÓÒÂ‰ÓÚÓ˜Ë‚¯ËÒ¸ ‚ ÔÂ‚Û˛ Ó˜ÂÂ‰¸ Ì‡
‡Ì‡ÎËÁÂ ÚÂı ÌÂÙÓÏ‡Î¸Ì˚ı (ÓÚ˜‡ÒÚË ËÏÔÎËˆËÚÌ˚ı) ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚, ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍË Ë ÒÂ-
Ï‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍË ÁÌ‡˜ËÏ˚ı ÊÂÒÚ‡ı Ë ÙÓÏ‡ı ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËfl ˝ÏÓˆËÈ, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â ÏÓ„ÎË ËÒ-
ÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Ú¸Òfl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂÏ ‚ ÒÚÓÎ¸ ˝ÍÒÚÂÏ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË, Í‡Í seditio militum.

Ç Ì‡Û˜ÌÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÂ, Û‰ÂÎfl˛˘ÂÈ Ò ÌÂ‰‡‚ÌÂ„Ó ‚ÂÏÂÌË ÌÂÏ‡ÎÓÂ ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ
ËÁÛ˜ÂÌË˛ ÙÂÌÓÏÂÌ‡ ËÏÒÍÓ„Ó ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Ë ‡ÁÎË˜Ì˚Ï ÙÓÏ‡Ï ‚Á‡Ë-
ÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂ‚ Ò fl‰Ó‚˚ÏË14, ÛÊÂ Ó·‡˘‡ÎÓÒ¸ – ıÓÚfl ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‚ Ó·-

10 ã. Å‡ÈÒ, ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË‚‡fl Ó·˘ËÂ ÔË˜ËÌ˚ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËı ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‡ÏËË Ò
‚ÓÂÌÌÓ-ÒÓˆËÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÚÓ˜ÍË ÁÂÌËfl, ÓÚÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ÓÌË Ò‚flÁ‡Ì˚ Í‡Í Ò Á‡Í˚Ú˚Ï
ı‡‡ÍÚÂÓÏ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓ„Ó ÒÓÓ·˘ÂÒÚ‚‡, ÍÓÌˆÂÌÚ‡ˆËÂÈ ·ÓÎ¸¯Ëı Ï‡ÒÒ ‚ÓÓÛÊÂÌÌ˚ı Î˛-
‰ÂÈ, ÔË‚˚˜Ì˚ı Í Ì‡ÒËÎË˛, Ë ÚÂÏ ÔÒËıÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍËÏ Ì‡ÔflÊÂÌËÂÏ, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ Ó·ÛÒÎÓ‚-
ÎÂÌÓ Úfl„ÓÚ‡ÏË Ë ÓÔ‡ÒÌÓÒÚflÏË ÒÎÛÊ·˚, Ú‡Í Ë Ò ÓÚÒÛÚÒÚ‚ËÂÏ Û ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ Ï‡ÒÒ˚ ÏË-
Ì˚ı ÒÔÓÒÓ·Ó‚ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl Ê‡ÎÓ· Ë ÌÂ‰Ó‚ÓÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ (Brice. Op. cit. P. 64–65, 456). èÓÒÎÂ‰-
ÌËÈ Ù‡ÍÚÓ, Ì‡ Ì‡¯ ‚Á„Îfl‰, ÌÛÊ‰‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ ÍÓÌÍÂÚËÁ‡ˆËË, ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ËÏÒÍËÂ
ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ˚ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ ‡ÒÔÓÎ‡„‡ÎË Ú‡ÍËÏË ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ËÌÒÚËÚÛˆË‡ÎËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚ÏË ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚‡-
ÏË ‰Îfl ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl Ò‚ÓÂÈ ‚ÓÎË Ë ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÌËÈ, Í‡Í Á‡fl‚ÎÂÌËÂ Ê‡ÎÓ· «ÔÓ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Â», ˜Â-
ÂÁ Ò‚ÓËı ˆÂÌÚÛËÓÌÓ‚, Ë ‚ÓËÌÒÍ‡fl ÒıÓ‰Í‡, ÍÓÚÓ‡fl ÓÚÌ˛‰¸ ÌÂ ·˚Î‡ ÔÓÒÚ˚Ï ËÚÛ‡-
ÎÓÏ ÍÓÌÒÂÌÒÛÒ‡, ÌÓ ‚Ó ÏÌÓ„Ëı ÒÎÛ˜‡flı ËÏÂÎ‡ «‰Ë‡ÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍËÈ» ı‡‡ÍÚÂ, Ë Ú‡Í‡fl ÓÚ-
Í˚ÚÓÒÚ¸ ÌÓÒËÚÂÎfl ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË ‰Îfl ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ˆËË Ò ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË, Ó˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ,
·˚Î‡ Ò‚flÁ‡Ì‡ Ò „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍËÏ ÒÚ‡ÚÛÒÓÏ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚. èÓ‰Ó·ÌÂÂ Ó· ˝ÚÓÏ ÒÏ. å‡ıÎ‡˛Í.
ëÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ êËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË… ë. 208–227. ë. Brice. Op. cit. P. 72; David J.-M. Les con-
tiones militaires des colonnes Trajane et Aurélienne: les necessités de l’adhésion // Autour de
la colonne aurélienne. Geste et image sur la colonne de Marc Aurèle à Rome / Ed. par J. Scheid,
V. Huet. Turnhout, 2000. P. 213, 225; Moore R.L. The Art of Command… P. 227. åÌÂÌËÂ Ó
‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ Í‡Í Ó ËÚÛ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ Ë ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÙÓÏÂ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ-
„Ó ÍÓÌÒÂÌÒÛÒ‡ ‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ ù. îÎ‡È„ (Flaig. Den Kaiser herausforden… S. 159 ff.).

11 Brice. Op. cit. P. 2.
12 ëÏ. å‡ıÎ‡˛Í. ëÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ êËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË… ë. 228 ÒÎÎ.
13 Rowe. Op. cit. P. 155, 162 f.
14 Ç ‰ÓÔÓÎÌÂÌËÂ Í ÛÍ‡Á‡ÌÌ˚Ï ‚˚¯Â ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÌËflÏ ÏÓÊÌÓ ‰Ó·‡‚ËÚ¸: Blois L. de.

The Roman Army and Politics in the First Century Before Christ. Amsterdam, 1987; idem. Ar-
my and Society in the Late Roman Republic: Professionalism and the Role of the Military
Middle Cadre // Kaiser, Heer und Gesellschaft in der römischen Kaiserzeit. Gedenkschrift für
Erick Birley / Hrsg. G. Alföldy, B. Dobson, W. Eck. Stuttgart, 2000. P. 11–32; idem. Army
and General in the Late Roman Republic // A Companion to the Roman Army / Ed. P. Erdka-
mp. Oxf., 2007. P. 164–180; Schuller W. Soldaten und Befelshaber in Caesars «Bellum
civile» // Leaders and Masses in the Roman World. Studies in Honour of Zvi Yavetz / Ed.
I. Malkin, Z.W. Rubinson. Leiden, 1995. S. 189–199; Ash R. Ordering Anarchy: Armies and
Leaders in Tacitus’ Histories. L., 1999; Stäcker J. Princeps und miles. Studien zum Bindungs-
und Nachverhältnis von Kaiser und Soldat im 1. und 2. Jahrhudert n. Chr. Hildesheim;
Zürich–New York, 2003; Birley A. Making Emperors. Imperial Instrument or Independent
Force? // A Companion to the Roman Army / Ed. P. Erdkamp. Oxf., 2007. P. 379–394. ëÏ.
Ú‡ÍÊÂ  ÒÂË˛  ‡·ÓÚ  Ö.è. ÉÎÛ¯‡ÌËÌ‡, ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌÌ˚ı ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËÏ ÏflÚÂÊ‡Ï ‚ èÓÁ‰ÌÂÈ
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˘ÂÏ ‚Ë‰Â – ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ Ì‡ ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˜‡ÒÚÓÂ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó ÒÔÓÒÓ·‡ ‚˚‡-
ÊÂÌËfl ˝ÏÓˆËÈ Ë Ú‡ÍËı ÊÂÒÚÓ‚, Í‡Í ÒÎÂÁ˚ Ë ÔÎ‡˜ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡, Â„Ó ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËÂ
ÔÂÂ‰  ‚ÓËÌ‡ÏË  ‚  „flÁÌ˚ı ‡ÁÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚ı Ó‰ÂÊ‰‡ı, ‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚ‡ˆËfl ËÏ „ÓÚÓ‚ÌÓÒÚË
ÔÓÍÓÌ˜ËÚ¸ Ò ÒÓ·ÓÈ15. éÚÏÂ˜‡ÎËÒ¸ ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎflÏË Ë ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚Â Ó·˘ËÂ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌ-
ÌÓÒÚË ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó ÏË‡ ‰Â‚ÌËı ËÏÎflÌ, Ò‚flÁ‡ÌÌ˚Â Ò ÔÛ·ÎË˜Ì˚ÏË ˚‰‡ÌË-
flÏË Ë Ú.Ô. ÊÂÒÚ‡ÏË, ‚ ˜‡ÒÚÌÓÒÚË ÔÓ‡ÁËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚È ÍÓÌÚ‡ÒÚ ÏÂÊ‰Û ‚ÂÒ¸Ï‡ Ò‰Â-
Ê‡ÌÌ˚ÏË ÔÓÁ‡ÏË Ë ‰Ó‚ÓÎ¸ÌÓ Û„˛Ï˚Ï ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂÏ ÎËˆ‡ ËÏÒÍËı ÔÓÚÂÚÌ˚ı
ÒÚ‡ÚÛÈ, Ò Ó‰ÌÓÈ ÒÚÓÓÌ˚, Ë ˝ÍÒÚ‡‚‡„‡ÌÚÌ˚Ï, Ì‡ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚È ‚Á„Îfl‰, ‚˚‡ÊÂ-
ÌËÂÏ ˝ÏÓˆËÈ Ì‡ ÔÛ·ÎËÍÂ, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ ÔÓÁ‚ÓÎflÎË ÒÂ·fl ÏÌÓ„ËÂ ÁÌ‡ÚÌ˚Â ËÏÎflÌÂ ‚
ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎÂÌÌ˚ı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı, Ì‡ÔËÏÂ ‚ ÒÛ‰Â·Ì˚ı Á‡ÒÂ‰‡ÌËflı, – Ò ‰Û„ÓÈ16. çÓ ÒÔÂ-
ˆË‡Î¸ÌÓÏÛ ÒÓ‰ÂÊ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏÛ ‡Ì‡ÎËÁÛ «ÒÎÂÁ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡» ÔÂÂ‰ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ÏË ÒÓÎ-
‰‡Ú‡ÏË ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌÓ, Ì‡ÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ï˚ ÏÓÊÂÏ ÒÛ‰ËÚ¸, ÎË¯¸ ÌÂÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÓ ÒÚ‡ÌËˆ ‚ ÌÂ-
‰‡‚ÌÂÈ ‡·ÓÚÂ ù. îÎ‡È„‡, ‚ ‡Á‰ÂÎÂ, „‰Â ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË‚‡˛ÚÒfl ÊÂÒÚ˚, ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡‚-
¯ËÂÒfl ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ17. éÌ ‡Á·Ë‡ÂÚ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‰‚‡ ÔËÏÂ‡,
Ò‚flÁ‡ÌÌ˚ı Ò ËÏÂÌ‡ÏË èÓÏÔÂfl Ë ãÛÍÛÎÎ‡ (Plut. Pomp. 13; Lucul. 35).

ÇÍ‡ÚˆÂ ÒÛÚ¸ ˝ÚËı ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Ó‚ Ú‡ÍÓ‚‡. èÓÏÔÂÈ, ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ó‚‡‚¯ËÈ ÔÓÚË‚ Ï‡Ë‡Ì-
ˆÂ‚ ‚ ÄÙËÍÂ, ÔÓÎÛ˜ËÎ ÔËÍ‡Á ëÛÎÎ˚ ‡ÒÔÛÒÚËÚ¸ ‚ÓÈÒÍÓ Ë Ò Ó‰ÌËÏ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓÏ
ÓÊË‰‡Ú¸ ÔÂÂÏÌËÍ‡ ÔÓ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡ÌË˛. ÇÓËÌ˚ ÌÂ ÔÓÊÂÎ‡ÎË ÔÓÍËÌÛÚ¸ Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó
ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ Ë ‚ÂÌÛÚ¸Òfl Ì‡ Ó‰ËÌÛ. ì„Ó‚Ó˚ Ì‡ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ Ì‡ ÌËı ÌÂ ÔÓ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÎË,
Ë èÓÏÔÂÈ ‚ ÒÎÂÁ‡ı Û‰‡ÎËÎÒfl ‚ Ò‚Ó˛ Ô‡Î‡ÚÍÛ, ‡ ÍÓ„‰‡ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ ‚ÂÌÛÎË Â„Ó Ì‡ ÚË-
·ÛÌÛ, ÓÌ ÔÓ‰ÓÎÊ‡Î ÛÔ‡¯Ë‚‡Ú¸ Ëı ÔÓ‰˜ËÌËÚ¸Òfl Ë ‰Ó·ËÎÒfl ÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËfl ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ
ÔÓÒÎÂ ÚÓ„Ó, Í‡Í ÔÓÍÎflÎÒfl, ˜ÚÓ Ì‡ÎÓÊËÚ Ì‡ ÒÂ·fl ÛÍË, ÂÒÎË ÓÌË ÌÂ ‚ÂÌÛÚÒfl Í ÔÓ-
fl‰ÍÛ. ãÛÍÛÎÎ ÊÂ, ÒÚÓÎÍÌÛ‚¯ËÒ¸ Ò ÌÂÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËÂÏ ·˚‚¯Ëı ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚ îËÏ-
·ËË, ÓÚÍ‡Á‡‚¯ËıÒfl ÔÓ‰ÓÎÊ‡Ú¸ ÔÓıÓ‰ ÔÓÚË‚ åËÚË‰‡Ú‡, ‚˚ÌÛÊ‰ÂÌ ·˚Î ÒÓ
ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË Ó·ıÓ‰ËÚ¸ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËÂ Ô‡Î‡ÚÍË, Û„Ó‚‡Ë‚‡fl ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ÔÓ‰˜ËÌËÚ¸Òfl, ÌÓ ÛÒÔÂ-
ı‡ Ú‡Í Ë ÌÂ ‰ÓÒÚË„.

çÂÏÂˆÍËÈ ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸, ‡Ì‡ÎËÁËÛfl ‰‡ÌÌ˚Â ˝ÔËÁÓ‰˚ Ò ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÚÓ˜ÍË
ÁÂÌËfl, ÛÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ÒÎÂÁ˚ fl‚Îfl˛ÚÒfl ‚‡ÊÌ˚Ï ˝ÎÂÏÂÌÚÓÏ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ÔÓ-
‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ‚ êËÏÂ ‚ÓÓ·˘Â Ë, ‚ ÓÚÎË˜ËÂ ÓÚ ‰Û„Ëı ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍË ÁÌ‡˜ËÏ˚ı ÊÂÒÚÓ‚,

ËÏÔÂËË: ÉÎÛ¯‡ÌËÌ Ö.è. ê‡ÌÌÂ‚ËÁ‡ÌÚËÈÒÍËÈ ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚È ÏflÚÂÊ Ë ÛÁÛÔ‡ˆËfl ‚ IV ‚. //
ÄÍÚÛ‡Î¸Ì˚Â ‚ÓÔÓÒ˚ ËÒÚÓËË, ËÒÚÓËÓ„‡ÙËË Ë ÏÂÊ‰ÛÌ‡Ó‰Ì˚ı ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ. ë·. Ì‡-
Û˜. ÒÚ‡ÚÂÈ. Å‡Ì‡ÛÎ, 1996. ë. 24–36; ÓÌ ÊÂ. èÓÁ‰ÌÂËÏÒÍËÈ ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚È ÏflÚÂÊ Ë ÛÁÛÔ‡-
ˆËfl ‚ ˝ÔÓıÛ ÔÂ‚ÓÈ ÚÂÚ‡ıËË // ÄÌÚË˜Ì‡fl ‰Â‚ÌÓÒÚ¸ Ë ëÂ‰ÌËÂ ‚ÂÍ‡. ÖÍ‡ÚÂËÌ·Û„,
1998. ë. 9–20; ÓÌ ÊÂ. èÓÁ‰ÌÂËÏÒÍËÈ ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚È ÏflÚÂÊ Ë ÛÁÛÔ‡ˆËfl ‚ ÔÂ‚ÓÈ ÔÓÎÓ‚ËÌÂ
IV ‚ÂÍ‡ // ÇÓÔÓÒ˚ ÔÓÎËÚÓÎÓ„ËË. Ç˚Ô. 2. Å‡Ì‡ÛÎ, 2001. ë. 120–130.

15 ëÏ. Veyne P. Le pain et le cirque. Sociologie historique d’un pluralisme politique. P.,
1976. P. 313 suiv., 401 suiv.; Goldsworthy A. The Roman Army at War 100 BC – AD 200.
Oxf., 1996. P. 148; Moore R.L. The Art of Command… P. 8, 20; Chrissanthos. Seditio. Muti-
ty… P. 124.

16 McMullen R. Romans in Tears // CPh. 1980. 75. 3. P. 254–255. ë. Barton. Roman Hon-
or… P. 231: «The Romans did not have to perpetually display of ‘stiff upper lip’. They in-
dulged in public displays of embarrassment and weeping that we do not». ë. Ú‡ÍÊÂ Ò ÓˆÂÌ-
ÍÓÈ ä. Å‡ÚÓÌ Ú‡ÍÓÈ ÙÓÏ˚ ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËfl ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó ÒÓÒÚÓflÌËfl, Í‡Í ÒÔÓÒÓ·-
ÌÓÒÚ¸ Í‡ÒÌÂÚ¸: Barton C.A. The Roman Blush: The Delicate Matter of Self-Control //
Constructions of the Classical Body / Ed. J.I. Porter. Michigan, 1999. P. 216–217. ëÎÂÁ‡Ï Ë
ÔÎ‡˜Û ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ êËÏÂ ÍÓÏÂ Ì‡Á‚‡ÌÌÓÈ ‡·ÓÚ˚ ê. å‡Íå‡ÎÎÂÌ‡ ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌ‡, Ì‡ÒÍÓÎ¸-
ÍÓ Ì‡Ï ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ, ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ó‰Ì‡ ÒÔÂˆË‡Î¸Ì‡fl ‡·ÓÚ‡, ‚ ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ‰‡ÌÌ‡fl ÚÂÏ‡ ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË-
‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ì‡ Ï‡ÚÂË‡ÎÂ «åÂÚ‡ÏÓÙÓÁ» é‚Ë‰Ëfl: Hollenburger-Rusch C. Liquitur in lacri-
mas. Zur Verwendung des Trännenmotivs in den Metamorphosen Ovids. Hildesheim–Zürich–
New York, 2001.

17 Flaig E. Ritualisierte Politik. Zeichen, Gesten und Herrschaft im Alten Rom. Göttingen,
2004. S. 110–115.
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ÓÌË ÓÁÌ‡˜‡ÎË ÛÚ‡ÚÛ Ò‡ÏÓÍÓÌÚÓÎfl Ë ‚ÏÂÒÚÂ Ò ÚÂÏ Ó·Î‡‰‡ÎË ÌÂÏ‡ÎÓÈ ˝ÍÒÔÂÒ-
ÒË‚ÌÓÈ ÒËÎÓÈ, ÒÔÓÒÓ·ÒÚ‚Ûfl ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌË˛ ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ·ÎËÁÓÒÚË Ò ÚÂÏË, Í ÍÓ-
ÏÛ ‡‰ÂÒÓ‚‡ÎÓÒ¸ Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó Ó‰‡ Ó·‡˘ÂÌËÂ. Ç ÒÎÛ˜‡flı Ò èÓÏÔÂÂÏ Ë ãÛÍÛÎÎÓÏ ‚‡Ê-
ÌÓÂ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ ËÏÂÂÚ Â˘Â Ë ‡‰ËÍ‡Î¸Ì‡fl ÒÏÂÌ‡ ÏÂÒÚ‡ ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ˆËË18: ‚ÏÂÒÚÓ
‚˚ÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËfl ÔÂÂ‰ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ÒıÓ‰ÍÓÈ Ò ÚË·ÛÌ‡Î‡ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ Ó·ıÓ‰ËÚ ÒÓÎ-
‰‡ÚÒÍËÂ Ô‡Î‡ÚÍË Ë ÛÔ‡¯Ë‚‡ÂÚ ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ı: ˝ÚÓ ÓÁÌ‡˜‡ÂÚ ÒÓ‚ÏÂ˘ÂÌËÂ ‰‚Ûı Ë-
ÚÛ‡ÎËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚ı ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÈ, Ó·ÓÁÌ‡˜‡‚¯ËıÒfl ‚ êËÏÂ ÔÓÌflÚËflÏË ambitio Ë suppli-
catio (·ÛÍ‚. «Ó·ı‡ÊË‚‡ÌËÂ», Ú.Â. Ó·ıÓ‰ Í‡Ì‰Ë‰‡ÚÓÏ Ì‡ ‰ÓÎÊÌÓÒÚ¸ ÒÓ„‡Ê‰‡Ì-ËÁ-
·Ë‡ÚÂÎÂÈ, Ë «ËÁ˙fl‚ÎÂÌËÂ ÔÓÍÓÌÓÒÚË» ‚ ¯ËÓÍÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ, ‚ ·ÓÎÂÂ ÛÁÍÓÏ
ÍÛÎ¸ÚÓ‚ÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ – «·Î‡„Ó‰‡ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÂ ÏÓÎÂ·ÒÚ‚ËÂ»). í‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ÔÓ Ò‚ÓÂÈ
ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÒÚÛÍÚÛÂ ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓÂ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ ÓÒÌÓ‚˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ì‡ ‰‚Ûı
Ô‡‡ı ÓÔÔÓÁËˆËÈ: ‚Ó-ÔÂ‚˚ı, ˝ÚÓ Ò‡ÏÓÍÓÌÚÓÎ¸, ı‡‡ÍÚÂÌ˚È ‰Îfl ÌÓÒËÚÂÎfl ‚Ó-
ÂÌÌÓÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË ‚ Ó·˚˜ÌÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË, Ë Â„Ó ÓÚËˆ‡ÌËÂ ‚ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË; ‚Ó-‚ÚÓ-
˚ı, ˝ÚÓ ÒÓˆË‡Î¸Ì‡fl ËÂ‡ıË˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËfl (ÏÂÊ‰Û ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÏ Ë Ï‡ÒÒÓÈ
fl‰Ó‚˚ı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚) Ë ÂÂ ÓÚËˆ‡ÌËÂ ‚ Ó·‡˘ÂÌËË Í ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï Ò Û„Ó‚Ó‡ÏË Ë ÒÎÂÁÌ˚-
ÏË ÔÓÒ¸·‡ÏË. ùÙÙÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÒÚ¸ ÊÂ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËfl Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó ÏÓ‰ÛÒ‡ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl, ÔÓ
Á‡ÍÎ˛˜ÂÌË˛ îÎ‡È„‡, Á‡‚ËÒÂÎ‡ ÓÚ Ì‡ÎË˜Ëfl ÎË˜Ì˚ı ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚ı Ò‚flÁÂÈ ‚ÓÂ-
Ì‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ Ë ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡.

èÓÌflÚÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‰‚ÛÏfl ˝ÔËÁÓ‰‡ÏË, ‡ÁÓ·‡ÌÌ˚ÏË ‚ ÍÌË„Â ù. îÎ‡È„‡, ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓ„Ó
Ó‰‡ Ù‡ÍÚ˚ ÌÂ Ó„‡ÌË˜Ë‚‡˛ÚÒfl, Ë ÒÚÓËÚ Ó·‡ÚËÚ¸Òfl Í ·ÓÎÂÂ ¯ËÓÍÓÏÛ ÍÛ„Û
Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÔÓ‚ÂËÚ¸ Ë, ÔÓ ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÒÚË, ‚ÌÂÒÚË ÛÚÓ˜ÌÂÌËfl ‚ ‚˚‚Ó‰˚
ÌÂÏÂˆÍÓ„Ó ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎfl.

àÏÂfl ÔÂÂ‰ „Î‡Á‡ÏË ‡ÒıÓÊËÈ Ó·‡Á ÒÛÓ‚˚ı ËÏÒÍËı ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓ‚, ÍÓÚÓ-
˚Â ËÒÔÓÎÌÂÌ˚ dignitas Ë gravitas Ë ÔËÁ‚‡Ì˚ ‚ ÒËÎÛ Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËfl Ë
Ú‡‰ËˆËÓÌÌ˚ı ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÓÍ ÔÓfl‚ÎflÚ¸ ‚ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËflı Ò ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË ÔÂÊ‰Â ‚ÒÂ-
„Ó ÌÂÔÂÍÎÓÌÌÛ˛ severitas, Í‡Í Ó‰ËÌ ËÁ ˝ÎÂÏÂÌÚÓ‚ mos maiorum19, ËÎË ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈ-
ÒÚ‚Ó‚‡Ú¸ Ì‡ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ Û·ÂÊ‰ÂÌËÂÏ, Â‡ÎËÁÛfl ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ë‡ÎÎ˛ÒÚËÈ Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ civile im-
perium – «‰ÓÒÚÓÈÌÓÂ „‡Ê‰‡ÌËÌ‡ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡ÌËÂ» (B. Iug. 85. 35), Ë ÔÓfl‚Îflfl Ú‡-
ÍÓÂ Í‡˜ÂÒÚ‚Ó, Í‡Í comitas («Ó·ıÓ‰ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸»)20, ËÎË ÊÂ, ÔËÒÔÓÒ‡·ÎË‚‡flÒ¸ Í
ÔÂÂÏÂÌ˜Ë‚˚Ï Ì‡ÒÚÓÂÌËflÏ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚ ‚ÂÏÂÌ „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍËı ‚ÓÈÌ, ÔË·Â„‡Ú¸ Í
Á‡ËÒÍË‚‡ÌË˛, ˘Â‰˚Ï Ì‡„‡‰‡Ï Ë ÔÓÒÚÓ Í ÔÓ‰ÍÛÔÛ, Ì‡Ï ‚ Ó·˘ÂÏ-ÚÓ ÌÂÎÂ„ÍÓ

18 Ç ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚ı ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÌËflı ÒÔ‡‚Â‰ÎË‚Ó ÓÚÏÂ˜ÂÌÓ ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÂ ÓÚÎË˜ËÂ
ËÏÒÍÓÈ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍË ÓÚ „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÈ, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ Á‡ÍÎ˛˜‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ êËÏÂ
Ó‡ÚÓ (Ë/ËÎË ÔÂ‰ÒÂ‰‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÈ Ï‡„ËÒÚ‡Ú) Ó·‡˘‡ÎÒfl Í Ò‚ÓËÏ ÒÎÛ¯‡ÚÂÎflÏ Ò
‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ„Ó ‚˚ÒÓÍÓ„Ó ‚ÓÁ‚˚¯ÂÌËfl, ˜ÚÓ ÓÚ‡Ê‡ÎÓ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÛ˛ ËÂ‡ıË˛ ËÏ-
ÒÍÓ„Ó Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚‡, ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍË‚‡fl ÔËÌ‡‰ÎÂÊÌÓÒÚ¸ ‚˚ÒÚÛÔ‡˛˘Ëı Ò ÔÛ·ÎË˜Ì˚ÏË Â˜‡ÏË Í
˝ÎËÚÂ Ë ÓÚÎË˜Ëfl Ó·˚˜Ì˚ı „‡Ê‰‡Ì ÓÚ ÌÓÒËÚÂÎÂÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË. ëÏ. Pina Polo F. Contra arma
verbis. Der Redner vor dem Volke in der späten römische Republik. Stuttgart, 1996. S. 23–25;
Corbeill. Political Movement… P. 199–200; Morstein-Marx. Op. cit. P. 51.

19 Hellegouarc’h J. Le vocabulaire latin des relations et des partis politiques sous la repub-
lique. P., 1963. P. 282; Moore T.J. Artistry and Ideology: Livy’s Vocabulary of Virtue. Frank-
furt am Main, 1989. P. 137 ff.; Bernardo Y.L. Severitas: A Study of a Roman Virtue in Cicero.
PhD Diss. Chapel Hill, 2000. P. 34–40. èÓ‰Ó·ÌÂÂ Ó ÒÛÓ‚ÓÒÚË ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ Í‡Í ÌÓ-
Ï‡ÚË‚ÌÓÏ Ë‰Â‡ÎÂ ÒÏ. å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. «åÂÊ‰Û Á‡ËÒÍË‚‡ÌËÂÏ Ë ÒÛÓ‚ÓÒÚ¸˛». é ÌÂÍÓÚÓ-
˚ı ‡ÒÔÂÍÚ‡ı ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚ // ÇÑà. 1998. ‹ 1. ë. 288 ÒÎÎ.; Phang S.E.
Roman Military Service. Ideologies of Discipline in the Late Republic and Early Principate.
Cambr., 2008. P. 73 ff.; 249 ff.

20 Moore R.L. The Art of Command… 14 ff., 20 ff., 173 ff. Cp. Goldsworthy. Op. cit.
P. 155–157. ê. åÓ Ú‡ÍÊÂ ÒÔ‡‚Â‰ÎË‚Ó ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍË‚‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó face-
to-face method ‚Ó ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËflı ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ Ë ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡ ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÎÓ ÓÚ ÔÂ‚Ó„Ó ‚˚-
ÒÓÍÓÈ ÒÚÂÔÂÌË ÍÓÌÚÓÎfl Á‡ Ò‚ÓËÏ ‚ÌÂ¯ÌËÏ Ó·ÎËÍÓÏ, ÊÂÒÚ‡ÏË, „ÓÎÓÒÓÏ (Ibid. P. 161,
163, 193–194).
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ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ËÚ¸ ÔÎ‡˜Û˘Â„Ó ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡. çÂ ‚flÊÂÚÒfl Ú‡ÍÓÈ Ó·‡Á Ë Ò ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚ÏË
ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌËflÏË Ó ÔÓ‰Ó·‡˛˘ÂÏ ÏÛÊ˜ËÌÂ, Ë ÚÂÏ ·ÓÎÂÂ ‚ÓËÌÛ, ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËË. äÓ-
ÌÂ˜ÌÓ, ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÏ˚Â ‚ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÌ˚ı ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ‡ı ÒÎÂÁÌ˚Â ÏÓÎ¸·˚ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌË-
ÍÓ‚ ÏÓÊÌÓ ·˚ÎÓ ·˚ ÓÚÌÂÒÚË Ì‡ Ò˜ÂÚ ‰‡Ï‡ÚËÁËÛ˛˘ÂÈ Ï‡ÌÂ˚ ‡ÌÚË˜Ì˚ı ‡‚ÚÓ-
Ó‚. çÓ ÔÓ‰Ó·Ì˚Â ÔËÏÂ˚ ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˜‡ÒÚÓ ‚ÒÚÂ˜‡˛ÚÒfl Ì‡ ÒÚ‡ÌËˆ‡ı ÒÓ˜ËÌÂ-
ÌËÈ „Â˜ÂÒÍËı Ë ËÏÒÍËı ËÒÚÓËÍÓ‚, Ë ‚ÂÒÍËı ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËÈ ÒÓÏÌÂ‚‡Ú¸Òfl ‚ Ëı
ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ‰ÓÒÚÓ‚ÂÌÓÒÚË ÌÂÚ. èËÏÂ˜‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛ-
ÌÓÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË ÎË¯¸ „ÂÓË ÓÏ‡ÌÓ‚ ˝ÎÎËÌËÒÚË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó Ë ËÏÒÍÓ„Ó ‚ÂÏÂÌË Ì‡˜Ë-
Ì‡˛Ú ‡ÍÚË‚ÌÓ ÔÓÎË‚‡Ú¸ ÒÎÂÁ˚, ÚÓ„‰‡ Í‡Í, Ì‡ÔËÏÂ, ÌÓÏ‡ÚË‚Ì˚Â ÔÂÒÓÌ‡ÊË
ÉÂÓ‰ÓÚ‡ ÌÂ ÔÎ‡˜ÛÚ21.

ÑÂÈÒÚ‚ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, Ì‡ ÔÂ‚˚È ‚Á„Îfl‰ Ú‡ÍÓÈ ÒÔÓÒÓ· ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl Ò ÚÛ‰ÓÏ ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡ÂÚ-
Òfl Ò ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ Ó ÚÂı ¯ËÓÍËı ÔÓÎÌÓÏÓ˜Ëflı, ÍÓÚÓ˚ÏË ‚ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ËË Ò
‚ÓÂÌÌ˚ÏË Ó·˚˜‡flÏË Ë Ô‡‚Ó‚˚ÏË ÌÓÏ‡ÏË ‡ÒÔÓÎ‡„‡Î ËÏÒÍËÈ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ.
ÇÒÂÏ Ô‡ÏflÚÌ˚ Ë ÁÌ‡ÏÂÌËÚ‡fl ‰ÂˆËÏ‡ˆËfl, Ë ÚÂ ‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚ‡ÚË‚ÌÓ ÛÒÚ‡¯‡˛˘ËÂ Í‡Á-
ÌË, Í ÍÓÚÓ˚Ï ÔË·Â„‡ÎË ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚Â ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ë˚, Í‡Í, Ì‡ÔËÏÂ, ëˆËÔËÓÌ ëÚ‡-
¯ËÈ ÔË ‡ÒÔ‡‚Â Ò ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ‡ÏË, ÔÓ‰Ìfl‚¯ËÏË ÏflÚÂÊ ‚ ëÛÍÓÌÂ ‚ 206 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝.
(Polyb. XI. 26; Liv. XXVIII. 26. 3; App. Iber. 36; Zonar. IX. 10)22. ÑÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ Ì‡ÔÓÏ-
ÌËÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÈ ËÏÂÎ Ô‡‚Ó Í‡ÁÌËÚ¸ Á‡ ‚ÒflÍÓÂ ÌÂÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËÂ (contuma-
cia omnis adversus ducem vel praesidem – D. 49. 16. 6. 2), ‡ ÔÓ‰ ÔÓÌflÚËÂ ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ÔÓ-
Ô‡‰‡ÎË ‰‡ÊÂ ‚˚ÍËÍË (vociferatio) Ë ÌÂÁÌ‡˜ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚Â Ê‡ÎÓ·˚ (leves querelae), Ë
‚ËÌÓ‚Ì˚Â ÔÓ‰ÎÂÊ‡ÎË ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ÒÚÓ„ÓÏÛ Ì‡Í‡Á‡ÌË˛ (D. 49. 16. 3. 20; Ex Ruffo
leg. mil. 16; 17; cp. Tac. Ann. I. 19. 2)23. ÑÎfl ÚÓ„Ó ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÌÂ ‰ÓÔÛÒÚËÚ¸ ÏflÚÂÊ‡, ‚‡Ê-
ÌÓ ·˚ÎÓ ‚ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ‡ÌÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ Ì‡ÈÚË ÓÔÚËÏ‡Î¸Ì˚È ·‡Î‡ÌÒ «ÏÂÊ‰Û Á‡ËÒÍË-
‚‡ÌËÂÏ Ë ÒÛÓ‚ÓÒÚ¸˛»24. èÓ ·ÓÎ¸¯ÓÏÛ Ò˜ÂÚÛ Â„Ó ‰ÓÒÚËÊÂÌËÂ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ ·˚ÎÓ ˆÂÎ¸˛
ËÏÒÍËı ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓ‚, ÌÓ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓ ‚‡ÊÌÓÂ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ ˝ÚÓ ÔËÓ·ÂÎÓ ‚ ÛÒÎÓ-
‚Ëflı ÔÓÒÚÓflÌÌÓÈ ÔÓÙÂÒÒËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ‡ÏËË. çÓ ÍÓÎ¸ ÒÍÓÓ Ë Ô‡˜Â ˜‡flÌËfl ÏflÚÂÊ
‚ÒÂ-Ú‡ÍË ‚ÓÁÌËÍ‡Î, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÒÔ‡‚ËÚ¸Òfl Ò ÌËÏ (‡ ÓÌ Ó˜ÂÌ¸ ˜‡ÒÚÓ „ÓÁËÎ ÒÏÂÚ¸˛ Ë

21 ëÏ. ëÛËÍÓ‚ à.Ö. ÉÂ˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÓÏ‡Ì Ë „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÂ ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ ı‡‡ÍÚÂ‡ // èÓ·ÎÂ-
Ï˚ ËÒÚÓËË, ÙËÎÓÎÓ„ËË, ÍÛÎ¸ÚÛ˚. åÓÒÍ‚‡–å‡„ÌËÚÓ„ÓÒÍ, 2000. Ç˚Ô. 9. ë. 22–28; ÓÌ
ÊÂ. ä‚‡ÁË-ëÓÎÓÌ, ËÎË äÂÁ ‚ ÔÂÒË‰ÒÍÓÏ ÔÎÂÌÛ (ä ‚ÓÔÓÒÛ Ó ÔÓ‚ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ Ï‡-
ÒÚÂÒÚ‚Â ÉÂÓ‰ÓÚ‡) // àÒÚÓËfl: ÏË ÔÓ¯ÎÓ„Ó ‚ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌÓÏ ÓÒ‚Â˘ÂÌËË. ë·ÓÌËÍ
Ì‡Û˜Ì˚ı ÒÚ‡ÚÂÈ Í 75-ÎÂÚË˛ ÒÓ ‰Ìfl ÓÊ‰ÂÌËfl ÔÓÙÂÒÒÓ‡ ù.Ñ. îÓÎÓ‚‡. ëè·., 2008.
ë. 79. ù. îÎ‡È„, ÍÒÚ‡ÚË ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ÓÚÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ÒÎÂÁ˚ Í‡Í ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚Ó ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl ‚ÓÂÌ‡-
˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ Ì‡ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ·˚ÎË ÌÂ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌ˚ ‚ „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÏ „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍÓÏ ‚ÓÈÒÍÂ (Flaig. Ritu-
alisierte Politik… S. 112; 269. Anm. 16), ÌÓ ÌÂ ÒÚ‡‚ËÚ ‚ÓÔÓÒ Ó ÔË˜ËÌ‡ı ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÓÚÎË˜Ëfl.
çÂ ‚‰‡‚‡flÒ¸ ‚ ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓÂ Ó·ÒÛÊ‰ÂÌËÂ ‰‡ÌÌÓ„Ó ‚ÓÔÓÒ‡, ÏÓÊÌÓ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊËÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ ‰Â-
ÎÓ Á‡ÍÎ˛˜‡ÎÓÒ¸ ‚ ÓÚÒÛÚÒÚ‚ËË Ú‡ÍÓÈ ÒÓˆË‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËË ÏÂÊ‰Û ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÏ Ë
fl‰Ó‚˚Ï, Í‡Í ‚ ˝ÎÎËÌËÒÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ Ë ËÏÒÍÓÏ ÏËÂ.

22 é· ˝ÚÓÏ ÏflÚÂÊÂ ÒÔÂˆË‡Î¸ÌÓ ÒÏ. Chrissanthos S.G. Scipio and the Mutiny at Sucro,
206 B.C. // Historia. 1997. 46. 2. P. 172–184.

23 é ÒÓ‰ÂÊ‡ÌËË ÔÓÌflÚËfl ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ÒÏ. Chrissanthos. Seditio. Mutiny… P. 7–
12; Carney E. Macedonians and Mutiny; Discipline and Indiscipline in the Army of Philip and
Alexander // CPh. 1996. 91. P. 19–21; å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. Seditio militum ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÏ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÏ
Ô‡‚Â // VII óÚÂÌËfl Ô‡ÏflÚË ÔÓÙÂÒÒÓ‡ ç.è. ëÓÍÓÎÓ‚‡. ç. çÓ‚„ÓÓ‰, 2000. ë. 41–45;
ÓÌ ÊÂ. ëÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ êËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË… ë. 230 ÒÎ. ç‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ ÔÓ‰Ó·Ì‡fl ÍÎ‡ÒÒËÙËÍ‡ˆËfl
‡ÁÎË˜Ì˚ı ‚Ë‰Ó‚ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËı ‚ÓÎÌÂÌËÈ ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌ‡ ‚ ‡·ÓÚÂ: Brice. Op. cit. P. 65–72.

24 å‡ıÎ‡˛Í. «åÂÊ‰Û Á‡ËÒÍË‚‡ÌËÂÏ Ë ÒÛÓ‚ÓÒÚ¸˛»… ë. 286–300. ë. Moore R.L. The
Art of Command… 12 f., 32; Phang. Op. cit. P. 249–284. Cp. Combès R. Imperator (Recher-
ches sur l’emploi et la signification du titre d’imperator dans la Rome républicaine). P., 1966.
P. 253 suiv. ç‡ ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏÓÒÚ¸ ÒÓ·Î˛‰‡Ú¸ ‡‚ÌÓ‚ÂÒËÂ ÏÂÊ‰Û Á‡ËÒÍË‚‡ÌËÂÏ Ë ÒÛÓ‚Ó-
ÒÚ¸˛ Ó·‡˘‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ Ë ‚ ÒÙÂÂ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ‰ÂflÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚË (Hellegouarc’h. Op.
cit. P. 288–289, 293).



122

ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ë‡Ï, Ë Ò‡ÏÓÏÛ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ÂÏÛ), ÔËÏÂÌflÎÒfl ‚ÂÒ¸Ï‡ ¯ËÓÍËÈ ÒÔÂÍÚ
ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚, „‡ÌËˆ˚ ÍÓÚÓÓ„Ó ÏÓÊÌÓ Ó·ÓÁÌ‡˜ËÚ¸, ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÛfl ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl í‡ˆËÚ‡: Ò
Ó‰ÌÓÈ ÒÚÓÓÌ˚, ˝ÚÓ comitate permulcendum militem («Û·Î‡„ÓÚ‚ÓÂÌËÂ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ Î‡Ò-
ÍÓ‚˚Ï Ó·‡˘ÂÌËÂÏ»), ‡ Ò ‰Û„ÓÈ – fortiora remedia, ‚ÔÎÓÚ¸ ‰Ó promisca caedes
(«‡ÒÔ‡‚˚ ÒÓ ‚ÒÂÏË ·ÂÁ ‡Á·Ó‡ [Ô‡‚˚ı Ë ‚ËÌÓ‚‡Ú˚ı]») (Ann. I. 29. 3; 48. 1).

Ç ÔÂ‰ÂÎ‡ı ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÒÔÂÍÚ‡ ‡ÒÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÚÒfl Ë Ú‡ÍÓÂ ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚Ó, Í‡Í Ó·‡˘ÂÌËÂ Í
ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï «Ò ÏÓÎ¸·‡ÏË Ë ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË» (cum precibus et lacrimis). Ç „Î‡Á‡ı Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó ÔË-
‚ÂÊÂÌˆ‡ ÒÚ‡ÓËÏÒÍËı ‡ËÒÚÓÍ‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍËı Ë‰Â‡ÎÓ‚, Í‡Í í‡ˆËÚ, ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓÂ ÔÓ‚Â-
‰ÂÌËÂ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ (ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓ‡) fl‚ÌÓ ÔÓÚË‚ÓÂ˜ËÚ ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚Û ‚˚Ò¯ÂÈ ‚Î‡-
ÒÚË – contra decus imperii, Í‡Í ÔË¯ÂÚ ËÒÚÓËÍ Ó ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëflı éÚÓ-
Ì‡ (Tac. Hist. I. 82. 3)25. çÓ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ ÎË ˝ÚË «ÏÓÎ¸·˚ Ë ÒÎÂÁ˚» ÏÓ„ÛÚ Ú‡ÍÚÓ‚‡Ú¸Òfl
ÒÚÓÎ¸ Ó‰ÌÓÁÌ‡˜ÌÓ Ë ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË‚‡Ú¸Òfl Í‡Í ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËÂ ÌÂÔËÒÚÓÈÌÓÈ ÒÎ‡·ÓÒÚË ÔÂ-
Â‰ ÎËˆÓÏ Ò‚ÓÂ‚ÓÎ¸ÌÓÈ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ Ï‡ÒÒ˚?

óÚÓ·˚ ÓÚ‚ÂÚËÚ¸ Ì‡ ÔÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌÌ˚Â ‚ÓÔÓÒ˚, Ó·‡ÚËÏÒfl Í ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚Ï ÔËÏÂ-
‡Ï, ÓÍ‡Á‡‚¯ËÏÒfl Ó·ÓÈ‰ÂÌÌ˚ÏË ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËÂÏ ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎÂÈ. èÎÛÚ‡ı ‚ ·ËÓ„‡-
ÙËË èÓÏÔÂfl ‡ÒÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ, Í‡Í ÚÓÚ, Û˜‡ÒÚ‚Ûfl ÔÓ‰ Ì‡˜‡ÎÓÏ Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó ÓÚˆ‡ ‚ ÔÓıÓ‰Â
ÔÓÚË‚ ñËÌÌ˚, ÛÁÌ‡Î, ˜ÚÓ ‡„ÂÌÚ‡ÏË ÔÓÒÎÂ‰ÌÂ„Ó Ì‡ ÌÂ„Ó Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó Ë ÓÚˆ‡ „ÓÚÓ‚ËÚÒfl
ÔÓÍÛ¯ÂÌËÂ; ˛Ì˚È èÓÏÔÂÈ ÔÂ‰ÔËÌflÎ ÏÂ˚, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ËÁ·ÂÊ‡Ú¸ Û·ËÈÒÚ‚‡, ÌÓ Ïfl-
ÚÂÊ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚, ÔËÚ‡‚¯Ëı ÌÂÌ‡‚ËÒÚ¸ Í ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÛ, ‚ÒÂ ‡‚ÌÓ ‚ÒÔ˚ıÌÛÎ26; Ë ‚ ÚÓ ‚Â-
Ïfl, ÔÓÍ‡ Â„Ó ÓÚÂˆ ÔflÚ‡ÎÒfl ‚ Ô‡Î‡ÚÍÂ, Óı‡ÌflÂÏÓÈ Í‡‡ÛÎÓÏ, ÔËÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌÌ˚Ï
èÓÏÔÂÂÏ, ÔÓÒÎÂ‰ÌËÈ ÓÚÍ˚ÚÓ ÔÓfl‚ËÎÒfl ÒÂ‰Ë ÒÌËÏ‡‚¯ËıÒfl Ò Î‡„Âfl ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ı
‚ÓËÌÓ‚ Ë «Ò ÔÎ‡˜ÂÏ (δακρυvων) ÛÏÓÎflÎ Ëı ÌÂ ÔÓÍË‰‡Ú¸ ÓÚˆ‡ Ë, Ì‡ÍÓÌÂˆ, ·ÓÒËÎÒfl
ÌË˜ÍÓÏ Ì‡ ÁÂÏÎ˛ ÔÂÂ‰ ‚ÓÓÚ‡ÏË Î‡„Âfl. í‡Ï ÓÌ ÎÂÊ‡Î Ë, ÔÓÎË‚‡fl ÒÎÂÁ˚
(κλαιvων), ÔÓÒËÎ ÛıÓ‰fl˘Ëı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ‡ÒÚÓÔÚ‡Ú¸ Â„Ó ÌÓ„‡ÏË» (Plut. Pomp. 3; ÔÂ.
É.Ä. ëÚ‡Ú‡ÌÓ‚ÒÍÓ„Ó). ùÚË ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl ‚ÓÁ˚ÏÂÎË ˝ÙÙÂÍÚ: ·ÓÎ¸¯ËÌÒÚ‚Ó ‚ÓËÌÓ‚,
ÛÒÚ˚‰Ë‚¯ËÒ¸, ‚ÂÌÛÎËÒ¸ Í ÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌË˛. ëÛ‰fl ÔÓ Ó·˘ÂÏÛ ÍÓÌÚÂÍÒÚÛ ‡ÒÒÍ‡Á‡
èÎÛÚ‡ı‡, èÓÏÔÂÈ ËÏÂÎ ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÒÚ¸ Ó·ÂÁÓÔ‡ÒËÚ¸ ÒÂ·fl Ë ÓÚˆ‡ ÓÚ ÔÓÍÛ¯ÂÌËfl,
Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÔÓÎÓÊËÚ¸ ÍÓÌÂˆ ÏflÚÂÊÛ, ÔÓ¯ÂÎ Ì‡ ÌÂÓ‰ËÌ‡Ì˚Â ÏÂ˚ Ë ‰ÂÈ-
ÒÚ‚Ó‚‡Î Ú‡Í ÓÚÌ˛‰¸ ÌÂ ÒÔÓÌÚ‡ÌÌÓ, ÌÓ ‡ÒÒ˜ËÚ˚‚‡Î Ì‡ ÛÒÔÂı, ËÒıÓ‰fl ËÁ ÔÓÌËÏ‡-
ÌËfl ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ ÔÒËıÓÎÓ„ËË. Ç‡ÊÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ‰‡ÌÌÓÏ ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Â Ï˚ ‚Ë‰ËÏ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ
ÔÂ‰ÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ «ÓÚËˆ‡ÌËÂ ÒÓˆË‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËË» ÏÂÊ‰Û ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË Ë ‚ÓÂÌ‡-
˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓÏ, ÌÓ Ë Â¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂ „ÓÚÓ‚ÌÓÒÚË ÛÏÂÂÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ ‚fl‰ ÎË ÏÓÊ-
ÌÓ ‡ÒˆÂÌË‚‡Ú¸ Í‡Í ÛÚ‡ÚÛ ÔÓÒÎÂ‰ÌËÏ Ò‡ÏÓÍÓÌÚÓÎfl ‚ ÍËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË.

ìÒÔÂ¯ÌÓ ‚ÓÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÎÒfl ‡Ì‡ÎÓ„Ë˜Ì˚Ï ÔËÂÏÓÏ Ë äÓÌÂÎËÈ ñËÌÌ‡, Ó·‡ÚË‚-
¯ËÈÒfl ÔÓÒÎÂ ÓÚÂ¯ÂÌËfl ÓÚ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡Ú‡ ‚ 87 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. Í ÎÂ„ËÓÌ‡Ï ‚ ä‡ÔÛÂ. èÓ Ò‚Ë-
‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Û ÄÔÔË‡Ì‡ (BC. I. 65–66), ÓÌ ‚˚ÒÚÛÔËÎ ÔÂÂ‰ ‚ÓÈÒÍÓÏ Ì‡ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ, ÒÎÓ-

25 á‰ÂÒ¸ í‡ˆËÚ ÒÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÛÒÚÓfl‚¯ÂÈÒfl Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ, ‚ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ËË Ò ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ËÒÔÓÎÌfl-
˛˘ËÈ Ò‚ÓË Ó·flÁ‡ÌÌÓÒÚË Ï‡„ËÒÚ‡Ú ÌÂ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡Ú¸ ÓÚÍ˚ÚÓ„Ó ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËfl
˜Û‚ÒÚ‚ Ë ÚÂÏ ·ÓÎÂÂ ÔÓÚÂË Ò‡ÏÓÓ·Î‡‰‡ÌËfl ‚ÔÎÓÚ¸ ‰Ó ÔÓÎËÚËfl ÒÎÂÁ. ë. Call. 1 de
cogn. D. 1. 18. 19: «íÓÏÛ, ÍÚÓ ‚Â¯ËÚ ÒÛ‰, ÒÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÔÓÁ‡·ÓÚËÚ¸Òfl Ó ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÓÌ ·˚Î
ÎÂ„ÍÓ ‰ÓÒÚÛÔÂÌ, ÌÓ ÓÌ ÌÂ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ÚÂÔÂÚ¸ ÌÂÛ‚‡ÊÂÌËfl (Í ÒÂ·Â). ÇÒÎÂ‰ÒÚ‚ËÂ ˝ÚÓ„Ó ‚
Ï‡Ì‰‡Ú‡ı ‰Ó·‡‚ÎflÂÚÒfl, ˜ÚÓ ÔÂÁË‰‡Ï ÔÓ‚ËÌˆËÈ ÌÂ ÒÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡Ú¸ ˜ÂÁÏÂÌÓÈ
‰ÛÊ·˚ Ò ÔÓ‚ËÌˆË‡Î‡ÏË, ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ËÁ Ó·˘ÂÌËfl Ì‡ ‡‚Ì˚ı ÔÓËÒıÓ‰ËÚ ÌÂÛ‚‡ÊÂÌËÂ
Í ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚Û. 1. çÓ (Ú‡ÍÊÂ) Ë ‚ ıÓ‰Â ÒÛ‰Â·ÌÓ„Ó ‡Á·Ë‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ ËÏ ÌÂ ÒÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÌË
‚ÓÒÔÎ‡ÏÂÌflÚ¸Òfl „ÌÂ‚ÓÏ Ì‡ ÚÂı, ÍÓ„Ó ÓÌË Ò˜ËÚ‡˛Ú ‰ÛÌ˚ÏË Î˛‰¸ÏË, ÌË Ó·ÎË‚‡Ú¸Òfl
ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË (inlacrimari) ‚ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ Ì‡ ÔÓÒ¸·˚ ÌÂÒ˜‡ÒÚÌ˚ı, ‚Â‰¸ Ú‚Â‰ÓÏÛ Ë ÒÔ‡‚Â‰ÎË‚ÓÏÛ
ÒÛ‰¸Â ÌÂ Ò‚ÓÈÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ Â„Ó ÎËˆÓ Ó·Ì‡ÛÊË‚‡ÎÓ ÔÓ·ÛÊ‰ÂÌËÂ Â„Ó ‰Û¯Ë. é‰ÌËÏ
ÒÎÓ‚ÓÏ, ÓÌ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ‚Â¯ËÚ¸ ÒÛ‰ Ú‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ Ò‚ÓËÏ ‡ÁÛÏÓÏ ÛÏÌÓÊ‡Ú¸ ‡‚ÚÓ-
ËÚÂÚ Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚‡» (ÔÂ. Ä.ã. ëÏ˚¯ÎflÂ‚‡). 

26 Ñ‡ÌÌ˚È ÒÎÛ˜‡È ÔÓ˜ÂÏÛ-ÚÓ ÌÂ Û˜ÚÂÌ ‚ ÚÓÈ Ò‚Ó‰ÍÂ ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ I ‚. ‰Ó Ì.˝., ÍÓÚÓÛ˛
‰‡ÂÚ ‚ Ò‚ÓÂÈ ‰ËÒÒÂÚ‡ˆËË ë. ïËÒ‡ÌÚÓÒ.
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ÊËÎ Ù‡ÒˆËË Ë ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË (δακρυvδας) ÔÓËÁÌÂÒ Â˜¸, ‡ ÔÓÚÓÏ, ÒËÎ¸ÌÓ ‡ÁÊ‡ÎÓ-
·Ë‚ ÔËÒÛÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı Ò‚ÓÂÈ Û˜‡ÒÚ¸˛, ‡ÁÓ‚‡Î Ó‰ÂÊ‰Û, Ò·ÂÊ‡Î Ò ÚË·ÛÌ‡Î‡,
·ÓÒËÎÒfl ‚ ÚÓÎÔÛ Ë ‰ÓÎ„Ó ÎÂÊ‡Î Ú‡Ï, ‰Ó ÚÂı ÔÓ, ÔÓÍ‡ Â„Ó ÌÂ ÔÓ‰ÌflÎË Ë ÌÂ ÔÓÒ‡-
‰ËÎË ÒÌÓ‚‡ Ì‡ ÍÂÒÎÓ, ‚ÂÌÛ‚ ÂÏÛ Ù‡ÒˆËË. ëÓÁ‰‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ÔÂ˜‡ÚÎÂÌËÂ, ˜ÚÓ ñËÌÌ‡
‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ÒÓÁÌ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ Ë ˆÂÎÂÌ‡Ô‡‚ÎÂÌÌÓ ÔÓËÁ‚ÂÎ ‚ÂÒ¸ ˝ÚÓÚ ÒÔÂÍÚ‡ÍÎ¸, ÔË·Â„-
ÌÛ‚ Í ÒÚÓÎ¸ ˝ÍÒÚ‡‚‡„‡ÌÚÌ˚Ï Ó‡ÚÓÒÍËÏ ÔËÂÏ‡Ï27. ç‡ÔÓÚË‚, ÔÓ‰Ó·Ì˚Â ‰ÂÈ-
ÒÚ‚Ëfl ‚ ËÒÔÓÎÌÂÌËË îÎ‡‚Ëfl îËÏ·ËË ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Â„Ó ‚ÓËÌÓ‚, ÓÚÍ‡Á‡‚¯Ëı-
Òfl ‚ÓÂ‚‡Ú¸ ÔÓÚË‚ ëÛÎÎ˚, ·˚ÎË ÒÍÓÂÂ ÒÔÓÌÚ‡ÌÌ˚ÏË Ë ÌÂ ÔËÌÂÒÎË ÂÏÛ ÊÂÎ‡Â-
ÏÓ„Ó ÂÁÛÎ¸Ú‡Ú‡ (App. Mithr. 59). åÓÎ¸·˚ Ë Á‡ÍÎËÌ‡ÌËfl ÌÂ ÔÓÏÓ„ÎË Ë ÎÂ„‡ÚÛ
Ä‚ÎÛ èÓÒÚÛÏË˛ ÄÎ¸·ËÌÛ, ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡‚¯ÂÏÛ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓÏ ‚ 89 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ëÓ-
˛ÁÌË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ‚ÓÈÌ˚: ÓÌ ·˚Î Á‡·ËÚ Í‡ÏÌflÏË Ì‡ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ (Val. Max. IX. 8. 3;
Liv. Per. 75; Plut. Sul. 6; Oros. V. 18. 23)28. ëÎÂÁ˚ Ë ‡Á˚‚‡ÌËÂ Ì‡ ÒÂ·Â Ó‰ÂÊ‰˚ ËÒ-
ÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Î ûÎËÈ ñÂÁ‡¸ ‚ 49 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝., ÍÓ„‰‡ ÔÓÒÎÂ ÔÂÂÔ‡‚˚ ˜ÂÂÁ êÛ·ËÍÓÌ ÓÌ,
‚˚‚Â‰fl Ì‡ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ ·ÂÊ‡‚¯Ëı Í ÌÂÏÛ ËÁ„Ì‡ÌÌËÍÓ‚-ÚË·ÛÌÓ‚, ÛÏÓÎflÎ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú Ó ‚Â-
ÌÓÒÚË29. Ç ÚÓÏ ÊÂ „Ó‰Û Í ÒÎÂÁ‡Ï ÔË·Â„‡ÂÚ Ë å‡Í èÂÚÂÈ ‚ àÒÔ‡ÌËË: ÔÎ‡˜‡
(flens), ÓÌ ÛÔ‡¯Ë‚‡ÂÚ Ò‚ÓËı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ÒÓı‡ÌËÚ¸ ÔÂ‰‡ÌÌÓÒÚ¸ ÂÏÛ Ë èÓÏÔÂ˛ (Caes.
BC. I. 76. 1) Ë Ì‡ ‚ÂÏfl ‰ÓÒÚË„‡ÂÚ ˆÂÎË. èÓÎÌ˚È Ì‡·Ó ˝ÍÒÚÂÏ‡Î¸Ì˚ı ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚30

ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Î Ì‡ÏÂÒÚÌËÍ è‡ÌÌÓÌËË ‚ 69 „. Ì.˝. í‡ÏÔËÈ îÎ‡‚Ë‡Ì, Í‡ÁÌË ÍÓÚÓÓ„Ó
ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÎË ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚Â ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚: ÓÌ ‡Á˚‚‡Î Ì‡ ÒÂ·Â Ó‰ÂÊ‰˚, ˚‰‡Î, ÔÓÒÚË‡Î-
Òfl Ì‡ ÁÂÏÎÂ ÔÂÂ‰ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ‡ÏË, Ò ÏÓÎ¸·ÓÈ ÔÓÚfl„Ë‚‡Î Í ÌËÏ ÛÍË31, ÌÓ ·ÂÁÂ-
ÁÛÎ¸Ú‡ÚÌÓ; Ë ÂÒÎË ·˚ ÌÂ Â¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸ ÄÌÚÓÌËfl èËÏ‡, ÓÌ ·˚Î ·˚ Û·ËÚ ‡Á˙-
flÂÌÌ˚ÏË ‚ÓËÌ‡ÏË (Tac. Hist. III. 10). äÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÈ ‚ÓÈÒÍÓÏ ‚ËÚÂÎÎË‡ÌˆÂ‚ ‚
69 „. Ì.˝. î‡·ËÈ Ç‡ÎÂÌÚ, ÍÓÚÓ˚È ·˚Î ‚˚ÌÛÊ‰ÂÌ ÒÔ‡Ò‡Ú¸Òfl ·Â„ÒÚ‚ÓÏ Ë ÒÔflÚ‡Ú¸-
Òfl ÓÚ Ò‚ÓËı ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ı ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú, ÔÓÒÎÂ ÚÓ„Ó Í‡Í ÏflÚÂÊ ÔÓ¯ÂÎ Ì‡ Û·˚Î¸, ÔÓfl‚ËÎÒfl
ÔÂÂ‰ ‡ÒÍ‡fl‚¯ËÏËÒfl ÏflÚÂÊÌËÍ‡ÏË ÔÎ‡˜Û˘ËÈ (flens), ‚ ·ÂÁÓ·‡ÁÌÓÈ Ó‰ÂÊ‰Â, Ë
‚ÓËÌ‡ÏË «Ó‚Î‡‰ÂÎ‡ ‡‰ÓÒÚ¸, ÒÓÒÚ‡‰‡ÌËÂ Ë Î˛·Ó‚¸ Í Ò‚ÓÂÏÛ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÛ» (Tac.
Hist. II. 29; ÔÂ. É.ë. äÌ‡·Â). èÓÍ‡Á‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÎËÍÛ˛˘‡fl ÚÓÎÔ‡ ÓÍÛÊËÎ‡ Ç‡-
ÎÂÌÚ‡ ¯Ú‡Ì‰‡Ú‡ÏË ÍÓ„ÓÚ Ë ÓÎ‡ÏË ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓ‚ Ë ‚Ó‰‚ÓËÎ‡ Â„Ó Ì‡ ÚË·ÛÌ‡Î:
˝ÚÓÚ ‡ÍÚ Ù‡ÍÚË˜ÂÒÍË – Ë ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍË – ÓÁÌ‡˜‡Î Â„Ó ‚ÓÒÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËÂ ‚ ÒÚ‡ÚÛÒÂ
ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó32.

27 ëÏ. Lovano M. The Age of Cinna: Crucible of Late Republican Rome. Stuttgart, 2002.
P. 36 f. Cp. Millar. The Crowd in Rome… P. 226; Blois L. de. Army and General… P. 172.

28 ùÚÓ, ÍÒÚ‡ÚË ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ÔÂ‚˚È ÛÒÔÂ¯Ì˚È ÒÎÛ˜‡È ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ
ËÒÚÓËË Ò 325 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. (Chrissanthos. Seditio. Mutiny… P. 109).

29 Suet. Div. Iul. 33: pro contione fidem militum flens ac veste a pectore discisa invocavit…
30 çÂÍÓÚÓ˚Â ËÁ ˝ÚËı ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚ ÔËÏÂÌflÎËÒ¸ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ÏflÚÂÊ‡, ÌÓ Ë ‚ ‰Û-

„Ëı ÍËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı. í‡Í, ÍÓ„‰‡ ‚ Î‡„ÂÂ Ä‚Î‡ ñÂˆËÌ˚, ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ ÉÂÏ‡-
ÌËÍ‡, ËÁ-Á‡ ÎÓÊÌÓÈ ÚÂ‚Ó„Ë ÌÓ˜¸˛ ‚ÓÁÌËÍÎ‡ Ô‡ÌËÍ‡ Ë ÌË ÔËÍ‡Á˚, ÌË ÔÓÒ¸·˚ ÌËÍ‡Í
ÌÂ ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÎË Ì‡ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú, ·ÓÒË‚¯ËıÒfl ·ÂÊ‡Ú¸, ÓÌ ÒÚ‡Î ı‚‡Ú‡Ú¸ Ëı Á‡ ÛÍË Ë Ì‡ÍÓÌÂˆ
ÎÂ„ ‚ Ò‡ÏÓÏ ÔÓıÓ‰Â Î‡„ÂÌ˚ı ‚ÓÓÚ, Ë ·Â„ÒÚ‚Ó ·˚ÎÓ ÓÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌÓ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ
ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ ÔÓÒÓ‚ÂÒÚËÎËÒ¸ ÔÓÈÚË ÔÓ ÚÂÎÛ ÎÂ„‡Ú‡ (Tac. Ann. I. 66. 2).

31 supplicis manus tenderet, humi plerumque stratus, lacere veste, pectus atque ora singultu
quatiens.

32 é ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘ÂÈ ‡ÚË·ÛÚËÍÂ ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ÒıÓ‰ÍË, ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍË ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍË‚‡˛-
˘ÂÈ ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆË˛ ÏÂÊ‰Û ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÏ Ë ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË, ÒÏ. å‡ıÎ‡˛Í. ëÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ êËÏ-
ÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË… ë. 210 ÒÎÎ. (ÒÓ ÒÒ˚ÎÍ‡ÏË Ì‡ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍË); David. Les contiones mili-
taires… P. 223 suiv.; Sommner M. Der Kaiser spricht. Die adlocutio als Motiv der Kommuni-
cation zwischen Herrscher und Heer von Caligula bis Konstantin // Krieg – Gesellschaft –
Institutionen. Beiträge zu einer vergleichenden Kriegsgeschichte / Hrsg. B. Meiβner,
O. Schmitt, M. Sommer. B., 2005. S. 343 f.
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Ç ‰‡ÌÌÓÏ ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Â ÔËÏÂ˜‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ Ë ÚÓ Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó, ˜ÚÓ, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌÓ í‡ˆËÚÛ,
Ò‡ÏË ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚, ÓÍ‡Á‡‚¯ËÒ¸ ·ÂÁ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡ÌËfl33, ÔÓÒËÎË Ó ÔÓ˘ÂÌËË cum preci-
bus ac lacrimis. ÇÓÓ·˘Â, Ì‡‰Ó Á‡ÏÂÚËÚ¸, fl‰Ó‚˚Â ‚ÓËÌ˚ ‚ ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚ı ˝ÏÓˆËÓ-
Ì‡Î¸ÌÓ-ÓÒÚ˚ı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı, Ú‡Í ÊÂ, Í‡Í Ë ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍË, ÌÂ ÒÚÂÒÌfl˛ÚÒfl ‚˚‡-
Ê‡Ú¸ Ò‚ÓË ˜Û‚ÒÚ‚‡ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË. íÂı ÊÂ ‚ËÚÂÎÎË‡ÌÒÍËı ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚ ·ÛÍ‚‡Î¸ÌÓ ‰Ó ˚-
‰‡ÌËÈ (effusis lacrimis) ÔÓÌflÎ‡ Â˜¸ äÎ‡‚‰Ëfl äÓÒÒ‡, ÔÓÒÎ‡ ÒÚÓÎËˆ˚ „ÂÎ¸‚ÂÚÓ‚
Ä‚ÂÌÚËÍ‡, Û·ÂÊ‰‡‚¯Â„Ó ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ÔÓÏËÎÓ‚‡Ú¸ ÊËÚÂÎÂÈ Ë ÌÂ ÔÂ‰‡‚‡Ú¸ ‡Á„‡·ÎÂ-
ÌË˛ „ÓÓ‰ (Tac. Hist. I. 69). äÓ„‰‡ ËÏÒÍËÂ ‚ÓËÌ˚, ‚ÓÂ‚‡‚¯ËÂ ‚ àÒÔ‡ÌËË ‚Ó ‚Â-
Ïfl ÇÚÓÓÈ èÛÌË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ‚ÓÈÌ˚ ÔÓÒÎÂ „Ë·ÂÎË Ó·ÓËı ëˆËÔËÓÌÓ‚ ËÁ·‡ÎË ‚ Í‡˜Â-
ÒÚ‚Â ÌÓ‚Ó„Ó ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó ‚Ò‡‰ÌËÍ‡ ãÛˆËfl å‡ˆËfl Ë ‰ÓÎÊÌ˚ ·˚ÎË ‚ÒÚÛÔËÚ¸
ÔÓ‰ Â„Ó Ì‡˜‡ÎÓÏ ‚ ·ËÚ‚Û Ò ÔÛÌËÈˆ‡ÏË, ÚÓ, ÛÊÂ ÔÓÒÎÂ ÔÓ‰‡˜Ë ÒË„Ì‡Î‡ Í ·Ó˛,
‚ÒÔÓÏÌË‚, Í‡ÍËÂ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ˚ Â˘Â ÌÂ‰‡‚ÌÓ ‚Ó‰ËÎË Ëı ‚ ·ÓÈ, ÓÌË ‰ÛÊÌÓ ‡Á˚-
‰‡ÎËÒ¸, ÒÚ‡ÎË ·ËÚ¸Òfl „ÓÎÓ‚ÓÈ ÓÁÂÏ¸, ‚‡ÎflÚ¸Òfl ÔÓ ÁÂÏÎÂ, ÍÓËÚ¸ ·Ó„Ó‚, ‚Á˚‚‡Ú¸ Í
Ò‚ÓËÏ ÔÓ„Ë·¯ËÏ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡Ï34. ë ÔÎ‡˜ÂÏ (δαvκρυσι) Ë ÌÂÒÍÓÌ˜‡ÂÏ˚ÏË Ó·˙flÚË-
flÏË ÔÓ‚ÓÊ‡ÎË ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ˚ ä‡ÚÓÌ‡ åÎ‡‰¯Â„Ó ÔÓÒÎÂ ÓÍÓÌ˜‡ÌËfl Â„Ó ÒÎÛÊ·˚ ‚ Í‡-
˜ÂÒÚ‚Â ‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÚË·ÛÌ‡ ‚ ÔÓ‚ËÌˆËË å‡ÍÂ‰ÓÌËË (Plut. Cato min. 12. 1). ëÎÂÁ ‡-
‰ÓÒÚË (elicitae gaudio lacrimae) ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÛÚ Ò‰ÂÊ‡Ú¸ ÒÚ‡˚Â ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ ÔË ‚ÒÚÂ˜Â Ò
íË·ÂËÂÏ, Ò ÍÓÚÓ˚Ï ÒÎÛÊËÎË ÔÂÊ‰Â, ÍÓ„‰‡ ÓÌ ÔË·˚Î ‚ Í‡˜ÂÒÚ‚Â ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛-
˘Â„Ó ‚ ÉÂÏ‡ÌË˛ (Vell. II. 104. 4). ÇÓ ‚ÂÏfl ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Ô‡ÌÌÓÌÒÍËı ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓ‚ ÌÂÍËÈ
fl‰Ó‚ÓÈ ‚ÓËÌ ÇË·ÛÎÂÌ, ˜ÚÓ·˚ Â˘Â ·ÓÎ¸¯Â ‚ÓÁ·Û‰ËÚ¸ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚È ‰Ûı ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú Ë Ì‡-
ÒÚÓËÚ¸ Ëı ÔÓÚË‚ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰ËÓ‚, ÔË·Â„‡ÂÚ Í ÚÂÏ ÊÂ ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚‡Ï ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl, ˜ÚÓ Ë
‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍË, ÌÓ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ, Ú‡Í ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, Ò Ó·‡ÚÌ˚Ï ÁÌ‡ÍÓÏ: ‡ÒÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡fl Ó ‚˚-
Ï˚¯ÎÂÌÌÓÏ Û·ËÈÒÚ‚Â Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó ·‡Ú‡ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ë‡ÏË, ÓÌ ÔÓ‰ÍÂÔÎflÂÚ Ò‚ÓË ÒÎÓ‚‡
ÔÎ‡˜ÂÏ, Û‰‡flÂÚ ÒÂ·fl ‚ „Û‰¸ Ë ÎËˆÓ, ÔËÔ‡‰‡ÂÚ Í ÌÓ„‡Ï ÒÓÒÎÛÊË‚ˆÂ‚35. àÒıÓ‰fl
ËÁ ˝ÚËı Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚, ÌÂ ·Û‰ÂÚ, Ì‡‚ÂÌÓÂ, ÔÂÛ‚ÂÎË˜ÂÌËÂÏ Á‡ÍÎ˛˜ËÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ Î˛‰Ë,
ÒÍÎÓÌÌ˚Â Í ÔÓ‰Ó·Ì˚Ï ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËflÏ ˝ÏÓˆËÈ, Ë Ò‡ÏË – ÛÊÂ ‚ Í‡˜ÂÒÚ‚Â ‡Û‰ËÚÓËË,
Í ÍÓÚÓÓÈ Ó·‡˘‡ÎÒfl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰Âˆ, – ·˚ÎË ‚ÂÒ¸Ï‡ ‚ÓÒÔËËÏ˜Ë‚˚ Í ÒÎÂÁ‡Ï, ËÒ-
ÔÓÎ¸ÁÛÂÏ˚Ï Í‡Í ÒÔÂˆËÙË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚Ó ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ˆËË, Ó·Î‡‰‡˛˘ÂÂ ·ÓÎ¸¯ÓÈ
˝ÍÒÔÂÒÒË‚ÌÓÈ ÒËÎÓÈ, ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓ ‚ ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡ÌËË Ò ‰Û„ËÏË ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍË Ì‡ÔÓÎÌÂÌ-
Ì˚ÏË ÊÂÒÚ‡ÏË. çÛÊÌÓ, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ, ‚ÌÂÒÚË Ó‰ÌÓ ÌÂ·ÓÎ¸¯ÓÂ ÛÚÓ˜ÌÂÌËÂ ‚ ‚˚‚Ó‰
ù. îÎ‡È„‡, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌÓ ÍÓÚÓÓÏÛ ÒËÎ‡ ˝ÚÓ„Ó ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl Ó·ÛÒÎÓ‚ÎÂÌ‡ ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ ÒÎÂ-
Á˚ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ ÓÁÌ‡˜‡ÎË ÛÚ‡ÚÛ ËÏ ÍÓÌÚÓÎfl Ì‡‰ ÒÓ·ÓÈ36. éÌË ËÏÂÌÌÓ ÓÁÌ‡˜‡ÎË
˝ÚÛ ÛÚ‡ÚÛ ‚ ‚ÓÒÔËflÚËË ‚ÓËÌÓ‚. çÓ ‰‡ÎÂÍÓ ÌÂ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ ÒÎÂÁ˚ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ Ì‡ ‰ÂÎÂ
fl‚ÎflÎËÒ¸ ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËÂÏ Â„Ó ÒÎ‡·ÓÒÚË37. Ç ·ÓÎ¸¯ËÌÒÚ‚Â ÔË‚Â‰ÂÌÌ˚ı ÔËÏÂÓ‚,

33 êÂ¯‡˛˘Û˛ ÓÎ¸ ‚ ÓÍÓÌ˜‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÔÂÒÂ˜ÂÌËË ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Ò˚„‡Î‡ ıËÚÓÒÚ¸ ÔÂ-
ÙÂÍÚ‡ Î‡„Âfl ÄÎÙÂÌ‡ Ç‡‡, ÍÓÚÓ˚È, Á‡ÏÂÚË‚, ˜ÚÓ ‚ÓÒÒÚ‡ÌËÂ ÔÓ¯ÎÓ Ì‡ Û·˚Î¸, Á‡-
ÔÂÚËÎ ˆÂÌÚÛËÓÌ‡Ï Ó·ıÓ‰ËÚ¸ ÔÓÒÚ˚, ‡ ÚÛ·‡˜‡Ï ÒÓÁ˚‚‡Ú¸ ‚ÓÈÒÍÓ Ì‡ ‡·ÓÚÛ Ë Û˜ÂÌËfl,
˜ÚÓ ÔË‚ÂÎÓ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ‚ Á‡ÏÂ¯‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó (Tac. Hist. II. 29).

34 Liv. XXV. 37. 9: flere omnes repente et offensare capita et alii manus ad caelum tendere
deos incusantes, alii strati humi suum quisque nominatim ducem implorare. éÚÏÂÚËÏ, Ó‰Ì‡-
ÍÓ, ˜ÚÓ Ò‡Ï å‡ˆËÈ, ÛÚÂ¯‡fl Ë Û‚Â˘Â‚‡fl ÌÂ ‚ ÏÂÛ ‚ÓÁ·Û‰Ë‚¯ËıÒfl ‚ÓËÌÓ‚, ÛÔÓ‰Ó·ÎflÂÚ
Ú‡ÍÓÂ Ëı ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËË ÊÂÌÒÍÓÏÛ: in muliebres et inutiles se proiecissent fletus (Ibid. XXV.
37. 10).

35 Tac. Ann. I. 23. 1: fletu et pectus atque os manibus verberans… praeceps et singulorum
pedibus advolutus.

36 Flaig. Ritualisierte Politik… S. 113.
37 ëÚÓËÚ, ‚ÔÓ˜ÂÏ, Ó„Ó‚ÓËÚ¸Òfl, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË Ï‡ÒÍÛÎËÌÌ˚Â Í‡˜ÂÒÚ‚‡

Ò‚flÁ˚‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ÔÂÊ‰Â ‚ÒÂ„Ó Ò Ó·Î‡‰‡ÌËÂÏ ‚Î‡ÒÚ¸˛ Ë ÒÔÓÒÓ·ÌÓÒÚ¸˛ Í Ò‡ÏÓÍÓÌÚÓÎ˛.
ëÏ. Williams C.A. Roman Homosexuality. Ideologies of Masculinity in Classical Antiquity.
N.Y.–Oxf.,  1999.  P. 138 ff.;  Barton. All things Beseem the Victor…; Alston R. Arms and the
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Í‡Í Ì‡Ï Í‡ÊÂÚÒfl, ÏÓÊÌÓ Ó·Ì‡ÛÊËÚ¸ ÒÚÓÎ¸ ÊÂ ÒÓÁÌ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ ‰‡Ì-
ÌÓ„Ó «ÊÂÒÚ‡» Ò ˆÂÎ¸˛ ‚˚Á‚‡Ú¸ Û ‡Û‰ËÚÓËË ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎÂÌÌÛ˛ Â‡ÍˆË˛, Í‡Í Ë ‚ ‚˚-
ÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËflı ÒÛ‰Â·Ì˚ı Ó‡ÚÓÓ‚38. ê‡ÁÛÏÂÂÚÒfl, ‚ „Î‡Á‡ı ÔÓÒÚ˚ı ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú, ÌÂ ÓÒÓ-
·ÂÌÌÓ ËÒÍÛ¯ÂÌÌ˚ı ‚ Ó‡ÚÓÒÍËı ÔËÂÏ‡ı39, ˝ÚË ÒÎÂÁ˚ ÏÓ„ÎË ‚˚„Îfl‰ÂÚ¸ ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ
ËÒÍÂÌÌËÏË, Ë ËÏÂÌÌÓ ÔÓ˝ÚÓÏÛ ÓÌË ‰ÓÒÚË„‡ÎË ÚÓ„Ó ˝ÙÙÂÍÚ‡, Ì‡ ÍÓÚÓ˚È ·˚ÎË
‡ÒÒ˜ËÚ‡Ì˚.

ëÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ Ú‡ÍÊÂ ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ÒÎÂÁ˚ Ë Ó·ıÓ‰ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËı Ô‡Î‡ÚÓÍ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂÏ
Í‡Í ÓÒÓ·ÓÂ ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚Ó ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËfl «·ÎËÁÓÒÚË» ÏÂÊ‰Û ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘ËÏ Ë Â„Ó ‚ÓË-
Ì‡ÏË Ô‡ÍÚËÍÓ‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‚ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ÏflÚÂÊ‡. í‡Í, å‡Í ÄÌÚÓÌËÈ, Ô˚Ú‡-
flÒ¸ Ó·Ó‰ËÚ¸ Ò‚ÓËı ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚ ÔÓÒÎÂ ÔÓ‡ÊÂÌËfl ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl Ô‡ÙflÌÒÍÓ„Ó ÔÓıÓ‰‡,
ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË ÒÓÒÚ‡‰‡ÌËfl Ì‡ „Î‡Á‡ı (δεδακρυµεvνος και; περιπαθὼν) Ó·ıÓ‰ËÎ Ô‡Î‡Ú-
ÍË, ÔÓÊËÏ‡Î ÛÍË ‡ÌÂÌ˚Ï – Ë ÔÓÎÛ˜ËÎ ‚ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ ËÒÍÓÏÛ˛ Â‡ÍˆË˛: ‚ÓÈÒÍÓ ‚ÓÒ-
ÔflÌÛÎÓ ‰ÛıÓÏ Ë ËÁ˙fl‚ÎflÎÓ Î˛·Ó‚¸ Í ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÛ (Plut. Ant. 43. 2). êËÏÒÍËÏË ‚Ó-
ÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ÏË ÒÎÂÁ˚ ÔÓÎË‚‡˛ÚÒfl – ÔÛ·ÎË˜ÌÓ Ë ·ÂÁ ÒÚÂÒÌÂÌËfl – Ë ‚ ÒÓ‚Â¯ÂÌ-
ÌÓ ËÌ˚ı Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ı. äÎ‡‚‰ËÈ å‡ˆÂÎÎ, ÔÂÂ‰ ÚÂÏ Í‡Í ÓÚ‰‡Ú¸ ëË‡ÍÛÁ˚ Ì‡
‡Á„‡·ÎÂÌËÂ Ò‚ÓËÏ ‚ÓËÌ‡Ï, ‰ÓÎ„Ó ÔÎ‡˜ÂÚ (εjπι; πολυ; δακρὺσαι) ‚ ÔËÒÛÚÒÚ‚ËË
Ò‚ÓÂÈ Ò‚ËÚ˚, „Îfl‰fl Ì‡ Í‡ÒÓÚÛ Ë ‚ÂÎË˜ËÂ „ÓÓ‰‡ Ë ÒÓÒÚ‡‰‡fl Â„Ó Û˜‡ÒÚË (Plut.
Marcel. 19. 1). èË ‚Ë‰Â ÓÍÓÌ˜‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÈ „Ë·ÂÎË ä‡Ù‡„ÂÌ‡ Ë ËÁ ÒÓÒÚ‡‰‡ÌËfl Í ÔÓ-
‚ÂÊÂÌÌÓÏÛ ‚‡„Û ˚‰‡ÂÚ (δακρὺσαι) ëˆËÔËÓÌ ùÏËÎË‡Ì (Polyb. XXXVIII. 22. 1;
Ò. Diod. XXXII. 24; App. Lib. 19. 132). É‡È å‡ËÈ, ÍÓÚÓÓÏÛ ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ·Â„ÒÚ‚‡ ÓÚ
ÔÂÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡‚¯Ëı Â„Ó ÔÓ ÔflÚ‡Ï ÒÛÎÎ‡ÌˆÂ‚ Ò ÚÛ‰ÓÏ Û‰‡ÎÓÒ¸ ÔÂÂ·‡Ú¸Òfl Ì‡ ÒÎÛ-
˜‡ÈÌÓ ÔÓıÓ‰Ë‚¯ËÈ ÏËÏÓ „ÛÁÓ‚ÓÈ ÍÓ‡·Î¸, ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË ÏÓÎËÎ (ιjκετευvοντος δε;
τοὺ Μαριvου και; δακρυvοντος) ÒÛ‰Ó‚Î‡‰ÂÎ¸ˆÂ‚ ÌÂ ‚˚‰‡‚‡Ú¸ Â„Ó ÔÓfl‚Ë‚¯ËÏÒfl Ì‡
·ÂÂ„Û ÔÂÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎflÏ (Plut. C. Mar. 37. 2). ÉÂÏ‡ÌËÍ ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË (multo cum fle-
tu) Û„Ó‚‡Ë‚‡ÂÚ Ä„ËÔÔËÌÛ ÔÓÍËÌÛÚ¸ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚È Î‡„Â¸ (Tac. Ann. I. 40. 3). éÌ ÊÂ
Ó·ÎË‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ó·ËÎ¸Ì˚ÏË ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË (plurimis cum lacrimis) ÔÓÒÎÂ ÚÓ„Ó Í‡Í, ÔË·˚‚ ‚
ëÚ‡˚Â Î‡„Âfl, Û‚Ë‰ÂÎ ÂÁÛÎ¸Ú‡Ú˚ ÚÓÈ ÊÂÒÚÓÍÓÈ ‡ÒÔ‡‚˚ Ì‡‰ Á‡˜ËÌ˘ËÍ‡ÏË
ÏflÚÂÊ‡ V Ë XXI ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓ‚, ÍÓÚÓ‡fl ·˚Î‡ Û˜ËÌÂÌ‡ Ú‡Ï ÒËÎ‡ÏË ‚ÂÌÓÈ ˜‡ÒÚË ÎÂ„Ë-
ÓÌÂÓ‚ (Tac. Ann. I. 49. 2).

Ç ÔÓÒÎÂ‰ÌËı ˜ÂÚ˚Âı ˝ÔËÁÓ‰‡ı ‡Ò˜ÂÚ Ì‡ ÓÍÛÊ‡˛˘Û˛ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÛ˛ Ï‡ÒÒÛ (‡
ÌÂ Ì‡ ˜ËÚ‡ÚÂÎfl ‰‡ÌÌÓ„Ó ÔÓ‚ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÌËfl), Í‡Í Ú‡ÍÓ‚ÓÈ, ÓÚÒÛÚÒÚ‚ÛÂÚ, Ë ÓÌË ‚‡ÊÌ˚,
ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Û˛Ú Ó ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ÒÎÂÁ˚ Í‡Í ÙÓÏ‡ ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ Â‡Í-
ˆËË Ë ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËÂ ÒÎ‡·ÓÒÚË ‚ ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎÂÌÌ˚ı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı ÌÂ Ò˜ËÚ‡ÎËÒ¸ ËÏÎflÌ‡ÏË
˜ÂÏ-ÚÓ ÔÓÁÓÌ˚Ï, ÌÂÒÓ‚ÏÂÒÚËÏ˚Ï Ò ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÒÚ¸˛ Ë ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚ÓÏ ÌÓÒËÚÂÎfl

Man: Soldiers, Masculinity and Power in Republican and Imperial Rome // When Men Were
Men. Masculinity, Power and Identity in Classical Antiquity / Ed. L. Foxhall, J. Salmen. L.–
N.Y., 1998. P. 205–223. Ç fl‰Â ‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÌËÈ ËÏÒÍËı ‡‚ÚÓÓ‚ ÌÂÒ‰ÂÊ‡ÌÌÓÒÚ¸ Ì‡
ÒÎÂÁ˚ Ú‡ÍÚÛÂÚÒfl Í‡Í ÒÛ„Û·Ó ÊÂÌÒÍÓÂ Í‡˜ÂÒÚ‚Ó. ë., Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: Cic. Tusc. disp. II. 48:
si se lament muliebriter lacrimisque dedet; Sen. Dial. XII. 16. 1: non est quod utaris excusa-
tione muliebris nominis, cui paene concessum est immoderatum in lacrimis ius. é‰Ì‡ÍÓ ëÂ-
ÌÂÍ‡ ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡ÂÚ ‰‡ÊÂ ‰Îfl ÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ÏÛ‰Âˆ‡ ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÒÚ¸ Ë ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏÓÒÚ¸
‰‡‚‡Ú¸ ‚ÓÎ˛ ÒÎÂÁ‡Ï ‚ ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎÂÌÌ˚ı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı (Sen. Ep. XCIX. 15–21; 26–27).

38 ëÎÂÁ˚ Ë ˚‰‡ÌËfl ÔflÏÓ ÔËÁÌ‡˛ÚÒfl ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏ˚Ï Ë ‚‡ÊÌ˚Ï ˝ÎÂÏÂÌÚÓÏ ‚˚-
ÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËfl ËÒÍÛÒÌÓ„Ó Ó‡ÚÓ‡. CÏ., Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: Cic. De orat. II. 47. 196; Quint. Inst. or. VI.
2. 36. ìÍ‡Á‡ÌËflÏË Ì‡ ˚‰‡ÌËfl (Í‡Í Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó Ó‡ÚÓ‡, Ú‡Í Ë Â„Ó ‡Û‰ËÚÓËË) ÔÓÎÌ˚ Â˜Ë
ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ (Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: Red. Quir. 12; Pro Lig. 5. 13; 11. 32–33). ÄÌ‡ÎÓ„Ë˜ÌÛ˛ Í‡ÚËÌÛ
ÏÓÊÌÓ ‚Ë‰ÂÚ¸ Ë ‚ „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÒÛ‰Â·ÌÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ, „‰Â ÒÎÂÁ˚ Ë ˚‰‡ÌËfl Í‡Í ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚Ó
˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl Ë„‡˛Ú Ó˜ÂÌ¸ ‚‡ÊÌÛ˛ ÓÎ¸. ëÏ. äÛ‰fl‚ˆÂ‚‡. ìÍ. ÒÓ˜.
ë. 12 ÒÎÎ.

39 ÇÔÓ˜ÂÏ, ÔÓ ÏÌÂÌË˛ É. AÎ‰ÂÚÂ, ÁÌ‡ÌËÂ ÙÓÏ‡Î¸Ì˚ı Ó‡ÚÓÒÍËı ÊÂÒÚÓ‚ ·˚ÎÓ
¯ËÓÍÓ ‡ÒÔÓÒÚ‡ÌÂÌÓ ‰‡ÊÂ ÒÂ‰Ë ·Â‰ÌÂÈ¯Ëı ÍÎ‡ÒÒÓ‚ (Aldrete. Op. cit. P. 50).
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‚˚Ò¯ÂÈ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË. éÌË ‚ıÓ‰ËÎË ‚ «‡ÒÂÌ‡Î» ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı Ë ÒÛ‰Â·Ì˚ı
Ó‡ÚÓÓ‚ Ë, Ó˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, ÔÓÚÓÏÛ ·˚ÎË ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˝ÙÙÂÍÚË‚Ì˚Ï ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚ÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ
Â„Ó ÔËÏÂÌÂÌËÂ Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÎÓ ÔflÏÓÈ ÓÚÍÎËÍ ‚ ‰Û¯‡ı ÒÎÛ¯‡ÚÂÎÂÈ. Ä ˝ÚÓ, ÔÓÏËÏÓ
‚ÒÂ„Ó ÔÓ˜Â„Ó, ÓÁÌ‡˜‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÏ Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚Â ÔËÌflÚ˚Â ÙÓÏ˚ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl
˝ÏÓˆËÈ ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÓÚÎË˜‡ÎËÒ¸ ÓÚ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚ı40. ï‡‡ÍÚÂÌÓ ‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ÔÎ‡ÌÂ ÚÓ
ÔÓÚË‚ÓÔÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂ, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ ‰ÂÎ‡ÂÚ èÎËÌËÈ åÎ‡‰¯ËÈ ‚ Ò‚ÓÂÏ «è‡ÌÂ„ËËÍÂ
í‡flÌÛ», ÓÚÏÂ˜‡fl, ˜ÚÓ ËÏÒÍËÈ Ì‡Ó‰ ‰‡Î Ó‰ÌÓÏÛ ËÁ ÔÂÊÌËı ÔËÌˆÂÔÒÓ‚ ÔÓ-
Á‚Ë˘Â «Í‡ÒË‚Ó„Ó», ‡ í‡flÌÛ – «‰Ó·ÎÂÒÚÌÓ„Ó», ‚ÓÒı‚‡ÎË‚ ÍËÍ‡ÏË Ó‰Ó·ÂÌËfl «Û
ÚÓ„Ó Â„Ó Ó‡ÚÓÒÍËÂ ÒÔÓÒÓ·ÌÓÒÚË Ë „ÓÎÓÒ, ‡ Û ˝ÚÓ„Ó Â„Ó ÏËÎÓÒÚ¸, ÒÍÓÏÌÓÒÚ¸ Ë
ÍÓÚÓÒÚ¸» (ÔÂ. Ç.ë. ëÓÍÓÎÓ‚‡)41; ÔË ˝ÚÓÏ Ô‡ÌÂ„ËËÒÚ ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍË‚‡ÂÚ ‚ «ÎÛ˜¯ÂÏ
ÔËÌˆÂÔÒÂ» Â„Ó ÒÔÓÒÓ·ÌÓÒÚ¸ ËÒÔ˚Ú˚‚‡Ú¸ ÒÚ˚‰ Ë ÌÂ ÒÍ˚‚‡Ú¸ ÒÎÂÁ ‚ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ Ì‡ Ó·-
‡˘ÂÌÌ˚Â Í ÌÂÏÛ ‚ÓÒı‚‡ÎÂÌËfl42. ùÚÛ ÒÔÓÒÓ·ÌÓÒÚ¸ í‡flÌ‡ èÎËÌËÈ ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÂÚ Í‡Í
ÁÌ‡Í Â„Ó ËÒÍÂÌÌÓÒÚË, ‚Ë‰fl ‚ Ú‡ÍÓÈ Â‡ÍˆËË ÒÍÓÏÌÓÒÚ¸, ˜ÂÎÓ‚Â˜ÌÓÒÚ¸, ‰ÓÒÚÛÔ-
ÌÓÒÚ¸, ÓÒÓ·Û˛ ·ÎËÁÓÒÚ¸ Ô‡‚ËÚÂÎfl ÔÓ‰‚Î‡ÒÚÌ˚Ï43. Ç‡ÊÌÓ Ë ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‰‡ÌÌ˚Â Í‡˜Â-
ÒÚ‚‡ Ò‚flÁ˚‚‡˛ÚÒfl ‡‚ÚÓÓÏ Ò ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂÏ, ‰ÓÒÚÓÈÌ˚Ï „‡Ê‰‡ÌËÌ‡ Ë ÒÂÌ‡ÚÓ‡44.

ëÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÓÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ËÚ¸Òfl ‰‡ÎÂÂ Â˘Â Ì‡ Ó‰ÌÓÈ, ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˜‡ÒÚÓ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÏÓÈ ‚
ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ‡ı ÙÓÏÂ ÁÌ‡ÍÓ‚Ó„Ó ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ ‚ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ÏflÚÂÊ‡. ùÚÓ
Ú‚Â‰Ó ‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚËÛÂÏ‡fl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂÏ Â¯ËÏÓÒÚ¸ ÛÏÂÂÚ¸, ÌÓ ÌÂ ÛÒÚÛÔËÚ¸ ÚÂ-
·Ó‚‡ÌËflÏ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ı ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú45. èÓ Ò‚ÓÂÏÛ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÛ ‰‡ÌÌ˚È ÊÂÒÚ, Í‡Á‡ÎÓÒ¸ ·˚, ÏÓ-
ÊÂÚ ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË‚‡Ú¸Òfl Í‡Í ÔÓÚË‚ÓÔÓÎÓÊÌ˚È «ÏÓÎ¸·‡Ï Ë ÔÎ‡˜Û», ÓÁÌ‡˜‡˛˘ËÏ
ÛÚ‡ÚÛ Ò‡ÏÓÍÓÌÚÓÎfl, Í‡Í ‚˚Ò¯‡fl ÒÚÂÔÂÌ¸ Ò‡ÏÓÓ·Î‡‰‡ÌËfl Ë ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚‡ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó
ÎË‰Â‡ ÔÂÂ‰ ÎËˆÓÏ ·ÛÌÚÛ˛˘Ëı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚46. é‰Ì‡ÍÓ, Í‡Í ÔÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ ÔË‚Â‰ÂÌÌ˚È

40 ä‡Í Á‡ÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ ê. å‡Íå‡ÎÎÂÌ, ÙËÎÓÒÓÙ˚-ÒÚÓËÍË ÏÓ„ÎË ÓÒÛÊ‰‡Ú¸ ¯ÛÏÌ˚Â, ‰‡-
Ï‡ÚËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚Â Ó„ËË ˝ÏÓˆËÈ (loud, self-dramatizing orgies of emotions), ÌÓ Ò‡ÏÓ Ëı
ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËÂ ÒÍÓÂÂ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ Î˛‰Ë ËÁ ‚˚Ò¯Ëı ÒÓÒÎÓ‚ËÈ àÏÔÂËË ÔÓÓ˘flÎË
Ë Û‚‡Ê‡ÎË ˝ÚË ˜Û‚ÒÚ‚‡ (McMullen. Op. cit. P. 255).

41 Plin. Pan. 2. 7: Et populus quidem Romanus… paullo ante concentu formosum alium,
hunc fortissimum personat; quibusque aliquando clamoribus gestum alterius et vocem, huius
pietatem, abstinentiam, mansuetudinem laudat.

42 Ibid. 2. 8: Ad quas ille voces lacrymis etiam ac multo pudore suffunditur. ë. Ò Â‡ÍˆË-
ÂÈ Ä‚„ÛÒÚ‡ Ì‡ ‚˚ÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËÂ Ç‡ÎÂËfl åÂÒÒ‡Î˚, ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊË‚¯Â„Ó ÓÚ ÎËˆ‡ ÒÂÌ‡Ú‡ Ì‡„‡-
‰ËÚ¸ ÔËÌˆÂÔÒ‡ ÚËÚÛÎÓÏ ÓÚˆ‡ ÓÚÂ˜ÂÒÚ‚‡: ÓÚ‚ÂÚÌÛ˛ Â˜¸ ÓÌ ÔÓËÁÌÓÒËÚ ÒÓ ÒÎÂÁ‡ÏË Ì‡
„Î‡Á‡ı (Suet. Div. Aug. 58. 2: cui lacrimans respondit Augustus).

43 Barton. Roman Honor… P. 231.
44 Plin. Pan. 2. 8: humanitatem, temperantiam, facilitatem, ut amor et gaudium tulit, cele-

brare universi solemus? Iam quid tam civile, tam senatorium, quam illud additum a nobis
OPTIMI cognomen?

45 í‡ÍÓ„Ó Ó‰‡ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂ ‚ ˆÂÎÓÏ ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÛÂÚ ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ‡ÒÔÓÒÚ‡-
ÌÂÌÌÓÈ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÂ Ú‡‰ËˆËË Ò‡ÏÓÔÓÊÂÚ‚Ó‚‡ÌËfl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡. ëÏ.
Ó· ˝ÚÓÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË: Edwards C. Death in Ancient Rome. New Haven-London, 2007. P. 19–
45. ä. ù‰‚‡‰Ò ‰‡ÊÂ ÛÔÓÚÂ·ÎflÂÚ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂ «a tradition of suicidal generals» (Ibid.
P. 32). é ËÏÒÍÓÏ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËË Í Ò‡ÏÓÛ·ËÈÒÚ‚Û ‚ ˆÂÎÓÏ ÒÏ. Hill T. Ambitiosa Mors: Sui-
cide and the Self in Roman Thought and Literature. N.Y., 2004.

46 í‡ÍÓÂ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËÂ ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÎÓ ÌÂÁ‡Ûfl‰ÌÓ„Ó ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚‡ Ë Ú‚Â‰ÓÒÚË,
ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ‚ ıÓ‰Â ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÛ Û„ÓÊ‡Î‡ Â‡Î¸Ì‡fl ÓÔ‡ÒÌÓÒÚ¸ ÎË¯ËÚ¸Òfl ÊËÁ-
ÌË Ë ÌÂÂ‰ÍÓ ËÏÒÍËÂ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ˚ ÌÂ ÓÒÚ‡Ì‡‚ÎË‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ÔÂÂ‰ Û·ËÈÒÚ‚ÓÏ Ò‚ÓËı ‚ÓÂÌ‡-
˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓ‚ (ÒÏ. Brice. Op. cit. P. 122; Gruen E.S. The Last Generation of the Roman Repub-
lic. Berkeley, 1974. P. 373–374). àÁ ÚË‰ˆ‡ÚË ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â Ì‡Ò˜ËÚ˚‚‡ÂÚ ë. ïË-
Ò‡ÌÚÓÒ Á‡ ÔÂËÓ‰ 90–40 „„. ‰Ó Ì.˝. (Chrissanthos. Seditio. Mutiny… P. 1, 47–84), ÔflÚ¸
Á‡ÍÓÌ˜ËÎËÒ¸ Û·ËÈÒÚ‚ÓÏ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó. ÄÌ‡ÎÓ„Ë˜Ì˚Ï Ó·‡ÁÓÏ ‰ÂÎÓ Ó·ÒÚÓflÎÓ Ë ‚ ÔÂ-
ËÓ‰ àÏÔÂËË, ‚ «„Ó‰ ˜ÂÚ˚Âı ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓÓ‚» Ë ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓ ‚ III ‚., ‚ ÔÂËÓ‰ «‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ
‡Ì‡ıËË». çÓ Ë ‚ ÛÒÎÓ‚Ëflı Ó·˘Â„Ó „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍÓ„Ó ÏË‡ ‚ I–II ‚‚. ÔËÏÂ˚ „Ë·ÂÎË ÔÓÎ-
ÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂ‚ Ë ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓÓ‚ ÓÚ ÛÍ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ÌÂ Â‰ËÌË˜Ì˚. ëÏ., Ì‡ÔËÏÂ: Suet.
Claud. 13. 2  (îÛËÈ  ä‡ÏËÎÎ  ëÍË·ÓÌË‡Ì);  SHA.  Avid.  Cass.  7. 4; M. Aur. 25. 2–4; Dio 
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‚˚¯Â ˝ÔËÁÓ‰ Ò ˛Ì˚Ï èÓÏÔÂÂÏ (Plut. Pomp. 3), ‡ Ú‡ÍÊÂ ‰Û„ÓÈ ÒÎÛ˜‡È ËÁ Â„Ó ‚Ó-
ÂÌÌÓÈ ·ËÓ„‡ÙËË, ‡ÒÒÏÓÚÂÌÌ˚È îÎ‡È„ÓÏ (Plut. Pomp. 13), Ë ÚÓ, Ë ‰Û„ÓÂ ‚ÔÓÎ-
ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÎÓ ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡Ú¸Òfl, ‡ ÁÌ‡˜ËÚ, ËÏÂÚ¸ ÏÂÊ‰Û ÒÓ·ÓÈ ÌÂ˜ÚÓ Ó·˘ÂÂ.

ÇÓ ÏÌÓ„Ëı ÒÎÛ˜‡flı Ì‡„Îfl‰ÌÓ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌÌ‡fl „ÓÚÓ‚ÌÓÒÚ¸ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡ ÛÏÂÂÚ¸
ÏÓ„Î‡ ÓÚÂÁ‚Îfl˛˘Â ÔÓ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ó‚‡Ú¸ Ì‡ ÏflÚÂÊÌÛ˛ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÛ˛ Ï‡ÒÒÛ. í‡Í, ÒÓ„Î‡Ò-
ÌÓ ãÛÍ‡ÌÛ, ñÂÁ‡¸ ‚ ÔÂ‚˚ı ÒÚÓÍ‡ı Ò‚ÓÂÈ Â˜Ë, Ó·‡˘ÂÌÌÓÈ Í ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ‡Ï ‚Ó
‚ÂÏfl ÏflÚÂÊ‡, ‚ÒÔ˚ıÌÛ‚¯Â„Ó ÔÓÒÎÂ ‚ÓÁ‚‡˘ÂÌËfl ËÁ àÒÔ‡ÌËË ‚ èÎ‡ˆÂÌˆËË, ‚ÓÒ-
ÍÎËˆ‡ÂÚ: «ÇÓÚ ÏÓfl „ÓÎ‡fl „Û‰¸, „ÓÚÓ‚‡fl Í ‚‡¯ËÏ Û‰‡‡Ï!» (Luc. Phars. V. 320:
miles, habes nudum promptumque ad uolnera pectus; ÔÂ. ã.Ö. éÒÚÓÛÏÓ‚‡)47. ûÌËÈ
ÅÎÂÁ, ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡‚¯ËÈ ÎÂ„ËÓÌ‡ÏË ‚ è‡ÌÌÓÌËË ‚ 14 „. Ì.˝., Ó·‡˘‡ÂÚÒfl Ò Û„Ó‚Ó‡-
ÏË Ë ÛÔÂÍ‡ÏË Í ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚Ï ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â ‚ ÁÌ‡Í Â‰ËÌÒÚ‚‡ ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÈ ÚÂı
ÎÂ„ËÓÌÓ‚ Ì‡˜‡ÎË ‚˚ÍÎ‡‰˚‚‡Ú¸ ËÁ ‰ÂÌ‡ Ó·˘ËÈ ÚË·ÛÌ‡Î. èÓ Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Û í‡-
ˆËÚ‡ (Ann. I. 18. 3), ÓÌ Á‡fl‚ÎflÂÚ ‚ÓËÌ‡Ï: «ìÊ ÎÛ˜¯Â ÓÏÓ˜ËÚÂ ÛÍË ‚ ÏÓÂÈ ÍÓ‚Ë:
Û·ËÚ¸ ÎÂ„‡Ú‡ – ÏÂÌ¸¯ÂÂ ÔÂÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËÂ, ˜ÂÏ ËÁÏÂÌËÚ¸ ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓÛ; ËÎË ˆÂÎ˚È Ë
ÌÂ‚Â‰ËÏ˚È fl Û‰ÂÊÛ ÎÂ„ËÓÌ˚ ‚ÂÌ˚ÏË ‰ÓÎ„Û, ËÎË, ÔÓ„Ë·ÌÛ‚, ÔÓ‰ÚÓÎÍÌÛ ‚‡Ò ÏÓ-
ÂÈ ÒÏÂÚ¸˛ Í ‡ÒÍ‡flÌË˛!» (aut iugulatus paenitentiam adcelerabo) (ÔÂ. Ä.ë. ÅÓ·Ó-
‚Ë˜‡). êÂ¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸, Ì‡ÒÚÓÈ˜Ë‚ÓÒÚ¸ Ë Í‡ÒÌÓÂ˜ËÂ ÎÂ„‡Ú‡ ËÁÏÂÌËÎË Ì‡ÏÂÂ-
ÌËfl ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú – ÚÂ ÒÓ„Î‡ÒËÎËÒ¸ ËÁ·‡Ú¸ Ë ÓÚÔ‡‚ËÚ¸ ‚ êËÏ Ò‚ÓËı ÛÔÓÎÌÓÏÓ˜ÂÌÌ˚ı.
èËÏÂ˜‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÅÎÂÁ ‚ ‰‡ÌÌÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË Ó·‡˘‡ÎÒfl Í ‚ÓËÌ‡Ï ÌÂ Ò ÚË·ÛÌ‡-
Î‡, ‡ ·ÛÍ‚‡Î¸ÌÓ ‚Ó‚‡‚¯ËÒ¸ ‚ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÛ˛ ÚÓÎÔÛ (Ibid. I. 19). ä‡Í ÒÔ‡‚Â‰ÎË‚Ó ÓÚ-
ÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ ã. Å‡ÈÒ, Ú‡ÍÓÂ ÔflÏÓÂ «ÙËÁË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ» ‚ÏÂ¯‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó ÅÎÂÁ‡ ‚ ‰‡ÌÌÓÏ
ÒÎÛ˜‡Â ÍÓÂÒÔÓÌ‰ËÛÂÚ Ò ÔËÌflÚÓÈ ÒÂ‰Ë ËÏÒÍËı ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍÓ‚ Ô‡ÍÚËÍÓÈ
ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËfl ÎË˜ÌÓ„Ó ÔËÏÂ‡ Â¯ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚ı ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÈ ‰Îfl ‚ÓÒÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËfl
‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚48.

ä Â˘Â ·ÓÎÂÂ ‚˚‡ÁËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏÛ Ë ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÏÛ ÊÂÒÚÛ ‚˚ÌÛÊ‰ÂÌ ·˚Î ÔË·Â„-
ÌÛÚ¸ ÉÂÏ‡ÌËÍ. äÓ„‰‡ ‚Á·ÛÌÚÓ‚‡‚¯ËÂÒfl „ÂÏ‡ÌÒÍËÂ ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂ˚ ÒÚ‡ÎË Ì‡ ‚ÓËÌ-
ÒÍÓÈ ÒıÓ‰ÍÂ ÔÂ‰Î‡„‡Ú¸ ÂÏÛ ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓÒÍÛ˛ ‚Î‡ÒÚ¸ Ë ÌÂ ‰‡‚‡ÎË ÔÓÍËÌÛÚ¸ ÒÓ·‡-
ÌËÂ, ÓÌ ‚ÓÒÍÎËÍÌÛÎ, ˜ÚÓ ÒÍÓÂÂ ÛÏÂÚ, ˜ÂÏ Ì‡Û¯ËÚ ‰ÓÎ„ ‚ÂÌÓÒÚË (moriturum po-
tius quam fidem exueret), ‚˚ı‚‡ÚËÎ ÏÂ˜, ‚ËÒÂ‚¯ËÈ Û ÌÂ„Ó Ì‡ ·Â‰Â, Ë „ÓÚÓ‚ ·˚Î
ÔÓ‡ÁËÚ¸ ÒÂ·fl ‚ „Û‰¸, ÌÓ Â„Ó Û‰ÂÊ‡ÎË Ì‡ıÓ‰Ë‚¯ËÂÒfl fl‰ÓÏ ÓÙËˆÂ˚. è‡‚‰‡,
ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚Â ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ ÔËÌflÎËÒ¸ ‚Òfl˜ÂÒÍË ÔÓ·ÛÊ‰‡Ú¸ Â„Ó Í ˝ÚÓÏÛ, ‡ ÌÂÍËÈ ‚ÓËÌ ÔÓ
ËÏÂÌË ä‡ÎÛÁË‰ËÈ ‰‡ÊÂ ËÁ‰Â‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÍË ÔÓÚflÌÛÎ ÂÏÛ Ò‚ÓÈ ÏÂ˜, „Ó‚Ófl, ˜ÚÓ ÓÌ

Cass. LXXI. 27. 2–3 (Ä‚Ë‰ËÈ ä‡ÒÒËÈ Ë Â„Ó ÔË·ÎËÊÂÌÌ˚Â); SHA. Pert. 11. 6–10; Dio
Cass. LXXIII. 10. 1–2 (èÂÚËÌ‡ÍÒ). ë. Ú‡ÍÊÂ ÓÚÁ˚‚ í‡ˆËÚ‡ Ó ã. ÇÂ„ËÌËË êÛÙÂ, ÍÓ-
ÚÓÓÏÛ ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl „‡Ê‰‡ÌÒÍÓÈ ‚ÓÈÌ˚ ‚ÓËÌ˚ ÌÂÓ‰ÌÓÍ‡ÚÌÓ ÔÂ‰Î‡„‡ÎË ÔËÌflÚ¸ ËÏÔÂ-
‡ÚÓÒÍÛ˛ ‚Î‡ÒÚ¸: «ÇÓÓ·˘Â ÚÛ‰ÌÓ Ì‡ÈÚË ˜ÂÎÓ‚ÂÍ‡, ÍÓÚÓÓÏÛ ·˚ ÒÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‡Á „ÓÁË-
ÎË ÒÏÂÚ¸˛ ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚Â ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡; ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï Í‡Á‡ÎÓÒ¸, ·Û‰ÚÓ ÇÂ„ËÌËÈ Ëı ÔÂÁË‡ÂÚ, Ë
ÓÌË ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÎË ÔÓÒÚËÚ¸ ÂÏÛ ˝ÚÓ, ıÓÚfl ÔÂÍÎÓÌflÎËÒ¸ ÔÂÂ‰ Â„Ó ‰Ó·ÎÂÒÚ¸˛ Ë ÒÎ‡‚ÓÈ»
(Hist. II. 68. 4; ÔÂ. É.ë. äÌ‡·Â).

47 ãÛÍ‡Ì, ÔÓ ÒÛÚË ‰ÂÎ‡, ÍÓÌÚ‡ÏËÌËÛÂÚ ‚ Ò‚ÓÂÏ ‡ÒÒÍ‡ÁÂ ‰‚‡ ÏflÚÂÊ‡: ÚÓÚ, ˜ÚÓ ËÏÂÎ
ÏÂÒÚÓ ‚ èÎ‡ˆÂÌˆËË, Ë ÚÓÚ, ÍÓÚÓ˚È ÔÓËÁÓ¯ÂÎ ÔÓÁÊÂ ‚ ä‡ÏÔ‡ÌËË, ÍÓÚÓ˚È ñÂÁ‡¸
ÔÂÒÂÍ, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌÓ Â‰ËÌÓ‰Û¯ÌÓÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË, Ó‰ÌËÏ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ó·‡˘ÂÌËÂÏ «Í‚ËËÚ˚» ‚ÏÂ-
ÒÚÓ «‚ÓËÌ˚». ì ËÒÚÓËÍÓ‚ (Dio Cass. XLI. 27–35; App. BC. II. 47), Ú‡ÍÊÂ ‚ÍÎ‡‰˚‚‡˛-
˘Ëı ‚ ÛÒÚ‡ ñÂÁ‡fl Â˜¸ Í ÏflÚÂÊÌËÍ‡Ï, ÓÌ ÌËÍ‡Í ÌÂ ‚˚‡Ê‡ÂÚ „ÓÚÓ‚ÌÓÒÚË ÔÓ„Ë·ÌÛÚ¸
ÓÚ ÛÍ ÒÓ·ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚ı ÎÂ„ËÓÌÂÓ‚. é ÔË˜ËÌ‡ı Ë ı‡‡ÍÚÂÂ ËÒÍ‡ÊÂÌËfl ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ
Â‡Î¸ÌÓÒÚË Û ãÛÍ‡Ì‡ ÒÏ. Fantham E. Caesar and the Mutiny: Lucan’s Reshaping of the His-
torical Tradition in de bello civili 5. 237–373 // CPh. 1985. 80. 2. P. 119–131.

48 Brice. Op. cit. P. 222. Not. 246 Ë P. 235. Not. 292 (Ò ÒÒ˚ÎÍÓÈ Ì‡: Goldsworthy. Op. cit.
P. 163–165 Ë Williams M.F. Four mutinies: Tacitus Annales I. 16–30; I. 31–49 and Ammianus
Marcellinus Res gestae 20. 4. 9–20. 5. 7; 24. 31. 1–8 // Phoenix. 1997. 51. 1. P. 54). ëÏ. Ú‡Í-
ÊÂ å‡ıÎ‡˛Í Ä.Ç. ÄÏËfl êËÏÒÍÓÈ ËÏÔÂËË. é˜ÂÍË Ú‡‰ËˆËÈ Ë ÏÂÌÚ‡Î¸ÌÓÒÚË.
ç. çÓ‚„ÓÓ‰, 2000. ë. 105 ÒÎÎ.
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ÓÒÚÂÂ. ÖÒÎË ‚ÂËÚ¸ ‡ÒÒÍ‡ÁÛ í‡ˆËÚ‡, ËÏÂÌÌÓ ˝Ú‡ ‚˚ıÓ‰Í‡ ÔÓÍ‡Á‡Î‡Ò¸ ˜Û‰Ó‚Ë˘-
ÌÓÈ Ë ÌÂÔËÒÚÓÈÌÓÈ Óı‚‡˜ÂÌÌÓÈ flÓÒÚ¸˛ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ ÚÓÎÔÂ Ë ÔË‚ÂÎ‡ ÂÂ ‚ Á‡ÏÂ-
¯‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó (Tac. Ann. I. 35. 4–5; cp. Dio Cass. LVII. 5. 1–2). Çfl‰ ÎË ÏÓÊÌÓ Ò‡Ï
˝ÚÓÚ ˝ÔËÁÓ‰ Ò˜ËÚ‡Ú¸ ‚˚Ï˚¯ÎÂÌÌ˚Ï49 (ÚÂÏ ·ÓÎÂÂ ÂÒÎË Û˜ÂÒÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ í‡ˆËÚÓÏ Ì‡-
Á‚‡ÌÓ ‰‡ÊÂ ËÏfl ˝ÚÓ„Ó fl‰Ó‚Ó„Ó ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡: ËÏÂÌ‡ fl‰Ó‚˚ı Û˜‡ÒÚÌËÍÓ‚ ËÒÚÓË˜Â-
ÒÍËı ÒÓ·˚ÚËÈ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡˛ÚÒfl ËÒÚÓËÍÓÏ ÎË¯¸ ‚ ËÒÍÎ˛˜ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚ı ÒÎÛ˜‡flı). à ‚ÒÂ
ÊÂ, Ì‡ Ì‡¯ ‚Á„Îfl‰, ÔÂ‚Ë˜Ì˚Ï ËÏÔÛÎ¸ÒÓÏ ‰Îfl ÔÂÂÎÓÏ‡ ‚ Ì‡ÒÚÓÂÌËË ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú
·˚Î ÊÂÒÚ Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡, ÍÓÚÓ˚È, ÔÓÊ‡ÎÛÈ, ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ú‡Í ÏÓ„ Â¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ
ÓÚ‚Â„ÌÛÚ¸ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‚˚„Îfl‰ÂÎÓ Í‡Í fl‚Ì‡fl ÔÓ‚ÓÍ‡ˆËfl, Ë ÔÓ‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚËÓ‚‡Ú¸
Ò‚Ó˛ ‰Ó·ÎÂÒÚ¸ Ë ‚ÂÌÓÒÚ¸ ÔÓ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌË˛ Í ÌÓ‚ÓÏÛ ÔËÌˆÂÔÒÛ Ë Ò‚ÓÂÏÛ ÔËÂÏÌÓ-
ÏÛ ÓÚˆÛ50. ã. Å‡ÈÒ ÒÓ‚Â¯ÂÌÌÓ Ô‡‚, ÍÓ„‰‡, ÌÂ ÒÓ„Î‡¯‡flÒ¸ Ò ‡ÒÔÓÒÚ‡ÌÂÌÌ˚Ï
ÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËÂÏ ‰‡ÌÌÓ„Ó ÊÂÒÚ‡ ÉÂÏ‡ÌËÍ‡ Í‡Í ÏÂÎÓ‰‡Ï‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó, Í‡Í ·ÂÒÔÓÎÂÁ-
ÌÓ„Ó ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌËfl ÒÎ‡·ÓÒÚË Ë ÌÂÍÓÏÔÂÚÂÌÚÌÓÒÚË51, ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍË‚‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ, ÌÂÒÏÓÚfl
Ì‡ Ò‚Ó˛ ÚÂ‡Ú‡Î¸ÌÓÒÚ¸, ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl ËÏÒÍÓ„Ó ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ ÓÚÌ˛‰¸ ÌÂ ·˚ÎË Í‡-
ÍËÏ-ÚÓ ÌÂÓ·˚˜Ì˚Ï ‡ÍÚÓÏ ÓÚ˜‡flÌËfl, Ë ˝ÚÓÚ ËÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÊÂÒÚ ·˚Î ˝ÙÙÂÍ-
ÚË‚ÂÌ52.

Ç ÛÔÓÏflÌÛÚÓÏ ‚˚¯Â ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Â Ò Ô‡ÌÌÓÌÒÍËÏ Ì‡ÏÂÒÚÌËÍÓÏ í‡ÏÔËÂÏ îÎ‡‚Ë‡ÌÓÏ
‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ëfl, ÔÂ‰ÔËÌflÚ˚Â ‰Îfl Â„Ó ÒÔ‡ÒÂÌËfl ÄÌÚÓÌËÂÏ èËÏÓÏ, ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚Îfl˛Ú ÒÓ-
·ÓÈ ÔflÏÛ˛ ÔÓÚË‚ÓÔÓÎÓÊÌÓÒÚ¸ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌË˛ Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó îÎ‡‚Ë‡Ì‡ Ë ‰ÓÒÚË„‡˛Ú ˝Ù-
ÙÂÍÚ‡. ÄÌÚÓÌËÈ, Û‚Ë‰Â‚, ˜ÚÓ Â„Ó ÔËÍ‡Á Á‡ÍÓ‚‡Ú¸ îÎ‡‚Ë‡Ì‡ ‚ Í‡Ì‰‡Î˚ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú ÌÂ
ÛÒÔÓÍÓËÎ Ë ÓÌË ‚ÒÂ ‡‚ÌÓ Ê‡Ê‰ÛÚ ÍÓ‚Ë Ë, ·ÓÒË‚¯ËÒ¸ Í ÚË·ÛÌ‡ÎÛ, ‡ÁÓ„Ì‡ÎË
Óı‡Ìfl‚¯Û˛ Â„Ó ÒÚ‡ÊÛ, ÒÓ‚‡Î Ò ÔÓflÒ‡ ÏÂ˜ Ë, ÔÓ‰ÒÚ‡‚Ë‚ „Û‰¸ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï Ë Ó·‡-
˘‡flÒ¸ Í Ò‡Ï˚Ï ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌ˚Ï Ë Á‡ÒÎÛÊÂÌÌ˚Ï ËÁ ÌËı53, ÒÚ‡Î ÚÂ·Ó‚‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ·˚ ÓÌË
Û·ËÎË Â„Ó, Ë ÍÎflÎÒfl, ˜ÚÓ, ÂÒÎË ÓÌË Â„Ó ÌÂ Á‡Û·flÚ, ÓÌ Ò‡Ï ÔÓÍÓÌ˜ËÚ Ò ÒÓ·ÓÈ, ‡ Á‡-
ÚÂÏ ÔÓ‚ÂÌÛÎÒfl Í ·ÓÂ‚˚Ï ¯Ú‡Ì‰‡Ú‡Ï Ë ËÁÓ·‡ÊÂÌËflÏ ·Ó„Ó‚ (ad signa et bellor-
um deos) Ë Ó·‡ÚËÎÒfl Í ÌËÏ Ò ÏÓÎ¸·ÓÈ ‚‰ÓıÌÛÚ¸ ‰Ûı ·Â¯ÂÌÒÚ‚‡ Ë ‡Á‰Ó‡, Ó‚Î‡-
‰Â‚¯ËÈ Â„Ó ‡ÏËÂÈ, ‚ ÒÂ‰ˆ‡ ÌÂÔËflÚÂÎÂÈ (Tac. Hist. III. 10). Ç ËÚÓ„Â ‚ÓËÌ˚ ‚Â-

49 èÓ ÏÌÂÌË˛ ã. Å‡ÈÒ‡, ˝ÚÓÚ ˝ÔËÁÓ‰ ÏÓÊÂÚ ·˚Ú¸ ÚÓÔÓÒÓÏ, Á‡ËÏÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÌÌ˚Ï Ó·ÓË-
ÏË ‡‚ÚÓ‡ÏË ‚ Í‡ÍÓÏ-ÚÓ Ó·˘ÂÏ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÂ. Ñ‡ÌÌ˚È ˝ÔËÁÓ‰ Ì‡ÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÚ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆË˛, ‚
ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ÓÍ‡Á‡ÎÒfl éÍÚ‡‚Ë‡Ì ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ÏflÚÂÊ‡ Ò‚ÓÂÈ ‡ÏËË ÔÓÒÎÂ ·ËÚ‚˚ ÔË ç‡‚ÎÓıÂ
‚ 36 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. (App. BC. V. 128). ëÏ. Brice. Op. cit. P. 173. Not. 89. é ‡ÁÎË˜Ëflı ‚ ËÁÎÓ-
ÊÂÌËË ÒÓ·˚ÚËÈ ÏflÚÂÊ‡ „ÂÏ‡ÌÒÍËı ÎÂ„ËÓÌ‡ı ‚ Ì‡¯Ëı ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ‡ı ÒÏ. Malloch S.J.V.
The End of the Rhine Mutiny in Tacitus, Suetonius, and Dio // ClQ. 2004. 54. 1. P. 198–210.

50 Williams. Four mutinies… P. 53–54.
51 ë. ‚ ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓÒÚË ÂÁÍÓÂ Á‡ÏÂ˜‡ÌËÂ ã. ê‡ÚÎ˝Ì‰‡, ÍÓÚÓ˚È Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ ˝ÚÓÚ ÊÂÒÚ

ÉÂÏ‡ÌËÍ‡ «ÎËˆÂ‰ÂÈÒÍËÏ Ë ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ÌÂÎÂÔÓ-ÒÂÌÚËÏÂÌÚ‡Î¸Ì˚Ï» («an histrionic and rath-
er absurdly sentimental gesture»). ëÏ. Rutland L.W. The Tacitean Germanicus: Suggestions
for a Re-evaluation // RhM. 1987. 130. P. 155. ÄÌ‡ÎÓ„Ë˜Ì˚Â ÏÌÂÌËfl ‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡˛ÚÒfl Ú‡Í-
ÊÂ ‚ ÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘Ëı ‡·ÓÚ‡ı: Shotter D.C.A. Tacitus, Tiberius and Germanicus // Historia.
1968. 17. P. 197–198; Goodyear F.R.D. Commentary // Tacitus. The Annals. Books I–II / Ed.
F.R.D. Goodyear. Vol. 1. Cambr., 1971. P. 240; Ross D.O. The Tacitean Germanicus // YCS.
1973. 23. P. 215; McCulloch H.Y. Narrative Cause in the Annals of Tacitus. Königstein, 1984.
P. 89; Barrett A.A. Caligula: The Corruption of Power. N.Y., 1996. P. 26.

52 Brice. Op. cit. P. 221–222. Not. 246. Ä‚ÚÓ ÓÚÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓ„Ó Ó‰‡ Ô‡ÍÚËÍ‡
ÌÂ ÔÓÎÛ˜ËÎ‡ ÓÒ‚Â˘ÂÌËfl ‚ ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÍÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÂ, Ë ÒÒ˚Î‡ÂÚÒfl (ÍÓÏÂ ‡·ÓÚ,
ÛÍ‡Á‡ÌÌ˚ı Ì‡ÏË ‚ ÔËÏ. 47) Â˘Â ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ì‡ ‰‚Â: Rosenstein N. Imperatores victi: Military
Defeat and Aristocratic Competition in the Middle and Late Republic. Berkeley, 1990.
P. 114–151 (Á‰ÂÒ¸ ‚ ÓÒÌÓ‚ÌÓÏ Ë‰ÂÚ Â˜¸ Ó ÎË˜ÌÓÏ ‚ÏÂ¯‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Â ËÏÒÍËı ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸-
ÌËÍÓ‚ ‚ ·ËÚ‚Û Ò ˆÂÎ¸˛ ‚ÓÓ‰Û¯Â‚ËÚ¸ ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ Ë ÔÂÓ‰ÓÎÂÚ¸ Ëı ÌÂÂ¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸ ËÎË
ÌÂÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌËÂ); Pelling C. Tacitus and Germanicus // Tacitus and Tacitean Tradition / Ed.
T.J. Luce, A.J. Woodman. Princeton, 1993. P. 62. Not. 8 (Ò‡‚ÌÂÌËÂ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ÉÂÏ‡ÌËÍ‡
Ò ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËflÏË èÓÏÔÂfl ‚ ‡ÒÒÏÓÚÂÌÌÓÏ Ì‡ÏË ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Â).

53 èÓ ‚ÒÂÈ ‚Ë‰ËÏÓÒÚË, ÄÌÚÓÌË˛ ‚ ˝ÚÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ÔË¯ÎÓÒ¸ ÒÔÛÒÚËÚ¸Òfl Ò ÚË·ÛÌ‡Î‡.
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ÌÛÎËÒ¸ Í ÔÓ‚ËÌÓ‚ÂÌË˛. çÂ ÏÂÌÂÂ ‰Ó·ÎÂÒÚÌÓ ÔÓ‚ÂÎ ÒÂ·fl Ò ÏflÚÂÊÌ˚ÏË ‚ÓËÌ‡ÏË
Ä‚Ë‰ËÈ ä‡ÒÒËÈ: ‚˚È‰fl Í ÌËÏ Ó·Ì‡ÊÂÌÌ˚Ï, ÔËÍ˚Ú˚Ï Ó‰ÌËÏ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ì‡·Â‰ÂÌ-
ÌËÍÓÏ, ÓÌ ÔÓ‰ÒÚ‡‚ËÎ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú‡Ï „Û‰¸ Ë ÔËÁ‚‡Î Ëı ÔÓÌÁËÚ¸ Â„Ó, ÂÒÎË ÔÓÒÏÂ˛Ú, Ë
‰Ó·‡‚ËÚ¸ Í Ì‡Û¯ÂÌË˛ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚ Â˘Â Ë ÔÂÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËÂ. «ÇÒÂ ÔËÒÏËÂÎË, – ÔË-
¯ÂÚ ·ËÓ„‡Ù, – Ú‡Í Í‡Í ÓÌ ‚ÌÛ¯‡Î Í ÒÂ·Â ÒÚ‡ı ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ Ò‡Ï ÌÂ ÛÒÚ‡¯ËÎÒfl»
(tunc conquiescentibus cunctis meruit timeri, quia ipse non timuit) (SHA. Avid. Cass. 4.
7–8; ÔÂ. ë.è. äÓÌ‰‡Ú¸Â‚‡)54. 

é‰Ì‡ÍÓ ‰‡ÎÂÍÓ ÌÂ ‚ÒÂ„‰‡ Ú‚Â‰ÓÒÚ¸ Ë Â¯ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚ¸ ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó ‚ ÒËÚÛ‡-
ˆËË ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ÔËÌÓÒËÎ‡ ÛÒÔÂı. çÂ Â‰ÍË ÒÎÛ˜‡Ë, ÍÓ„‰‡ ÏflÚÂÊ, ÌÂÒÏÓÚ-
fl Ì‡ ÔÓfl‚ÎÂÌÌÓÂ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆÂÏ ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚Ó Ë ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı
‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚ‡ÚË‚Ì˚ı ÊÂÒÚÓ‚ Ë ÒÎÓ‚ÂÒÌÓ„Ó Ó·‡˘ÂÌËfl, Á‡‚Â¯‡ÎÒfl Â„Ó Û·ËÈÒÚ‚ÓÏ
ËÎË ‚˚ÌÛÊ‰ÂÌÌ˚ÏË ÛÒÚÛÔÍ‡ÏË ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÌËflÏ ÏflÚÂÊÌËÍÓ‚, Ú.Â. Ù‡ÍÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÔÓ-
·Â‰ÓÈ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú. í‡Í, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌÓ ‚ÂÒËË ·ÓÎ¸¯ËÌÒÚ‚‡ ÔËÒ‡ÚÂÎÂÈ, Ì‡ ÍÓÚÓÛ˛ ÒÒ˚Î‡-
ÂÚÒfl í‡ˆËÚ, ÔÓ„Ë· É‡Î¸·‡: ÓÌ ÏÛÊÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÔÓ‰ÒÚ‡‚ËÎ „ÓÎÓ Û·ËÈˆ‡Ï ÒÓ ÒÎÓ‚‡ÏË
«ÑÂÎ‡ÈÚÂ, ˜ÚÓ Á‡‰ÛÏ‡ÎË55, Ë Û·ÂÈÚÂ ÏÂÌfl, ÂÒÎË Ú‡Í ÌÛÊÌÓ ‰Îfl „ÓÒÛ‰‡ÒÚ‚‡» (Tac.
Hist. I. 41. 3). àÏÔÂ‡ÚÓ çÂ‚‡, ÍÓ„‰‡ ‚Á·ÛÌÚÓ‚‡‚¯ËÂÒfl ÔÂÚÓË‡Ìˆ˚, ÔÓ‰ÒÚÂ-
Í‡ÂÏ˚Â ÔÂÙÂÍÚÓÏ ÔÂÚÓËfl ä‡ÒÔÂËÂÏ ùÎË‡ÌÓÏ, ÒÚ‡ÎË ÚÂ·Ó‚‡Ú¸ Í‡ÁÌË ÌÂÍÓ-
ÚÓ˚ı Î˛‰ÂÈ, ÒÚÓÈÍÓ ÔÓÚË‚ËÎÒfl ËÏ Ë, ÌÂ ÊÂÎ‡fl ÛÒÚÛÔ‡Ú¸, ‰‡ÊÂ Ó·Ì‡ÊËÎ ÍÎ˛-
˜ËˆÛ Ë ÔÓ‰ÒÚ‡‚ËÎ ËÏ „ÓÎÓ, ÌÓ ‚ ËÚÓ„Â ‚ÓËÌ˚ ‚ÒÂ ‡‚ÌÓ ‰Ó·ËÎËÒ¸ Í‡ÁÌË ÌÂÛ„Ó‰-
Ì˚ı (Dio Cass. LXVIII. 3. 3).

í‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ÔÓ‰‚Ó‰fl ËÚÓ„, ÏÓÊÌÓ ÍÓÌÒÚ‡ÚËÓ‚‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ‚ÓËÌ-
ÒÍÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ÌÂ ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÎÓ – ‰‡ Ë ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÎÓ, Ì‡‚ÂÌÓÂ, ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡Ú¸ – ÛÌË-
‚ÂÒ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ Ô‡‡‰Ë„Ï˚ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡, Í‡Í ÌÂ ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÎÓ Ó‰ËÌ‡ÍÓ‚˚ı
ÔË˜ËÌ Ë ÍÓÌÍÂÚÌ˚ı Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚, ÚÓÎÍ‡‚¯Ëı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ Ì‡ ‚˚ÒÚÛÔÎÂÌËÂ ÔÓÚË‚
‚Î‡ÒÚË ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Û˛˘Â„Ó Ë(ËÎË) ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓ‡. ê‡ÁÎË˜Ì˚ÏË ·˚ÎË ÔÓ Ò‚ÓÂÏÛ ÒÓÒÚ‡‚Û,
ÓÔ˚ÚÛ, ÛÒÎÓ‚ËflÏ ÒÎÛÊ·˚ Ë ÓÚ‰ÂÎ¸Ì˚Â ‡ÏËË. èÓÌflÚÌÓ Ú‡ÍÊÂ, ˜ÚÓ Û Í‡Ê‰Ó„Ó ‚Ó-
ÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÎË‰Â‡ ·˚ÎË Ò‚ÓË ÎË˜ÌÓÒÚÌ˚Â ÓÒÓ·ÂÌÌÓÒÚË, Ò‚ÓÈ ÒÓ·ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚È «ÒÚËÎ¸»
ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰Ó‚‡ÌËfl Ë ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ Ò ‚ÓËÌ‡ÏË, ‡ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ – Ë ‡ÁÌ‡fl ÒÚÂ-
ÔÂÌ¸ ‡‚ÚÓËÚÂÚ‡, Ë ÌÂÓ‰ËÌ‡ÍÓ‚˚Â ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÒÚË ÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡Ú¸ ‚ÎËflÌËÂ Ì‡ ÔÓ‰˜ËÌÂÌ-
Ì˚ı. Ç ÌÂÍÓÚÓ˚ı ÒÎÛ˜‡flı ÓÚ‰ÂÎ¸Ì˚Ï ÌÂÁ‡‰‡˜ÎË‚˚Ï ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡Ï ÌÂ ÓÒÚ‡-
‚‡ÎÓÒ¸ ÌË˜Â„Ó ËÌÓ„Ó, Í‡Í ÒÔ‡Ò‡Ú¸Òfl ·Â„ÒÚ‚ÓÏ ÓÚ flÓÒÚË ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡ Ë ÔflÚ‡Ú¸Òfl ‚ Ò‡-
Ï˚ı ÌÂÓÊË‰‡ÌÌ˚ı ÏÂÒÚ‡ı56. ÑÛ„ËÏ ÊÂ Û‰‡‚‡ÎÓÒ¸ ÒÓı‡ÌËÚ¸ ÎËˆÓ, ‰‡ÊÂ
Ù‡ÍÚË˜ÂÒÍË ÒÓ„Î‡ÒË‚¯ËÒ¸ Ì‡ ‚˚ÔÓÎÌÂÌËÂ ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÌËÈ ÏflÚÂÊÌÓ„Ó ‚ÓÈÒÍ‡, Í‡Í,
Ì‡ÔËÏÂ, ûÎË˛ ñÂÁ‡˛ ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl ÁÌ‡ÏÂÌËÚÓ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ‡ 47 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. ‚ ä‡ÏÔ‡ÌËË,
ÍÓÚÓ˚È ÓÌ ÔÂÒÂÍ, Ó·‡ÚË‚¯ËÒ¸ Í ‚ÓËÌ‡Ï ÒÓ ÒÎÓ‚ÓÏ «Í‚ËËÚ˚»57. çÂÛ‰Ë‚Ë-
ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ ÔÓ˝ÚÓÏÛ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ Á‡‚ËÒËÏÓÒÚË ÓÚ ÌÂÔÓ‚ÚÓËÏÓ„Ó ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡ÌËfl ÛÍ‡Á‡ÌÌ˚ı
Ù‡ÍÚÓÓ‚ ËÏÒÍËÂ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍË ‚ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ÏflÚÂÊ‡ ÏÓ„ÎË ÔË·Â„‡Ú¸ Í Ò‡Ï˚Ï
‡ÁÌÓÓ·‡ÁÌ˚Ï ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚‡Ï, Ì‡ˆÂÎÂÌÌ˚Ï ‚ ÔÂ‚Û˛ Ó˜ÂÂ‰¸ Ì‡ ‚ÓÒÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌËÂ
ÔÓfl‰Í‡ Ë ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ˚, ÌÓ Ú‡ÍÊÂ Ë Ì‡ ÒÔ‡ÒÂÌËÂ ÒÓ·ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÈ ÊËÁÌË ËÎË ÊËÁÌË
Ò‚ÓËı ÍÓÏ‡Ì‰ËÓ‚. Ç‡Ë‡ÚË‚ÌÓÒÚ¸ ˝ÚËı ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚, Í‡Í Ï˚ Ô˚Ú‡ÎËÒ¸ ÔÓÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ·˚-
Î‡ ‚ÂÒ¸Ï‡ ‚ÂÎËÍ‡.

54 ëÍÓÂÂ ‚ÒÂ„Ó, ‰‡ÌÌ˚È ˝ÔËÁÓ‰ ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÒfl Í ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÌÓÈ «ÚÓÔËÍÂ», ÌÓ ÔÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡-
ÂÚ Ó‰ÌÛ ËÁ „‡ÌÂÈ ÔÓÁËÚË‚ÌÓ„Ó Ë‰Â‡Î‡ ËÏÒÍÓ„Ó ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡.

55 Hoc agere («‰ÂÎ‡Ú¸ Ò‚ÓÂ ‰ÂÎÓ») – Ó·fl‰Ó‚‡fl ÙÓÏÛÎ‡, ÔËÏÂÌfl‚¯‡flÒfl ÊÂˆÓÏ,
ÔÓ‰‡˛˘ËÏ ÁÌ‡Í Í ÊÂÚ‚ÓÔËÌÓ¯ÂÌË˛. ë. Suet. Galba. 20. 1, ‡ Ú‡ÍÊÂ Plut. Galba. 26;
Dio Cass. LXIV. 6. 3, „‰Â ‰‡ÂÚÒfl ÌÂÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÓ ËÌ‡fl ‚ÂÒËfl ‰‡ÌÌÓ„Ó ˝ÔËÁÓ‰‡.

56 èË‚Â‰ÂÏ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ó‰ËÌ ÔËÏÂ. ç‡ÏÂÒÚÌËÍ åÂÁËË ‚ 69 „. Ì.˝. ÄÔÓÌËÈ ë‡ÚÛÌËÌ,
ÍÓ„‰‡ ÔÓ‰Ìfl‚¯ËÂ ÔÓÚË‚ ÌÂ„Ó ÏflÚÂÊ ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú˚ ‚Ó‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ‚ Ô‡Í, ÓÍÛÊ‡‚¯ËÈ Â„Ó ‚ËÎ-
ÎÛ, ÒÔflÚ‡ÎÒfl ‚ ÔÂ˜Ë Ó‰ÌÓÈ ËÁ ·‡Ì¸ (Tac. Hist. III. 11).

57 ëÏ. Ó· ˝ÚÓÏ ÏflÚÂÊÂ Ì‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ ÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓ: Chrissanthos S.G. Caesar and the Mutiny of
47 B.C. // JRS. 2001. 91. P. 63–75.

5 ÇÂÒÚÌËÍ ‰Â‚ÌÂÈ ËÒÚÓËË, ‹ 4
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ÖÒÎË ÊÂ ÓˆÂÌË‚‡Ú¸ ‡ÒÒÏÓÚÂÌÌ˚È Ì‡ÏË Ï‡ÚÂË‡Î Ò ÚÓ˜ÍË ÁÂÌËfl ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚËÍË
ÊÂÒÚÓ‚ Ë ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚ı Â‡ÍˆËÈ, ÒÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÔÓ‰˜ÂÍÌÛÚ¸ ÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘ËÂ ÏÓÏÂÌÚ˚.
ÇÓ-ÔÂ‚˚ı, ˜ÚÓ Í‡Ò‡ÂÚÒfl ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËfl Ú‡ÍÓ„Ó ÊÂÒÚ‡, Í‡Í «ÏÓÎ¸·˚ Ë ÒÎÂÁ˚», ÚÓ
Ô‡‚ÓÏÂÌ˚Ï ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎflÂÚÒfl ‚˚‚Ó‰ Ó ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ, ÌÂÒÏÓÚfl Ì‡ ‚ÂÒ¸ Ó·˙ÂÏ Ò‚ÓËı
‚Î‡ÒÚÌ˚ı ÔÓÎÌÓÏÓ˜ËÈ Ë ¯ËÓÍËÈ ÒÔÂÍÚ ÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚ ‰ËÒˆËÔÎËÌ‡ÌÓ„Ó ÔËÌÛÊ‰Â-
ÌËfl, ËÏÒÍËÂ ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ˚ ÔË·Â„‡ÎË, ÔÓ ÒÛÚË ‰ÂÎ‡, Í ÚÂÏ ÊÂ Û·ÂÊ‰‡˛˘ËÏ Ë/ËÎË
ÔËÌÛÊ‰‡˛˘ËÏ ÊÂÒÚ‡Ï Ë ÙÓÏ‡Ï ÁÌ‡ÍÓ‚Ó„Ó ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl, ˜ÚÓ Ë ÔÓÎËÚËÍË ‚ Ó·˘Â-
ÌËË Ò „‡Ê‰‡Ì‡ÏË ‚ ÏËÌÓÈ Ó·ÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÍÂ Ì‡ „ÓÓ‰ÒÍËı ÒıÓ‰Í‡ı58. «É‡ÏÏ‡ÚËÍ‡»,
ÒËÏ‚ÓÎË˜ÂÒÍËÈ «flÁ˚Í» ˝ÚËı ÊÂÒÚÓ‚, ÛÍÓÂÌÂÌÌ˚Â ‚ ËÏÒÍËı Ú‡‰ËˆËflı Ë ˝ÏÓˆË-
ÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ÒÙÂÂ, ·˚ÎË, ÔÓ-‚Ë‰ËÏÓÏÛ, ıÓÓ¯Ó ÁÌ‡ÍÓÏ˚ ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ Ï‡ÒÒÂ, Ë ÔÓ-
˝ÚÓÏÛ, Ó˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, ‚Ó ÏÌÓ„Ëı ÒÎÛ˜‡flı Ëı ÔËÏÂÌÂÌËÂ ÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÎÓÒ¸ ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ˝Ù-
ÙÂÍÚË‚Ì˚Ï ‰‡ÊÂ ‚ Ú‡ÍÓÈ ÍËÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË, Í‡Í ‚ÓËÌÒÍËÈ ÏflÚÂÊ. ÇÓ-‚ÚÓ-
˚ı, ÌÂ ÏÂÌ¸¯Û˛ ÁÌ‡ÍÓ‚Û˛ Ì‡„ÛÁÍÛ ËÏÂÎ‡ Ë ÓÚÍ˚Ú‡fl ‰ÂÏÓÌÒÚ‡ˆËfl
„ÓÚÓ‚ÌÓÒÚË ÔÓ„Ë·ÌÛÚ¸ ËÎË ÔÓÍÓÌ˜ËÚ¸ Ò ÒÓ·ÓÈ, ÒÓı‡Ìflfl ‚ÂÌÓÒÚ¸ ‰ÓÎ„Û ÔÓÎÍÓ-
‚Ó‰ˆ‡ Ë ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚Ó ‚˚Ò¯ÂÈ ‚Î‡ÒÚË. çÓ ÂÒÎË ‚ ÔÂ‚ÓÏ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â Â¯‡˛˘ÂÂ ÁÌ‡˜Â-
ÌËÂ ËÏÂÎË «ÒÌflÚËÂ» ÒÓˆË‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ‰ËÒÚ‡ÌˆËË ÏÂÊ‰Û Ì‡˜‡Î¸ÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÏË Ë ÔÓ‰˜Ë-
ÌÂÌÌ˚ÏË, ÂÂ ·ÛÍ‚‡Î¸ÌÓÂ, ÙËÁË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ ÔÂÓ‰ÓÎÂÌËÂ, ‡ Ú‡ÍÊÂ ‡ÔÂÎÎflˆËË, Ú‡Í ÒÍ‡-
Á‡Ú¸, Í ÒÂÌÚËÏÂÌÚ‡Î¸ÌÓ-˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚Ï ÍÓÏÔÓÌÂÌÚ‡Ï ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ ÔÒËıÓÎÓ„ËË59,
ÚÓ ‚Ó ‚ÚÓÓÏ, Ì‡ÔÓÚË‚, ‰‡ÊÂ ÔË ÌÂÔÓÒÂ‰ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÏ ÙËÁË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ ÍÓÌÚ‡ÍÚÂ Ò
ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍÓÈ Ï‡ÒÒÓÈ, ‡ÍˆÂÌÚËÓ‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ‚˚Ò¯‡fl ÒÚÂÔÂÌ¸ Ò‡ÏÓÓ·Î‡‰‡ÌËfl ÔÂÂ‰ ÎË-
ˆÓÏ ÒÏÂÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÈ ÓÔ‡ÒÌÓÒÚË, ÌÂÛ¯ËÏÓÒÚ¸ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó ËÏÔÂËfl, ÓÚÌflÚ¸ ÍÓÚÓ˚È
ÏÓ„Î‡ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ÒÏÂÚ¸; ‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚È ÎË‰Â ‡ÔÂÎÎËÓ‚‡Î ÌÂ Í ˝ÏÓˆËÓ-
Ì‡Î¸ÌÓÈ ÒÓÎË‰‡ÌÓÒÚË, ÌÂ Í ÒÓ˜Û‚ÒÚ‚Ë˛, ÌÓ Í ‚ÓËÌÒÍÓÈ ˜ÂÒÚË ÒÓÎ‰‡Ú, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â
Ò‡ÏË ÌÂ ‡Á ÒÏÓÚÂÎË ÒÏÂÚË ‚ „Î‡Á‡ Ë ÔÓ˝ÚÓÏÛ ÒÔÓÒÓ·Ì˚ ·˚ÎË ÓˆÂÌËÚ¸ ÏÛÊÂ-
ÒÚ‚Ó Ò‚ÓÂ„Ó ÔÓÎÍÓ‚Ó‰ˆ‡, „ÓÚÓ‚Ó„Ó ÛÏÂÂÚ¸ ‰ÓÒÚÓÈÌÓ, ‚ Ú‡‰ËˆËflı ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‰Ó·-
ÎÂÒÚË60. ÇÏÂÒÚÂ Ò ÚÂÏ Ë ÚÓÚ, Ë ‰Û„ÓÈ ‚‡Ë‡ÌÚ ÔÓ‚Â‰ÂÌËfl ÓÁÌ‡˜‡Î ‡‰ËÍ‡Î¸Ì˚È
‡Á˚‚ Ò Ó·˚˜Ì˚Ï, ÔÓ‚ÒÂ‰ÌÂ‚Ì˚Ï ÏÓ‰ÛÒÓÏ ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ‚ÓÂÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌËÍ‡ Ë
fl‰Ó‚˚ı, ÔÂÂ‚Ó‰ ˝ÚËı ‚Á‡ËÏÓÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÈ ‚ ÒÓ‚Â¯ÂÌÌÓ ËÌÛ˛ ÒÂÏ‡ÌÚË˜ÂÒÍÛ˛ Ë
˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸ÌÛ˛ ÒÙÂÛ, ‚ ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÎË ÛÊÂ ÌÂ ÔËÍ‡Á Ë ÔËÌÛÊ‰ÂÌËÂ, ‡
‰Û„ËÂ ÏÂı‡ÌËÁÏ˚ ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡ˆËË, ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚Â Ì‡ Û·ÂÊ‰ÂÌËË Ë ‚ÌÛ¯ÂÌËË, ‡ ‰Ó-
ÒÚËÊÂÌËÂ ÍÓÌÒÂÌÒÛÒ‡ Ë ‡ÁÂ¯ÂÌËÂ ÍËÁËÒ‡ Á‡‚ËÒÂÎË ÓÚ ÚÓ„Ó, Ô‡‚ËÎ¸ÌÓ ÎË ·Û-
‰ÂÚ ÔÓÌflÚ ÁÌ‡ÍÓ‚˚È flÁ˚Í Ë ‚ÓÁÌËÍÌÂÚ ÎË ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏ˚È ˝ÏÓˆËÓÌ‡Î¸Ì˚È ÂÁÓ-
Ì‡ÌÒ ÏÂÊ‰Û ‡ÌÚ‡„ÓÌËÒÚ‡ÏË ÚÓ„Ó «ÒÔÂÍÚ‡ÍÎfl», ÍÓÚÓ˚È Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÎÒfl seditio militum.
à Ó·‡ ˝ÚËı ‚‡Ë‡ÌÚ‡ ‡ÒÒÏ‡ÚË‚‡ÎËÒ¸ Í‡Í ÔËÂÏÎÂÏ˚Â Ë ‰‡ÊÂ ÒÚ‡Ì‰‡ÚÌ˚Â ‚
ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚Û˛˘Ëı ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËflı. ë‡Ï ‚˚·Ó ËÏÂÌÌÓ ‰‡ÌÌÓ„Ó «flÁ˚Í‡» ÍÓÏÏÛÌËÍ‡-
ˆËË ‚ ÌÂÏ‡ÎÓÈ ÒÚÂÔÂÌË ÓÔÂ‰ÂÎflÎÒfl ÍÓÌÍÂÚÌÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËÂÈ Ë ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÔÓ-
‚Â‰ÂÌ˜ÂÒÍËÂ ÌÓÏ˚ ËÏÂÎË ÌÂ ‡·ÒÓÎ˛ÚÌ˚È, ‡ ÒËÚÛ‡ÚË‚Ì˚È ı‡‡ÍÚÂ. 

58 ä‡Í ‚ÂÌÓ ÔÓ‰ÏÂÚËÎ ÑÊ. êÓÛ‚ ÔÓ ÔÓ‚Ó‰Û ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ Ô‡ÌÌÓÌÒÍËı Ë „ÂÏ‡ÌÒÍËı ÎÂ„ËÓ-
ÌÓ‚ ‚ 14 „. Ì.˝., ˝ÚË ÒÓÎ‰‡ÚÒÍËÂ ‚ÓÒÒÚ‡ÌËfl, ÓÚÏÂ˜ÂÌÌ˚Â Ì‡ÒËÎËÂÏ Ë ÒÛÂ‚ÂËÂÏ, Á‡Ó‰ËÎËÒ¸,
‡Á‚Ë‚‡ÎËÒ¸ Ë Á‡ÍÓÌ˜ËÎËÒ¸ Ì‡ ‚ÓËÌÒÍËı ÒıÓ‰Í‡ı (Rowe. Op. cit. P. 162; cp. P. 172). èÓ ÒÛÚË
‰ÂÎ‡, ÚÓ ÊÂ Ò‡ÏÓÂ ÏÓÊÌÓ ÒÍ‡Á‡Ú¸ Ë Ó ·ÓÎ¸¯ËÌÒÚ‚Â ‰Û„Ëı ÏflÚÂÊÂÈ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‡ÏËË.

59 ì˜ËÚ˚‚‡fl ‚ÒÂ ËÁÎÓÊÂÌÌÓÂ ‚˚¯Â Ï˚ ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ÏÓÊÂÏ ÒÓ„Î‡ÒËÚ¸Òfl Ò ÏÌÂÌËÂÏ
ê. ä‡ÒÚÂ‡ Ó ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ÔËÏÂ˚ ˝ÙÙÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ‡ÔÂÎÎflˆËË Í ˜Û‚ÒÚ‚Û ÒÚ˚‰‡ Ë ˜ÂÒÚË ˜‡-
˘Â ‚ÒÂ„Ó ‚ÒÚÂ˜‡˛ÚÒfl ‚ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓÈ ÒÂ‰Â, „‰Â ÒÓı‡ÌflÎÓÒ¸ Á‡Í˚ÚÓÂ Ë ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ ÌÂ-
·ÓÎ¸¯ÓÂ ÒÓÓ·˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó Ò flÒÌ˚ÏË Ë Â‰ËÌ˚ÏË ˆÂÌÌÓÒÚflÏË. ëÏ. Kaster. The Shame of the
Romans. P. 17–18. Not. 44 (Ò ÔËÏÂ‡ÏË ËÁ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÓ‚).

60 åÛÊÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ‡fl ÒÏÂÚ¸ ‚ÓÂÌÌÓ„Ó ÎË‰Â‡ ‚ ·ÂÁ‚˚ıÓ‰ÌÓÈ ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËË ÏÓ„Î‡ ÓÍ‡Á‡Ú¸
Ì‡ ÔÓÒÚ˚ı ‚ÓËÌÓ‚ ‚ÓÓ‰Û¯Â‚Îfl˛˘ÂÂ ‚ÓÁ‰ÂÈÒÚ‚ËÂ Ë ÒÚ‡Ú¸ Ó·‡ÁˆÓÏ ‰Îfl ÔÓ‰‡Ê‡ÌËfl,
‰‡ÊÂ ÂÒÎË ˝ÚÓ ·˚ÎÓ Ò‡ÏÓÛ·ËÈÒÚ‚Ó, Í‡Í, Ì‡ÔËÏÂ, ‚ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â Ò ËÏÔÂ‡ÚÓÓÏ éÚÓÌÓÏ,
ÔÓÍÓÌ˜Ë‚¯ËÏ Ò ÒÓ·ÓÈ ÔÓÒÎÂ ÔÓ‡ÊÂÌËfl ÓÚ ‚ËÚÂÎÎË‡ÌˆÂ‚. ëÏ. Tac. Hist. II. 49; Suet.
Otho. 12. 2; Plut. Otho. 17; Dio Cass. LXIII. 15. 12–2b; Aur. Vict. Caes. 7. 2. èÓ‰Ó·ÌÓ Ó·
˝ÚÓÏ ˝ÔËÁÓ‰Â ÒÏ. Edwards. Op. cit. P. 32, 36–39. Cp. Ú‡ÍÊÂ Griffin M. Philosophy, Cato,
and Roman Suicide: II // G&R. 2nd Ser. 1986. 33. 2. P. 199–200.
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éíçéòÖçàÖ ÄååàÄçÄ åÄêñÖããàçÄ 
ä íêìÑì àëíéêàäÄ: íÖéêàü à èêÄäíàäÄ*

 

 ÊËÁÌË ÄÏÏË‡Ì‡ å‡ˆÂÎÎËÌ‡ ÌÂ ÒÓı‡ÌËÎÓÒ¸ ÌËÍ‡ÍËı ‰‡ÌÌ˚ı, ÌÂËÁ‚ÂÒÚ-
Ì˚ ‰‡ÊÂ ÚÓ˜Ì˚Â ‰‡Ú˚ Â„Ó ÓÊ‰ÂÌËfl Ë ÒÏÂÚË. éË„ËÌ‡Î¸ÌÓÂ Ì‡Á‚‡ÌËÂ Â„Ó
ÒÓ˜ËÌÂÌËfl – «Res gestae», Ú.Â. «ÑÂflÌËfl». àÌÚÂÔÂÚËÓ‚‡Ú¸ Ú‡ÍÓÂ Ì‡Á‚‡-

ÌËÂ ÏÓÊÌÓ ‰‚ÓflÍÓ: ÎË·Ó ËÏÂ˛ÚÒfl ‚ ‚Ë‰Û res gestae populi Romani (‰ÂflÌËfl ËÏÒÍÓ-
„Ó Ì‡Ó‰‡), ÎË·Ó «res quas ego gessi»

 

1

 

 (Ò‚Â¯ÂÌËfl Ò‡ÏÓ„Ó ‡‚ÚÓ‡). àÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎË
Ú‚Ó˜ÂÒÚ‚‡ ÄÏÏË‡Ì‡ å‡ˆÂÎÎËÌ‡ Â‰ËÌÓ‰Û¯ÌÓ Ò˜ËÚ‡˛Ú ‚ÂÌ˚Ï ÔÂ‚˚È ‚‡Ë-
‡ÌÚ ÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËfl Ì‡ËÏÂÌÓ‚‡ÌËfl, Ú‡Í Í‡Í Â„Ó ÏÓÌÛÏÂÌÚ‡Î¸Ì˚È ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÚÛ‰

é

 

THE

 

 

 

ROMAN

 

 

 

GENERAL

 

 

 

IN

 

 

 

TIMES

 

 

 

OF

 

 

 

MUTINY

 

: 

 

GESTURES

 

 

 

AND

 

 

 

EXPRESSION

 

 

 

OF

 

 

 

EMOTIONS

 

A

 

. 

 

V

 

. 

 

Makhlayuk

 

The

 

 

 

article

 

 

 

deals

 

 

 

with

 

 

 

certain

 

 

 

ways

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

the

 

 

 

Roman

 

 

 

generals

 

' 

 

behaviour

 

 

 

before

 

 

 

their

 

 

 

troops

 

 

 

in
times

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

mutiny

 

. 

 

This

 

 

 

subject

 

 

 

has

 

 

 

not

 

 

 

attracted

 

 

 

due

 

 

 

attention

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

scholars

 

 (

 

except

 

 

 

a

 

 

 

few

 

 

 

pages
in

 

 

 

E

 

. 

 

Flaig

 

’

 

s

 

 

 

recent

 

 

 

book

 

). 

 

There

 

 

 

was

 

 

 

a

 

 

 

surprisingly

 

 

 

large

 

 

 

number

 

 

 

of

 

 

 

situations

 

 

 

when

 

 

 

the

 

 

 

com-
mander

 

 

 

addressed

 

 

 

his

 

 

 

army

 

 

 

with

 

 

 

prayers

 

 

 

and

 

 

 

tears

 

, 

 

assuming

 

 

 

a

 

 

 

supplicant

 

 

 

pose

 

, 

 

even

 

 

 

prostrat-
ing

 

 

 

himself

 

 

 

at

 

 

 

soldiers

 

’ 

 

feet

 

, 

 

rending

 

 

 

his

 

 

 

clothes

 

, 

 

threatening

 

 

 

to

 

 

 

stab

 

 

 

himself

 

 

 

or

 

 

 

to

 

 

 

commit

 

 

 

sui-
cide in some other way. The author examines a series of such episodes of Roman history dat-
ing from the late Roman Republic to the late Principate analysing them from the semantic
point of view. Naturally, extreme situations called for extreme gestures. However, some of
these gestures were used not only in times of mutiny, but also in other situations to influence
the army’s mood. The gestures were similar to those employed by Roman orators in their
speeches in court, as well as before the senate and people’s assemblies. In spite of the variety
of particular situations and possible means a commander could resort to in order to restore the
obedience or to save his own life, the main purpose of such behaviour was to decrease tension
during the critical moments by means of shortening the social and psychological distance be-
tween the commander and his troops. The symbolic «language» of these gestures and expres-
sions, being deeply rooted in the Roman traditions and sensitivity, was, no doubt, rather fa-
miliar to Roman legionaries. Therefore, it was the control of those means that allowed Roman
generals to be able to suppress mutinies effectively. If the commander’s weeping and other
forms of supplication appealed, first of all, to the emotional and sentimental sides of a sol-
dier’s soul, the undisguised demonstration by the commander of his will to die was a direct
appeal to soldiers' sense of military honour. But both ways of behaviour meant a radical rup-
ture with the common, daily mode of interaction between the general and his troops; both
these ways transferred that interaction to an absolutely different semantic and emotional di-
mension. And they both were considered to be acceptable, even standard in appropriate situations. 

* Ç ÓÒÌÓ‚Â ‰‡ÌÌÓÈ ÒÚ‡Ú¸Ë ÎÂÊËÚ ‰ÓÍÎ‡‰ «àÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÂ ÔËÌˆËÔ˚ ÄÏÏË‡Ì‡ å‡-
ˆÂÎÎËÌ‡ Ë Ëı Ô‡ÍÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÂ ‚ÓÔÎÓ˘ÂÌËÂ ‚ ÚÂÍÒÚÂ “ÑÂflÌËÈ”», Ò‰ÂÎ‡ÌÌ˚È Ì‡ XV óÚÂ-
ÌËflı Ô‡ÏflÚË ˜Î.-ÍÓ. Äç ëëëê Ç.í. è‡¯ÛÚÓ (ÇÓÒÚÓ˜Ì‡fl Ö‚ÓÔ‡ ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÓÒÚË Ë ÒÂ‰-
ÌÂ‚ÂÍÓ‚¸Â. Ä‚ÚÓ Ë Â„Ó ÚÂÍÒÚ. XV óÚÂÌËfl Ô‡ÏflÚË ˜Î.-ÍÓ. Äç ëëëê Ç.í. è‡¯ÛÚÓ.
å‡ÚÂË‡Î˚ ÍÓÌÙÂÂÌˆËË. å., 2003. ë. 95–100).

1 Sabbah G. La méthode d’Ammien Marcellin: Recherches sur la construction du discours
historique dans les Res Gestae. P., 1978. P. 2.
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