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LIBERTAS B TPAKTOBKE OBUVA:
CBOBOJA NIV CBOEBOJIME?

D.A. Usov

LIBERTAS AS INTERPRETED BY OVID:
FREEDOM OR WILLFULNESS?

AnHoTanus. B cTaTbe Ha OCHOBe aHa/IM3a TPAKTOBKY KaTeTOPUY «CBOOOTa»
(libertas) y OBupus paccMaTpuBaeTCs ero BOCIPUATIE IOMUTIIECKOTO PeXIMa
Asrycra. Llenbio UCCIefOBaHN SIBIAETCS OIpefe/ieHne KII0UeBbIX 3HAYeHNIT
[aHHOTO TIOHATNA Yepe3 MOIPOOHOe PacCMOTpPeHNMe KOHTEKCTA ero yIoTpebie-
HIISI, @ TAKKe BBISIB/IEHNE OCOOEHHOCTENT er0 CEMaHTUYECKIX OTHOIIEHNIT C Tep-
MuHamu «cBoeBosue» (licentia), «3akon» (lex), «mpaBo» (ius), «cteim» (pudor) u
«cTpax» (metus, timor). B smoxy Peciy6muxu lex u ius cunranycs rapaHTamu mo-
nmmtrdeckoi libertas, mpefoxpaHAIOIINMY ee OT BLIPOKAEHNUSA B CBOIO KPAITHIOK0
¢dopmy — licentia. [Toc/epHsist MOHMMAIACh KaK OfYH U3 IPU3HAKOB JierPajaliii
MO/IUTIYECKOIT CYCTEMBI U IIPEANIOCHUIKA YCTAHOB/IEHNsI pabCcTBa M TUpPaHUH,
FOCIIOACTBA CTPaxa, HACU/INs, pasBpara U HeCIpaBeIMBOCTI. DTH IIpeCTaBIe-
HIS HAIIM OTpa)keHNe B M0a3uu Beprummsa u Toparys, yBuaeBmmx B ABrycre
3aIUTHUKA OT HOOOHBIX OefcTBuUiL. He3HAKOMBIIT C TArOTaMy IPaXKAaHCKUX
BOITH, X MJTaiInit COBpeMeHHMK OBUaMit 66T HOCUTEIEM IOPYTUX LEHHOCTENA,
Pe3KO aHTArOHUCTUYHBIX PECIyOIMKAHCKO MOPAIN ¥ MHOIVM IIOIOXKEHWSIM
odunyanbHOI MAEONIOTUY MpUHIUIAaTa ABrycra. VIMmmuuTHO copmynupo-
BaHHBII MM KOHL[ENIT CBOGOJIBI, IOMIMO IIPOYETO, MIMeIT BIIO/THE ONIpee/leHHOe
HOIMTUYECKOE COfiep>KaHye, OpUEHTHPOBaBIIIee MOJIOfi0e TOKOIeHNe PYMILAH Ha
COIIPOTUBIIEHNE KOHKPETHBIM acIleKTaM CUCTeMbI IpUHInIara. ViccienoBanue
IoKasajno, 4to TepMuH “libertas” B Tpyzax moata ceMaHTI4ecKy 611M30K K IO-
Hatuio “licentia”. IIpy 9TOM B 60ONBLIMHCTBE PACCMOTPEHHBIX C/Iy4aeB JaHHas
KaTeropusi MMeeT IIOI0KUTENbHYI0 KOHHOTALIMIO U O3HAYaeT BO3SMOXXHOCTb pe-
a/mMsanuy Mo6OBHBIX CTPACTEIL, @ TAKXKE IIPABO BBICKA3bIBATh B YaCTHO SKU3HM
HemnpucToliHble MbIcn. Kacasich Tembl cB060/bI, OBUMIT BBIPA3UIT HETOBO/b-
CTBO CYI'y00 pecnyOnMMKaHCKUMM YepTaMi ITpaBjieHNs ABrycra. 3akoHsl (leges)
¥ HOpMBI (iura) pe>xuma IpUHIIIATA, BOIUIOTKBIIIE B Cefe CTPOrve MOpajIbHbIe
MIMITEpPATHBBI 910XM Pecry6/mky, Ha B3IV IO9T4, He TOIBKO He CIY>KWIM Ta-
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paHTOM CBOOOABL, HO, IpoBOLUpYs cThif (pudor) u cTpax (metus, timor), cypo-
BO ee HOJAB/IsJIN 1 TeM CAMBIM IIPEILITCTBOBA/IN Peann3ali BaKHee s
37IeTMKa LIEHHOCTU — JM4YHOoro cuacrtbi (felicitas).

Knrouesvte cnoeéa: anTv4ubIll PyM, npuHIuIaT ABrycra, pMcKas noasus,
snerumn, OBUANIL, ITOMUTUIECKNIT ITIOATEKCT.

Abstract. The article examines Ovid’s evaluation of Augustus’ political re-
gime on the basis of the analysis of his interpretation of libertas. The aim of the
research is to determine the key meanings of this concept through a detailed
examination of the context of its use and to reveal the peculiarities of its semantic
relations with the terms “licentia’, “lex”, “ius’, “pudor” and “metus” or “timor”. In
the Republic era lex and ius were considered to guarantee political libertas and
to prevent it from degenerating into its extreme form, licentia. The latter was
understood as one of the signs of a degrading political system and a prerequisite
for the establishment of slavery and tyranny, the reign of fear, violence, depravity
and injustice. These ideas were reflected in the poetry of Virgil and Horace who
saw Augustus as a protector against such disasters. Unfamiliar with the hardships
of civil wars, their younger contemporary Ovid was a bearer of different values,
sharply antagonistic to republican morality and many elements of the official
ideology of Augustus’ principate. The concept of liberty he had implicitly for-
mulated had a very definite political content and oriented the young generation
of Romans towards resistance to specific aspects of the system of principate. The
study has shown that the term “libertas” in Ovid’s writings is semantically close
to the concept of licentia. In most of the cases studied, however, this category has
positive connotations and means the possibility of love passion unleashing and
the right to express obscene thoughts in private life. As far as freedom is con-
cerned, Ovid demonstrates his dissatisfaction with the strictly republican features
of Augustus’ rule. Leges and iura of the principate regime, which embodied the
strict moral imperatives of the Republic era, not only did not guarantee freedom,
but by provoking shame (pudor) and fear (metus, timor) severely suppressed it.
Thus, they prevented achieving the most important value for Ovid — personal
happiness (felicitas).

Keywords: ancient Rome, Augustus’ principate, Roman poetry, elegies, Ovid,
political dimension.

* %k

OBupuit ObUI BBIXOAIIEM U3 CTAPMHHOTO BCaJJHUYECKOTO poja 13
ropopa Cy/lIbMOHa, OfIHAKO IOJIUTUYECKOI Kapbepe OH IIpefIoyern 3a-
HATHE JINTEPATYPHBIM TBOPYECTBOM. B TpyZlax MCTOPMKOB IIPOC/IAB/IEH-
HBIIT IIeBel] TIOBCETHEBHbIX 6e3/e/NI] OOBIYHO BBICTYIIAET APKUM Ipef-
CTaBUTe/IEM HOBOJ 310X, BBIPa3MBIINM IPOTUBOPEYNBIINE U]I€OTIOT NN
IpMHIUIIATa TeOHMCTUYECKIE EHHOCTY CTONMYHON Montofexxn. Heco-
OTBeTCTBMe ITpousBefeHnit OBUAVA JyXy opULMO3HON MOpaIy IOCTY-
>KVJIO OJHOJL Y13 BO3MOXXHBIX IIPUYVH CCBUIKY IMTEPATOPa Ha 3aIlaJHBII
6eper ITonTa IBKCMHCKOTO — B «BapBapckue» Tombl. B cBsa3m ¢ atum
y4eHble HEOTHOKPATHO MOGHMMa/IN BOIIPOC O €r0 MOIUTUIECKUX BO33pe-
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HUAX, ABMABIINXCS, B CBOIO OYepefib, BaKHBIM ITOKa3aTeleM COCTOAHUA
HOJIUTUYECKOTO CO3HAHMA PUMCKOTO 001IeCTBa STI0XY MHCTUTYLVIOHA/I-
3alM eAMHOMINYHON BiacTy. [laHHOe MCCefoBaHe IOCBAILEHO OIpefie-
JIEHUIO OLleHKM pe>xuMa ABrycta OByyeM depes BbIAB/ICHNE CLIeLIDUKY
€ro OHVMAaHMA CBOOOJBI.

[Topasnsmomee 60MBINMHCTBO yueHbIX XIX — mepBoil MOTOBUHBI
XX B., BK/IIOYasd OTe4eCTBEHHOTO ucTtopuka IJ./1. FpMMMal, mojiarainu,
gyro OBuUAMIt 6T PabOIEITHBIM AHETVPUCTOM, YIOJINBBIM JIbCTEI[OM
¥ BEPHBIM CTOPOHHUKOM MMIiepatopa ABrycra’. PanHue nponsseneHns
3J/IeTMKA B 3TOT IIepMOJ] PENKO IPUBJIEKAINCh UCCTIeloBaTe/IAMN KaK UC-
TOYHUK ISl U3Y9EHUS €T0 TOMNTUYECKUX B3IIA/I0B: CYMTAIOCH, YTO
JIETKOMBIC/IEHHBIII JII00MMel] MY3 B I€/ICTBUTE/IbBHOCTY OBUI He CIIVIIKOM
obecniokoeH nmpobneMamy my6maHolt xusHu. [Ipu sToM ero nosguume
TpyAbl, «MeTamMopdo3bl» u B 6onbleit ctenenn «PacTbl», IOHUMANCDH
KaK 9acTh «0UIMaIbHOI IIPOIaranybl» ABIycToBa pexuma’.

OreuecTBeHHbI yuyeHblit M.M. IIokpoBckuit oJHUM 13 IePBBIX
B MUPOBOIJI HayKe MOMBITAJICS IPEOfOIeTh NOfOOHBIE IPeCTaBICHNS
06 OBupuu u B 1907 1. IpeIo>Kn/I HOBOE IIPOYTEHNe TTOMUTUIECKO
coCTaBJIsIIoLLell ero IponsBefeHnit’. O6GHAPY>KVB Y 103Ta MHOXXECTBO
HaccaXxxeil, MapoOAMPYIOLINX A3bIK 3aKOHA ITPOTUB Tpemobonesuuit (Lex
Iulia de adulteriis coercendis), a Tak)ke BbICMEMBAIOIIMX €T0O COTlEP>KaHIeE,
Y4eHBII TpUIIeTT K BBIBOAY, 4T0 OBMANIT He TOIBKO He ObII COBEpIIEHHO
aIOJIMTUYHBIM I1eBLIOM 06e33a00THOII TI00BY, KaK 9TO OBUIO IIPUHSITO Y-
MaTb, HO IPUXOAN/ICS OIIACHBIM IPOTYBHUKOM CaMOMY ABTIYCTY.

Opnako ujes 06 ONIIO3UIIIOHHOCTY 9JIETMKA He MOTyduIa Cylle-
CTBEHHOTO Pa3BUTH:A B MUPOBOM aHTMKOBEJeHIM IIEPBOJI TONI0BMHBI XX B.
Bbpuranckuit ucropuk P. Caiim oTMedart, 4TO B TOMTUTUIECKOM OTHOLIEHNN
OBuguit 6611 a6COMIOTHO 6€306MeH: K TeMe He3aKOHHOI TI00BIL OH 06-
palajcsa UCKIIOYUTENIBHO paay 3abaBbl — 0e3 yMbIC/Ia OPOCUTDb BBI3OB
VIMIIEPATOPY M 3asIBUTD O cebe KaK IIPOTUBHIUKE OPUIINAIbHBIX LIEeHHOCTEIL.

! Ipumm 3.]]. ViccnenoBaHus IO MCTOPUY Pa3BUTUSA PUMCKOI MMIIEPATOPCKOIi BIia-
cmu. T. 1. CII6., 1901. C. 356-357.

2 Cm.: Bynaux H.A. TloaTuxka 6e3 moasun (K ONBITY TOCTpoeHns MoaTUKU « Tpu-
cTuit») // Borpocst nuteparypst. 1985. Ne 7. C. 191.

? Davis PJ. Ovid’s Amores: A. Political Reading // Classical Philology. 1999. Vol. 94.
N 4. P. 431 (esp. not. 1).

* Hanipnmep, cm.: Allen K. The Fasti of Ovid and the Augustan Propaganda // The
American Journal of Philology. 1922. Vol. 43. N 3. P. 250-251. ITopxop k aHanmu3y «Mera-
MOp03» B KOHTEKCTe Ue0/IOTUI PeXXIMA IPUHIUIIATA GBI HOBEPTHYT OCHOBATE/IbHOI
kputuke co croponsl K. Tamuucku: Galinsky K. Ovid’s Metamorphoses and Augustan
Cultural Thematics // Ovidian Transformations: Essays on Ovid’s Metamorphoses and Its
Reception / Ed. by Ph. R. Hardie, A. Barchiesi, S. Inds. Cambridge, 1999. P. 103.

> Hoxposckuii M.M. O4epku o puMcKoii ucropuu u nureparype. CI16., 1907. C. 3,
58-69.



ITosT GBI HOBMHEH JIMIIb B TOM, YTO OTKA3aJICS CITY>KUTb TOCYRAPCTBY
¥ BOCXBAJIATh PUMCKOE IIPOLIIOe; OH OblI To3opoM Puma, Ha KOTOPBI
TIPUHIIETIC He CMOT 3aKPbITh I71a3a B CUJTy CBO€I MCTUTENHOCTH®.

Pemaouyio ponb B MepeOCMBICIEHUN IIOMUTUYECKUX B3ITIANIOB
OBuayA, CyAs IO BCEMY, ChITpaa CIOKUBIIAACA BO BTOPOJT IIOTOBJHE
XX B. TaK Ha3bIBaeMasl «II€CCUMUCTIYECKAsA rapBap/icKas IKO/Ia» U3yJe-
Hus «DHenppl» Beprunusa’. BakHoe MecTo B ee GOpMMpPOBaHNY 3aHATIA
«Teopus OBYX TOJIOCOB», IpefyiokeHHasd B 1963 1. A. ITappu. CormacHo
3TOII Teopuy, Bepruymit Bocresasn goctybkeHus Prima muib popmabHo,
TOTZIa KaK ero COOCTBEHHBIN T0/I0C BbIPaXKal HEMOAIEIbHYIO0 TOCKY II0
JyeloBeYecKoil cBo0Oofe, M00BMY, MMYHON MPeSaHHOCTH, 0€3BO3BPATHO
YTEPAHHBIM Ha CTy)X0e 6€3/IMKOMY TOCyapCcTBy®.

ITo cnoBam M.B. lllymnnuna, «“rapBapackas’ MoJenb OKa3aaach
JIETKO TIPYIMEHMMA ¥ K APYTYM aBTOPAM, U IIOUCK CKPBITBIX JVCCUMIEHT-
CKMX COOOIEHNIT B PUMCKMX IIO3TUYECKIX TeKCTaX CTasl JOMUHMPYIOLIei
TEHIEHIMel TATMHUCTUKN» . 32 HECKOTIBKO JIET, TIPOLIEIINX C MOMEHTA
ny6nuKanuy nporpammHoi crarsu A. ITappu, npencrasienne 06 OBu-
AMU KaK CTOPOHHMKE B/IaCTU ABIYCTa 3aMETHO YTPATHU/IO CBOIO IOITY-
JISIPHOCTD. Y4eHble, CTPEeMSICh [JOKa3aTb [IyOMHHOe HEeIPUsATIE TI09TOM
peXyMa IPUHLUIIATA, COCPETOTOYMINCD Ha OVCKe CBUICTEIbCTB, KOTO-
pble MOXXHO OBTO ObI MHTEPIIPETUPOBATH B AHTU-ABI'YCTOBCKOM KITIOU€e
(IIpy 9TOM MCCTIeOBATEN IT0-PA3HOMY OTBEYAIOT Ha BOIIPOC O TOM, MOXX-
HO JIV CYMTATh mo3umyio OBuans nomutudeckoir) .

¢ Syme R. The Roman Revolution. Oxford, 1939. P. 467-468.

7 O6 MCTOPUYECKUX, TTOIMTUYECKYX U KY/IBTYPHBIX IPENIOCHUIKAX MOSBIEHNA TaH-
HOJI LIKOJIBI JOCTaTOYHO moApo6Ho nucan J.A. [lImupt: Schmidt E.A. The Meaning of
Vergil’s “Aeneid”: American and German Approaches // The Classical World. 2001. Vol. 94.
N 2.P. 154-163. O Bnusuun Ha ee popmuposanue P. Caitma cm.: Hlymunun M. B. Tlomutu-
YeCKuil KOHTeKCT puMckoii moasum // Ilarm / Steps. 2015. Ne 1. C. 214-215; [anuncku K.
ABTYCTOBCKas TUTepaTypa M aBTYCTOBCKAs «UJEONIOTUA»: epecMOTp omeHok // Ilaru /
Steps. 2017. Ne 4. C. 153.

8 Parry A. The Two Voices of Virgil's “Aeneid” // Arion: A. Journal of Humanities and
the Classics. 1963. Vol. 2. N 4. P. 78-79.

® lymunur M.B. Ykas. cou. C. 215.

1 Hampumep, cm.: Otis B. Ovid as an Epic Poet. Cambridge, 1966. P. 2, 271, 308,
338-339; Bynux H.B. OBupuit u Aryct // BecTHuk gpesneit ucropum. 1968. Ne 1. C. 157-
158, 160; Segal Ch. P. Myth and Philosophy in the Metamorphoses: Ovid’s Augustanism
and the Augustan Conclusion of Book XV // The American Journal of Philology. 1969.
Vol. 90. N 3. P. 258-269, 289; Holleman A.W.J. Ovid and Politics // Historia: Zeitschrift
fir Alte Geschichte. 1971. Bd. 20. N 4. P. 458-466; Moulton C. Ovid as Anti-Augustan:
“Met” 15.843-79 // The Classical World. 1973. Vol. 67. N 1. P. 4-7; Braccesi L. Livio e la
tematica d’Alessandro in etd augustea // CISA. 1976. N 4. P. 191-194; Miller ]. Ovid and
Augustan Apollo // Hermathena. 2004-2005. N 177-178. P. 167; Casali S. Other Voices in
Ovid’s “Aeneid” // Oxford Readings in Classical Studies: Ovid / Ed. by Knox P.E. Oxford,
2006. P. 146, 148, 156, 158-160; Joseph T.A. The Metamorphoses of “Tanta Moles”: Ovid,
Met. 15.765 and Tacitus, Ann. 1.11.1 // Vergilius. 2008. Vol. 54. P. 25, 28-29.
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HekoTtopble ydeHble JOBOIBHO CKEIITUYECKU OTHECIIVICh K CTOJIb pa-
[MKaTbHOMY IIOBOPOTY B OLieHKe oTHOLIeHns: OBUAVs K BIacTyt ABIyCTa.
BpickasbIBamich COMHEHN 10 OBOAY 6€3yC/IOBHOTO HEOBO/IBCTBA I10-
9Ta CUCTeMOJ MPUHIMIIATA, KPUTUKOBA/IACh YPe3MePHast OMITH3ALV
€ro Xy/I0>KeCTBEHHBIX ITPOM3BefeHIIT MICCIEOBATEIAMI, 1 JaXKe BCTpe-
YajI1Ch TOIBITKY 3AIUTUTD «OPTOOKCATBHBI» Te31C 00 CKpEeHHeil
TIOfi/IEPKKE D/IETMKOM nMItepatopa’’. A. Bapkbesn BbICKasam MbIC/Ib O He-
aJleKBaTHOCTY 06enx KpatHOCTell — He CIefyeT KaK IPUHMMATh [103Ta 3a
KOH(pOPMICTA, TaK 1 pa306/1adarh B HeM YOEKIEHHOTO ONIO3ULMOHEpa.
YueHblil npefocTeperaet ot obpaiteryss kK OBUAUIO IOJ, CTPOTO IOIUTH-
YeCKJM PaKypCOM, HEYMOMMO OO ETHSIONIMM CMBICT €T0 OTKPBITBIX /IS
quTaTens NpousBeaeHmii 2,

[IpuHMMas METOHONOTNIECKYIO HOCBIIKY, KOTOPYIO NPeaIOXNII
A. Bapkbesu, paccMoTpuM po6iemy BoctipusaTyst OBupueM IpYHINIIA-
Ta ABrycTa B KOHTEKCTe ero noHnManus ceo6oppl (libertas)™. TpakroBka
cBo6opbl y OBMUANS MIMeeT JOCTATOYHO HENPOOKUTENBHYIO UCTOPUIO
usydenus1. A. Bapkoesn'® u JI.E. don gep Octen’ sarponynu oty Temy B
paMKax aHajau3a OTHOIIeHMs 1mo3Ta K 6ormuHe CBobopsl (Libertas) u ee
arpmio (Atrium Libertatis), B koropom Asynnit IToymmoH ocHoBan mep-
ByI0 B PrMe my6mranyto 6ubmroreky (Suet. Aug. 29. 5). O. CMut mokasar,
KakK B OTHe/NbHbIX ¢pparMeHTax «Meramopdos» u «Tpuctuit» OBupnit
9KCIUTyaTUPYeT UAEI0 CBOOOABI U B pe3yabTaTe CTUPAET IPaHb MEXAY
nousTusamu “libertas” u “licentia” (cBoeBonme)'®. T1.IIx. [laBuc cpaBHWI
MMIUIMIUTHO [IpefiCTaBIeHHble B «JHeuge» u «MeTaMopdosax» KOH-
LIeNITBI CBOOO/BI C/IOBA, JOCTATOYHO yOEAUTEIbHO IIPOJIEMOHCTPUPOBAB

"' Du Quesnay I M., Le M. “The Amores” // Ovid (Greek and Latin Studies: Classi-
cal Literature and its Influence) / Ed. by J.W. Binns. London, 1973. P. 41; Rudd N. Lines of
Enquiry: Studies in Latin Poetry. Cambridge; New York, 1976. P. 30; Williams G.W. Change
and Decline: Roman Literature in the Early Empire. Berkeley, 1978. P. 63; Iacnapos M.JL
OBuanit, win Hayka go6potst // IToaT u moasust. 2018. C. 319-320, 362-363; Millar E Ovid
and the Domus Augusta: Rome Seen from Tomoi // The Journal of Roman Studies. 1993.
Vol. 83. P. 1; Knox PE. Representing the Great Mother to Augustus // Ovid’s Fasti: Historical
Readings at Its Bimillennium / Ed. by G. Herbert-Brown. Oxford, 2002. P. 172; Liveley G.
Ovid’s Metamorphoses: A. Reader’s Guide. London; New York, 2011. P. 6; Yeproiuios FO.I.
JpeBHuit Pum: MeuTa o 30m10TOM Beke. M., 2013. C. 139-140.

12 Barchiesi A. The Poet and the Prince: Ovid and Augustan Discourse. Berkeley; Los
Angeles; London, 1997. P. 7, 44, 262.

13 O sHauenusix monstus “libertas” B snoxy ITosnHeit Pecry6iuku 1 npu npasiie-
Hym ABrycra cM.: Yeos JJ.A. Liber n libertas B nponssenennsax Toparus // Via in tempore.
Wcropusa. Ilonuronorus. 2020. T. 47. Ne 3. C. 473-475, 478.

4 Barchiesi A. Op. cit. P. 87-89.

> Von der Osten D.E. The Cult of the Goddess “Libertas” in Rome and Its Reflection
in Ovid’s Poetry and Tibullan Love Elegy // Vergilius. 2006. Vol. 52. P. 37-40.

'S Smith R.A. Books in Search of a Library: Ovid’s “Response” to Augustan “Liber-
tas” // Vergilius. 2006. Vol. 52. P. 45-54.



HNPUHLIMINATBHYIO Pa3HUIY MEXY HOMTUTUYeCKUMI BO33peHnsiMu Bep-
rima u Osuausa’.

OpnHako B 9TUX paboTax pacCMOTPEHBI JIUIIb OT/e/IbHbIE ACTIeKThI
noHyMmaHnus libertas OBujyieM 11 Ipy 9TOM OCTaB/IeHbI 6€3 BHUMAHUA €T0
paHHIe IPOM3BENEHN, B KOTOPBIX OTHOLIEHNE IT09Ta K PeKUMY ABIycTa
HpocexxuBaeTcs Hanbonee penbedHO. B taHHOM MccnefoBanuy 6yzneT
IpoBeJieH aHan3 Kareropun «cBoboma/ceobopuslin» (libertas/liber) Bo
BCeM KoMITeKce pabot OBuaus. [71aBHOII 11e/IbI0 ABTISIETCA OIIpefieieH e
K/TIOUEBbIX 3HAYEHNIT JaHHOTO IOHATUA U OCOOEHHOCTEl ero CeMaHTH-
YeCKVX OTHOLIEHUI ¢ TepMuHaMu «cBoeBomnue» (licentia), «3akon» (lex),
«mpaBo» (ius), «cTeim» (pudor) u «cTpax» (metus, timor).

OtmeruM, uro noustue “libertas” Bcrpedaercst y OBUAMst TONBKO 6
pas'®, rorma kak npunararensroe “liber”, ucnonb3OBaHHOE ABTOPOM B Ca-
MBIX Pa3HOOGPasHBIX cMbIciax, — 39 pas'®. BaxxHO momuepkHyTD, 4TO B
CBAA3U C 0COOEHHOCTSAMMY TEMATUKV OBU/IVIEBBIX IIPOU3BEICHIIT 9TI TepMI-
HBI yIIOTPeO/IeHBI INTEPATOPOM IPEUMYIECTBEHHO Ha OBITOBOM YPOBHe.
OpnHaKO 3TO He 3HAYNT, YTO 32 OBITOBHIM KOHTEKCTOM He MOT CKPBIBAThCS
nonutideckuit moarekct. ITo cnosam O.P. lllappok, mo60Bb B ABrycTO-
BOM PuMe 6b1/1a HOUTIYECKNIM ITPEMETOM; HaJl CEKCya/IbHBIMY OTHOLIIe-
HUAMY Uy TUTD 66010 He mpuHATO™. KOHEYHO, K MOMCKY MONMUTUYECKIX
KOHHOTAIINII B OBITOBBIX CIOXKETAX CTOUT IIOAXOANUTD C OCTOPOXKHOCTBIO.
He Bcskuit mpusbiB K cBOOORHON TI0OBM ClIeflyeT aBTOMAaTUIeCKN CUU-
TaTbh OCO3HAHHBIM ITOTIMTIYIECKMM BBICKA3bIBaeM U TeM OoJiee TIOTBITKO
aBTOpa OCKOpOUTH caMoro npuHIerca. Ha Haur B3Iz, ceMaHTUYeCKUI
aHanu3 Kateropun “libertas” B Tpymax OBupusa MOXeT CITy>KUTb OTHUM
U3 Hanbosee MOAXOAALINX MHCTPYMEHTOB ITOVCKA TaKVUX HMOMUTUYECKIX
cmbicnoB. Ecim TpakroBka “libertas” y mosTa He BnuchIBamach B paMKu
o¢uManpHOI NEONOTNN ¥ IPOTUBOPEYM/IA TPAAUIIVIOHHBIM PUMCKUM
LIeHHOCTSIM, BIIOJIHE BEPOSITHO, 4T0 OBMANMIL, KacasiCh 3TOV TeMBI, MOT MM-
IUIMLTHO COPMY/IMPOBATD ONIPee/IeHHYI0 CTPATEr IO IPUCIIOCOOIeH s
K OTpaHMYMBAaBIIEMY €r0 CBOOOAY pexXxnmy. PEKOHCTPyKLus 9TOM CTpa-
TETYM CIOCOOHA YITyOUTb OHMMAaHe IIPUYIH HETaTBHOTO OTHOLIEHS
97IeTVIKA K OTIpeie/IeHHBIM aClleKTaM IpaB/IeHNns ABIycTa.

'7 Davis PJ. Freedom of Speech in Virgil and Ovid // Wordplay and Powerplay in
Latin Poetry / Ed. by P. Mitsis, I. Ziogas. Berlin; Boston, 2016. P. 189-197.

8 Am. IL. 2. 15-16; IIL. 15. 7-10; Her. XV. 67-68; XVIL. 154; Ars Am. I1. 289-290;
Met. IX. 559.

Y Am. 11 2. 40-42; 11. 7. 20-21; IL. 9a. 20; Her. 1. 80; VIIL. 105-106; XX. 40; Ars Am.
II. 589-590, 729-730; III. 604-606; Rem. Am. 385, 661-662; Fast. I. 51-52, 121-122; II.
673-674; 111. 111-112,771-772, 777-778; IV. 292-293, 623-624, 946; V. 331-332; Met. I.
42, 753-759; 11. 143; IV. 337-338; V. 667; 1X. 389; XIII. 465-469, 668-669; XV. 301, 853;
Pont. 1. 6.32; 1. 4. 17; 111. 3. 22; Tr. IV. 2. 58-61; IV. 10. 27-28; V. 13. 3-4; Ib. 53.

20 Sharrock A.R. Ovid and the Politics of Reading // Materiali e discussioni per
l'analisi dei testi classici. 1994. N 33. P. 101, 108, 116-117.
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B cambix panHux tpygax OBuaus, «/I:060BHBIX amerusax» (14 r. o
H.3.) U1 ONy0O/IMKOBAHHBIX BC/IeR 3a HUMU «leponpgax», libertas mpemnog-
HeCeHa KaK PacKpeIolleHNe, CONPSHKEHHOE C peann3saliieil HECKPOMHBIX
>KelmaHuil. B ofHOI U3 371ernit paccKas4mK MPOCUT CTPAXKa, IPUCTABJIEH-
HOTO K CYIIpyTe HepasyMHBIM My>KeM (Vir non sapiens), JapoBaTh rOCIIOXKe
matiryro ce0600y (furtiva libertas — Am. IL. 2. 15) /151 aMypHBIX yTex C ee
Boappixarenssmu (Am. I1. 2. 1-24). Enena ornpasnser [lapucy cekpemnoe
mocnanue (Her. XVII. 265-266), B KOTOpOM HacTauBaeT Ha TOM, YTOOBI
BO3/TI00/IEHHBIN TIPOJO/DKA/T OKA3bIBATh €i 3HaKV BHUMAaHMWSI, HO Jeias
ato ckpoumno (Lude, sed occulte! [Mrpaii, Ho ckppiTHO!] — Her. XVII.
153). OT6BITHE €e My>ka MeHenas HajgemIo nx 6ombieit (maior) — HO
He Benmyariieir (non maxima) — cso6opoit (libertas) amsa pomantuye-
ckux ygoBonbcTBuit (Her. XVII. 153-154). IloqunHUTbCA MOCTBIZHOMY
JKeJTaHMIO, IPECTYINUTD CBALIEHHDII 3aKOH 1 UISMEHUTb CBOEMY CYIPYTY
Enene memaer cmoid (pudor — Her. XVII. 113-114) u cmpax (metus —
Her. XVII. 184). Ilomoub B06/1eHHON 130aBUTHCA OT STUX OKOB I CTaTh
cuacmausoii (felix — Her. XVII. 185-188) crtoco6HbI HOYb (N0X), 1I060Bb
(amor) u map 6ora Liber — Buno (vinum). [To cBoeit mpupope oHu mpo-
TUBOCTOAT BCAKOMY yMepeHHOMY nosefenuio (moderabilis): Houb ocBo-
6oxaaeT ot crecHsIomero cteiga (pudore vacat), mo60Bb 1 JInbep — ot
crpaxa (metus — Am. L. 6. 59-60). Kak ckasano B «Hayke nm068u», JIn-
6ep BooxHoBsieT (adiuvat) B/r06/IEHHBIX 1 ITOOILPSIET UX IIaMs1/CTPACTb
(flamma), reM cambIM Coxurasi camoro cebs (Ars Am. 1. 525-526).

[TpumeuarenbHo, Kak mokasana []. KoBay, 4To nzobpaxenne 6ora
JIn6epa B Tpymax OBuays npuomnKkeHo K o6pasaM Ky/lIbTYPHBIX FepoeB
Apucrest u [Ipomertesi, KOTOpbIe, IO IPECTABIEHNSIM JPEBHUX, CHITPAIN
K/IIOYEBYIO POJIb B CTAHOBJIEHMY LIVBMU/IM3ALMY U BBIJIeJIEHUN YelOBe-
YecTBa U3 )KUBOTHOTO Mupa’l. B cBA3K ¢ 3TMM BO3HMKaeT co6/IasH I1mo0-
JIaraThb, 4TO BaykHeltmue a1 OBUANS YepThl IMBWIN30BAHHOTO MIpa —
Xopoline MaHepbl M 00XOANUTENbHOCTD (cultura), mpuinenie Ha CMEHY
rpyboctu (rusticitas — Ars. Am. III. 121-128), 6pun TecHeitmuM obpa-
30M CBsI3aHbI C peann3alueil Ye10BeIeCKOoi CBOOOIBL.

I[Mouumanue libertas OBuameM Kak BO3SMOKHOCTU M3MEHATH 3a-
KOHHOMY CYIIPYTY CeMaHTH4YecKu cOmmxano ee ¢ kareropuei “licentia’,
o6o03HauaBIIeil B TPAJULMOHANTICTCKOM AMCKYpPCe CBOEBOINUE, ep-
30CTbh, Pa3Hy3[aHHOCTb, IPOU3BOI. BaxxHo, uto ¢ 18-17 IT. 10 H.3. B
PyMe fieiicTBOBa/I YIOMMHABILINIICS BBILIE 3aKOH IIPOTUB IIpenobofie-
STHUIL, KOTOPBIN IIPeIIo/Iaraa CypoBoe HaKasaHye 3a a/fIobTep /IS ALY

21 Kovdcs D. Liberalia in Ovid. Liber in the Roman Religion // Sapiens Ubique Civis.
Proceedings of International Conference on Classical Studies (Szeged, Hungary, 2013) /
Ed. by J. Nagyillés, A. Hajdu, G. Gellérfi, A. Horn Baroody, S. Baroody. Budapest, 2015.
P.311-317.



CEHaTOPCKOTO M BCAJJHNYECKOTO COCTIOBUIT*, YUUTBIBAs BCATHUIECKOE
npoucxoxaerre OBUNA U €T0 HEIOYTUTeIbHOE OTHOLIEHNE K JAHHOMY
3aKOHY, Ha KOTOpOe B cBOoe BpeMsA obpaTwn BHuManne M.M. ITokpos-
CKMiT, MOYKHO IIPEII0NIOKNTD, YTO HESIBHO CPOPMYIMPOBAHHBIN TOITOM
KOHIIETIT CBOOO/IBI, TOMUMO IIPOYET0, MIMEJI BIIO/THE OIIpefie/IeHHOE IO -
TUYECKOE COflep>KaHue, OPMEHTNPOBABIIIEe MOIO0€ IIOKOIEHI€ PUMIISH
Ha COIPOTUBJIEHNE FOCYAAPCTBEHHOMY BMEIIATe/IbCTBY B MX YACTHYIO
XXV3Hb, — 4YepTe, YHAC/Ie[JOBAHHOI IIPUHIIMIIATOM OT PeCIyOIMKN.

O6 5TOM TaKXe CBUIETeTIbCTBYET OCO3HAHHAI IIONbITKA JIMTEPAaTOpa
cOm3nTh 3HaueHNs1 TepMMHOB “libertas” u “licentia” B «MeTtamopdoszax».
B [eBATOI KHITe T0aMbI u3noxer Mud o Bubmuze, mouepn Muera, Ko-
TOpasi mobuIa cBoero pogHoro 6para KaBHa He Tak, Kak JO/DKHO (nec qua
debebat — Met. IX. 455-456). Tepsaemast cmoioom (pudor — Met. IX. 515,
527, 531) u cmpaxom (timor — Met. IX. 557, 569), HecuacTHas TIIETHO
IBITa/IACh TOOOPOTH CTPACcTHOE BiIedeHNe K oHoure (Met. IX. 457-496).
OTbICKaB OIpaBfjaHe B IpUMepax MOBeleHsi 60rOB — OHM He pa3 JIio-
6w cobctBeHHBbIX cectep (Met. IX. 497-501), — oHa IpMHs/Ia peleHre
B IJICbMe OTKPBITh BO3II067IeHHOMY cBou uyBcTBa (Met. IX. 515-517).
BaskHo, uto, mpusHaBasch KaBHy B 10681, Bubmuaa ucnonpsyer c1oBo
“libertas”, koTopoe TPIKABI IpefBapsieTcsi OfHOKOpeHHbIM C “licentia”
rmaronioM “licere”. OHa nuieT: HOpMBI (iura) JO/DKHBI COOMIOTATHCS CTa-
pukamu; uto no3BoeHo (liceat), 3akoHHO (fas), a uro Her (nefas) — atu
BOIIPOCHI IOJDKHBI KacaThCsl TOMBKO UX; ee JKe 1 OpaTa rogam nopgobaer
nerkombpicieHHasi Benepa (Met. IX. 551-553). VM ewie paHo 3HATh, 4TO
no3BoseHo (liceat), a YTO IPefOCYAUTEBHO, U IOITOMY OHM JJO/IKHBI Be-
puUTh: MOXXHO BCé (cuncta licere) — Befib 3TO, B 04epeIHOI Pa3 MOJYePKN-
Baet bubnmupa, mokasbiBaeT nmpumep 60ros (Met. IX. 554-555). ITocie aTnx
Pa3MBIIIIEHNIT OHa cOObIaeT, 4TO y Hee ecThb cBobopa (libertas) o6cysx-
IaTh C BO3MIOOJIEHHBIM X TallHbIe fena: ...est mihi libertas tecum secreta
loquendi... (Met. IX. 559).

bubnmpua mobopona crpax, a Takke oTBepria pudor ¥ HpaBCTBEH-
Hble 3aKOHBI, KOTOPbIE CTOSI/IM Ha MYTHU €€ CYaCTbsl, TeM CAMBIM CBsI3aB
CBO€ Iep3HOBeHHOe >kemaHue co cBobomoit. ITo muennio P.O. Cmuta, B
NPUBEEHHOM ITAaCCaXKe TePONHSI OCO3HAHHO MOCTABI/IA 3HAK PABEHCTBA
mexny libertas n licentia®’. OnHako MbI monaraem, 4to B guckypce OBu-
OVISI 9TY CEMAHTUYECKY O/TM3KIME TIOHATHS BCE JKE MMETIN BIIOTTHE Y€TKOE
pasu4ne u BBIBOJ, O CIIMSTHUY UX 3HaY€HMIT He COBCeM cripaBemus. [Tof-
yepkHeM: brbmaa B matinom nucome (littera arcana — Met. IX. 516) ro-

2 Toxapes A.H. O uensx cemeiiHOro sakoHogarenbcrsa OKraBuana ABrycra //
Bicuux XHY. 2004. Bum. 36. C. 225-226; Mesxepuyxuti 4.10. «BoccTaHOB/IeHHaA peciy6-
NKa» umneparopa Asrycta. M., 2016. C. 446-449.

2 Smith R.A. Op. cit. P. 50.
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BOPUT 0 nomaexHvix IyBcTBax (celati ignes — Met. IX. 516) 1 cekpeTHBIX
Jieax, Kacaommxcs Tonbko ee v KaBHa. [Toxoxxum 06pa3oM BbIpaXkaeT-
cst Enena, npussiBast [Tapiuca yxakuBath 3a Hell CKPBITHO. B cekpeTHOM
IMCbMe OHa JeNMNUTCS cBoeil matinoti (arcanum — Her. XVII. 265), npu
3TOM ucnonb3ysa tepMuH “libertas”, kotopsiii Ba pasa npenBapsercs
rmaronom “dissimula/dissimulare” (ckpsiBait/CKpbIBaTh) U OfUH pa3 Ha-
peuneM “occulte” (ckpsitHO) (Her. XVII. 151-154). OT6bITHE MeHenas
a0 BII0O/IEHHBIM 4y Th Oosblre cBoboael. Ho o Tex mop, moka oHn
He PacKpoIOT 00IIeCTBY CBOM 4yBCTBA, Be/lM4aiiiias cBoboaa (maxima
libertas — Her. XVII. 153-154) umM HegocTynHa. ViMeHHO cobmofeHne
CKpBITHOCTU ompepensiio mist OBuaus otnndue ckpoMHoii libertas or
mep3Koii licentia, BerpakaBieit 60/ee BHICOKYIO CTeTIeHb CBOOOBI.

BosBpauasice K uctopun Bubmnsi, MOXXHO 3aK/TI0UUTb, YTO T€PO-
VH BIIaJIa B Pa3Hy3[aHHOCTDb TOJIBKO IIOC/IE TOTO, KaK ee OpaT, BepHbII
cmuidy (pudor — Met. IX. 578), B rHeBe OTBepr HECUACTHYIO U cOeXal B
nanexue 3emnu (Met. IX. 574-634). Torga TomumMasi CKOpObIo BI0OIEH-
Hasi OKOHYATeIbHO MMIINIACch paccyzka (Met. IX. 635-636) u B 6e3ymnn
(demens) packpuvina Bcem cBou uyBcTBa (Met. IX. 638-639). [Jpyrumu
C/IOBaMM, OHa BbIHEC/IA ITOCTBIHBIN CEKPET, U/IV TalTHYIO libertas, Ha Bce-
0011 CYZT, TeM CaMBbIM IIPeBPATHB €ro B HaxaabHOe 6eccThiAcTBO (licen-
tia). ITocre satoro bubnupa, 6pocus poauny (patria) u neHaros (penates),
OTIPaBUJIACh 110 c/lefiaM cBoero 6para (Met. IX. 639-640). Cyns no Bcemy,
OBupaMit HaMepeHHO MOAYEePKHYT PaKT OTpeUYeH Vs AeBYLIKM OT patria u
penates paju ofoseBleii ee cTpacty; 0 KaBHe Hudero nogo6Horo cka-
3aHO He ObIIO, XOTA OH, COITIACHO CIOXETY, TOKe OCTaBIJ/I CBOI0 POJIUHY.
®yHaM MCTOpUY MevyajieH: YTOMUBIINCD B ITyTH, Hecuacmuas (infelix —
Met. IX. 632) maya Ha 3eMJII0 ¥, ICTUB II0 TPaBe IIOTOKM CJIe3, IPeBpaTu-
nack B pydeit (Met. IX. 641-665). Tak ctoig (pudor) KaBHa 11 ero BepHOCTD
MOPa/IbHOMY 3aKOHY IIOTYOM/IN PUCKHYBIIYIO pajiyi TIOOBU IePeCTYINTD
Jepes CBAILCHHbIE YCTAaHOBIeHNA bubmmmy.

O pasuune mexay nousrusamu “libertas” un “licentia” y OBuans tak-
Ke KOCBEHHO CBUJIETeIbCTBYIOT HECKOJIBKO ITACCaXKell M3 CO3/JaHHBIX UM
B 1epyof; cchinkn « Tpuctuii». IToaT co ckop6pio co00IIIaeT, YTO /151 €r0
kuury (liber), moromcrBa (genus) u fereit (nati)** Het mMecta B arpuu
Ce0600v! (Atrium Libertatis), T.e. B my6maHoi 6ubmoTexe Asyuns [Torn-
mmoHa (Tr. II1. 1. 1-2, 71-74). Kanra nsrHa=HHMKa, TaliHo OObIBaBIIAs B
Pume, 6bU1a MporHaHa ¢ mopora 6n6MMoTeKN ee 60>KeCTBEHHO XPaHM-
renbuuen Libertas (Tr. 111, 1. 1-71). I1oaT, ubu liberi/libri 611 muienbr

2 BepoATHO, MOTOOHDIIT cCEMaHTUYECKNIT PAJI, B KOTOPOM He XBaTaeT TOMbKO C/I0Ba
“liberi” (meTn), o/mKeH 6HUT HATOMHUTD YnTaTeno 06 ucropun bubnuper. Ha ato yka-
3BIBAET TO, 4TO M Byblis/BuPAic moxosxe Ha rpedeckoe cnmoso “BOPAog” (kuura), a KaBH
u Bubnupna 6pin liberi us ogHoit cembi; cm.: Smith R.A. Op. cit. P. 51-52.
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IpaBa OCTAaBaThCsI B paMKax 00IIeCTBEHHOTO IPOCTPAHCTBA, 0OpaTHII-
csl K MIMIIepaTopy, Benuyaiiiremy 6ory (maximus divus — Tr. IIL. 1. 78),
C IpOCHOOIT JOMYCTUTD €r0 TBOPEHNS XOTsI Obl B YacTHbIE foMa (privati
loci — Tr. III. 1. 79-80). Tem caMbIM KHHITa 371€TMKa, CIOBHO IIOCThIHAA
CTPacTh, YCTPEMMBILIAACA K «OTKPBITOI» cBoboze (licentia) — B ob1me-
CTBEHHYI0 616/1110TeKy, — B KOHI[e KOHI[OB Obl/Ia BBIHY>K/IeHa CKPBIBATh-
Cs1 OT BHUMAHMSI IIMPOKOI ITyO/IVKY ¥ ICKaTh CITaCeHMsI 3a CTeHaMM pri-
vati loci — B Taitnoi1 libertas.

Ob6palieHe pMCKIX aBTOPOB K TeMe CBOOOIbI, KaK IIPaBIJIO, He 00-
XOIMIOCH 6€3 yIIOMUHAHNA IPOO/IeMbl yCTaHOB/IEHSI T'PaHNI] I03BOJIEH-
Horo. Beprunuii, Bugesunii B libertas omacHelil MOTeHIMA, TPEIIONKIIT
MBIC/Ib O HEOOXOAMMOCTH ee TIOAYMHeHNs TPYAyY U gobpoxnerenu (Verg.
Georg. 1. 121-159; I1. 458-542; I11. 165-169, 182-201)*, ykasas ipu 9ToM
Ha T/IETBOPHYIO IPUPOAY Mo6oBHBIX cTpacteit (Georg. 111. 209-283)%.
Topanuit OTMeTII BaXKHOCTb OTPaHMYMBAIONINX YPE3MEPHYI0 CBOOO-
Iy 3aKOHOB U HOPM: leges Cliep>KMBAIOT CTPACTI BOPOB, pa3OOItHIKOB
u mobogpees (Sat. I. 3. 99-106); iura momorarot M306aBUTHCSA OT CHMpPAxa
(metus) mepen HecpaBeIMBOCTBIO (iniustus — Sat. I. 3. 111). Vcnone-
3oBaHMe [oparuem repmuHoB “lex” n “ius” kaxkeTcs Hecmy4darHbIM. Kak
U3BECTHO, B IIOJINTUYECKOM JAMCKYpce 3TI0Xu Pecrry61mku 3aKoH 11 ITpaBo
SIBJISULVCh BOXKHENIIVIMI CITy THUKaMU 11 rapaHTamu cBo6opst. [x.Y. Puy
n [x.X.K. YuapAMc npuBeny MHOTOYMC/ICHHbBIE IIPYMMEPBI U3 PUMCKUX
VICTOYHVIKOB, YO€UTENTbHO CBUIETENbCTBYIOIINE O ITyOOKOI IIeHHOCT-
HOII conpsKkeHHOCTH Kateropuit “lex”, “ius” u “libertas™.

B oT/mune OT CBOMX CTapuINX COBPEMEHHMKOB, OBUANIT SIBHO CUM-
HaTU3MPOBAJI IPOSBIEHUSAM OeCCTBIACTBA U, 3HAUNT, He BBICTYIIAJ 32
Kakoe-nmn6o orpanndenne cBoboxpl. OH, Kak 1 brbnmuaa, nomaras, 4to
M06OBHOE YYBCTBO (amor), a He CTOAIINII Ha €r0 Iy TV AMKTAT TPayILiAu
VIV TOCYHAPCTBA, JO/DKHO VIMETDb CHTY TTOAIMHHOrO 3aKkoHa (lex — Ars.
Am.11.157-158; Met. X. 329-331). OTCyTCTBYE BO3MOXKHOCTH C/IeIOBATh
30BY CBOETO CepALla 9/eTUK IIOCYUTAJI aTpUOYTOM pabCTBa, BBICTYINB B
«JlexapcTBe 0T M0OBM» B ponu ocBoboamTeA (assertor), KOTOPBI lapy-
eT HeCYacTHBIM cIaceH1e/ocBoboxenne (vindicta) 3 1oByIIKM Hepas-
nenenHoin mo6su (Rem. Am. 73-74). Kak usectHo, cnopom “vindicta” B
Pume 0603HaYa/ICS TIPETOPCKUIL XKe3/I, KOTOPBIM assertor B COOTBETCTBUN

% lenHble cOOOpaKeHUs HA 3TOT cyueT Bbickasana [L.A. Jl>koHcTOH: Johnston
PA. Turnus, Horses, and “Libertas” // Vergilius. 2006. Vol. 52. P. 26-31.

%6 Mopesa-Bynux H.B. PuMckuit Kraccuiusm: TBopuecTso Beprumus, mupuka lo-
pauust. CII6., 2000. C. 76-78, 155, 159-160.

7 Rich J.W., Williams J.H.C. Leges et Tura PR. Restituit: A. New Aureus of Octavian
and the Settelement of 28-27 B.C. // The Numismatic Chronicle. 1999. Vol. 159. P. 185-186.
O cBs3u cBobopp! 1 3akoHa y JInBus cM.: Knabe I.C. Pum Tuta JIusus — o6pas, Mud n
ucropus // Tur JIusuit. Vicropus Puma ot ocHoanus ropopa. T. 3. M., 1994. C. 617-621.
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C IOPUANYECKIM PUTYAIOM IPUKACATICS K Paby /IS er0 CUMBOINYECKOTO
ocBobOxaeHNA. OTMETUM, YTO TOT e CaMblil TepMyH OBUANII VICTIOIb-
30BaJ1 B OTHOLIEHN MOJIOROI XKEHIIMHBI, KOTOpasi HEJABHO MOTyYnIa
pasBof, T.e. o6pena ceobony (vindicta — Ars Am. I1I. 615-616). Tem ca-
MBIM 3aMY>KHAA KEHIIVHA BBICTYIIN/IA Y TI03Ta B PO/IU PabbIHMY, @ IpU-
JIep>KUBAIOIUIICSA CYPOBBIX MOPAIbHBIX HOPM MY>X IIpro6pert 06pas Tio-
PEeMIINKa, IPeIATCTBYIOLIETO JOCTVKEHNIO CBOOOMIBI 1, KaK CIefiCTBUE,
CYACThA.

OBupuit COBETyeT IOHOLIAM He YIOROONATbCSA CTPOTOMY MYXY U,
IpO3HaB 00 N3MeHaX BO3/MI00/IEHHOT, He BBIIABATD €Jf CBOero 3HaHNUA —
MIO3BOJIUTH U fajblie «rpenth» (Ars Am. I1. 538-558). YnnueHne gamel
cepAilia B IIOCTBITHOV HEBEPHOCTH BefleT K TOMY, YTO ee BOXKAE/IeHNe K
CBOEMY JII0OOBHIKY TOJIBKO Bo3pacTaer (crescit) i X CBsA3b CTAHOBUTCS
kperrde (Ars Am. I1. 559-560). IToat HapounTo nopunaet Bynkana 3a To,
4TO TOT BBIFA/I 6OraM TallHyI0 M3MeHY CBOeil cynpyru BeHepsl ¢ 6orom
BOITHBI MapcoMm, 0 KOTOpoit OH y3Has oT 6ora connua Comna (Ars Am.
I1. 562-588). ITocTynok HepasyMHOT0 60>KeCTBa — OH ¥ CaM He pa3 Ipu-
3HaBaJI CBOIO IIIyHOCTh (stultus — Ars Am. II. 591) — mocmy>xun ykpe-
IWIeHnIo 6eccmuiocmea. OTHBIHE BCe, YTO IPEXJe XPaHUIOCh B TaliHe,
TBOpPUTCA OTKpbITO/cBO6OAHee (liberius — Ars Am. I1. 589-590). On-
HAKO O MOAPOOHOCTAX ¥ KOHKPETHBIX IPOSBIEHNSAX PACIPOCTPAaHEHNs
pasHysganHocTu OBuamit ymondai. [TogbITOXXKUBas MICTOPUIO, JNETUK C
OCYXX[IeHMsI TTOCTYNKa BynkaHa HeOXXMIaHHO Iepelles Ha MOpUIlaHue
meitctBuit foHocumKa Cona. Pacckasymk npusBaja He CTPOUTD KO3HeI!
IPOTUB BITIOOTIEHHBIX U He BCKPBIBATD VX MVICEM C MAUHbIMU CTIOBAMU
(arcana verba), mpy 3TOM He cOBCeM MCKpeHHe IPU3HAB TaKOe IPaBo 3a
3aKOHHBIMM MY>XbsiMu (Ars Am. I1. 593-600).

Takum o06pasom, mosuiys OBUANS 110 TIOBOAY CBsI3Y CBOOOJBI 1 3a-
KOHa, XOTS 1 BbIpa>KeHHas Ha OBITOBOM YPOBHE, OKa3bIBaeTCs TOPasfio
6mxe K B3rAgaM Jlykpenys. [ToaT-anmkypeer; cMOTpen Ha IPUPORY
3aKOHOB KpalfHe IeCCMMICTUYHO, ITO/Iarasi, 4TO YCTABIINI OT IEPBOOBIT-
HOTO HAaCW/IMs 4e/IOBEYeCKNIT POy JOOPOBOIBHO NpUHeC cebs B )KePTBY
(cecidit) 3akonam (leges) u ctecHuTeTbHBIM HOpMaM (arta jura — Lucr.
V. 1145-1147), koTOpBIe C TeX IOp NUTAIOT CTpax (metus) mepex HaKa-
3aHMeM U oTpaBiAoT pajocty >kxu3uu (Lucr. V. 1151). CnegoBarenbHo,
COITIACHO SMMKYPEICKOMY YUeHUIO, 3aKOHBI i HOPMBI B OIIpefie/IeHHOM
CMBICTIe IPOTUBOCTOAT libertas, moHMMaeMoit Kak OTCYTCTBUE BCsUe-
ckux crpaxoB (Cic. Nat. Deor. 1. 56), a Takxke cTpajjaHuil Tesa ¥ JyILIN
(D. L. X.131), T.e. KaK K/I04eBast IPeAIOChUIKA CYaCT/IMBON XU3HM (Vita
beata — Cic. Nat. Deor. 1. 53). 3akoH y OBuaMs HOX0X1M 06pa3oM Ipo-
BOLMpYeT metus, a peanm3sanus libertas o3HauaeT BBIXOJ 3a €T0 TPAHUIIBI,
IIpeoy0/IeHNe MOPA/IbHO JJO3BOJIEHHOTO 1 TOCTYDKEHIE Yepes 9TO JINYHO-
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ro cyacTbs. 1o Bcelt BUAMMOCTY, B TAKOM HOHMMAaHNY 3aKOHA IIPOSIBU-
JIOCh HeraTMBHOE OTHoIIeHne OBMUANS, IPeX/e BCEro, K CeMeiTHOMY 3a-
KOHOZIATe/IbCTBY ABTYCTa, He COOTBETCTBOBABIIEMY AYXY OPOTOII II03TY
COBPEMEHHOCT. B CBA3M € 9TUM /TI000IBITHA OLIEHKA 9/IeTMKa « DHeUIbl»,
3aK/TIOYMBILVM, YTO 13 BCETO COTEPIKaHNUA SMNYECKOI TI03MBI NCTOPUA
He3akoHHou m06BU (non legitimus amor) OHes u [JUITOHBI BBI3BIBAET Y
puMcKoro unTarens Hanbonpumit uutepec (1r. I1. 535-536).

[Moxoxum o6pazom OBuamMit o6palaeTcs K mpobdinemMe CBOOOIBI CIO-
Ba. [IpotuBocTos cTeify (pudor), KOTOPBIN He IO3BOIAET €My MHOTOE
BpIpasuthb (Multa quidem ex illis pudor est mihi dicere... — Rem. Am.
359), u cypoBoit KpUTHuKe (censura) CBOUX CTUXOB CO CTOPOHBI YMTaTe-
JIevi, MocYUTaBIINX ero Mysy (T.e. 1033ui0) rep3koit/6eccteignoit (Musa
proterva — Rem. Am. 362-363), IO3T 3asB/IsI€T O CBOEM IIpaBe INCATh
¢ BonbHOIT urpusocTaio (lascivia libera) o HecrecHenno npuTMuMsIMM
nesyuuke Tanpge (Rem. Am. 385-386). ITo ero coBam, Ka>KZOMY IIpefMeTy
IO/DKEH COOTBETCTBOBATH COOCTBEHHBIN CTUIIb CTUXA: AXII/IA He CTIeNy-
eT cnaButhb cnoroM Kammmmaxa, a o Kupnmnme nucars cioBamu fomepa
(Rem. Am. 381-382, 371-389). Ecnm urpusas (iocosa) Mysa mmog cratb
U306paHHOII TeMe, TO OOBMHEHME 1109Ta B IPECTYIUICHNN COBEPIICHHO
HeripaBoMepHO (Rem. Am. 387-388).

Iraxe unes orpakeHa B «Dacrax». Bo Bpemsa dnopanuit, mpasgHUKa
B 4ecTb 6oruuy Onopser, MaTepu 1BeToB (mater florum — Fast. V. 183),
o cimoBam OBupus, B PuMe naput 67bliiast UTpUBOCTD/ PaCIyIieHHOCTD
(lascivia maior), corpoBoxgaemas 6onee BonbHbIMK IyTKamu (liberior
iocus — Fast. IV. 946; V. 331-332). [Togo6HOe mOBefieHNEe COIIACYeTCs C
IPUPOAOI GOTMHY, OTBETCTBEHHOI 3a yIIEBHBII U TeJIECHBIIl PacI{BeT
mornopexu (Fast. V. 273-274). OHa CTOPOHUTCSI CYPOBOCTY ¥ M3/IUIIIHE
CepbesHBIX peyeil, )KeaeT, YTOObI ee MpasJHMUK OB OTKPBIT AJIs BCEX,
BK/IIOYas OMyIHUL], ¥ IpU3bIBAeT HACTAXAATHCA LBETYLUIVIMA TOAMU
(Fast. V. 349-353). Takum 06pa3oMm, pacIyljeHHOCTb B pedax cama Io cebe
He SIB/IIETCS IOPOKOM — XOTSI 1 B OIIpefie/IeHHOM KOHTEKCTe, HO OHa IMe-
eT IIPaBo Ha CylecTBOBaHue. [IpyMedaTe/IbHO, 4TO, XapaKTepy3ys UIPbI
B yecTb Onopsl, OBUANIT yIOTpeO6WI NpuIaraTebHOe, KOTOpOe paHee
BCTPEYaIoCh B CBA3Ke ¢ ero My3oit, — “iocosus” (MrpUBBIIL, Iy TOUHBII):
Mater, ades, florum, ludis celebranda iocosis! (Fast. V. 183). Heynusutens-
HO, 4TO TI09T 0COO0 OCTAHOBIICA Ha BO3MyIeHny Oropbl HeyBaXkKUTelb-
HBIM OTHOILIEHVEM K Hell CO CTOPOHBI PUMCKUX ceHaTopoB/oT1oB (Romani
patres), umeBIIuM Mecto B Hauaste 11 B. o 1.9, (Fast. V. 312-330)%,

28 OrmeTnM, 9TO OfMH pas B TpyAax Osunnus nox nouatneM “libertas” mogpasyme-
BaeTCsl BO3MOXXHOCTb KPUTUKI Ubero-1nubo MOBefjeHNsT — IpKUYeM C IO3ULNH 00IIe-
npunsroit Mopaim (Her. XV. 63-72). OgHako B 9TOM C/Iy4Yae CUMIATUM II03Ta BHO He
Ha CTOpOHE KPUTHKA.
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Hawn6ornee 6113K0it K MOMUTUYECKOMY YPOBHIO ITpo6ieMa cBOOObI
cnoBa nogHMMaetcs y OBUYA B CBA3M C U300paXKeHVeM ITOC/IeCTBII
TeX MU MHBIX BbIcKasbiBaHuil. Ctapuk BarT, MONbITaBIINIICS PaCKpPBITh
BOPOBCTBO MepKypus, ObUI IIpeBpallieH IPeCTYITHUKOM B KaMeHb (Met.
I1. 688-707)*. OkupoHes CBOMM UCKYCCTBOM (artes) IpOpUIaHMS Ha-
BJIeK/Ia Ha cebsd THeB 6oros (numinis ira — Met. II. 633-675)°. Cam
OBupmit, IO ero c10BaM, IOIUIATHICA M3THAHMEM 33 COOCTBEHHbIE CTYXMN
(Tr.11. 345; I11. 14. 5-6; Pont. 1. 1. 12; 11. 2. 104). CcbIIbHBIN IIOST IIBITAJI-
Cs1 OLIPABJIaTh CBOM JIEP3OCTY U YBEPUTb ABIyCTa B TOM, YTO OH HEIpU-
TBOPHO ero BocxBajisin (Pont. 1. 1. 27-28), — ecnu ObI TONBKO IMITEPATOP
yAenu1 BHUMaHue ero “Ars Amatoria’, oH He Haulen 6bl B Hell HUYETO
nypHoro (Tr. I1. 239-240).

Ba)xHBIM IpuMepOM OMAaCHOCTU CBOOOIHBIX pedeil IpK BIACTU
IPUHILETICA TAKXKe MOXKET CITYXKITh M3/I0>KEHHbII1 TUTepaTopoM B «MeTa-
Mopdo3ax» CloKeT 0 6e710M pasroBopurBOM BopoHe (corvus loquax),
HOBefiaBleM ATIO/IIOHY O TalTHOI 3MeHe ero Bo3mobeHHoi KopoHub!
(Met. 11. 534-600). IIpo3HaB 0 IOCTHIJHOI HEBEPHOCTY CBOEIT M30paH-
HULIBI, ATIONJIOH IIpUILEN B IPOCTb U CTPETION IPOH3UI ee TpyAb. [lepen
cMepThio KopoHupa ycrena cooO1mTh eMy, 4To X/aja OT Hero pebeHka,
4yeM BbI3BaJla €r0 pacKasHIe, 33 KOTOPBIM IIOC/TIe0Ba/l 3aKOHOMEPHBDII
THeB Ha pOKOBYyIo ITuily. [TosToMy BMeCTO Harpajbl 3a OKa3aHHYIO YCIIYTy
BOPOH ITOHeC HaKasaHue: 6or muim ero 6emoro okpaca (Met. I1. 601-633).
ITo 3aK/MI0YEHNIO [I09TA, HE YCTYIABIIETO JIET€H/JAPHBIM I'yCsIM BOPOHA
crybun ero cob6cTBeHHbIi A3bIK (lingua — Met. I1. 538-541). [Tpumeya-
Te/bHO, 4To Peb, B oTmune oT By/ikaHa, He cTam BBIHOCUTD ITOCTBIHBII
rpex (crimen — Met. I1. 614) Ha ocy>KeHMe ITyOIMKY ¥ TeM CaMBIM CIIO-
cobcTBOBaTh TpaHcopMaryy cekpeTHoit cBobozpl (libertas) Koponuper
B ABHOe 6eccThincTBO (licentia). YkpernieHnio pa3Hy3aHHOCTY OH IIpef-
HI0YeT ee CypoBOe NOfIaB/IeHne — yOuitcTBOM cBoeit Bo3mobnenHoi. Ha
Hall B3IJIAN, 9TUM crokeToM OBMAMIT B O4epeHOI pa3 yKa3asl Ha omac-
HOCTh HEOOYMaHHBIX pedeil B yCIOBMAX O(UIMaTbHOTO TOCIOACTBA
pudor u npespeHus K 6€CCTBIACTBY, COOOIUB BCEM CIY>XUTENAM AMY-
pa, 4TO ropasno Oe3omacHee 1 pasyMHee IpefaBaThcs M06BU B popMe
cexpeTHoI libertas u Bcsiuecku usberaTsb ee mepexopa B OTKPOBEHHYIO
licentia. BrionHe BepoATHO, 4TO MO06HOE OMACINBOE OTHOLIeHVe OBI-
JIUA K BOMIBHBIM peyaM, Kak npennonoxu [1. JIxk. [Tssuc?!, 6p110 BhisBa-
HO HapacTaBIIMMM IONBITKAMJ MMIIepaTOpa KOHTPOIMPOBATDb COLMAIIb-
HYI0 KOMMYHUKaLMo. B 4acTHOCTH, U3 COOOIeHNIT aHTUYHBIX aBTOPOB

* 310t cioxxeT y OBUAMA B CPABHEHNY C COIEPXKaHMEM TOMEPOBCKOTO IMMHa
«K Tepmecy» moppo6Ho paccmotpen I1.JDx. Jauc: Davis PJ. Freedom... P. 194-196.

30 Ibid. P. 193-194.
3! Tbid. P. 197.
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M3BECTHO, YTO IIPM €TO IIPAB/IeHNN IPeCIef0BaIICh IUIA, TIOPOYMBIINE
B CTVXaX J/ WM IMCbMax 06poe nMs 3sHaTHBIX puMiLaH (Tac. Ann.1.72. 4;
IV. 21. 5; Suet. Aug. 55; Dio Cass. LVI. 27. 1-3).

Utak, OBUAMIT OTHOCUIICA K CBOOOJIe B IIEPBYIO OYepe/b KaK K BO3-
MO>KHOCTH peau3aliyiy CyIIHOCTHOTO C TOYKM 3peHMA 37IeTMYeCKOro MI-
poco3sepIiaHys Havyala MUPO3IaHNsI — YyBCTBEHHOI 1 MCKPEHHeIl T106-
BU. COIJIaCHO €ro B3IVIA/IaM, amor MO>KeT ObITh IIPOSAB/IEH KaK B CKPBITO
u 6e3omacHoit popme libertas, Tak u B 60see jep3Koil ¥ pasHY3LaHHOI
licentia. O6e ¢popMBI, TOMMMO KOHKPETHOTO OAXO/A K IIPaKTUKe T000B-
HOJI CTPACTH, BKJIIOYAIOT B ce0s crerduuecKyro CTpaTernio BEIPaKeHNA
CY>XieHus o Heil — B Bufie TaitHoro (liber) nanora u BeI3bIBatomet Bee-
obiee HerooBanue (licens) peun.

CemaHTH4ecKuil aHanu3 Kareropun “libertas” B Tpynax OBuus mo-
KasaJl, 4YTO SIBHOE HEeJIOBOJILCTBO 9JI€TVKA BBI3bIBAJIN T€ YePThI IPUHIN-
naTta ABIycTa, KOTOpbIe Haubosee OTYeT/INBO COMDKATIMN ero C pecIryonn-
KaHCKOJI MOJIMTUYECKOIL cucTeMolt. Ero He ycTpauBas rocyapcTBeHHBII
KOHTPOJIb HaJl YaCTHOJ )XVM3HbIO, 3aMEHVBILNI COO0T1 0011eCTBEHHBII 1
ceMeJIHbIIT Hafi30p 3a HpaBaMmy npu Pecny6muke; 1 KaK 4acTb 9TOM Ke
po6IeMbl 0c000€ BO3MYILEHNE Y INTepaTopa BbI3bIBAJIO OTPAaHNYCHIE
BOJIbHBIX pedyeli, 3aTparuBamliX HeNpyIndHble TeMbl. HekoHKpeTnsu-
poBanHble OBuzneM leges 1 iura HOBOJ BTACTH, BOMIOTMBIINE B cebe
CTpOrMe MOpabHble UMIIEPATHBbI, He TOIBKO He CIIYXXVIU TapaHTaMU
cB0o60fIBI, HO, TpoBOLUPY: pudor 1 metus, CypoBO ee MOfAB/IANN 1 TEM
CaMbIM IIPEIATCTBOBA/IN HOCTYDKEHMIO CYacTINBON >Xn3Hu. [Ipu atom,
KacasACh JAHHON IPOO/IEMBI, NIETVK He NIPU3bIBA OTKPBITO CabOTUPO-
BaTb IOPAAKM ABIYCTOBA IpaBjIeHMs. BpIpasuB cuMmaTuio K my0/mmaHoil
¢dbopMe posIBIeHNS CTPACTU — «OTKPBITOI» cBobofe (licentia), — OBu-
NI BMECTe C TeM IIPeIOKIIT YMePeHHYIO IPOrpaMMY IIPUCIIOCOb/IeHsT
BETPEHOTO MOKOJIEHMS K YC/IOBUAM VJIE0/IOTMYECKOTO JJaB/IeHNSA IO/~
TUYECKOJI CHCTEMBI, OTAAB MPEANOYTEeHIe CKPOMHOMY U CKPBITOMY OT
Jy)KMX I71a3 TI0O0OBHOMY YeMHEHMIO B paMKax TaiiHoii libertas.
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