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, ÒÚËı ÒÓ‰ÂÊËÚ Ì‡Ô‡‰ÍË Ì‡
ÏÓ„Û˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÛ˛ ÔÎÂ·ÂÈÒÍÛ˛ ÒÂÏ¸˛ ñÂˆËÎËÂ‚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚. èÛ·ÎËÍ‡ˆËfl ÒÚËı‡
‚˚Á‚‡Î‡ ÓÚ‚ÂÚÌ˚È Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ÔÓÚË‚ ÔÓ˝Ú‡. ë‡Ï çÂ‚ËÈ ÔÓ‰‚Â„-
Òfl „ÓÌÂÌËflÏ. 

Ç Ì‡ÒÚÓfl˘ÂÈ ÒÚ‡Ú¸Â ËÒÒÎÂ‰Û˛ÚÒfl ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍË ˝ÚÓÈ ËÒÚÓËË, ÍÓÚÓ˚Â Ò‡Ï˚Ï
ÚÂÒÌ˚Ï Ó·‡ÁÓÏ Ò‚flÁ‡Ì˚ Ò ËÏÒÍËÏË ÚÂÓËflÏË Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡.
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had public predial servitudes (such as via and 

 

aquae haustus

 

), though some modern scholars
maintain that they did not exist till the post-classical law and were unknown to the classical
jurists. No one denies, however, that many personal servitudes, namely, 

 

superficies

 

 and 

 

em-
phyteusis

 

, developed not later than in the republican period as institutes of public law and
were transferred to the sphere of private law in the imperial period. But again, no one is ready
to admit that 

 

servitutes praediorum

 

 could undergo similar evolution. Meanwhile, the sources
make it possible to conclude that classical Roman jurists and agrimensors used the term 

 

prae-
dium

 

 to denote both private and public land and employed the term of predial servitude when
referring to public law relations. Moreover, the data of 

 

Liber coloniarum

 

, those of municipal
laws of the 1st c. BC, and the fragments of Hyginus Gromaticus allow the author to assert that
the public servitude of 

 

via

 

 existed as early as in the republican time. In addition, analysing the
information referring to the early Roman international agreements and to the history of Via
Appia, which in the 4th c. BC ran from Rome to Capua through the lands belonging not only
to the Romans but also to their allies, the author comes to the conclusion that servitude of 

 

via

 

was developing in the sphere of international law.
An analysis of the Digest and Livy allows the author to assume that the 

 

servitus cloacae
immittendae

 

 was originally public in character, and the agrarian law of 111 BC describes 

 

ser-
vitus pecoris pascendi

 

 as a public servitude. The final conclusion of the author is that some
kinds of servitudes came about earlier than private property of land and were developing orig-
inally as public ones; they were transferred to the sphere of private law only when private
ownership of land had become widespread.
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1. Ö‰ËÌÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚Ï ÚÂÍÒÚÓÏ, ÒÓı‡ÌË‚¯ËÏ ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl, fl‚Îfl˛ÚÒfl ÒıÓÎËË èÒÂ‚-
‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl

 

2

 

 Í ÔÂ‚ÓÈ Â˜Ë ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ ÔÓÚË‚ ÇÂÂÒ‡ (I. 29). éÚ‚ÂÚÌ˚È ÒÚËı
åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÂÌ Í‡Í ÔÓ ÒıÓÎËflÏ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl, Ú‡Í Ë ÔÓ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÏ
Ú‡ÍÚ‡Ú‡Ï. 

íÂÍÒÚ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡:
Nam hoc Verrem d•cere ai∑bant, t∑ nøn fåtø, ut c∑terøs ex vestrå familiå, sed operå suå

cønsulem factum – «ÛÚ‚ÂÊ‰‡˛Ú, ˜ÚÓ ÇÂÂÒ „Ó‚ÓËÎ, ˜ÚÓ ÚÂ·fl (ä‚ËÌÚ ñÂˆËÎËÈ
åÂÚÂÎÎ, ÍÓÌÒÛÎ 69 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. – Ä.ä.) ÒÛ‰¸·‡ Ò‰ÂÎ‡Î‡ ÍÓÌÒÛÎÓÏ, Í‡Í ËÌ˚ı ËÁ Ú‚ÓÂ„Ó
Ó‰‡, ÌÓ Â„Ó, ÇÂÂÒ‡, ÒÚ‡‡ÌËfl».

ëıÓÎËË èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl:
dictum fac∑t∑ et contum∑liøse in Metellum consulem antiquum Naevi• est:
fåtø Metell• Rømae f•unt cønsul∑s3

cui tunc (?) Metellus cønsul irråtus vers¥ respondeat s∑nåriø hypercatalecticø qu• et
Såturnius d•citur:

dabunt malum Metell• Naeviø poetae4

ü ÔÓÎ‡„‡˛, ˜ÚÓ ‰Îfl „‡ÏÏ‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ Ò‚flÁÌÓÒÚË ÔÂ‚Ó„Ó ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌËfl ÌÂÓ·ıÓ-
‰ËÏÓ ËÒÔ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂ <nam> antiquum…, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ Ô‡ÎÂÓ„‡ÙË˜ÂÒÍË Ó·˙flÒÌËÏÓ Í‡Í
ÛÔÓ˘ÂÌËÂ ÔÓÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÒÚË ÒıÓÊËı ÏËÌÛÒÍÛÎ¸Ì˚ı Ì‡˜ÂÚ‡ÌËÈ… emna-
man… ë Û˜ÂÚÓÏ ˝ÚÓÈ Ô‡‚ÍË, ÍÓÚÓ‡fl Ó·ÒÛÊ‰‡ÂÚÒfl ‰‡ÎÂÂ ‚ § 3, ÔÓÎÛ˜‡ÂÏ ÔÂÂ-
‚Ó‰:

(ùÚÓ) ÒÍ‡Á‡ÌÓ (ñËˆÂÓÌÓÏ) ÓÒÚÓ Ë Ó·Ë‰ÌÓ ÔÓÚË‚ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ (69 „.) åÂÚÂÎÎ‡.
<ÑÂÈÒÚ‚ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ>, ÂÒÚ¸ ‰Â‚ÌÂÂ (‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÌËÂ) çÂ‚Ëfl 
«ÒÛ‰¸·‡ ‰‡ÂÚ åÂÚÂÎÎ‡Ï ‚ êËÏÂ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó»… 
íÓ„‰‡ (?) ÍÓÌÒÛÎ åÂÚÂÎÎ (ä‚ËÌÚ ñÂˆËÎËÈ åÂÚÂÎÎ, ÍÓÌÒÛÎ 206 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝.) ‡Á-
„ÌÂ‚‡ÎÒfl Ì‡ (ÔÓ˝Ú‡) Ë ÓÚ‚Â˜‡Î ÂÏÛ ÒÚËıÓÏ, (Ì‡ÔËÒ‡ÌÌ˚Ï) „ËÔÂÍ‡Ú‡ÎÂÍÚË-
˜ÂÒÍËÏ ÒÂÌ‡ËÂÏ, ÍÓÚÓ˚È Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl Ú‡ÍÊÂ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚˚Ï:
«·Â‰Û ‰‡‰ÛÚ åÂÚÂÎÎ˚ çÂ‚Ë˛ ÔÓ˝ÚÛ».
èÓ‚ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ tunc ÔÎÓıÓ Ò‚flÁ‡ÌÓ Ò ÔÂ‰¯ÂÒÚ‚Û˛˘ËÏ ÚÂÍÒÚÓÏ5. ùÚÓ ÛÍ‡-

Á˚‚‡ÂÚ Ì‡ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËÈ ËÎË ÌÂÛ‰‡˜ÌÓ ÒÓÍ‡ÚËÎ Ò‚ÓÈ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ, ‚Áfl‚
ËÁ ÌÂ„Ó ‰‚Â ˜‡ÒÚË, ÓÍ‡Á‡‚¯ËÂÒfl ÌÂÒ‚flÁ‡ÌÌ˚ÏË, ËÎË Ó·˙Â‰ËÌËÎ ‰‚‡ ÔÂ‚ÓÌ‡˜‡Î¸-
ÌÓ Ò‡ÏÓÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸Ì˚ı ÚÂÍÒÚ‡: 1) ÒÓ·ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ Í ñËˆÂÓÌÛ, ‚ ÍÓÚÓÓÏ
Ó·˙flÒÌflÎÓÒ¸ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂ fåtø cønsulem factum Ë ÔË‚Ó‰ËÎÒfl ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl; 2) ‡Ò-
ÒÍ‡Á Ó ‚‡Ê‰Â çÂ‚Ëfl Ë åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚. 

2. ê‡ÒÒÏÓÚËÏ Ô‡‡ÎÎÂÎ¸Ì˚Â ÚÂÍÒÚ˚, ÓÚÌÓÒfl˘ËÂÒfl ÍÓ ‚ÚÓÓÈ ÔÓÎÓ‚ËÌÂ ÍÓÏ-
ÏÂÌÚ‡Ëfl èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl.

ëÚËı åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ˆËÚËÛ˛Ú ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÂ Ú‡ÍÚ‡Ú˚: Pseudo-Bassus (Liber de Me-
tris) VI. 266, 7–16 GLK; Aphthonius VI. 139, 19 GLK; Sacerdos VI. 531, 17 GLK (‚‡-
Ë‡ÌÚ malum dabunt); Atilius Fortunatianus VI. 294, 4 GLK; Terentianus Maurus 2517
(‚‡Ë‡ÌÚ dabunt malum). 

2 ä‚ËÌÚ ÄÒÍÓÌËÈ èÂ‰Ë‡Ì (Asconius Pedianus) ËÁ‰‡Î ÍÓÏÏÂÌ‡ËÈ Í Â˜‡Ï ñËˆÂÓÌ‡
ÓÍ. 55 „. Ì.˝. ùÚÓÚ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ ˜‡ÒÚË˜ÌÓ ÒÓı‡ÌËÎÒfl ‚ ÔÓÁ‰ÌÂÈ¯ÂÈ Â‰‡ÍˆËË. èÓ‰
ËÏÂÌÂÏ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÂÌ ‡ÌÓÌËÏÌ˚È ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ (V ‚. Ì.˝.) Í ÍÓÔÛÒÛ Â˜ÂÈ
ÔÓÚË‚ ÇÂÂÒ‡. íÂÍÒÚ: Ciceronis Orationum Scholiastae / Ed. T. Stangl. Vol. 2. Wien, 1912. 

3 Remains of Old Latin / Ed., Transl. by E.H. Warmingnon. Vol. 2. Cambr. (Mass.) – L.,
1936. P. 154; Naevius Poeta. Introduzione bibliografica, testo dei frammenti e commento di
E.V. Marmorale. 2 ed. Firenze, 1950 (‰‡ÎÂÂ – Marmorale). Bellum Punicum, fr. 46.

4 FPL3. P. 72. 
5 óÚÂÌËÂ tum (‚ÏÂÒÚÓ tunc) ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡ÂÚ ÒËÌÚ‡ÍÒËÒ tum consul; Ò. Tac. Ann. VI. 20: non

omiserim praesagium Tiberii de Servio Galba tum consule… ùÚÓ ·ÂÁ‡ÁÎË˜ÌÓ ‰Îfl Ó·ÒÛÊ-
‰‡ÂÏÓ„Ó ‚ÓÔÓÒ‡: tum, Í‡Í Ë tunc, ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÚ ÔÂ‰¯ÂÒÚ‚Û˛˘ÂÂ ÔÓ‚ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÌËÂ.
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Ç ÚÂı ËÁ ˝ÚËı ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÓ‚ Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÏ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËÂ Ó ÒÒÓÂ ÔÓ˝Ú‡ Ò åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ÏË. 
(a) «Liber de Metris»: …optumus est quem Metell• prøposu∑runt d∑ Naeviø aliquo-

ti∑ns ab eø vers¥ lacess•t•…
(b) ÄÙÚÓÌËÈ: …cuius exemplum Metell• prøposu∑runt d∑ Naeviø aliquoti∑ns ab eø

lacess•t• ita…
(c) íÂÂÌˆË‡Ì å‡‚ (2515): 

et Naeviø poetae s•c ferunt Metelløs,
cum saepe laeder∑tur, esse comminåtøs…

CÎÓ‚Ó vers¥ ‚ ÚÂÍÒÚÂ «Liber de metris» ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏÓ ÔËÁÌ‡Ú¸ ÔÓÁ‰ÌÂÈ ËÌÚÂÔÓ-
ÎflˆËÂÈ. íÂÍÒÚ ÄÙÚÓÌËfl (Á‡‚ËÒfl˘ËÈ ÓÚ «Liber d∑ metr•s») ÌÂ ÔÓ‰‰ÂÊË‚‡ÂÚ ‡Î¸-
ÚÂÌ‡ÚË‚ÌÓ„Ó Û‰‡ÎÂÌËfl [ab]: aliquoti∑ns eø vers¥ (= såturniø) lacess•t•, ˜ÚÓ ‰‡ÎÓ ·˚
ÒÏ˚ÒÎ «ÓÌË (åÂÚÂÎÎ˚) ÏÌÓ„ÓÍ‡ÚÌÓ ÔÓ‰‚Â„‡ÎËÒ¸ Ì‡Ô‡‰Í‡Ï ‚ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚˚ı ÒÚË-
ı‡ı». ëÎÂ‰ÛÂÚ ÔËÌflÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ ÚÂÍÒÚ «Libri de metris» Ë ÄÙÚÓÌËfl ‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ÏÂÒÚÂ ÔÓÎ-
ÌÓÒÚ¸˛ ÒÓ‚Ô‡‰‡Î: lacess•t• ab eø laces•t• «ÓÌË (åÂÚÂÎÎ˚) ÏÌÓ„ÓÍ‡ÚÌÓ ÔÓ‰‚Â„‡-
ÎËÒ¸ Ì‡Ô‡‰Í‡Ï Ò Â„Ó (çÂ‚Ëfl) ÒÚÓÓÌ˚».

ëÓÔÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂ ËÁÎÓÊÂÌËfl «Libri de metris» (‚ÏÂÒÚÂ Ò íÂÂÌˆË‡ÌÓÏ å‡‚ÓÏ Ë
ÄÙÚÓÌËÂÏ) Ò ‚ÂÒËÂÈ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl Ó·Ì‡ÛÊË‚‡ÂÚ ÔÓÎÌÓÂ ‡ÒıÓÊ‰ÂÌËÂ.
èÂÊ‰Â ‚ÒÂ„Ó, ÓÚÒÛÚÒÚ‚Û˛Ú ÚÂÍÒÚÛ‡Î¸Ì˚Â ÒÓ‚Ô‡‰ÂÌËfl. Ñ‡ÎÂÂ, ‚ ËÁÎÓÊÂÌËË «Li-
br• d∑ metr•s» åÂÚÂÎÎ˚ ÔÛ·ÎËÍÛ˛Ú (proposu∑runt) ÒÚËı ÔÓÒÎÂ ÏÌÓ„ÓÍ‡ÚÌ˚ı
ÓÒÍÓ·ÎÂÌËÈ ÒÓ ÒÚÓÓÌ˚ çÂ‚Ëfl. ì èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ÍÓÌÒÛÎ ÓÚ‚Â˜‡ÂÚ Ì‡ ÍÓÌ-
ÍÂÚÌÓÂ ‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÌËÂ çÂ‚Ëfl. ç‡ÍÓÌÂˆ, èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËÈ ‰‡ÂÚ ÒÓ‚ÒÂÏ ËÌÓÂ ÏÂÚ-
Ë˜ÂÒÍÓÂ Ó·˙flÒÌÂÌËÂ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡: „ËÔÂÍ‡Ú‡ÎÂÍÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ (Ò Ì‡‡˘ÂÌËÂÏ Ì‡
Ó‰ËÌ ÒÎÓ„ ‚ ÍÓÌˆÂ) flÏ·Ë˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÚËÏÂÚ. íË ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËı Ú‡ÍÚ‡Ú‡ Ó·˙flÒÌfl˛Ú
Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı Í‡Í ÒÓÂ‰ËÌÂÌËÂ ‰‚Ûı ÍÓÎÓÌÓ‚: ÛÒÂ˜ÂÌÌÓ„Ó flÏ·Ë˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó ‰ËÏÂÚ‡ Ë
ÚÂıÒÚÓÔÌÓ„Ó ÚÓıÂfl. é˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËÈ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Î ÒÓ‚ÒÂÏ ËÌÓÈ
ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÔÂ‚ÓËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ.

ä „ËÔÂÍ‡Ú‡ÎÂÍÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏÛ flÏ·Ë˜ÂÒÍÓÏÛ ÚËÏÂÚÛ Ò‚Ó‰ËÚ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı ÑËÓ-
ÏÂ‰ (I. 512. 18 GLK), ÍÓÚÓ˚È, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ, ÌÂ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÚ ÒÚËı åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚. ùÚ‡ ÚÂÓËfl
·˚Î‡ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌ‡ ÄÙÚÓÌË˛ (VI. 140. GLK); Ú‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ËÒÚÓ˜-
ÌËÍ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ·˚Î ÌÂ ÏÂÌÂÂ ‰Â‚ÌËÏ, ˜ÂÏ «Liber de metris»6. 

3. ñËÚ‡Ú‡ ËÁ çÂ‚Ëfl ÏÓ„Î‡ ‚ÓÈÚË ‚ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËË Í ñËˆÂÓÌÛ ‚ ˝ÔÓıÛ, ÍÓ„‰‡
ÚÂÍÒÚ˚ ‰‡Ï‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÔÓËÁ‚Â‰ÂÌËÈ ÔÓ˝Ú‡ ·˚ÎË ‰ÓÒÚÛÔÌ˚. Ç ˝ÚÓÈ ˜‡ÒÚË ÒıÓÎËÈ
èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ‚ÓÒıÓ‰ËÚ Í ÌÂÍÓÂÏÛ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏÛ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ë˛, ‡‚ÚÓÓÏ ÍÓÚÓÓ-
„Ó ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ ÏÓ„ ·˚Ú¸ ÔÓ‰ÎËÌÌ˚È ÄÒÍÓÌËÈ èÂ‰Ë‡Ì. 

éÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËÂ ‰Â‚ÌÂ„Ó ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ëfl Í ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏÛ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÛ ÒÓÒÚ‡‚ÎflÂÚ
ÔÓ·ÎÂÏÛ, ÓÚ Â¯ÂÌËfl ÍÓÚÓÓÈ Á‡‚ËÒËÚ ÓˆÂÌÍ‡ ‰ÓÒÚÓ‚ÂÌÓÒÚË ‚ÒÂÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË,
ÓÚÌÓÒfl˘ÂÈÒfl Í ÒÒÓÂ çÂ‚Ëfl Ò åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ÏË.

èÓ‚‡Î ÏÂÊ‰Û ÔÂ‚ÓÈ Ë ‚ÚÓÓÈ ˜‡ÒÚflÏË ÒıÓÎËfl ÔÓ„ÎÓ˘‡ÂÚ Ò‡Ï˚Â ‚‡ÊÌ˚Â
˝ÎÂÏÂÌÚ˚ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÏ˚ı ÔÂ‚ÓËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÓ‚ (ËÎË ÔÂ‚ÓËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ‡) èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒ-
ÍÓÌËfl.

èÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊËÏ, ˜ÚÓ ‰Â‚ÌËÈ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ Ë ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ ÒÓ‚Ô‡‰‡ÎË.
Ç ˝ÚÓÏ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â ‰Â‚ÌËÈ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ·˚Î:

1) ÔÓÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ÚÂÍÒÚ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ ÒÓ‰ÂÊËÚ Ì‡ÏÂÍ Ì‡ fåtø Metell•;
2) Ó·˙flÒÌËÚ¸, Í‡ÍÓÈ ÒÏ˚ÒÎ ËÏÂÂÚ ˝ÚÓÚ ÒÚËı;

6 Å. ãÛËÁÂÎÎË ‰ÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡Î, ˜ÚÓ Ì‡ Ó·˘ËÈ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍ ÓÔË‡˛ÚÒfl ÑËÓÏÂ‰ Ë ÄÚËÎËÈ
îÓÚÛÌ‡ÚË‡Ì (Luiselli B. Il verso saturnio. Roma, 1967. P. 85). ÑÓÒÚÓ‚ÂÌÓÒÚ¸ ˝ÚÓÈ „ËÔÓ-
ÚÂÁ˚ ÔÓ‰˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl ÒÓÔÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂÏ Ò èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËÂÏ, ÍÓÚÓ˚È ·˚Î ÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌ ãÛË-
ÁÂÎÎË ·ÂÁ ‚ÌËÏ‡ÌËfl. é Ç‡ÓÌÂ Í‡Í Ó ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌÓÏ ‡‚ÚÓÂ ‚ÒÂÈ ËÒÚÓËË ÒÏ. ‰‡ÎÂÂ,
ÔËÏ. 25.
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3) ÔÓÍ‡Á‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ÒÚËı ÏÓ„ ·˚Ú¸ ÔÓÌflÚ åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ÏË Í‡Í ÓÒÍÓ·ÎÂÌËÂ;
4) ÒÓÓ·˘ËÚ¸ ËÒÚÓË˛ Ó· ÓÚ‚ÂÚÂ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚, ÍÓÚÓ‡fl ·˚Î‡ ·˚ ‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ÒÎÛ˜‡Â ËÒ-

ÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÏ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÂÏ Í ÒÚËıÛ çÂ‚Ëfl;
5) ‰‡Ú¸ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÈ Í dabunt malum…
åÂÊ‰Û ÚÂÏ, ÌÂÚ ÌËÍ‡ÍËı Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚, ÔÓ‰Ú‚ÂÊ‰‡˛˘Ëı, ˜ÚÓ 2-È Ë 3-È ÔÛÌÍ-

Ú˚ ·˚ÎË ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌ˚ ÒıÓÎË‡ÒÚÛ. ë‡Ï ÚÂÍÒÚ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ ÌÂ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÚ ÌÂÓ·ıÓ‰Ë-
Ï˚Ï Ó·‡ÁÓÏ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓ„Ó ËÒÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËfl ÒÚËı‡ çÂ‚Ëfl, ıÓÚfl Ë ÌÂ ÔÓÚË‚ÓÂ˜ËÚ
ÂÏÛ. 

óÚÓ Í‡Ò‡ÂÚÒfl ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ‡‚ÚÓÓ‚, ÚÓ ËÏ ÌË˜Â„Ó ÌÂ ·˚ÎÓ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ Ó Ò‚flÁË
ÏÂÊ‰Û fåtø Metell• Ë dabunt malum.

é˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÌÂÚ ÌËÍ‡ÍËı ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËÈ ÔËÔËÒ˚‚‡Ú¸ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏÛ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÛ
ËÌÚÂÂÒ Í fåtø Metell•, ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ˝ÚÓÚ ÒÚËı ÌÛÊÂÌ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‰Îfl Ó·˙flÒÌÂÌËfl ÚÂÏÌÓ-
„Ó ÏÂÒÚ‡ ËÁ Â˜Ë ñËˆÂÓÌ‡. ë ÛıÓ‰ÓÏ çÂ‚Ëfl ËÁ ÍÛ„‡ ˜ËÚ‡ÂÏ˚ı ‚ ÔÓ‰ÎËÌÌËÍ‡ı
‡‚ÚÓÓ‚ ˆËÚ‡Ú‡ ÒÓı‡ÌflÎ‡Ò¸ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‚ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ëflı Í ñËˆÂÓÌÛ. ë ‰Û„ÓÈ ÒÚÓ-
ÓÌ˚, ÒÓÏÌËÚÂÎÂÌ ËÌÚÂÂÒ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓ‡ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ Í ÏÂÚËÍÂ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡
ËÎË ÒÔÂˆË‡Î¸Ì˚Ï ÔÓÒÓ·ËflÏ ÔÓ ÏÂÚËÍÂ. ëÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, Ï˚ ÌÂ ÏÓÊÂÏ ÛÚ‚Â-
Ê‰‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ÒıÓÎËÈ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ·˚Î ÒÓÍ‡˘ÂÌËÂÏ Â‰ËÌÓ„Ó ‰Â‚ÌÂ„Ó ÍÓÏ-
ÏÂÌÚ‡Ëfl.

ÅÓÎÂÂ Ô‡‚‰ÓÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓÈ ÓÍ‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚÒfl ‰Û„‡fl „ËÔÓÚÂÁ‡: ÒıÓÎË‡ÒÚ ÏÂı‡ÌË˜ÂÒÍË
Ó·˙Â‰ËÌËÎ ‰‚‡ ‡ÁÌ˚ı ÚÂÍÒÚ‡. èË ˝ÚÓÏ Ì‡˜‡ÎÓ ËÒÚÓËË çÂ‚Ëfl Ë åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ·˚-
ÎÓ ÛÚ‡˜ÂÌÓ, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ flÒÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÏ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÂ ˝ÚÓ Ì‡˜‡ÎÓ ÒÓ‰ÂÊ‡-
ÎÓÒ¸. 

èÓÎÓÊÂÌËÂ Ò ‰Â‚ÌËÏ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÂÏ Í ñËˆÂÓÌÛ ·ÓÎÂÂ ÒÎÓÊÌÓÂ. ÇÂÌÂÏÒfl ‚
˝ÚÓÈ Ò‚flÁË Í ÚÂÍÒÚÛ ÒıÓÎËfl.

èÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌÌÓÂ Ì‡ÏË ËÒÔ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂ ‰ÂÎËÚ ÔÂ‚Û˛ Ù‡ÁÛ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ëfl Ì‡ ‰‚Â
ÒËÌÚ‡ÍÒË˜ÂÒÍË ‡‚ÚÓÌÓÏÌ˚Â ˜‡ÒÚË:

1) dictum fac∑t∑ et contum∑liøse in Metellum cønsulem <.>
å˚ ‚Ë‰ËÏ Ó·˚˜Ì˚È ‰Îfl ËÏÒÍËı ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓÓ‚ Ó·ÓÓÚ: Ì‡Â˜ËÂ + dictum7.

íÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËÂ ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÒfl, ÍÓÌÂ˜ÌÓ, Í ÓÒÚÓÛÏË˛ ˆËˆÂÓÌÓ‚ÒÍÓ„Ó ÚÂÍÒÚ‡. ëÎÂ‰Û˛-
˘ÂÂ ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌËÂ ÛÚÓ˜ÌflÂÚ ÔÂ‚ÓÂ:

2) <nam> antiquum Naevi• est…
ìÚÓ˜ÌÂÌËÂ, ‚‚Ó‰ËÏÓÂ nam, Ú‡ÍÊÂ fl‚ÎflÂÚÒfl ÚËÔË˜ÌÓÈ ‰Îfl ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËÂ‚ ÍÓÌ-

ÒÚÛÍˆËÂÈ8. èÓÌflÚÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÔÂ‰Î‡„‡ÂÏÓÂ Ì‡ÏË ËÒÔ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂ ÓÚ‰ÂÎflÂÚ ı‡‡ÍÚÂË-
ÒÚËÍË fac∑t∑ et contum∑liøse ÓÚ ÒÚËı‡ çÂ‚Ëfl. óÚÓ ·Û‰ÂÚ, ÂÒÎË ‚ÂÌÛÚ¸Òfl Í ÛÍÓÔËÒ-
ÌÓÏÛ ÚÂÍÒÚÛ?

dictum fac∑t∑ et contum∑liøse in Metellum cønsulem antiquum Naevi• est…
ë‚flÁ¸ Ò ÚÂÍÒÚÓÏ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ ‡ÁÛ¯‡ÂÚÒfl, ÍÓ„‰‡ dictum ÒÓÂ‰ËÌflÂÚÒfl Ò antiquum,

Ë ÓÚ‚ÂÚÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÒÚ¸ Á‡ ˝ÚÛ ÌÂÛÍÎ˛ÊÛ˛ Ù‡ÁÛ ÏÓÊÌÓ ‚ÓÁÎÓÊËÚ¸ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Ì‡ ÍÓÏÔË-
ÎflÚÓ‡ V ‚., ‡ ÌÂ Ì‡ Â„Ó ÔÂ‰¯ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌËÍÓ‚.

í‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ÌÂÁ‡‚ËÒËÏÓ ÓÚ ÚÓ„Ó, ÔËÌËÏ‡Ú¸ ËÎË Ô‡‚ËÚ¸ ÛÍÓÔËÒÌ˚È
ÚÂÍÒÚ, Ï˚ ‰ÓÎÊÌ˚ ÔËÁÌ‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ÒıÓÎËflı èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ÌÂ ÒÓ‰ÂÊËÚÒfl Ì‡-
‰ÂÊÌ˚ı ÛÍ‡Á‡ÌËÈ Ì‡ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‰Â‚ÌËÈ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓ ÔÓÌËÏ‡Î ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl Í‡Í ÓÒÚ-
ÓÛÏÌ˚È ‚˚Ô‡‰ ÔÓÚË‚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚.

ç‡ÍÓÌÂˆ, ÂÒÎË ÔËÁÌ‡Ú¸, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ËË ÌÂ ·˚ÎÓ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËfl Ó
dabunt malum…, ÚÓ ·ÂÁ ÔflÏ˚ı ÔÓ‰Ú‚ÂÊ‰ÂÌËÈ ÒÓ ÒÚÓÓÌ˚ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl Ï˚

7 invidiose dictum est (Servius ad Aen. II. 326); sane nove dictum est (Servius ad Aen. III. 339).
8 í‡ÍÊÂ ËÏÂ˛ÚÒfl ÒıÓÊËÂ ÍÓÌÒÚÛÍˆËË Û ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓÓ‚: …per historiam dictum pu-

tant. nam… (Servius ad Aen. III. 76).
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ÚÂflÂÏ Í‡ÍËÂ-ÎË·Ó ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËfl ÔËÔËÒ˚‚‡Ú¸ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏÛ ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ë˛ ‡ÒÒÛÊ‰Â-
ÌËfl Ó· ÓÒÍÓ·ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ ÒÚËı‡ çÂ‚Ëfl.

ëÛÏÏËÛfl ˝ÚË ‡„ÛÏÂÌÚ˚, Ï˚ ÏÓÊÂÏ Ò‰ÂÎ‡Ú¸ ÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘ËÈ ‚˚‚Ó‰: ‰Ó èÒÂ‚‰Ó-
ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ÒÚËıË fåtø Metell• Ë dabunt malum… ÌÂ Ò‚flÁ˚‚‡ÎËÒ¸ ‰Û„ Ò ‰Û„ÓÏ Ë ÌÂ
ÔÓfl‚ÎflÎËÒ¸ ‚ÌÛÚË Ó‰ÌÓÈ ËÒÚÓËË. ëÚËıÓÚ‚ÓÌ˚È ‰Ë‡ÎÓ„ ÏÂÊ‰Û çÂ‚ËÂÏ Ë åÂ-
ÚÂÎÎ‡ÏË ·˚Î ÔÓÓÊ‰ÂÌËÂÏ ÌÂÛ‰‡˜ÌÓ„Ó ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡Ëfl ÌÂËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ„Ó ÍÓÏÔËÎflÚÓ‡
V ‚.9 

4. ëÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌ˚Â ËÌ‚ÂÍË‚Ì˚Â ËÌÚÂÔÂÚ‡ˆËË ÓÔË‡˛ÚÒfl Ì‡ ÒıÓÎËÈ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒ-
ÍÓÌËfl Ë Ì‡ÒÎÂ‰Û˛Ú Â„Ó ÒÎ‡·ÓÂ ÏÂÒÚÓ: ‰ÓÍ‡Á‡ÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó ÓÒÍÓ·ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ„Ó ı‡‡ÍÚÂ-
‡ ÒÚËı‡ çÂ‚Ëfl ÓÒÚ‡ÂÚÒfl ÚÛ‰ÌÓÈ Ë ‰Ó ÒËı ÔÓ ÌÂ‡ÁÂ¯ËÏÓÈ Á‡‰‡˜ÂÈ. èÂ‰ÎÓ-
ÊÂÌËÂ, Ò‡ÏÓ ÔÓ ÒÂ·Â ÌÂÔÓÌflÚÌÓÂ, ‚˚‚‡ÌÓ ËÁ ÍÓÌÚÂÍÒÚ‡, ‡ ÒıÓÎËË èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓ-
ÌËfl ÌË˜Â„Ó ÌÂ ‡Á˙flÒÌfl˛Ú, ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ÏÌÂÌËÂ ‰Â‚ÌÂ„Ó ÍÓÏÏÂÌÚ‡ÚÓ‡
ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ ÒÏ˚ÒÎ‡ ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËfl fåtø f•unt ·ÂÒÒÎÂ‰ÌÓ ÛÚ‡˜ÂÌÓ. ÇÒÂ ÙËÎÓÎÓ„Ë,
Á‡ÌËÏ‡‚¯ËÂÒfl ˝ÚËÏ ‚ÓÔÓÒÓÏ, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌ˚ ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ÔflÏÓÎËÌÂÈÌÓÂ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÂ
ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ Ï˚ÒÎËÏÓ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ Í‡Í ˝ÍÒÔÎËÍ‡ˆËfl ÂÍÓÌÒÚÛËÛÂÏÓ„Ó ÍÓÌÚÂÍÒÚ‡, Ì‡-
ÔËÏÂ: «áÎÓÈ ÓÍ ‰‡ÂÚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ êËÏÛ ‚ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ˚»10.

ÅÎËÁÍËÏË ÔÓ ‚ÂÏÂÌË Í çÂ‚Ë˛ ÔËÏÂ‡ÏË ÒÎÓ‚‡ fåtum Ï˚ Ô‡ÍÚË˜ÂÒÍË ÌÂ
‡ÒÔÓÎ‡„‡ÂÏ, ÔÓ˝ÚÓÏÛ ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÏÂÒÚ‡ ÒÚÓËÚÒfl ÔÓ ‡Ì‡ÎÓ„ËË Ò ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜Â-
ÒÍËÏ ÛÁÛÒÓÏ. 

ëËÌÚ‡ÍÒËÒ ÒÚËı‡ ÏÓÊÂÚ ·˚Ú¸ ÔÓÌflÚ ‡ÁÎË˜ÌÓ.
(a) fåtø ‰‡ÚÂÎ¸Ì˚È Ô‡‰ÂÊ – «Ì‡ ÔÓ„Ë·ÂÎ¸»11. ä‡Í ˝‚ÙËÏËÁÏ ÒÓ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂÏ

«ÒÏÂÚ¸, „Ë·ÂÎ¸» ËÎË ·ÓÎÂÂ Ó·Ó·˘ÂÌÌÓ «ÁÎ‡fl Û˜‡ÒÚ¸» fåtum Á‡Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó‚‡-
ÌÓ ‰ÓÒÚ‡ÚÓ˜ÌÓ ıÓÓ¯Ó12. ëÎ‡·˚Ï ÏÂÒÚÓÏ ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËfl, Ì‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ Û‰Ó·ÌÓ„Ó
‰Îfl ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ËÌÚÂÔÂÚ‡ˆËË, Á‡ÍÎ˛˜‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ ÔÓÎÌÓÏ ÓÚÒÛÚÒÚ‚ËË ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜Â-
ÒÍËı ÔËÏÂÓ‚ Ò ‰‡ÚÂÎ¸Ì˚Ï Ô‡‰ÂÊÓÏ.

(b) fåtø = in fåtø, ·ÂÒÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÌ˚È ÓÚÎÓÊËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚È Ô‡‰ÂÊ ‚ ÎÓÍ‡ÚË‚ÌÓ-ÚÂÏÔÓ-
‡Î¸ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ: «åÂÚÂÎÎ˚ ÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚flÚÒfl ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ÏË ÔË ÓÍÓ‚˚ı (ÍËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı,
ÓÔ‡ÒÌ˚ı) Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ı». ùÚÓ ËÒÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËÂ, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ ‡·ÓÚ‡ÂÚ ÔÓÚË‚ ËÌ‚ÂÍ-
ÚË‚ÌÓÈ ÚÂÓËË, ıÓÓ¯Ó ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÛÂÚÒfl Ò ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÏË Â‡ÎËflÏË, ÌÓ Ó˜ÂÌ¸ ÔÎÓıÓ
ÔÓ‰‰ÂÊË‚‡ÂÚÒfl ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜ÂÒÍËÏ ÛÁÛÒÓÏ. Ö‰ËÌÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚È ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌ˚È ÏÌÂ ·ÎËÁÍËÈ
ÔËÏÂ: in illø paene fåtø r∑• p¥blicae – «‚ ÚÓ ÓÍÓ‚ÓÂ (ÔÓ„Ë·ÂÎ¸ÌÓÂ) ‰Îfl „ÓÒÛ‰‡-
ÒÚ‚Ó ‚ÂÏfl» (Cic. Pro Domo. 145). çÂ ÓÚÌÓÒËÚÒfl Ò˛‰‡ quå quidem in r∑ singulår• sum
fåtø – «‚ ˝ÚÓÏ ‰ÂÎÂ fl Ì‡ıÓÊÛÒ¸ ‚Ó ‚Î‡ÒÚË ËÒÍÎ˛˜ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÈ ÒÛ‰¸·˚» (Caecina: Cic.
Ad. fam. VI. 7. 1).

Ç ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ «ÓÍÓ‚ÓÂ, Â¯‡˛˘ÂÂ ÒÓ·˚ÚËÂ» ÒÎÓ‚Ó fåtum ‚ÒÚÂ˜‡ÂÚÒfl Û èÎ‡‚Ú‡
(Bacch. 953–959).

(c) fåtø – Í‡ÛÁ‡Î¸Ì˚È ÓÚÎÓÊËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚È Ô‡‰ÂÊ – «Ò‰ÂÎ‡ÌÌ˚È ÒÛ‰¸·ÓÈ», ˝ÚÓ ÛÔÓ-
ÚÂ·ÎÂÌËÂ – Ò‡ÏÓÂ Ó·˚˜ÌÓÂ ‰Îfl ÍÎ‡ÒÒË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ ˝ÔÓıË, ‚ÍÎ˛˜‡ÂÚ ÒÓ˜ÂÚ‡ÌËÂ
fåtø fier•. 

9 äÓ ‚ÂÏÂÌË èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl ÛÊÂ ÒÛ˘ÂÒÚ‚Ó‚‡Î ÚÓÔÓÒ ‘Ì‡ Ó·Ë‰Ì˚Â ÒÚËıË ËÏÔÂ‡-
ÚÓ ‰‡ÂÚ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ ÔÓ˝ÚÛ ‚ ÒÚËı‡ı’, ‚ ‡ÏÍ‡ı ˝ÚÓ„Ó Ò˛ÊÂÚ‡ ÒÎÓÊËÎÓÒ¸ ÌÂÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‡ÌÂÍ‰Ó-
ÚÓ‚: Ä‰Ë‡Ì Ë ÔÓ˝Ú ÄÌÌÂÈ îÎÓ (Hist. August. Hadrian. 16; FPL3. P. 341–343), ÄÎÂÍ-
Ò‡Ì‰ ëÂ‚Â, å‡ÍËÌ Ë ÌÂËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌ˚Â ÔÓ˝Ú˚ (Hist. August. Macrin. 11; Alex. Sever. 38;
FPL3. P. 371–373).

10 ïÂÒÚÓÏ‡ÚËfl ÔÓ ‡ÌÌÂÈ ËÏÒÍÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛÂ / ëÓÒÚ. ä.è. èÓÎÓÌÒÍ‡fl, ã.è. èÓ-
ÌflÂ‚‡. å., 1984. ë. 175. èÂÂ‚Ó‰ å.ã. É‡ÒÔ‡Ó‚‡.

11 Jachmann G. Naevius und die Meteller // ΑΝΤΙ∆ΩΡΟΝ. Festschrift Jacob Wackernagel.
Gottingen, 1923. S. 186; üıÏ‡ÌÌ ÔËÁÌ‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ ÏÓÚË‚˚ ‚˚Ô‡‰‡ ÔÓÚË‚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ÌÂ ÏÓ-
„ÛÚ ·˚Ú¸ ÛÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÎÂÌ˚.

12 Thesaurus Linguae Latinae. Vol. VI. 1. P. 359.
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Ç ÔÓÎ¸ÁÛ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ÚÂÓËË ÏÓ„ÛÚ ·˚Ú¸ ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌ˚ ÛÚÓ˜Ìfl˛˘ËÂ ËÒÚÓÎÍÓ-
‚‡ÌËfl Í‡ÛÁ‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó Ô‡‰ÂÊ‡:

(d) fåtø = fortu•tø – «ÒÎÛ˜‡ÈÌÓ» ‚ ÌÂ„‡ÚË‚ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ13.
(e) fåtø = fort¥nå – «ÔÓ ÒÚÂ˜ÂÌË˛ Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚, ·ÂÁ Á‡ÒÎÛ„»14. 
(f) fåtø = ειJµαρµεvνηÛ – «ÔÓ ‚ÓÎÂ ÓÍ‡, Ò ÌÂËÁ·ÂÊÌÓÒÚ¸˛»15.
(g) ç‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ Ì‡‰ÂÊÌÓ ‰Îfl ‡ÌÌËı ÚÂÍÒÚÓ‚ Á‡Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó‚‡ÌÓ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ få-

tum «ÔÓËˆ‡ÌËÂ, Ó‡ÍÛÎ», Ì‡ ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËË ˜Â„Ó ·˚Î‡ ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌ‡ ËÌÚÂÔÂÚ‡ˆËfl
fåtø «Ì‡ ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËË ËÁÂ˜ÂÌËfl Ó‡ÍÛÎ‡», Ò‚flÁ˚‚‡˛˘‡fl ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl Ò „ËÔÓÚÂÚË˜Â-
ÒÍËÏË ‡‚„Û‡Î¸Ì˚ÏË Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ÏË ‚˚·ÓÓ‚ 207 „., Ò‰ÂÎ‡‚¯Ëı ÍÓÌÒÛÎÓÏ
ä‚ËÌÚ‡ ñÂˆËÎËfl åÂÚÂÎÎ‡16.

(h) ç‡ÍÓÌÂˆ, ÔÓÚË‚ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ÚÂÓËË ÏÓÊÂÚ ·˚Ú¸ ‚˚‰‚ËÌÛÚÓ ËÒÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡-
ÌËÂ, ÍÓÂÍÚÌÓÂ Ë „‡ÏÏ‡ÚË˜ÂÒÍË, Ë ÎÂÍÒË˜ÂÒÍË, Ë Ò ÚÓ˜ÍË ÁÂÌËfl ËÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËı
Â‡ÎËÈ: fåtø – «ÔÓÒÎ‡ÌÌ˚È ÒÛ‰¸·ÓÈ ‚Ó ·Î‡„Ó»17. ùÚÓ ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËÂ Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÚ Ó˜ÂÌ¸
ÒËÎ¸ÌÛ˛ ÔÓ‰‰ÂÊÍÛ ‚ ÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘ÂÏ Ô‡ÒÒ‡ÊÂ ËÁ Â˜ÂÈ ñËˆÂÓÌ‡ ÔÓÚË‚ ÇÂÂÒ‡:
salv• esse nøn possent, nisi C. Mårcellus quasi aliquø fåtø v∑nisset, ut bis ex eådem famil-
iå sal¥s Siciliae cønstituer∑tur – «ÓÌË ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÎË ·˚ ÒÔ‡ÒÚËÒ¸, ÂÒÎË ·˚ É‡È å‡ˆÂÎÎ
ÌÂ fl‚ËÎÒfl, Í‡Í ·Û‰ÚÓ ÔÓÒÎ‡ÌÌ˚È ÌÂÍËÏ ÓÍÓÏ, Ú‡Í ˜ÚÓ ëËˆËÎËfl ‰‚‡Ê‰˚ ÓÚ Ó‰ÌÓÈ
ÒÂÏ¸Ë ÔÓÎÛ˜ËÎ‡ ÒÔ‡ÒÂÌËÂ» (In Verr. II. 2. 8). ÖÒÎË ñËˆÂÓÌ, ‡·ÓÚ‡fl Ì‡‰ ÔÂ‚ÓÈ
Â˜¸˛ ÔÓÚË‚ ÇÂÂÒ‡, ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Î ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl Ó åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ı, ÚÓ Í‡ÊÂÚÒfl Ô‡‚‰Ó-
ÔÓ‰Ó·Ì˚Ï, ˜ÚÓ ÓÌ ÔÓÏÌËÎ Ó· ˝ÚÓÏ ÒÚËıÂ Ë ÔË Ì‡ÔËÒ‡ÌËË ÔÓÒÎÂ‰Û˛˘Ëı Â˜ÂÈ
‰Îfl ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÔÓˆÂÒÒ‡. ÇÓÁÏÓÊÌÓ, ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂ bis ex eådem familiå sal¥s Siciliae ‚ÓÒ-
ıÓ‰ËÚ Í çÂ‚Ë˛ Ë ÒÓÒÚ‡‚ÎflÂÚ ·ÎËÊ‡È¯ËÈ ÍÓÌÚÂÍÒÚ Í fåtø Metell•: ãÛˆËÈ ñÂˆËÎËÈ
åÂÚÂÎÎ ·˚Î ‰‚‡Ê‰˚ ÍÓÌÒÛÎÓÏ, ‚ 251 Ë 247 „Ó‰‡ı ‰Ó Ì.˝., Ó·Â Ò‚ÓË ‚ÓÂÌÌ˚Â Í‡Ï-
Ô‡ÌËË ÓÌ ÔÓ‚ÂÎ ‚ ëËˆËÎËË, ÔË˜ÂÏ ‚ ÔÂ‚ÓÂ ÔÓÍÓÌÒÛÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó (250 „.) åÂÚÂÎÎ
Ó‰ÂÊ‡Î ‚‡ÊÌÂÈ¯Û˛ ÔÓ·Â‰Û ‚ Ò‡ÊÂÌËË ÔË è‡ÌÓÏÂ.

(i) íÂÓËfl ÔÂÂÓÒÏ˚ÒÎÂÌËfl Ô˚Ú‡ÂÚÒfl ÔËÏËËÚ¸ ËÒÚÓË˛ ÒÒÓ˚ çÂ‚Ëfl Ò åÂ-
ÚÂÎÎ‡ÏË Ò ÌÂ-ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚Ì˚Ï ËÒÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌËÂÏ fåtø Metell•. å‡ÏÓ‡ÎÂ ÔÓÎ‡„‡Î, ˜ÚÓ
ÒÚËı (Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚) ‚ıÓ‰ËÎ ‚ ÔÓ˝ÏÛ Bellum Punicum Ë ·˚Î Ì‡ÔËÒ‡Ì ‰Îfl ÔÓÒÎ‡‚ÎÂÌËfl
ãÛˆËfl, ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ 251, 247 „.„., ÌÓ ‚ÒÍÓÂ (Â˘Â ÔË ÊËÁÌË çÂ‚Ëfl) ·˚Î ‚˚‚‡Ì ËÁ
ÍÓÌÚÂÍÒÚ‡ Ë ÔÂÂÌÂÒÂÌ Ì‡Ó‰Ì˚Ï ÏÌÂÌËÂÏ Ì‡ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ 206 „. ä‚ËÌÚ‡ (Ò˚Ì‡ ãÛ-
ˆËfl) – ÛÊÂ ‚ Í‡ÍÓÏ-ÚÓ ÓÒÍÓ·ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ18. 

13 Frank T. Naevius and Free Speech // AJPh. 1927. 48. P. 108 (î‡ÌÍ ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡ÂÚ Ú‡ÍÊÂ
‰‡ÚÂÎ¸Ì˚È Ô‡‰ÂÊ).

14 Fraenkel Ed. Naevius // RE. 1935. Splbd 6. Sp. 623; Klussmann. P. 16.
15 ùÚÓ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ ÔËÌflÚÓ ‰Îfl fato Metelli ‚ ÒÚ‡Ú¸Â «fatum» ‚ «Thesaurus Linguae Latinae»

(Vol. VI. 1. 357. 14); ‡‚ÚÓ ˝ÚÓÈ ÒÚ‡Ú¸Ë, ÒÎÂ‰Ûfl ÇËÒÒÓ‚‡ (Wissowa G. Neavius und die Me-
telli // Genethliakon fur C. Robert. B., 1910. S. 51–104), ÔËÁÌ‡‚‡Î ÒÚËı Ì‡ÔËÒ‡ÌÌ˚Ï «ÔÓÒÎÂ
É‡ÍıÓ‚», ‚ÂÓflÚÌÓ, ÔÓÚË‚ ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ 109 „. ‰Ó Ì.˝. å˚ ‰ÓÎÊÌ˚ ÒÓ„Î‡ÒËÚ¸Òfl Ò ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ ‚
ÍÓÌˆÂ II ‚. ‰Ó Ì.˝. ÒÚËı çÂ‚Ëfl ·˚Î ÔÂÂÓÒÏ˚ÒÎÂÌ, Ë fåtø ‚ÓÒÔËÌËÏ‡ÎÓÒ¸ ‚ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ «Ò ÌÂ-
ËÁ·ÂÊÌÓÒÚ¸˛», ‚ ˝ÚÓÚ ÔÂËÓ‰ ñÂˆËÎËË åÂÚÂÎÎ˚ ·˚ÎË ÍÓÌÒÛÎ‡ÏË ‚ 123, 119, 117, 115,
113, 109 „Ó‰‡ı; ËÏÂÌÌÓ ˝ÚÓ ÁÌ‡˜ÂÌËÂ Ì‡Ë·ÓÎÂÂ Û‰Ó·ÌÓ ‰Îfl ÔÓÌËÏ‡ÌËfl ÓÒÚÓÚ˚ ‚ Verr. I. 9.

16 Marx Fr. Naevius // Berichte über die Verhandlungen der Königlich-Sächsischen Ge-
sellschaft der Wissenschaften. Philol.-hist. Kl. 1911. 63. S. 69–102; ÏÓ‰ËÙËÍ‡ˆËfl ÚÂÓËË
å‡ÍÒ‡: Jocelyn H.D. The Poet Cn. Naevius, P. Cornelius Scipio and Q. Metellus // Antich-
ton. 1969. 3. P. 32–47.

17 (Metello) era stato creato consule per la fortuna di Roma (Marmorale. Fr. 70, 79, 82).
18 ùÚ‡ ÔË˜Û‰ÎË‚‡fl „ËÔÓÚÂÁ‡ ÔÓÚÂ·Ó‚‡Î‡Ò¸ ‰Îfl Ó·ÓÒÌÓ‚‡ÌËfl ·ËÓ„‡ÙËË çÂ‚Ëfl,

ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌÌÓÈ å‡ÏÓ‡ÎÂ. àÒÚÓË˜ÂÒÍËÂ ÔÓÒÚÓÂÌËfl å‡ÏÓ‡ÎÂ Ó˜ÂÌ¸ ÒÔÓÌ˚
(Skutsch O. Naevius poeta by Enzo V. Marmorale // The Classical Review. N.S. 1951. Vol. 1.
P. 174–177), ÌÓ Â„Ó ‡„ÛÏÂÌÚ˚ ÔÓÚË‚ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ÚÂÓËË ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ Û·Â‰ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚; ÒÓ˜Û‚-
ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ Ó ÚÂÓËË å‡ÏÓ‡ÎÂ: Richter. Op. cit. S. 292. é Ó‰ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÈ „ËÔÓÚÂÁÂ å‡ÚÚËÌ-
ÎË ÒÏ. ÔËÏ 23.
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4. üÏ·Ë˜ÂÒÍËÈ ÚËÏÂÚ fåtø Metell• ÔÓËÒıÓ‰ËÚ ËÁ ‰‡Ï˚, ÔÓÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÛ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ-
‚‡ÌËÂ flÏ·‡ ‚ÌÂ ÒˆÂÌË˜ÂÒÍËı Ê‡ÌÓ‚ Ì‡˜ËÌ‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ êËÏÂ Ò «ë‡ÚÛ» ùÌÌËfl. ÑÎfl
ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÈ ÚÂÓËË ˝ÚÓ ÒÓÁ‰‡ÂÚ ÌÂÔÂÓ‰ÓÎËÏ˚Â ÚÛ‰ÌÓÒÚË. íÓ, ˜ÚÓ çÂ‚ËÈ ÏÓ„
‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡Ú¸ ‚ ÍÓÏÂ‰Ëflı ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËÂ ‚˚Ô‡‰˚ ÔÓÚË‚ ‚‡ÊÌ˚ı Î˛‰ÂÈ, ÔÓ‰‡Ê‡fl
ÔÓ˝Ú‡Ï ÑÂ‚ÌÂÈ ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË, ·˚ÎË „ÓÚÓ‚˚ ÔËÁÌ‡Ú¸ ÏÌÓ„ËÂ ÌÓ‚˚Â Ë ÒÚ‡˚Â ËÒÚÓË-
ÍË ËÏÒÍÓÈ ÎËÚÂ‡ÚÛ˚19. é‰Ì‡ÍÓ ̋ ÚÓ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËÂ ÌÂ Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÚ ÔÓ‰Ú‚ÂÊ‰ÂÌËÈ,
ÍÓÏÂ ÚÓ„Ó ÊÂ ÒÔÓÌÓ„Ó ÒÚËı‡ Ó åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ı. çÂÚ ÌË˜Â„Ó ÌÂ‚ÂÓflÚÌÓ„Ó ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ
çÂ‚ËÈ ‰ÓÔÛÒÍ‡Î ‚ ÍÓÏÂ‰Ëflı ÁÎÓ·Ó‰ÌÂ‚Ì˚Â (Ë ‰‡ÊÂ ÎË˜Ì˚Â) Ì‡ÏÂÍË, ÌÓ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡-
ÌËÂ ËÏÒÍÓ„Ó „‡Ê‰‡ÌËÌ‡ ÔÓ ËÏÂÌË (nominatim) ÌÂÔ‡‚‰ÓÔÓ‰Ó·ÌÓ. ÑÂÎÓ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ
‚ ÔÓÎËÚË˜ÂÒÍËı ÛÒÎÓ‚Ëflı Ë Ó·˘ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌ˚ı Ì‡‚‡ı Ë Á‡ÍÓÌ‡ı. àÏfl Â‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó ÎËˆ‡
Ì‡Û¯‡ÎÓ ·˚ Ê‡ÌÓ‚˚Â ÚÂ·Ó‚‡ÌËfl, ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌÓ ÍÓÚÓ˚Ï çÓ‚‡fl ÍÓÏÂ‰Ëfl ‰ÓÎÊÌ‡
Ó„‡ÌË˜Ë‚‡Ú¸Òfl ‚˚Ï˚¯ÎÂÌÌ˚ÏË ÔÂÒÓÌ‡Ê‡ÏË20. ÑÂ‚Ìflfl ÍÓÏÂ‰Ëfl ËÎË ÌÂÍËÂ „Ë-
·Ë‰Ì˚Â ÙÓÏ˚ ‚ ËÏÒÍÓÏ ÚÂ‡ÚÂ ÓÒÚ‡˛ÚÒfl Ù‡ÌÚ‡ÒÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ „ËÔÓÚÂÁÓÈ. êÂ‡Î¸-
Ì˚Â ÎËˆ‡ ËÎË ·Ó„Ë ÌÂ ÏÓ„ÛÚ ÔÓfl‚ÎflÚ¸Òfl ‚ ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË-Ô‡ÎÎË‡ÚÂ21. èÓ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌË˛ Í
·Ó„‡Ï ˝ÚÓ Ó„‡ÌË˜ÂÌËÂ ÌÂ ÒÓ·Î˛‰‡ÂÚÒfl ÒÚÓ„Ó ‚ ÔÓÎÓ„‡ı. ä‡ÍÓ‚Ó ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËÂ Ò
Â‡Î¸Ì˚ÏË ÎËˆ‡ÏË? íÂÂÌˆËÈ ÏÌÓ„Ó „Ó‚ÓËÚ Ó Ò‚ÓËı ÌÂ‰Ó·ÓÊÂÎ‡ÚÂÎflı Ë ÔÓÍÓ-
‚ËÚÂÎflı, ÌÓ ÌËÍÓ„Ó ÌÂ Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ ÔÓ ËÏÂÌË. éÌ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÚ Ó Ò‚ÓËı ÔÂ‰¯ÂÒÚ‚ÂÌÌË-
Í‡ı Ë ‚ «ÑÂ‚Û¯ÍÂ Ò ÄÌ‰ÓÒ‡» (166 „.) Ì‡Á˚‚‡ÂÚ ùÌÌËfl (Prol. 18), ÛÏÂ¯Â„Ó ‰‚ÛÏfl-
ÚÂÏfl „Ó‰‡ÏË ‡ÌÂÂ. í‡ÍËÏ Ó·‡ÁÓÏ, ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËÂ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ‚ ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË, ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ
‚ ÓÒÛ‰ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ, ÌÓ Ë ‚ ı‚‡ÎÂ·ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ ÌÂÎ¸Áfl ÔËÁÌ‡Ú¸ ‚ÓÁÏÓÊÌ˚Ï.

èÓÌflÚ˚È ‚ ÌÂ-ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓÏ, ı‚‡ÎÂ·ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ, ÒÚËı fåtø Metell• Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÚ ÏÂ-
ÒÚÓ ‚ Ú‡„Â‰ËË-ÔÂÚÂÍÒÚÂ. çÂ ‚˚ÒÍ‡Á˚‚‡fl Á‰ÂÒ¸ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËÈ Ó Ò˛ÊÂÚÂ ËÎË
Ó·ÒÚÓflÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚‡ı ÔÓÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚ÍË, Á‡ÏÂÚËÏ, ˜ÚÓ Ë ‰Îfl ˝ÚÓ„Ó ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊÂÌËfl åÂÚÂÎ-
Î˚, ÛÔÓÏflÌÛÚ˚Â nominatim, ÒÓÁ‰‡˛Ú ÚÛ‰ÌÓÒÚË. èÓ·ÎÂÏ‡ Á‡ÍÎ˛˜‡ÂÚÒfl ÌÂ ‚ ı‚‡-
ÎÂ·ÌÓÏ ËÎË Û„‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ ÒÚËı‡, ‡ ‚ ÔÓËÏÂÌÌÓÏ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËË ÊË‚Ó„Ó
„‡Ê‰‡ÌËÌ‡ (ÍÓÌÒÛÎ 206 „.) Ë ˆÂÎÓÈ ÒÂÏ¸Ë ÍÓÌÒÛÎ¸ÒÍÓ„Ó ‰ÓÒÚÓËÌÒÚ‚‡. Ç Ì‡ÒÚÓfl-
˘ÂÂ ‚ÂÏfl ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎË ËÏÒÍÓÈ ‰‡Ï˚ ÒÓ„Î‡ÒÌ˚ ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ ÔÂÚÂÍÒÚ‡ ÏÓ„Î‡
·˚Ú¸ ÔÓÒ‚fl˘ÂÌ‡ ÔÓÒÎ‡‚ÎÂÌË˛ ÒÓ‚ÂÏÂÌÌËÍÓ‚22, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ ÎË˜Ì˚ı

19 Audacior enim Naevius, suppressior… Plautus; πολιτικο vς… hic, η jθικο vς ille, veterem,
quod ad consilium spectat, hic, novam ille comoediam aemulatur. Nam, ut Cleonem, Hyper-
bolum, Lamachum, alios Aristophanes, in Periclem Eupolis, ita in Metellos et Scipionem
Naevius invehitur; ut demagogos et stultos oratores et rabulas illi, ita eosdem Naevius lacessit
et reipublicae perniciem ab iis proficisci profitetur (Klussmann. P. 223).

20 Omnis comoedia de fictis est argumentis (Euanthius. IV. 2 – Ó çÓ‚ÓÈ ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË). é·‡-
˘ÂÌËÂ Í Â‡Î¸Ì˚Ï ÒÓ·˚ÚËflÏ Ë ÎËˆ‡Ï Ò˜ËÚ‡ÎÓÒ¸ ÓÚÎË˜ËÚÂÎ¸Ì˚Ï ÔËÁÌ‡ÍÓÏ ÑÂ‚ÌÂÈ
ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË: inest in ea velut historica fides verae narrationis et denominatio civium, de quibus
libere discrebebatur (Euanthius. II. 3). Ä‚ÚÓ «êËÚÓËÍË ‰Îfl ÉÂÂÌÌËfl» ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÂÚ Ó ‰‚Ûı
ÔÓˆÂÒÒ‡ı ÔÓ Ó·‚ËÌÂÌË˛ ‚ ÓÒÍÓ·ÎÂÌËË (iniuria), ÔÓ‚Ó‰ÓÏ ‰Îfl ÍÓÚÓ˚ı ÔÓÒÎÛÊËÎÓ ÛÔÓ-
ÏËÌ‡ÌËÂ nominatim ‚ ÚÂ‡ÚÂ. éÒÍÓ·ÎÂÌÌ˚È ÔÓ˝Ú ãÛˆËÎËÈ ÌÂ ÔÓÎÛ˜ËÎ Û‰Ó‚ÎÂÚ‚ÓÂ-
ÌËfl, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ ÔÓ˝Ú ÄÍˆËÈ ‚˚Ë„‡Î ‰ÂÎÓ (Ad Her. II. 19). ä‡Í ‚Ë‰ÌÓ ËÁ ‡ÒÒÛÊ‰ÂÌËÈ ‡ÌÓ-
ÌËÏ‡, Í‡ÁÛÒ Á‡ÍÎ˛˜‡ÎÒfl ËÏÂÌÌÓ ‚ ÎË˜ÌÓÒÚË ÔÓ˝Ú‡. Ç ÒÎÛ˜‡Â Ò ÄÍˆËÂÏ Á‡˘ËÚ‡ ‰ÓÍ‡Á˚-
‚‡Î‡, ˜ÚÓ ÚÓÚ ÒÚ‡‚ËÚ ‰‡Ï˚ ÔÓ‰ Ò‚ÓËÏ ËÏÂÌÂÏ, ÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓ, Â„Ó ËÏfl ÏÓÊÌÓ
ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡Ú¸ ‚ ÚÂ‡ÚÂ (Ad Her. I. 24). é˜Â‚Ë‰ÌÓ, Â˜¸ Ë‰ÂÚ Ó· Ó·˙fl‚ÎÂÌËË ËÏÂÌË ‡‚ÚÓ‡
‰‡Ï˚ ÔÂÂ‰ ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌËÂÏ. ùÚÓÚ ÒÓÙËÁÏ ÌÂ ËÏÂÎ ÛÒÔÂı‡ ‚ ÒÛ‰Â. åÓÊÌÓ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓ-
ÊËÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ ÓÔ‡‚‰‡ÌËÂ Ó·Ë‰˜ËÍ‡ ãÛˆËÎËfl, Ó·flÒÌflÂÚÒfl ÚÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ Ò‡Ï ãÛˆËÎËÈ ÔËÒ‡Î ÎË˜-
Ì˚Â ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚˚. Ç ÒÎÛ˜‡Â Ò ÄÍˆËÂÏ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ ÓÌ ·˚Î ÛÔÓÏflÌÛÚ ÌÂ ‚ ÍÓÏÂ‰ËË, ‡ ‚
ÏËÏÂ (Ad Her. I. 24), ‚Ë‰ËÏÓ, Ò ÏËÏÓÏ ·˚ÎÓ Ò‚flÁ‡ÌÓ Ë ‰ÂÎÓ ãÛˆËÎËfl. éÚ‚ÂÚ˜ËÍÓÏ ÔÓ
˝ÚËÏ ËÒÍ‡Ï ÏÓ„ÎË ·˚Ú¸ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‡ÍÚÂ˚.

21 åËÙÓÎÓ„Ë˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ÍÓÏÂ‰Ëfl ÚËÔ‡ «ÄÏÙËÚËÓÌ‡» ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÓÒÚË Ò˜ËÚ‡Î‡Ò¸ ÓÒÓ·˚Ï
Ê‡ÌÓÏ (ËÌÚÓÌÓ‚‡ ‰‡Ï‡).

22 Manuwald G. Fabulae praetextae: Spuren einer literarischen Gattung der Romer.
München, 1885 (Zetemata. 108). S. 121–123.
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ËÏÂÌ ÏÓ„ÎÓ ·˚Ú¸ Ó„‡ÌË˜ÂÌÓ, ÔÂÊ‰Â ‚ÒÂ„Ó, ÂÎË„ËÓÁÌ˚ÏË ÒÓÓ·‡ÊÂÌËflÏË23.
Ç ÒÓı‡ÌË‚¯ËıÒfl Ù‡„ÏÂÌÚ‡ı Ï˚ ÌÂ ‚ÒÚÂ˜‡ÂÏ ÎË˜Ì˚ı ËÏÂÌ ÌÂ ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ÒÓ‚Â-
ÏÂÌÌËÍÓ‚, ÌÓ Ë ÂÒÔÛ·ÎËÍ‡ÌÒÍËı ‰ÂflÚÂÎÂÈ ‚ÓÓ·˘Â, – ˜ÚÓ, ÍÓÌÂ˜ÌÓ, ÏÓÊÂÚ ·˚Ú¸
ÒÎÛ˜‡ÈÌÓÒÚ¸˛.

5. éÚ‚ÂÚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚, Ë‰Â‡Î¸Ì˚È Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı, ÔÓ ÏÌÂÌË˛ ËÏÒÍËı ÏÂÚËÍÓ‚,
ÔË Ò‡ÏÓÏ ÒÌËÒıÓ‰ËÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÓÚÌÓ¯ÂÌËË ÌÂ ÏÓÊÂÚ ÔÂÚÂÌ‰Ó‚‡Ú¸ Ì‡ ËÒÚÓË˜Â-
ÒÍÛ˛ ‰ÓÒÚÓ‚ÂÌÓÒÚ¸24. 

ëÚËı dabunt malum ·˚Î ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Ì èÒÂ‚‰Ó-Å‡ÒÒÓÏ Ë ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÏ ËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÓÏ
èÒÂ‚‰Ó-ÄÒÍÓÌËfl Í‡Í Ú‡‰ËˆËÓÌÌ˚È ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÈ Ó·‡ÁÂˆ, Ë ‡ÁÎË˜Ëfl ‚ ÏÂÚË˜Â-
ÒÍÓÈ ËÌÚÂÔÂÚ‡ˆËË ÛÍ‡Á˚‚‡˛Ú Ì‡ ÚÓ, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ÔÂ‚ÓËÒÚÓ˜ÌËÍÂ, ‚ÂÓflÚÌÓ, ÌÂ ·˚Î‡
ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌ‡ ˝ÍÒÔÎËˆËÚÌ‡fl ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍ‡fl ÒıÂÏ‡ ËÎË ‰‡‚‡ÎÓÒ¸ ÌÂÒÍÓÎ¸ÍÓ ‚‡Ë‡ÌÚÓ‚. 

é‰Ì‡ÍÓ ÂÒÚ¸ Ë ‰Û„ÓÂ ÓÚÎË˜ËÂ, ÔÓÚË‚ÓÔÓÒÚ‡‚Îfl˛˘ÂÂ ‡ÌÓÌËÏÌÓ„Ó ‡‚ÚÓ‡ ÏÂ-
ÚÂÎÎÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓÈ Ì‡Ï ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍÓÈ Ú‡‰ËˆËË. éÚ‚ÂÚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚ ·˚Î ÒÍÓÌ-
ÒÚÛËÓ‚‡Ì Í‡Í Ë‰Â‡Î¸Ì˚È Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı. çÂÓ·ıÓ‰ËÏÓ ÔÂ‰ÔÓÎÓÊËÚ¸, ˜ÚÓ Ó·-
ÒÚ‡ÌÓ‚Í‡, ‚ ÍÓÚÓÓÈ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ ÔÓfl‚ËÎÒfl, ‰ÓÎÊÌ‡ ·˚Î‡ Ï˚ÒÎËÚ¸Òfl Ú‡ÍÊÂ Í‡Í Ë‰Â‡Î¸-
Ì‡fl ÒËÚÛ‡ˆËfl ‰Îfl ÔÓËÁÌÂÒÂÌËfl Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚˚ı ÒÚËıÓ‚. î‡·ÛÎ‡ ÛÚ‡˜ÂÌ‡, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ
flÒÌÓ, ˜ÚÓ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚ÎflÎÒfl ÌÂËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓÏÛ ËÏÒÍÓÏÛ ÙËÎÓÎÓ„Û ËÌ‚ÂÍ-
ÚË‚Ì˚Ï, Ì‡ÔÓ‰Ó·ËÂ ‡ı‡Ë˜ÂÒÍÓÈ „Â˜ÂÒÍÓÈ flÏ·Ó„‡ÙËË, ˜ÚÓ ‚ ˆÂÎÓÏ ÒÓÓÚ‚ÂÚ-
Ò‚ÛÂÚ ËÏÒÍËÏ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÏ ÚÂÓËflÏ, ÔÂ‰ÒÚ‡‚Îfl˛˘ËÏ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı Í‡Í ‡Á-
ÌÓ‚Ë‰ÌÓÒÚ¸ flÏ·‡. é‰Ì‡ÍÓ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚Ì˚È ı‡‡ÍÚÂ Ë‰Â‡Î¸ÌÓ„Ó Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡
ÔÓÚË‚ÓÂ˜ËÚ Í‡Í Â‡Î¸ÌÓÏÛ Ï‡ÚÂË‡ÎÛ, Ú‡Í Ë ÒÛÊ‰ÂÌËflÏ ËÏÒÍËı Û˜ÂÌ˚ı. å˚
ÛÁÌ‡ÂÏ, ˜ÚÓ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚ ÒÚËı ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÎÒfl ‚ ÔÓÓ˜ÂÒÚ‚‡ı (Cic. De div. I. 114; Fest.
432. 13 L; Origo gentis Romanae 4. 4), ‚ ÚËÛÏÙ‡ÚÓÒÍËı Ì‡‰ÔËÒflı (Pseudo-Bass. VI.
265. 22 GLK; Atil. Fortunatian. VI. 293. 27 GLK), ‚ ‰Â‚ÌÂÏ ÍÛÎ¸ÚÂ ë‡ÚÛÌ‡ (Charis.
I. 288. 2 GLK), – ÌÓ ÌÂÚ ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡ÌËfl Ó Ì‡ÒÏÂ¯Í‡ı ËÎË ·‡ÌË.

Ö‰ËÌÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓÂ ÍÓÒ‚ÂÌÌÓÂ Ë Ó˜ÂÌ¸ ÒÎ‡·ÓÂ ÔÓ‰Ú‚ÂÊ‰ÂÌËÂ Ï˚ Ì‡ıÓ‰ËÏ Û ÑËÓÌË-
ÒËfl É‡ÎËÍ‡Ì‡ÒÒÍÓ„Ó (Ant. VII 72. 11), ÍÓÚÓ˚È, ‡ÒÒÛÊ‰‡fl Ó· Ó·˚˜‡Â ‚˚ÒÏÂË-
‚‡Ú¸ ÚËÛÏÙ‡ÚÓÓ‚, Á‡ÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ: προvτερον α{µα τοὶς σκωvµµασι παροχουµεvνοις,
νὺν δε; ποιηvµατα αÛ[δουσιν αυjτοσχεvδια. ä ˝ÚÓÏÛ ÏÂÒÚÛ ·˚Î‡ ÔÂ‰ÎÓÊÂÌ‡ ÔË‚ÎÂ-
Í‡ÚÂÎ¸Ì‡fl ÍÓÌ˙ÂÍÚÛ‡ αjµεvτροις ‚ÏÂÒÚÓ α{µα τοὶς. Ñ‡ÎÂÂ, ˜ÚÂÌËÂ αjµεvτροις ÏÓÊÂÚ
·˚Ú¸ ÒÓÔÓÒÚ‡‚ÎÂÌÓ Ò ‚˚‡ÊÂÌËÂÏ ipsum ametron, ÍÓÚÓÓÂ ï‡ËÒËÈ (I. 288. 2
GLK) ÔËÏÂÌflÂÚ Í Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚Û ÒÚËıÛ25. Ç ÂÁÛÎ¸Ú‡ÚÂ Ò‚Ë‰ÂÚÂÎ¸ÒÚ‚Ó ÑËÓÌËÒËfl ÔÓ-

23 èÓ ˝ÚÓÈ ÔË˜ËÌÂ ÔË‚ÎÂÍ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÈ ÏÓÊÂÚ ÔÓÍ‡Á‡Ú¸Òfl „ËÔÓÚÂÁ‡ å‡ÚÚËÌÎË, ÒÓ-
„Î‡ÒÌÓ ÍÓÚÓÓÈ fåtø Metell• ÔÓËÒıÓ‰ËÚ ËÁ ÔÂÚÂÍÒÚ˚ çÂ‚Ëfl «Clastidium», ‡ ÒÎÓ‚Ó me-
telli (? metalli: Festus. 132 L) ÔÂ‚ÓÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌÓ ÒÚÓflÎÓ ‚ Ì‡Ëˆ‡ÚÂÎ¸ÌÓÏ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ Ì‡ÂÏÌËÍ
(Ì‡ÂÏÌ˚È ‡·Ó˜ËÈ?) Ë ÚÓÎ¸ÍÓ ÔÓÁ‰ÌÂÂ ÒÚ‡ÎÓ ÒÂÏÂÈÌ˚Ï ÔÓÁ‚Ë˘ÂÏ ñÂˆËÎËÂ‚. ëÚËı
ÔÓ ˝ÚÓÏÛ ÚÓÎÍÓ‚‡ÌË˛ ‰ÓÎÊÂÌ ÒÓ‰ÂÊ‡Ú¸ Î‡ÏÂÌÚ‡ˆËË å‡Í‡ äÎ‡‚‰Ëfl å‡ˆÂÎÎ‡, „Â-
Ófl ÔÂÚÂÍÒÚ˚, ÔÓ ÔÓ‚Ó‰Û ‚ÓÁ‚˚¯ÂÌËfl homines novi. ë‡Ï å‡ÚÚËÌÎË Á‡ÏÂ˜‡ÂÚ, ˜ÚÓ
«˝ÚÓ Ó·˙flÒÌÂÌËÂ ‰ÓÎÊÌÓ ·˚Ú¸ ËÒÍÎ˛˜ÂÌÓ, ÂÒÎË ÍÓ„ÌÓÏÂÌ ÓÙËˆË‡Î¸ÌÓ ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡Î-
Òfl (‚ ÍÓÌˆÂ III ‚. ‰Ó Ì.˝.)» (Mattingly H. Naevius and Metelli // Historia. 1960. 9. P. 429).
é‰Ì‡ÍÓ, ‚ÓÔÂÍË å‡ÚÚËÌÎË, ËÒÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÌËÂ Ù‡ÏËÎ¸Ì˚ı ÍÓ„ÌÓÏÂÌÓ‚ ‰Îfl ˝ÚÓÈ ˝ÔÓıË
ÛÒÚ‡Ì‡‚ÎË‚‡ÂÚÒfl ‚ÔÓÎÌÂ Ì‡‰ÂÊÌÓ: ‚ «ÄÌÌ‡Î‡ı» ùÌÌËfl (ÓÍ. 180–170 „„.) ÛÔÓÏËÌ‡˛ÚÒfl
Cethegus Ë Tuditanus, ÍÓÌÒÛÎ˚ 205 „. (v. 305 Skutsch), Cotta, ÍÓÌÒÛÎ 200 „. (v. 324); ‚
˝ÎÓ„Ëflı ëˆËÔËÓÌÓ‚ CIL 7; 9: Scipio Barbatus Ë filios Barbati.

24 ìÊÂ ã. å˛ÎÎÂ (Der saturnische Vers und seine Denkmaeler // Hrsg. von L. Mueller.
Lpz, 1885. S. 167) ÔÓÎ‡„‡Î, ˜ÚÓ ÓÚ‚ÂÚ åÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚, ‚ÂÓflÚÌÓ, ÔË‰ÛÏ‡Ì Í‡ÍËÏ-ÚÓ „‡Ï-
Ï‡ÚËÍÓÏ (potius a grammatico aliquo fictum est).

25 Ullman B.L. Dionysius on Saturnian Verse // Classical Philology. 1944. Vol. 39. P. 47–48.
Ä‚ÚÓ ÍÓÌ˙ÂÍÚÛ˚ (Post L.A. Notes on Dionysius of Halicarnassus // Classical Weekly. 1943.
37. P. 27–28) ÔÓÌËÏ‡Î αjµεvτροις ‚ ÒÏ˚ÒÎÂ «ÔÓÁ‡Ë˜ÂÒÍË»; ÚÂÍÒÚ Ë ÔÂÂ‚Ó‰ èÓÒÚ‡ ·˚Î ÔË-
ÌflÚ ‚ ËÁ‰. ä˝Ë ÒÂËË Loeb (1943–1986 „„., ‚ ÔËÏÂ˜‡ÌËflı Û˜ÚÂÌÓ ÏÌÂÌËÂ ÄÎÎÏ‡Ì‡).
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ÎÛ˜‡ÂÚ ÒÏ˚ÒÎ: «ÔÂ‚ÓÌ‡˜‡Î¸ÌÓ (ÓÌË ÔÓÎ¸ÁÓ‚‡ÎËÒ¸) ‚ Ò‚ÓÂÏ ¯ÛÚÓ‚ÒÚ‚Â ÏÂÚË˜Â-
ÒÍË ÌÂÒÓ‚Â¯ÂÌÌ˚ÏË Ì‡ÒÏÂ¯Í‡ÏË, ÚÂÔÂ¸ ÊÂ ÓÌË ÔÓ˛Ú ËÏÔÓ‚ËÁËÓ‚‡ÌÌ˚Â
ÒÚËıË».

ÉÛ·ÓÒÚ¸ Ë ÌÂÓ·‡·ÓÚ‡ÌÌÓÒÚ¸ Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡ ·˚ÎË Ó·˘ËÏ ÏÂÒÚÓÏ Û „‡ÏÏ‡-
ÚËÍÓ‚, Ó‰Ì‡ÍÓ ÓÚ Ë‰ÂË ‰Â‚ÌÂ„Ó ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓ„Ó ÒÚËı‡ ËÏÒÍËÂ ÏÂÚËÍË ÔÓ Í‡ÍËÏ-
ÚÓ ÔË˜ËÌ‡Ï ÓÚÍ‡Á‡ÎËÒ¸26. 

ëÓ·ÒÚ‚ÂÌÌÓ ÏÂÚË˜ÂÒÍËÂ ‡ÒÔÂÍÚ˚ ÏÂÚÂÎÎÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡ ·˚ÎË ËÒÒÎÂ‰Ó‚‡Ì˚ Ì‡ÏË ‚
‰Û„ÓÈ ‡·ÓÚÂ27.

NAEVIUS, THE METELLI AND SATURNIAN VERSE

A. Ye. Kuznetsov

The reply of the Metelli to the insolent verse of Naevius is considered to be the most im-
portant evidence of social impact on the literary history of Republican Rome. The evidence is
not, however, infallible. The story is founded on scholia of Pseudo-Asconius (In Verr. I 29), a
document of dubious reliability, which is the only extant source of the Naevian iambic verse
«fato Metelli…», while the Saturnian reply «dabunt malum Metelli…» is attested by several
metrical writers (Pseudo-Bassus, Aphthonius, Sacerdos, Atilius Fortunatianus, Terentianus
Maurus). In this paper the author tries to demonstrate that (1) the text of Pseudo-Asconius is
incoherent; (2) Pseudo-Asconius had at his disposal some metrical theory of the Saturnian
that differed entirely from the theory used by those metricians who quoted «dabunt malum
Metelli…»; (3) Pseudo-Asconius picked «fato Metelli…» out of some old Commentary to Ci-
cero’s speeches; (4) the metricians like Aphthonius knew nothing about «fato Metelli…». All
this implies that Pseudo-Asconius merged two different sources, one providing «fato Me-
telli…» in order to explain the witty dictum of Cicero, and the other putting «dabunt malum
Metelli…» forward as an example of the Saturnian meter. Thus the exchange of vituperative
verses between the poet and the Metelli had no foundation in grammatical or historical tradi-
tion; this exchange was an accidental result of confusion made by a 5th century scholiast
(Pseudo-Asconius). 

Two verses involved in the story require different approach. The iambic «fato Metelli…»
no doubt came from some drama. The joke about Metellus’ consulate in Cic. Verr. I. 29 does
not definitely presuppose that «fato Metelli…» had some invective sense. In fact, various in-
vective interpretations of the utterance «fato fieri» meet with considerable difficulties. Mar-
morale argued with good reason that the verse had a laudatory sense and connected it with L.
Caecilius Metellus (cos. 251, 247 A.D.). However the verse originated from fabula praetexta,
not from Bellum Punicum as Marmorale conjectured.

The verse «dabunt malum Metelli…» was a fiction of an antiquarian (probably republi-
can), who sought to demonstrate the ideal form of the Saturnian. This ideal example was in-
corporated in a quasi-historical narrative about Naevius and the Metelli. The author of the an-
ecdote thought that like ancient Greek iambography the original Saturnian had been an invec-
tive poetry. This reconstruction causes a problem, since the extant Roman sources do not treat
Saturnan as an invective. Only Dionysius of Halicarnassus can provide some help, if we read
(with Post and Carry) in his description of triumph (Ant. VII 72, 11) α jµε vτροις (α {µα τοι `ς
ms.) and understand this word as a hint at a rough rhythm of the Saturnian verse. 

26 åÓ„ ÎË Ç‡ÓÌ ÔË‰ÛÏ‡Ú¸ ‡ÌÂÍ‰ÓÚ Ó åÂÚÂÎÎ‡ı Ë çÂ‚ËË ‚ÏÂÒÚÂ Ò ÓÚ‚ÂÚÓÏ åÂ-
ÚÂÎÎÓ‚? Ç‡ÓÌ ËÁÛ˜‡Î çÂ‚Ëfl Ë Á‡ÌËÏ‡ÎÒfl Â„Ó ·ËÓ„‡ÙËÂÈ (De Poetis), ÌÓ ËÁ‚ÂÒÚÌÓ,
˜ÚÓ ÓÌ ÔË‰ÂÊË‚‡ÎÒfl ÚÂÓËË ÔÓÙÂÚË˜ÂÒÍÓ„Ó, ÌÓ ÌÂ ËÌ‚ÂÍÚË‚ÌÓ„Ó ÔÓËÒıÓÊ‰ÂÌËfl
Ò‡ÚÛÌÓ‚‡ ÒÚËı‡ (De Lingua Latina. VII. 36). óÚÓ Í‡Ò‡ÂÚÒfl ‡Î¸ÚÂÌ‡ÚË‚Ì˚ı ÏÂÚË˜Â-
ÒÍËı ÒıÂÏ èÒÂ‚‰Ó-Å‡ÒÒ‡ Ë ÑËÓÏÂ‰‡, ÚÓ Ï˚ ‰ÓÎÊÌ˚ ÒÓ„Î‡ÒËÚ¸Òfl Ò ãÛËÁÂÎÎË ‚ ÚÓÏ, ˜ÚÓ
ÓÌË ·˚ÎË ‡Á‡·ÓÚ‡Ì˚ ÔÓÒÎÂ Ç‡ÓÌ‡ (Luiselli. Op. cit. P. 76).
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