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The paper in question is devoted to Late Antique narratives and their
interpretation in the Russian historiography of the Soviet period, and in
particular to the analysis of the literary heritage of Macrobius? (fl. 5t c.) by
Russian scientists. He is well known for his Commentary on the “Dream of
Scipio,” his Saturnalia and a treatise On the Differences and Similarities of
Greek and Latin Verbs.?

By this time, in foreign historiography, study of Macrobius’ writings
had lasted for more than a century, a fact which greatly facilitated the
work of Russian specialists. So, by the end of the 20" century, academic
use featured firstly, modern critical editions of all Macrobius’ works,*
secondly, complete commented translations of the Saturnalia and the
Commentary in French,®> English,® Italian’ and German,® and thirdly there

2 Forthereconstructed biography of Macrobius, see ALAN CAMERON, “The Date and Identity
of Macrobius”, The Journal of Roman Studies, Vol. 56, Parts 1-2 (1966): 25-38. https://doi.
org/10.2307/300131; in Russian: M.C. METPOBA, Makpo6uli @eodoculi u npedcmasneHus o
dywe u o0 mupo3daHuu & Mo3dHel AHmuyHocmu (MockBa: Kpyrb, 2007), 8-41.

3 Hereinafter designated as Commentary, Saturnalia and On Verbs.

4  Critical editions of Macrobius’s writings (considered modern) are as follows: LubwiG
VON JAN (ed.) Opera quae supersunt, (Leipzig: Quedlinburg, 1848-1852), Vol. 1-2; IACOBUS
[JacoB] WiLLis (ed.) Ambrosii Theodosii Macrobii Saturnalia, (Lipsiae, 1963; rev. 1970;
1994); IacoBus [JacoB] WiLLIS (ed.) Ambrosii Theodosii Macrobii Commentarii in Somnium
Scipionis, (Lipsiae, 1963; rev. 1970; 1994); PAoLO DE PaoLIs (ed.) Macrobii Theodosii de
verborum graeci et latini differentiis vel societatibus excerpta, (Urbino, 1990); MACROBIO,
Commento al sogno di Scipione, saggio introduttivo di ILARIA RAMELLI, traduzione,
bibliografia, note e apparati di MORENO NERI (Milano, 2007).

5 Hereinafter, translations of Macrobius’ works into new European languages are indicated
to complete the picture (these are often accompanied by original texts). The translations
in question were published not only at the end of the 20, but also at the beginning of
the 21% century: Guvres de Macrobe, traduites par CHARLES DE Rosov (Paris, 1827), Vol.
1-2; MACROBE, GEuvres completes, avec la traduction en frangais. Publiés sous la direction
de M. NisARrD (Paris, 1845), Vol. 1 (the name of the translator A.J. MAHUL is mentioned
in the introduction to this edition); Guvres de Macrobe, traduction nouvelle, par MM.
HENRI DESCAMPS, N.A. DUBOIS, LAAS D'AGUEN, A. UBICINI MARTELLI (Paris, 1845-1847), Vol.
1-3; MACROBE, Les Saturnales, traduction nouvelle, avec introduction et notes par HENRI
BORNECQUE (Paris, 1937), Vol. 1-2; MACROBE, Commentaire au songe de Scipion, texte établi,
trad. et comm. par MIREILLE ARMISEN-MARCHETTI (Paris, 2001-2003), t. I. Livre I; t. Il. Livre Il.

6 MacroBIUS, Commentary on the “Dream of Scipio,” trans. by WILLIAM HARRIS STAHL (New
York, 1952; corr. 1966; rep. 1990); MACROBIUS, The Saturnalia, trans. by PERCIVAL VAUGHAN
DAVIES (New York, 1969); MACROBIUS. Saturnalia, ed. and trans. by ROBERT A. KASTER
(Cambridge, MA; London, 2011), Vol. 1-3. https://doi.org/10.4159/DLCL.macrobius-satur-
nalia.2011

7 MACROBIO TEODOSIO, | Saturnali, introdugao, traducao em italiano e notas de NINO
MARINONE (Turim, 1967); MACROBIO, Commento al Somnium Scipionis, introduzione, testo,
traduzione e commento a cura di MARIO REGALI (Piza, 1983-1990), lib. 1-2.

8 AMBROSIUS THEODOSIUS MACROBIUS, Tischgesprdche am Saturnalienfest, Ubersetzt von
OTTO UND EVA SCHONBERGER (Wiirzburg, 2008).
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was a fairly clear idea of Macrobius himself and his intellectual
environment.’

The problems of the transition period are especially varied and
complex, since it is necessary to take into account both interacting
cultures. There were different approaches to solving this problem in
different periods of the development of Russian historical studies. At
first, the idea of continuity dominated when the relationship between
Antiquity and the Middle Ages was emphasized. The relationship’s essence
was preserving elements or parts of ancient culture during the transition
to the Middle Ages. A different solution to the problem was proposed by
Marxist historians who rejected the idea of continuity, highlighting the
struggle between two opposing cultures taking place according to certain
social laws.” Since the 1960s and 70s, there has been a gradual transition
to a new vision of this problem. This was because a gradual revision of
the attitude towards intellectual history, the development of social
psychology, and everyday consciousness was taking place. The focus
was on the different mentality types of the transitional period and on
the phenomenon of coexistence and opposition of folk and elite cultures,
which stimulated the emergence of culturological, sociopsychological,
ethnographic and linguistic research. If we talk about the latter, Russian
researchers paid more and more attention to particular texts and close
reading of them, asserting the generic commonality of the history of texts
and history itself."

New trends in historical writing demonstrated the inseparability
of history from other disciplines such as linguistics, philosophy and

9 E.g.:JACQUES FLAMANT, Macrobe et le Néoplatonisme Latin a la fin du Ve Siécle (Leiden: E. ).
Brill, 1977), xxxi + 738 p. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004295308, STEPHEN GERSH, Middle
Platonism and Neoplatonism: The Latin Tradition, in 2 vols. (Notre Dame: University
of Notre Dame Press, 1986), VII, 493 sqq. WILLIAM HARRIS STAHL, “Introduction”, in
MACROBIUS, Commentary on the “Dream of Scipio” (21990), 3-65.

10 After the collapse of the USSR in 1991, the party’s diktat was lifted, and the Marxist
trend was abandoned as the main approach to the study of history. Historians gained
creative freedom. Against this background, on the one hand, publications of pseudo-
historical “studies” began to appear (see, for example: AT. DOMEHKO, I.B. HOCOBCKHA,
Hoeas xpoHonoaus u KoHuenuyus OpeeHel ucmopuu Pycu, AHenuu u Puma. ®DakTbl.
Cratuctuka. Tunotesbl, http://lib.ru/FOMENKOAT/rus_ar.txt_with-big-pictures.html
[Accessed November, 2021] et cet.), and on the other hand, it became possible to revise
many overly politicized moments in Russian historiography. There was a weakening of
the material basis; commercialization of archives and publishing activity began.

11 T. . 3BEPEBA, «PeanbHOCTb 1 ICTOPUYECKNI HAppaTKB: Npobnembl camopediekcun Ho-
BOU UHTENNeKTyanbHon nctopum», 0Oduccell. Yenosek 8 ucmopuu (1996): 11-24.
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psychology.” Under the influence of the “linguistic turn,” historical research
expanded its scope, paying attention to the identification of “key” figures
of the transition period.

Thus, in the period mentioned above of 60-70 years of the 20" century,
quite a lot of studies appeared in Russia aimed at investigating a particular
personality. These were studies which demonstrated a new approach
to studying the era and a fresh look at the problem of the continuity of
cultures (for example, attention was paid to the language of the authors,
their research methodology and techniques and the main themes of their
essays).

There are quite a few examples of such works, one being a study by Olga
Dobiash-Rozhdestvenskaya on medieval scriptoria (1930), which examines
the creative activity of scriptoria in the context of the development of
European writing.”

Medieval Italo-Latin Literature, a monograph by Ilya Golenishchev-
Kutuzov (1972) which discusses the works of both pagan and Christian
authors," is devoted to the analysis of Italian literature.

Problems of the history of culture and literature are considered in a
paper by Sergei Averintsev, “The Fate of the European Cultural Tradition in
the Era of Transition from Antiquity to the Middle Ages” (1976).” In particular,
the coexistence of a new Christian worldview which has preserved the
essential components of the ancient cultural tradition is shown in this
well-argued work. Another work by S. Averintsev, entitled “The Poetics of
Early Byzantine Literature” (1977),® as well as a study by Gennady Mayorov,
named “The Formation of Medieval Philosophy: Latin Patristics” (1979),”
concern the topic of the development of medieval literature, philosophy
and aesthetics. Mayorov’s study touches upon problems connected with
determining the stages of the development of philosophical knowledge in

12 J1.Tl. PENUHA, «Bbi30B NOCTMOAEPHMU3MA U NEPCNEeKTUBbI HOBOW KYNbTYPHOW 1 UHTENNEK-
TyanbHOW uctopun», Oduccell. Yenosek 8 ucmopuu (1996): 25-38.

13 0. A. JOBUALI-POXAECTBEHCKAS, Macmepckue nucbma Ha 3ape 3anadHo20 CpedHeseKo-
8bs U UX cOKposuwa 8 /leHuHzpade (/leHuHzpad: Akademus Hayk CCCP, 1930), 32 c.

14 W. H. TONEHUWEB-KYTY30B, CpedHesekosas namuHckas numepamypa Mmanuu (MockBa:
Hayka, 1972), 308 c.

15 C. C. ABEPUHLEB, «Cyab6bl €BPONECKON KyNbTYPHOW TPAANLMM B 3NOXY Nepexoaa oT AH-
TYHOCTM K CpeiHeBEKOBbIO», 8 U3 ucmopuu kynbmypbl CpedHUX 8ekos U Bo3poxoeHus
(MockBsa: Hayka, 1976), 17-64.

16 C.C.ABEPUHLEB, [lo3muka paHHesuzaHmutickol numepamypbi (Mocksa: Hayka, 1977), 320 c.

17 T. I. MAioPOB, ®opmuposaHue cpedHesekoeol ¢unocoguu (NlaTuHcKas naTpucTuka)
(MockBa: Mbicnib, 1979), 433 c.
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the Middle Ages and discusses issues related to identifying the prominent
authors who formed the Christian teaching.

The topic of continuity in the philosophy of slave-owning and feudal
societies and the idea of penetration of ancient culture into medieval ones
are thoroughly discussed in a monograph of the same name by Vazgen
Chaloyan entitled East-West: Continuity in the Philosophy of Ancient and
Medieval Societies (1979).1®

Abram Ranovich’s book Primary Sources on the History of Early
Christianity: Ancient Critics of Christianity (1933-1935, reprinted in 1990),°
which discusses the economic state of the Roman Empire during the era of
Christianity, is devoted to the problems of ancient criticism of Christianity,
Christian ideology and the organization of the Christian church.

Here, one should also mention a thorough, two-volume work, The
Culture of Ancient Rome (1985),2° published under the editorship of Elena
Golubtsova, in which, alongwith highlighting features of Roman intellectual
culture, considerable attention is paid to the state of the material culture
of Late Antique society.

Issues of culture are considered differently in a monograph by Aron
Gurevich entitled Problems of Medieval Folk Culture (1981),2" in which the
development of folk culture in the Middle Ages is discussed not in the
context of “high” culture, but at the level of mass consciousness and the
crystallization of a unique mentality.

The sketches of the first section of a book by O. Dobiash-Rozhdest-
venskaya, The Culture of the Western European Middle Ages (1933; 1987),22
deal with problems of culture in general, emphasizing the continuity of
various elements (both written and material) of both ancient and medieval
culture.

A thematic collection of articles, Antiquity as a Type of Culture (1988),%
is devoted to the peculiarities of ancient culture. It includes a study by

18 B.T.YAnosiH, Boctok — 3anaod. [IpeemcmaeHHOCMb 8 (hunocopuu aHMuU4YHO20 U cpedHe-
8exk08020 obwecmsa, pen. b.M. KEfpoB, I.3. ANPECAH (Mockea: Hayka, 1979), 216 c.

19 A. B. PAHOBWY, [Tep8OUCMOYHUKU NO UCMOpPUU paHHe20 XxpucmuaHcmaea. AHmuyHble Kpu-
muku xpucmuaHcmea (MockBa: 34atenbCTBO NONUTUYECKOK NuTepatypbl, 1990), 480 c.

20 E.C.TonysloBA (pen.), Kynbmypa dpesHez2o Puma, B 2-x TT. (MockBa: Hayka, 1985), T. 1, 431
c.,T.2,397c.

21 A. . TYPEBWY, po6riembl cpedHesekogol HapodHol Kynbmypbl (Mockea: Mckyccmeo,
1981), 359 c.

22 0. A. JOBUALL-POXAECTBEHCKAS, Kynbmypa 3anadHoesponelicko2o CpedHesekosbs. Ha-
y4yHoe Hacnedue, pea. B. . PYTEHBYPT (MockBa: Hayka, 1987), 349 c.

23 A. ®./loceB (pea.), AHmuyHocmb kak mun kynbmypsl (Mocksa: Hayka, 1988), 336 c.
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Alexander Mikhailov, “Antiquity as an Ideal and a Cultural Reality of the
18t and 19t Centuries,”” which demonstrates the influence of Antiquity
on the modern era.

Itis also important to note the works of a historical nature which make
it possible to reliably assess the political, economic and social structure
of Late Antiquity and the Middle Ages. Among them are the first two
volumes (1988; 1992) of The History of Europe,”® which include sections
devoted, in particular, to the culture of the transition period, as well as
the first two volumes (1983-1984) of a multivolume edition of A History of
World Literature,? which cover problems of interaction between Greek and
Roman literature of the antique period.

*k%

In the Russian historiography of the Soviet period, works directly devoted
to Macrobius? and his writings have only appeared since the 1960s. There
are few such works. Macrobius is either presented as an author of the
transition period from Antiquity to the Middle Ages or as an encyclopedist,
included in a number of other compilers and transmitters of ancient
knowledge (such as lamblichus, Calcidius, Cassiodorus, Martianus
Capella and Boethius) or as a representative of Roman Late Antique
Neoplatonism.? Along with this, Macrobius was quite often referred to by

24 A. B. MUXANNOB, «KAHTUYHOCTb Kak Uaean u KynbTypHasa peanbHocTb XVII-XIX BB.», AH-
muy4yHocmb Kak mun Kynbmypsl, peg. A. ®. JTOCEB, 308-324.

25 WcTopus EBponbl, B 8 TT. (MockBa: Hayka, 1988-1994), 1. 1(1988): ipeBHas EBpona, 704 c.;
T.2(1992): CpeaHeBekoBas EBpona, 816 c.

26 Wcmopus ecemupHol numepamypsbl, B 9 TT. (Mocksa: Hayka, 1983-1994), T. 1(1983), 303-
515 [584 c.]; . 2 (1984), 441-59 [672 c.].

27 Previously, Macrobius was mentioned in F. A. Brockhaus and I. A. Efron’s encyclopedic
dictionary. See: ®.A. BPOKrAY3, U. A. 3OPOH, «Makpobuii», B IHYUKI0neduyecKkul cno-
eapb @. A. bpokraysa u W. A. 3dpoHa, T. 18/35: «Jlonapu — ManoneTHue NpecTynHu-
ku» (CaHkT-NMeTepbypr, 1890-1897), 433, https://dlib.rsl.ru/viewer/01003924225#?page=1
(Accessed November, 2021). We do not refer to the later encyclopedic articles.

28 It is important to consider that Roman Neoplatonism is not similar to the Greek one,
since it was adapted to the needs of a different time, to different knowledge and a
different demand for such knowledge. The importance of the Roman Neoplatonic
tradition for medieval Christian culture is obvious, since it was Roman Neoplatonism
which had points of contactwith Christianity in very cardinalissues of faith and nurtured
medieval thought (see: icmopus Esponbi, T. 2, 8). One example of this is Augustine,
who determined the form of Christianity and was influenced by pagan philosophy and
Neoplatonism in particular (see A.K. [)KWBENErOB, «BnaeHHblit ABrycTuH», B b/1. Asay-
CMUH. 3HXxupuduoH unu O eepe, Hadexde u no6eu [Knes: YUMMM-TPECC, 1996], 4).
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Russian researchers either as a grammarian, or as a philosophizing writer
or a Neoplatonic writer who lived in the 4" century.?

A small number of works on Macrobius and his writings were
complemented both by general studies related to the problems of the
transition period from Antiquity to the Middle Ages which contributed to
defining the place of Macrobius in the culture of his time and detailed
studies devoted to his younger or older contemporaries which analyzed
his intellectual environment.

Here we should also point to sources translated into Russian, which
are provided with detailed introductory articles and commentaries. Below
only a few of them (six in all) are mentioned, those which in our opinion
added separate touches to the existing picture on Macrobius, his place
in Late Antique culture and his time (this list also includes works that
appeared in the late 90s).

1) Amonograph by V. Ukolova. This shows Boethius’ place in the culture of
the turn of the eras, analyses his works in detail, describes the fate of
Boethius against the background of the death of the ancient world and
the birth ofthe medieval one.**This bookis correlated with a translation
by V. Ukolova and M. Zeitlin of a treatise of Boethius’ Consolation in
Philosophy, which is provided with a detailed commentary.*’

2) An introductory essay by A. Stolyarov, “Aurelius Augustine: His Life,
DoctrineandFate.” (precedingthetranslation of Augustine’s Confessions,
by M. Sergeenko)®*? not only examines the epoch of Augustine’s life and
discusses his teachings, but also clarifies biographical information.

3) A paper by M. Gasparov entitled “Ausonius and his Time” determines
the place of the poet in the culture of Late Antiquity against the

29 E.g., see B. M. TAWAEHKO, I A. CMMPHOB, 3anadHoesponelickas Hayka 8 CpedHue 8eka
(MockBa: Hayka, 1989), 59; B. W. Ky3uwwuH (pea. u ap.), «<Makpobuii», B Cio8apb AHmuy-
Hocmu (MockBa: Mporpecc, 1989), 329; I. C. IMTUYEBCKUR, «Mnen cTonueckon hnusnkn B
EcmecmeeHHoU Vicmopuu MnuHus Ctapwero», B Mathesis. 3 ucmopuu aHmuyHoU Hay-
Ku u ¢punocoghuu (Mocksa: Hayka, 1991), 195 c.

30 B.W.YKoNoBA, MocnedHuli pumnsaHuH boayul (Mocksa: Hayka, 1987), 160 c.

31 Boauuil, «YmeweHue ¢unocoguel» u dpyaue mpakmamsi, pen. . . MaiopoB (Mo-
ckea: Hayka, 1990); 190-290, 302-12; http://ancientrome.ru/antlitr/t.htm?a=1466700100
(Accessed November 2021).

32 ABPENWIA ABIYCTUH. Mcrnoeedsb, nep. M. E. CEPFEEHKO, BCTynuT. cT. A. A. CTonspoB (Mo-
ckBa: M3patenbcTBo PeHeccaHc, 1991), 487 c.

33 ABCOHWIi, CmuxomeopeHus, nzfa. node. M. /1. TAcnapoB (Mockea: Hayka, 1993), 251-72.



‘ 140 ‘ M. S. PETROVA

background of the historical situation of the time and considers the
contemporary education system.

4) It is essential to mention a work published in Milan®* in Russian by
Angelo Paredi, entitled St. Ambrose of Mediolan and His Time. Ambrose’s
work is discussed in the context of the struggle between paganism and
Christianity.

5) G. Taronyan’s Pliny the Elder, which contains detailed information on
the Latin encyclopedist Pliny and the study of his Natural History in
foreign historiography, includes a translation of fragments on art,
accompanied by thorough analysis and detailed commentaries.®

6) The spread of Christianity and the establishment of the Christian
worldview on the territory of the Roman Empire from the middle of
the 2" century are the main topics of a paper by A. Stolyarov entitled
“Tertullian: His Epoch and His Life”. This is followed by a translation of
selected works of Tertullian in the book of the same name?*.

Russian-commented translations of historical works contributed to a
better understanding of the historical background of the life of Macrobius
and his closest contemporaries. These include: 1) a translation of The
History of Rome by Ammianus Marcellinus (translated by Yu. Kulakovsky
and A. Sonny),”” which is preceded by an article by L. Lukomsky entitled
“Ammianus Marcellinus and his Time”® and 2) translations of works
by authors from the 4™ century, published under the editorship of M.
Timofeev.*® A translation of Eutropius’ Abridgement of Roman History by A.
Donchenko is among them. It is preceded by A. Donchenko’s introductory
article (co-authored with M. Vysoky and M. Khorkov) entitled “The Last
Historians of the Great Empire.”®

34 A. MAPEAN, Ceamoti AMepoculi MeduonaHckul u e2o epems (MunaH: XpucTuaHckas Poc-
cus, 1991), 267 c.

35 MAuHWin CTAPLWINIA, Ecmecmeo3HaHue. 06 uckyccmee, nep. I. A. TAPOHSIH (MockBa: Hayu-
HO-N3AaTeNbCKUM LEHTP «Jlagomunpy, 1994), 941 c.

36 KBUHT CENTUMUA DNOPEHT TEPTY/IINAH. M36paHHble cCOYuHeHus, cocT. u pea. A. A. Ctonsa-
PoB (MockBa: M3paTenbckas rpynna «fMporpecc», 1994), 448 c.

37 AMMUAH MAPUENNUH, Pumckas ucmopus (Kues, 1906-1908), Bbirn. 1-3.

38 /1. 0. TYKOMCKUI, «AMMUaH MapLensivH u ero Bpems», B AMMUAH MAPLENNWH, Pumckas
ucmopus, nep. 10.A. KYNAKOBCKOro u A. U. COHHU, peg. /1. 0. lvKOMcKuii (CaHkT-TMeTep-
6ypr: Anetens, 1994), 5-21.

39 M. A. TumooEkeB (pea.), Pumckue ucmopuku IV eexka (Mockea: POCCII3H, 1997), 384 c.

40 A. W. JOHYEHKO, M. @. BbiCOKWIA, M. J1. XOPbKOB, «loCneaHne NCTOPUKN BENNKON umne-
puu», B Pumckue ucmopuku, 297-318.
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More detailed works devoted to Macrobius and his texts appeared inthe
last decade of the existence of the Soviet system. These can be analyzed
chronologically and characterized in terms of the problems involved.

First among them is Tatyana Miller's study “Literary Criticism of Virgil's
Poetry in the Period of ‘Pagan Revival: Servius and Macrobius.”" It
examines the problem of Macrobius’ relationship to Virgil and identifies
the main themes of Macrobius’ Saturnalia. The main emphasis in this work
is placed on the fact that Virgil was perceived in the era of Late Antiquity
not so much as a poet, but as a philosopher and a sage. A Russian
translation of the relevant passages from the Saturnalia, where Virgil is
extolled, confirms the results obtained.*

The research by T. Miller mentioned above is correlated with a section
of llya Golenishchev-Kutuzov's monograph Medieval Latin Literature,*
which is devoted to the work of Macrobius, and defines his place in the
culture of the 4 - 5t centuries.

Works on Macrobius and his texts by Victoria Ukolova were published at
the end of the 1980s. The problem of Macrobius’ perception in the Middle
Ages is raised and studied in Ukolova’s works “Macrobius and His Role in
the Formation of Medieval Culture™* and “Macrobius and the Problems
of Medieval Culture.” These works defined the place of Macrobius in
the culture of his epoch as one of the most important compilers and
transmitters and noted his influence on subsequent authors of the Middle
Ages (starting from the 6™ century) up to the Renaissance. They also
marked the peak of interest in Macrobius’ texts as being in the medieval

41 T. A. MUNNEP, «/luTepaTypHas KpUTUKaA Mo33umn Beprunusa B nepnof «A3bl4ecKoro Bo3-
poxaeHus». Cepuii. Makpo6ui», B O4epku ucmopuu pumckol numepamypHol Kpumu-
ku, pea. ©. A. METPoBCKNI (MockBa: Akagemus Hayk CCCP, 1963), 283-306.

42 Here we should also note a work by Yuri Vinogradov: A Political History of the Olbia
Polis of the 7t" - 15t Centuries BC. The events in Olbia during its siege by Zopirion are
reconstructed with the help of excerpts from Macrobius’ Saturnalia. See 10. . BAHOTPA-
[l0B, Monumuyeckas ucmopus Onbsuticko2o nonuca V-1 8a. 00 H.3.: Ucmopuko-3nuepa-
¢huueckoe uccnedosaHue (Mocksa: Hayka, 1989), 150-3. For translations of Macrobius’
texts, see below.

43 W. H. TOnEHULWEB-KYTY30B, CpedHeseko8as 1amuHckas aumepamypa, 54-61.

44 B. . YKONOBA, «Makpo6uii n ero ponb B hopMUpoOBaHUMN CPeAHEBEKOBOMN KyNbTypbi», B
bankaHbl 8 KOHMekcme Cpedu3emMHOMOpPbS. [Tpo61emMbl peKOHCMPYKUUU A3bIKA U KY/b-
mypsbl (Te3ncol n NnpeaBapuTeNbHble Matepuansl K cumnosnymy) (Mocksa: HCTUTYT cna-
BAHOBeAeHUs n 6ankaHuctukn AH CCCP, 1986), 73-4, https://inslav.ru/images/stories/
pdf/1986_Balkany_v%20kontekste_Sredizemnomorja_Tezisy.pdf (Accessed November
2021).

45 B. . YKONOBA, «Makpo6uin n npo6nembl CpeiHEBEKOBON KYNbTYpbI», B CpedHuUe 8eka 52
(1989): 173-92.
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period from the 11™" to the 13" centuries. Among the most prominent
authors of the Middle Ages who knew the texts of Macrobius, V. Ukolova
mentioned not only Cassiodorus, Isidore of Seville, Peter Abelard, Hugh of
Saint Victor and Peter Lombard, but also Dante, Petrarch and Pico della
Mirandola.

V. Ukolova’s works “Macrobius’ Commentary on the ‘Dream of Scipio’
in Medieval Philosophy™® and “Macrobius and his Saturnalia” (1989),"
which are devoted to a detailed analysis of the main themes of Macrobius’
writings, are of significant interest in the historical, philosophical and
cultural context. Her monograph Ancient Heritage and the Culture of
the Early Middle Ages*® defines the place of Macrobius in the literary
tradition in the period of the change of ancient culture to the medieval
one. A special section of another monograph by V. Ukolova entitled Late
Rome: Five Portraits* supplements her previous works with a discussion
of the natural-philosophical views of Macrobius, a reconstruction of his
worldview, consideration of issues related to Macrobius’ ideas on myths
and dreams, and an exposition of Greek arithmetic and astronomy.

One should consider the works of Alexei Losev, which also study the
creative heritage of Macrobius. In addition to analyzing the main themes of
Macrobius’ texts, it is noted that he belongs to the Neoplatonic tradition.
A. Losev wrote on this in his work named The History of Ancient Aesthetics:
“...the Neoplatonism of Macrobius has a dual character. On the one hand,
it is a presentation of traditional Greek systems with their Latin coloring,
in which the philological side often prevails over the philosophical one. On
the other hand, a completely new sense of personality is already visible
in his works, unfamiliar to the ancient philosophers. It demanded new,
different teaching, which Macrobius, as a representative of the ancient
Roman tradition, could not and did not want to accept.”*® Another work
by A. Losev in collaboration with Aza Taho-Godi, entitled “Macrobius

46 B. WN. YKONOBA, «KommeHmapul Ha ‘CoH CyunuoHa’ Makpobus un cpefHeBekoBas ¢uno-
cochusa», B M3 ucmopuu ¢unocoghckozo Hacnedus dpeeHez2o CpedusemHomopbs (MockBsa:
WHcTuTyT dhunococmm PAH, 1989), u. 2, 135-60.

47 B. W. YKONOBA, «Makpobun n ero CatypHanuu», B KynbTypa v 06L,eCTBEHHAs MbIC/b:
AHTUUYHOCTb. CpefHue BeKa. Inoxa Bospoxaenus (Mocksa: Hayka, 1988), 50-7.

48 B.W.YKONOBA, AHmuy4Hoe Hacnedue u Kynbmypa paHHe2o CpedHesekosbs (koHey V — Ha-
yasno VIl gekos) (Mockea: Hayka, 1989), 320 c.

49 B. . YKONOBA, [1030Hul Pum. Mamb nopmpemos (Mockea: Hayka, 1992), 154 c.

50 A .®. JIOCEB, «Makpobuin», B Micmopusi aHmuyHoU 3cmemuku. imoau meicayenemHe20
pazeumus (MockBa: MickyccTBo, 1992), T. 8, KH. 1, u. 2, 152.
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and Marcianus Capella — Philosophizing Writers of Late Antiquity,” is a
comparative study. In particular, it states the importance of Macrobius
as a translator of pagan (antique) culture for the transition period from
Antiquity to the Middle Ages. A detailed analysis of Macrobius’ writings
— Commentary and Saturnalia — is carried out in the work by A. Losev
mentioned above. The study in question is included in the 8" volume
of Losev's History of Ancient Aesthetics,* which describes in detail both
of Macrobius’ works, lists their philosophical themes and indicates the
dates® the Latin author lived®-.

Such a small number of studies on Macrobius and his texts (primarily
the Commentary) in the Russian historiography of the Soviet period is
explained by the fact that scholars specializing in classical studies dealt
mainly with the classical (Greek) period of the development of scientific
knowledge. They often did not place importance on the commentary as
a genre, instead drawing attention to the original texts which were used
and revised by such late authors as Macrobius. Medievalists, however, did
not pay enough attention to the authors of the transition period from
Antiquity to the Middle Ages because the content of their works was still
considered “classical.”*> Thus, in Russian historiography, study of the works
of Macrobius (5™ century) was initiated by T. Miller (1963), I. Golenishchev-
Kutuzov (1972), V. Ukolova (1986, 1989, 1992) and A. Losev and A. Taho-Godi
(1990, 1992). All these works gave impetus to interest in Macrobius and his
texts and the accumulation of knowledge on him and helped to identify
issues which required solutions.

Further studies, as a rule, identified the Greek and Latin sources of
Macrobius’ works and ways of interpreting them and reconstructed the
Greek teachings transmitted by Macrobius, the author’s personality,

51 A. ®. J1oCEB, A. A. TAXOo-Toau, «Makpobun n MapunaH Kanenna — cdmnocochctayoune
nucatenu NosaHen AHTUUHOCTUY, B AHMUYHOCMb 8 KOHMeKcme cogpemeHHocmu. Bo-
npocbl knaccuyeckot punonoauu (Mockea: sgatenbcteo MIY, 1990), Bbin. 10, 5-33.

52 A. ®. JIOCEB, «Makpo6buin», B icmopus aHmuyHou 3cmemuku, 152.

53 This information on the period of Macrobius’s life and the appearance of his works was
subsequently revised (see below).

54 We consider the studies of V. Ukolova and A. Losev, published in 1992, as belonging to
the Soviet tradition.

55 This is how William Harris Stahl explained the lack of detailed research on Macrobius’
textswhen he began working on the English translation of the Commentary (see: WILLIAM
HARRIS STAHL, “Introduction”, ix—x). It seems to us that his words apply to the current
situation with the study of the texts of Macrobius and also to Russian historiography of
the Soviet period.
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his intellectual environment and the dating of his works. Studies by
T. Umanskaya on Macrobius’ arrhythmology,*® I. Semenov on the possible
dependence of Macrobius on Aristotle,* V. Zvirevich on the image of Virgil
as a philosopheraccording to Macrobius' Saturnalia and Commentary®® can
be named among these works. In our own investigations,> we reconstruct
Macrobius’s doctrine of the soul and his ideas on the universe, we discuss
Macrobius’ synthesis of elements of Platonism and Stoicism and identify
and analyze® Greek and Latin sources.®

56

57

58

59

60

61

T. A. YMAHCKAS, «4ucnoBas CMMBONMKA KOCMOCA U YenoBeka», B 3HaHuUe 3a npedenamu
Hayku: Mucmuyusm, 2epmemusm, acmposio2us, aixumus, Ma2us 8 UHmMeJssIeKmyasnbHbiX
mpaduyusx I-XIV eekos, cocT. n pea. W.T. KAcABUH (Mockea: Pecny6nuka, 1996), 290-2.

N. A. CEMEHOB, «CaMOABMXHOCTb Ayl KaK OCHOBaHue eé 6eccmeptus (Mpobnema ca-
MOJBVKHOCTY Aywn y Makpo6us)», /lozoc (1999) 6 (16): 33-58, — https://ruthenia.ru/
logos/number/1999_06/1999_6_06.htm (Accessed November 2021).

B. T. 3BMPEBUY, «Beprunuin-cunocod B npeactaBneHnn Makpobus», Mizeecmus Ypanb-
CK020 ¢hedepanbHo20 yHugepcumema, cep. 3. O6lecTBeHHble Hayku (2016) 1 (149): 117-
24,

Early studies (up to 1996-2010) were included partially in the form of constituent partsin
my monograph on the Commentary (2007), and an introductory sketch to the translation
of the Saturnalia (2013) by V. Zvirevich. See M. C. METPOBA, Makpo6uli ®eodocuti u nped-
cmasnerus o dywe (MockBa: Kpyrb, 2007), 464 c., EADEM, «Makpo6uii Geogocuin u ero
CamypHanuu», 8 MAKPOBUI DEOAOCKIA, CamypHanuu (MockBa: Kpyrb, 2013), v-Lxx.

M. C. NMETPOBA, «OHENPOKPUTUKA B AHTUYHOCTU 1 B CpeaHune Beka (Ha npumepe Makpo-
6u1s)», B UHmennekmyanbHble mpaduyuu AHmuyHocmu u CpedHux 8ekoe (nccnefoBaHus
u nepesoabl), pea. M. C. METPOBA (Mockea: Kpyrb, 2010), 176-228; EADEM, «MN1aToHN3M y
Makpo6usa», B Kocmoc u dywa (Bbinyck émopoli). YdeHue o npupode u MbiwieHuu 6 AH-
muyHocmu, CpedHue eeka u Hosoe epems (MiccnedosaHus u nepegodsi), pea. A. B. CE-
PEFMH (MockBa: Mporpecc-Tpaguuns, 2010), 184-209; EADEM, «CONTHEUHbI# MOHOTEN3M
y Makpo6us», B PLATWNIKA ZHTHMATA. WiccnedosaHus no ucmopuu naamoHu3ma, pea.
B.B. METPOB (MockBa: Kpyrb, 2013), 226-39; EADEM, «lonemunka 3nnuKypeiues v niaro-
HUKOB O AOMYCTUMOCTU UCMOMb30BaHMA BbiMbICAa B PUNOCODCKUX paccyxaeHnsax (Ha
npumepe Kommenmapus Ha ‘CoH CyunuoHa' Makpo6us)», B [1namoHosckuti c6opHUK l.
MpunoxeHue K BeCMHUKY Pycckol xpucmuaHckol eymaHumapHol akademuu (MockBa;
CaHkT-NMeTepbypr: PITY-PXIA, 2013. T. 14. C. 264-74; EADEM, «[lpefcTaBneHnsa nnaTtoHu-
KOB O JefleHNnN Mupa B U3NTOXKEHUU NAaTUHCKOro 3HUMKnoneancta Makpobus», Juano2
co epemeHem 50 (2015): 139-51; EADEM, «Makpo6bues KommeHmaputi Ha ‘CoH CyunuoHa’
1 peneBaHTHble KOHTEKCTbI», SXOAH (Schole) (2015) 9 (2): 306-12; EADEM, «[IposicHeHne
CMbiCla U cofepxaHus ¢parmeHTa 06 onbsHeHUU, MPUNUCbIBAEMOro ApUCTOTeN!o,
nocpefctsom CamypHanuu Makpobus», MHmennekmyanbHble mpaduyuu 8 npowsiom
u Hacmoswem 3 (2016): 43-58; EADEM, «[up KaK TeaTp: K BONPOCY 0 MU3aHcueHe Ca-
mypHanuu», Hypothekai. XXypHan no ucmopuu aHmuyHou nedazoa2u4eckol Kynbmypbl 2
(2018): BocnuTaHue TeaTpoM 1 B TeaTpe: aHTMUHAA Neaarornka cueHbl: 143-62. https://
doi.org/10.32880/2587-7127-2018-2-2-143-162

E.g., M. C. TMETPOBA, «WcTopus passutus Quellenforschung (Teopnu NCTOUHUKOB) B 3a-
py6exHon nctopuorpadum koHua XIX Hayana XX BeKOB B pakypce U3yyeHUs TeKCTOB
NO3AHEPUMCKNX IHLMKNONEANCTOBY, B Bcnomo2amernbHble ucmopuyeckue ouCyunauHbl
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As for translations of Macrobius’ texts into Russian, only translations
of small fragments from the Saturnalia® and Commentary® were formerly
carried out. Complete commented translations of selected chapters of
the Commentary were published only in the last years of the 20*" century
and in the first two decades of the 215t century. Among them, there is my
translation,®* that by T. Umanskaya, preceding her paper on the numerical
symbolism of space and man® mentioned above and a translation by V.
Zvirevich.%® A full commented translation of Saturnalia, which was carried
out by V. Zvirevich, was published in 2009.¢’ In 2013, an existing translation
by V. Zvirevich was republished with corrections and provided with an
introduction,®® notes and appendices.®

Thus, the study of Macrobius’ writings in Russia, which originated in the
1960s, has been going on for about 60 years. At the present time, Russian
researchers continue to work on a complete commented translation of
Macrobius’ Commentary and his grammatical treatise On Verbs. However,

8 co8peMeHHOM Hay4YHOM 3HaHuu: Mamepuasnbl XXXIII mexxdyHapoOdHoU Hay4YHoU KOHe-
peHyuu, pea. U. T. KOHOBANOBA, E. B. NMuEnos (Mocksa: NBW PAH, 2020), 327-9.

62 Here it is necessary to point out a translation by A. Aleksanyan (1940) of two fragments
(in some lines) from the Saturnalia (1, 7,15 and 1, 19, 8-19) on Egyptian sacrifices and the
image of the sun. See Apxumekmypa aHmuyHo20 mupa: Mamepuansi u AOKYMeHmbl Mo
ucmopuu apxumekmypsi, cocT. B. M. 3y60s, ®. A. MeTposckuin (Mocksa: U3gatenbpcTso
Akagemun apxutektypbl CCCP, 1940), 62, http://www.egyptology.ru/antiq/macrobius.
htm (Accessed November 2021); MUNNEP, «/TuTepaTypHas KpuTuKa», 304-6 (Attachment
to her paper) — see above; MAKPOBUI, CamypHanuu (Frg.: Praef. 1, 6-7, 11, 2-4, V1, 1, VII, 16),
nep. E.A. BEPKOBA, B [TaMsimHuUKu no3dHel aHMu4HOU Hay4YHO-XydoxecmeeHHoU nume-
pamypbl (MockBsa: Hayka, 1964), 342-55.

63 MAKPOBUIA, KommeHTapwuii (Frg. I, 2, 6-10), nep. E. A. BEPKOBA, B [TamamHuku, 355-6; Liu-
LEPOH, O NocyaapcTse VI, nep. B. O TOPEWHTENH, B UnLEPOH, Juanoau. O 2ocydapcmae.
0 3akoHax (Mockea: Hayka, 1966; 1994), 80-1.

64 MAKPOBUI, KOMMeHTapuii, kH. I, rn. 8-10, nep. M. C. ETPOBA, B icmopuko-gunocogckuli
exe200HuK’ 95 (MockBa: MapTuc, 1996), 221-31; MAKPOBUI, KoMMeHTapuiA, KH. |, ri. 11-14
1 17, KH. Il, rn. 12-13 n 17, nep. M. C. METPOBA, Micmopuko-gunocogckuli exxe200HUK" 96
(MockBa: Hayka, 1997), 68-97; MAKPOBWI, KOMMeHTapuin, KH. |, rn. 1-4, nep. M. C. MET-
POBA, B Micmopuko-ghunocogckuti exe20dHuk’ 2002 (Mocksa: Hayka, 2002), 45-61.

65 MAKPOBUIA, KoMmeHTapun, KH. |, rn. 3-5 1 6 [dpr. 1-59], nep. T. A. YMAHCKAS, B 3HaHue 3a
npedenamu Hayku, 276-90.

66 MAKPOBUI, KommeHmapud, KH. Il, rn. 14-16, nep. B. T. 3BUPEBWY, B Mi38ecmus YpasibCcko20
thedepasnibHo20 yHUBepcumema, cep. 3. 061eCTBEHHbIE HAayKK 64, 12. no. 2 (2017): 181-96.

67 MAKPOBUIA, CamypHanuu, nep. B. T. 3BUPEBUY, pea. C. M. NypPruH (Ekatepunbypr: N3na-
TeNbCTBO YPanbCKOro rocynapCTBeHHOro yHuBepcuTeTa, 2009), 372 c.

68 M. C. METPOBA, «Makpobun Geogocun n ero CamypHanuu», 8 MAKPOBUIN OEOJOCUA, Ca-
mypHanuu, nep. B. T. 3BUPEBNY, 061, ped. M.C. MeTposa (MockBa: Kpyrb, 2013), v-1xx.

69 MAKPOBUI DEOJOCKIA, CamypHanuu, nep. B. T. 3BMPEBKY, 06w, pea. M. C. METPOBA (Mo-
ckBa: Kpyrs, 2013), v-Ixx + 810 c.
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in general, it is unlikely that the curtain will ever be dropped on the study
of Macrobius’s literary heritage, not only in Russia but also abroad, since,
as is well known, the process of studying the sources is limitless.

References

S. S. AVERINTSEV, Poetika rannevizantiiskoi literatury [Poetics of Early Byzantine Liter-
ature] (Moskva: Nauka, 1977), 320.

S. S. AVERINTSEV, “Sud’by evropeiskoi kul'turnoi traditsii v epokhu perekhoda ot An-
tichnosti k Srednevekov’iu” [The Fate of the European Cultural Tradition in the Era of
Transition from Antiquity to the Middle Agesl], v Iz istorii kul'tury Srednikh vekov i Voz-
rozhdeniia (Moskva: Nauka, 1976), 17-64.

Arkhitektura Antichnogo mira: Materialy i dokumenty po istorii arkhitektury [Architec-
ture of the Ancient World: Materials and Documents on the History of Architecture],
sost. V. P. ZuBov, F. A. PETROVSKII (Moskva: Izdatel'stvo Akademii arkhitektury SSSR,
1940), http://www.egyptology.ru/antiq/macrobius.htm (Accessed November 2021).

F. A. BROKGAUZ, |. A. EFRON, “Makrobii” [Macrobius], v Entsiklopedicheskii slovar’ F.A.
Brokgauza i I.A. Efrona, t. 18/35: “Lopari — Maloletnie prestupniki” (Sankt-Peterburg:
1890-1897), 433, https://dlib.rsl.ru/viewer/01003924225#?page=1 (Accessed November
2021).

ALAN CAMERON, “The Date and Identity of Macrobius”, The Journal of Roman Studies,
Vol. 56, Parts 1-2 (1966): 25-38. https://doi.org/10.2307/300131

V. G. CHALOIAN, Vostok — Zapad. Preemstvennost’ v filosofii antichnogo i sredneve-
kovogo obshchestva [East - West: Continuity in the Philosophy of Ancient and Medie-
val Society], red. B.M. KEDROV, G.Z. APRESYAN (Moskva: Nauka, 1979), 216.

0. A. DOBIASH-ROZHDESTVENSKAIA, Masterskie pis‘'ma na zare zapadnogo Sredne-
vekov'ia i ikh sokrovishcha v Leningrade [The Masters’ Letters at the Dawn of the
Western Middle Ages and their Treasures in Leningrad] (Leningrad: Akademiia nauk
SSSR, 1930), 32.

0. A. DOBIASH-ROZHDESTVENSKAIA, Kul'tura zapadnoevropeiskogo Srednevekov'ia.
Nauchnoe nasledie [The Culture of the Western European Middle Ages: Academic Her-
itage], otv. red. V.I. RUTENBURG (Moskva: Nauka, 1987), 349.

A. I. DONCHENKO, M. F. VYSoKII, M. L. KHOR"Kov, “Poslednie istoriki velikoi imperii” [The
Last Historians of the Great Empire], v Rimskie istoriki IV veka, red. M. A. TIMOFEEV
(Moskva: ROSSPEN, 1997), 297-318.

A. K. DZHIVELEGOV, “Blazhennyi Avgustin” [The Blessed Augustine], v BL. AVGUSTIN, Enkh-
iridion ili O vere, nadezhde i liubvi (Kiev: UTSIMM-PRESS, 1996), 4.

Istoriia Evropy [A History of Europe], v 8 tt. (Moskva: Nauka, 1988-1992), t. 1 (1988):
Drevniaia Evropa, 704 s.; t. 2 (1992): Srednevekovaia Evropa, 816.

Istoriia vsemirnoi literatury [A History of World Literature], v 9 tt., t. 1 (1983), 303-515
[584 s.]; t. 2 (1984), 441-59 [672 s.] (Moskva: Nauka, 1983-1984).

JACQUES FLAMANT, Macrobe et le Néoplatonisme Latin a la fin du IVe Siécle [Macrobius
and Latin Neoplatonism at the End of the 4™ Century] (Leiden: E. J. Brill, 1977), xxxi +
738 p. https://doi.org/10.1163/9789004295308



PERSONALITY IN THE HISTORICAL AND PHILOSOPHICAL NARRATIVES... ‘ ’|47 ‘

A. T. FOMENKO, G. V. Nosovskil, Novaia Rhronologiia i kontseptsiia drevnei istorii Rusi,
Anglii i Rima. Fakty. Statistika. Gipotezy [A New Chronology and Concept of the Ancient
History of Russia, England and Rome: Facts, Statistics and Hypotheses], http://lib.ru/
FOMENKOAT/rus_ar.txt_with-big-pictures.html (Accessed November 2021).

M. L. GASPAROV, “Avsonii i ego vremia” [Ausonius and his Time], v AVSONII, Stikhotvore-
niia, izd. podg. M. L. GASPAROV (Moskva: Nauka, 1993), 251-72.

V. P. GAIDENKO, G. A. SMIRNOV, Zapadnoevropeiskaia nauka v Srednie veka [Western
European Science in the Middle Ages] (Moskva: Nauka, 1989), 352.

STEPHEN GERSH, Middle Platonism and Neoplatonism: The Latin Tradition, in 2 vols.
(Notre Dame: University of Notre Dame Press, 1986), xix + 939.

I. N. GOLENISHCHEV-KUTUZOV, Srednevekovaia latinskaia literatura Italii [Medieval Latin
Literature of Italy] (Moskva: Nauka, 1972), 308 s.

E.S. GOLUBTSOVA (red.), Kul’'tura drevnego Rima [The Culture of Ancient Rome], v 2-kh tt.
(Moskva: Nauka, 1985), t. 1, 431s.,t. 2,397 s

A. IA. GUREVICH, Problemy srednevekovoi narodnoi kul’tury [Problems of Medieval Folk
Culture] (Moskva: Iskusstvo, 1981), 359 s.

V. I. KUZISHCHIN (red. i dr.), “Makrobii” [Macrobius], v Slovar’ Antichnosti, per. s nem. V. I.
GORBUSHINA i dr. (Moskva: Izdatel’stvo Progress, 1989), 704 c.

G. S. LITICHEVSKII, “Idei stoicheskoi fiziki v Estestvennoi istorii Pliniia Starshego” [The
Ideas of Stoic Physics of Pliny the Elder in the Natural Historyl, Mathesis. Iz istorii an-
tichnoi nauki i filosofii (Moskva: Nauka, 1991), 194-210.

A. F. Loskv (red.), Antichnost’ kak tip kul’tury [Antiquity as a Type of Culture] (Moskva:
Nauka, 1988), 336.

A. V. MIKHAILOV, “Antichnost’ kak ideal i kul'turnaia real’nost’ XVIII-XIX vv.” [Antiquity as
an Ideal and Cultural Reality of the 18™ - 19t Centuries], B8 Antichnost’ kak tip kul'tury,
red. A.F. Losev (Moskva: Nauka), 308-24.

A. F. LosEv, “Makrobii” [Macrobius], v Istoriia antichnoi estetiki. Itogi tysiacheletnego
razvitiia (Moskva: Iskusstvo, 1994), t. VIII, kn. 1, ch. 2, 176-91.

A. F. LOSEV, A. A. TAKHO-GODI, “Makrobii i Martsian Kapella — filosofstvuiushchie pi-
sateli Pozdnei Antichnosti” [Macrobius and Marcianus Capella — Philosophical Writers
of Late Antiquity], v Antichnost’ v kRontekste sovremennosti. Voprosy Rlassicheskoi
filologii (Moskva: Izdatel'stvo MGU, 1990), vyp. 10, 5-33.

L.lu. Lukomskll, “Ammian Martsellin i ego vremia” [Ammianus Marcellinus and His
Time], v AMMIAN MARTSELLIN, Rimskaia istoriia (Sankt-Peterburg: Aleteiya, 1996), 5-21.
G. G. MAIOROV, Formirovanie srednevekovoi filosofii (Latinskaia patristika) [The Forma-
tion of Medieval Philosophy (Latin Patristics)] (Moskva: Mysl’, 1979), 433 s.

T. A. MILLER, “Literaturnaia kritika poezii Vergiliia v period ‘iazycheskogo vozrozhde-
niia’. Servii. Makrobii” [Literary Criticism of Virgil's Poetry during the “Pagan Revival”:
Servius and Macrobius], v OcherRi istorii rimskoi literaturnoi Rritiki, red. F.A. PETROVSKII
(Moskva: Akademiya nauk SSSR, 1963), 283-306.

A. PAREDI, Sviatoi Amvrosii Mediolanskii i ego vremia [Saint Ambrose of the Mediolan
and His Time] (Milan: Khristianskaya Rossiya, 1991), 267 s.

M. S. PETROVA, Makrobii Feodosii i predstavleniia o dushe i o mirozdanii v Pozdnei An-
tichnosti [Macrobius Theodosius and the Concept of the Soul and the Universe in Late
Antiquity] (Moskva: Krug”, 2007), 464 s.

M. S. PETROVA, “Oneirokritika v Antichnosti i v Srednie veka (na primere Makrobiia)”



‘ 148 ‘ M. S. PETROVA

[Oneirocriticism in Antiquity and the Middle Ages (on the Example of Macrobius], In-
tellektual’'nye traditsii Antichnosti i Srednikh vekov (issledovaniia i perevody), red. M.S.
PETROVA (Moskva: Krug», 2010), 176-228.

M. S. PETROVA, “Platonizm u Makrobiia” [Platonism in Macrobius], v Kosmos i dusha (Vy-
pusk vtoroi). Uchenie o prirode i myshlenii v Antichnosti, Srednie veka i Novoe vremia
(Issledovaniia i perevody), red. AV. SEREGIN (Moskva: Progress-Traditsiia, 2010), 184-
209.

M. S. PETROVA, “Makrobii Feodosii i ego Saturnalii” [Macrobius Theodosius and his Sat-
urnalial, v MAKROBII, Saturnalii, per. s lat. i grech. V.T. ZVIREVICHA, red. M.S. PETROVA
(Moskva: Krug”, 2013), v-Ixx.

M. S. PETROVA, “Polemika epikureitsev i platonikov o dopustimosti ispol’zovaniia vy-
mysla v filosofskikh rassuzhdeniiakh (na primere Kommentariia na ‘Son Stsipiona’
Makrobiia)” [The Epicurean-Platonist Controversy on the Permissibility of the Use of
Fiction in Philosophical Discourse (on the Example of the Commentary on the “Dream
of Scipio” by Macrobius)], v Platonovskii sbornik Il, ser. Prilozhenie k Vestniku Russkoi
khristianskoi gumanitarnoi akademii (Moskva; Sankt-Peterburg: RGGU - RKhGA, 2013),
t. 14, 264-74.

M. S. PETROVA, «Solnechnyi monoteizm u Makrobiia», v PLATWNIKA ZHTHMATA. Issledo-
vaniia po istorii platonizma, red. V.V. PETROV (Moskva: Krug”, 2013), 226-39.

M. S. PETROVA, “Makrobiev Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’ i relevantnye konteksty”
[Macrobius’ Solar Monotheism], 3XOAH (Schole). Filosofskoe antikovedenie i Rlassi-
cheskaia traditsiia (2015), t. 9 (2), 306-12.

M. S. PETROVA, “Predstavleniia platonikov o delenii mira v izlozhenii latinskogo entsik-
lopedista Makrobiia” [Platonists’ Views on the Division of the World as Presented by
the Latin Encyclopedist Macrobius], Dialog so vremenem 50 (2015): 139-51.

M. S. PETROVA, “Proiasnenie smysla i soderzhaniia fragmenta Ob op'ianenii, pripi-
syvaemogo Aristoteliu, posredstvom Saturnalii Makrobiia” [Clarification of the Mean-
ing and Content of the Fragment On Drunkenness Attributed to Aristotle through the
Saturnalia of Macrobius], Intellektual’nye traditsii v proshlom i nastoiashchem 3 (2016):
43-58.

M. S. PETROVA, “Pir kak teatr. K voprosu o mizanstsene Saturnalii” [The Feast is like a
Theater: On the Question of the Saturnalia Mise-en-Scéne], Hypothekai. Zhurnal po
istorii antichnoi pedagogicheskoi kRul’tury 2 (2018): Vospitanie teatrom i v teatre: an-
tichnaia pedagogika stseny, 143-62. https://doi.org/10.32880/2587-7127-2018-2-2-143-
162

M. S. PETROVA, “Istoriia razvitiia Quellenforschung (teorii istochnikov) v zarubezhnoi
istoriografii kontsa XIX nachala XX vekov v rakurse izucheniia tekstov pozdnerimskikh
entsiklopedistov” [The History of the Development of the Quellenforschung (Source
Theory) in Foreign Historiography of the Late 19t and Early 20 Centuries from the
Perspective of Studying the Texts of the Late Roman Encyclopedists], v Vspomoga-
tel’nye istoricheskie distsipliny v sovremennom nauchnom znanii: Materialy XXXXIII
mezhdunarodnoi nauchnoi konferentsii, red. I.G. KONOVALOVA, E.V. PCHELOV (Moskva: IVI
RAN, 2020), 327-9.

A. B. RANOVICH, Pervoistochniki po istorii rannego Rhristianstva. Antichnye Rritiki Rhris-
tianstva [Primary Sources on the History of Early Christianity: Ancient Critics of Chris-
tianity] (Moskva: Izdatel'stvo politicheskoi literatury, 1990), 480.



PERSONALITY IN THE HISTORICAL AND PHILOSOPHICAL NARRATIVES... ‘ 149 ‘

L. P. REPINA, “Vyzov postmodernizma i perspektivy novoi kul'turnoi i intellektual'noi
istorii” [The Challenge of Postmodernism and the Prospect of a New Cultural and Intel-
lectual Historyl, Odissei. Chelovek v istorii (1996): 25-38.

I. A. SEMENOV, “Samodvizhnost’ dushi kak osnovanie ee bessmertiia (Problema samod-
vizhnosti dushi u Makrobiia)” [Self-Movement of the Soul as the Basis of its Immortality
(The Problem of Self-Movement of the Soul in Macrobius], Logos 16, no. 6 (1999): 33-58,
http://www.ruthenia.ru/logos/number/1999_06/ 1999_6_06.htm (Accessed November
2021).

WILLIAM HARRIS STAHL, “Introduction”, in MACROBIUS, Commentary on the “Dream of
Scipio” (New York, 21990), 3-65.

A. A. STOLIAROV, “Avrelii Avgustin. Zhizn’. Uchenie i ego sud’ba” [Aurelius Augustine: His
Life, Doctrine and Fate.], v AVRELII AVGUSTIN, Ispoved’, per. M.E. SERGEENKO (Moskva:
Izdatel'stvo Renessans, 1991), 5-50.

A. A. STOLIAROV, “Tertullian. Epokha. Zhizn" [Tertullian: His Epoch and His Life], v KVINT
SEPTIMII FLORENT TERTULLIAN, Izbrannye sochineniya, red. A.A. STOLYAROV (Moskva: Iz-
datel’skaya gruppa “Progress”, 1994), 7-34.

G. A. TARONIAN, “Plinii Starshii” [Pliny the Elder], v PLINII STARSHII. Estestvoznanie. Ob is-
Russtve, per. G. A. TARONIANA (Moskva: Nauchno-izdatel'skii tsentr «Ladomir», 1994), 5-28.
T. A. UMANSKAIA, “Chislovaia simvolika kosmosa i cheloveka” [The Numerical Symbol-
ism of Space and Man], v Znanie za predelami nauRi: mistitsizm, germetizm, astrologiia,
alkhimiia, magiia v intellektual’nykh traditsiiakh I-XIV vekov, red. |.T. KASAVIN (Moskva:
Respublika, 1996), 290-2.

V. 1. UKOLOVA, “Makrobii i ego rol’ v formirovanii srednevekovoi kul'tury” [Macrobius and
his Role in the Formation of Medieval Culture], v Balkany v kontekste Sredizemnomor’ia.
Problemy rekonstruktsii iazyka i kul’tury. Tezisy i predvaritel’nye materialy k simpozi-
umu (Moskva: Institut slavianovedeniia i balkanistiki AN SSSR, 1986), 73-4, https://
inslav.ru/images/stories/pdf/1986_Balkany_v%20kontekste_Sredizemnomorja_Tezisy.
pdf (Accessed November 2021).

V. I. UKOLOVA, “Makrobii i ego Saturnalii” [Macrobius and his Saturnalial, v Kul'tura i ob-
shchestvennaia mysl’: Antichnost’. Srednie veka. Epokha Vozrozhdeniia (Moskva: Nauka,
1988), 50-7.

V. 1. UKoLOVA, “Makrobii i problemy srednevekovoi kul'tury [Macrobius and the Problems
of Medieval Culture], Srednie veka 52 (1989): 173-92.

V. I. UKOLOVA, “Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’ Makrobiia i srednevekovaia filosofiia”
[Macrobius’ Commentary on “The Dream of Scipio” and Medieval Philosophy], v Iz istorii
filosofskogo naslediia drevnego Sredizemnomor’ia (Moskva: Institut filosofii RAN, 1989),
ch. 2, 135-60.

V. |. UKOLOVA, Antichnoe nasledie i kul'tura rannego Srednevekov’ia (konets V - nachalo
VIl vekov) [The Ancient Heritage and Culture of the Early Middle Ages (Late 5" - Early 7t
Centuries)] (Moskva: Nauka, 1989), 320.

V. I. UKoLova, Poslednii rimlianin Boetsii [The Last Roman Boethius] (Moskva: Nauka,
1987), 160.

V. I. UKOLOVA, Pozdnii Rim. Piat’ portretov [Late Rome: Five Portraits] (Moskva: Nauka,
1992), 154.

Iu. G. VINOGRADOV, Politicheskaia istoriia Ol'viiskogo polisa VII-I vv. do n.e.: Istoriko-epi-
graficheskoe issledovanie [A Political History of the Olbia Polis of the 7t -1t Centuries
BC: Historical and Epigraphic Research] (Moskva: Nauka, 1989), 150-3.



‘ 150 ‘ M. S. PETROVA

G. |. ZVEREVA, “Real’nost’ i istoricheskii narrativ: problemy samorefleksii novoi intelle-
ktual’'noi istorii” [Reality and Historical Narrative: Problems of Self-Reflection in New
Intellectual Historyl, Odissei. Chelovek v istorii (1996): 11-24.

V. T. ZVIREVICH, “Vergilii-filosof v predstavlenii Makrobiia” [The Philosopher Virgil as
Represented by Macrobius], Izvestiia Ural’skogo federal’nogo universiteta, ser. 3. Ob-
shchestvennye nauki (2016), No 1(149), 117-24.

EDITIONS AND TRANSLATIONS (IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER)

Guvres de Macrobe, traduites par CH. DE Rosov (Paris, 1827), vol. 1-2.

MACROBE, Guvres completes, avec la traduction en francais. Publiés sous la direction
de M. NISARD (Paris, 1845), vol. 1.

Cuvres de Macrobe, traduction nouvelle, par MM. HENRI DESCAMPS, N. A. DUBOIS, LAAS
D'AGUEN, A. UBICINI MARTELLI (Paris, 1845-1847), vol. 1-3.

MACROBIUS, Opera quae supersunt, ed. LuDWIG VON JAN (Leipzig; Quedlinburg, 1848-
1852), vols. 1-2.

MACROBE, Les Saturnales, traduction nouvelle, avec introduction et notes par HENRI
BORNECQUE (Paris, 1937), vol. 1-2.

MACROBIUS, Commentary on the ‘Dream of Scipio’, trans. by WILLIAM HARRIS STAHL (New
York, 1952; corr. 1966 2., rep. 1990 r.).

Ambrosii Theodosii Macrobii Commentarii in Somnium Scipionis, ed. IACOBUS [JA-
coB] WiLLis (Leipzig, 1963).

Ambrosii Theodosii Macrobii Saturnalia, ed. IacoBus [JacoB] WiLLIs (Lipsiae, 1963).
MACROBIUS, The Saturnalia, trans. by PERCIVAL VAUGHAN DAVIES (New York, 1969).
MACROBIO, Commento al Somnium Scipionis, introduzione, testo, traduzione e com-
mento a cura di MARIO REGALI (Piza, 1983-1990), lib. 1-2.

Macrobii Theodosii de verborum graeci et latini differentiis vel societatibus excerpta,
ed. PaoLio DE PaoLis (Urbino, 1990).

MAKROBII, Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’, kn. |, gl. 8-10, per. s lat. i primech. M.S. PET-
ROVOI, Vv Istoriko-filosofskii ezhegodnik’ 95 (Moskva: Martis, 1996), 221-31.

MAKROBII, Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’, kn. 1, gl. 3-5 i 6 [frg. 1-59], per. s lat. T. A.
UMANSKOI, v Znanie za predelami nauki: mistitsizm, germetizm, astrologiia, alkhimiia,
magiia v intelleRtual’nykh traditsiiakh [-XIV veRov, sost. i red. I.T. KASAVIN (Moskva: Res-
publika, 1996), 276-90.

MAKROBII, Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’, kn. |, gl. 11-14 i 17; kn. 11, gl. 12-13 i 17, per.
s lat. i primech. M.S. PETROVOI, Vv Istoriko-filosofskii ezhegodnik’ 96 (Moskva: Nauka,

1997), 68-97.
MAacroBE, Commentaire au songe de Scipion, texte établi, trad. et comm. par MIREILLE
ARMISEN-MARCHETTI (Paris, 2001-2003), t. | - livre I; t. Il = livre II.

MAKROBII, Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’, kn. |, gl. 1-4, per. s lat. i primech. M. S. PETRO-
vol, v Istoriko-filosofsRii ezhegodnik’ 2002 (Moskva: Nauka, 2002), 45-61.

MACROBIO, Commento al sogno di Scipione, saggio introduttivo di ILARIA RAMELLI, tra-
duzione, bibliografia, note e apparati di MORENO NERI (Milano, 2007).

AMBROSIUS THEODOSIUS MACROBIUS, Tischgesprdche am Saturnalienfest, Ubersetzt von
OTTO UND EVA SCHONBERGER (Wiirzburg, 2008). OTTO

MAKROBII, Saturnalii, per. s lat. i grech., primech. i slovar’ V.T. ZVIREVICHA, red. S. P.
PURGIN (Ekaterinburg, 2009).



PERSONALITY IN THE HISTORICAL AND PHILOSOPHICAL NARRATIVES... ‘ 151 ‘

MACROBIUS, Saturnalia, ed. and trans. by ROBERT A. KASTER (Cambridge, MA; London,
2011), 3 vols. https://doi.org/10.4159/DLCL.macrobius-saturnalia.2011

MAKROBII, Saturnalii, per. s lat. i grech. V.T. ZVIREVICHA, obshch. red., sostavl. M.S. PET-
Rovol (Moskva: Krug”, 2013).

MAKROBII, Kommentarii na ‘Son Stsipiona’, kn. I, gl. 1416, per. s lat. V.T. ZVIREVICHA, Vv
Izvestiia Ural’skogo federal’nogo universiteta, ser. 3. Obshchestvennye nauki 64, t. 12,
no 2 (2017): 181-96.

TRANSLATIONS OF OTHER SOURCES INTO RUSSIAN

AMMIAN MARTSELLIN, Rimskaia istoriia, per. IU.A. KULAKOVSKOGO i A.l. SONNI (Kiev, 1906-
1908), vyp. 1-3.

BOETSII, Uteshenie filosofiei, per. V.I. UKoLovOI i M.N. TSEITLINA, v BOETSII, “Uteshenie
filosofiei” i drugie traktaty, red. G.G. MAIoRoV (Moskva: Nauka, 1990), 190-290, 302-12.
EVTROPII, Kratkaia istoriia ot osnovaniia Goroda, per. A.l. DONCHENKO, v RimsRie istoriki
IV veka, red. M.A. TIMOFEEV (Moskva: ROSSPEN, 1997).

PLINII STARSHII, Estestvoznanie. Ob iskusstve, per. G.A. TARONYANA (Moskva, 1994).








