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VY 1omoBiAl MpoaHalli3oBaHO KUIbKa TBOPIB Y MHUCTENTBI ITalTiHCHKOTO
4giHKBe4eHTO 3 300pakeHHsM J[ianm Edecii sk ameropii [Ipmpomu.
PenecancHui 00pa3 CXOANTH 0 TaBHBOTPEIILKOTO apXaidHOTO JepeB’ THOTO
KcOaHa — KyJbTOBOiI XxpamoBoi craTyi VII cT. g0 H. e. maiictpa Exnnos, yuns
Henama, sika crosta B Aptemicioni B Edeci (Plin. HN. XV1.213-216).
BinTBopenHs 1i€i maBHBOI cTaTyi BiOME 3a YHCIEHHHMH 300paKeHHSIMU
Aptemign Ecdecii B eTUTiHICTHYHUX | pPUMCBKUX penbedax, MOHYMEHTaIbHIN
CKYJIBIITYPI, IpiOHIHM IutacTHili, Mo3aikaxX, MOHeTaX, [JIINTHII, Tomo [6; 7,
s. 755-763; 13, Taf. 564-573]. MmoBipHo, HaiipaHiun 3 HHX HaTYIOThCS
SJUTIHICTHYHUM TiepiofioM 1 moB’s3ani 3 moHetamu Edeca cepenunn 11 cr.
JI0 H. €., KOJIM KOIIIIOBaHHA B CKYJIBITYpI HaOyBae rmommpenHs. Haioinbmoi
MOMYJIIPHOCTI penpe3eHTallis i€l cTaryi HaOyBae B Mi3HBOCILTIHICTUYHUH
Ta puMChkHi yac. OJTHAaK jKOJHA 3 HUX HE CX0XKa y BCIX JETaJSIX, OCKLIBKU
MIPOTOTHUII SIBJISIB COOOI0 OISATHEHY KYJIBTOBY CTaTylo, «o0Opa3 Omaromarti»,
a He KaM’ SIHY CKYJIBIITYPY, Ky MOKHA OyJIO TOYHO CKOMIIOBATH.

Haii0inpiry muckycito y HayKOBiH JTiTepaTypl BUKIHKala BEUKA KiJlb-
KICTh CBOEPIIHUX BUTATHYTHUX «YTBOPEHb» Ha Orocti Apremimu. JoBoi
MOITHPEHIIIO0 1 IOMIIIKOBOIO € AyMKa, 1o 11e Tpyau 6oruHi. Came ToMy il
4acTO HA3WBAaIOTh baratorpynoro i OTOTOXHIOIOTH 3i cximHoro Benmkoro
Marip’to, OOTHHEIO0 IUIOAIOYOCTI, ITHOPYIOYHM TOW (HakT, MO0 MOoaiOHe
BU3HAUYCHHS BIIEpIIE HABEJICHO JIMILIE Yy JBOX YPHBKAaX XPHCTHSIHCHKHX
aropi -1V ct. 1. e. (Min. Felix. XXI.5; Hier. Comm. in ep. Pauli ad
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Ephes. Praef.) [6, s.75]. Ha aymky P.®mnsiiniepa, uncnenHi Bapiarrii
y 3oBHimHOCTI Apreminu Edecii, moB’s3aH0 He 3 CaMOIO CTATYEIO, a JIKIIE
3 i rapaepoOoM, SIKHUi MOCTYNOBO 30aradyBaBcs 1 BUI03MIHUBCS. «['pyan»
HE MalOTh HIYOrO CIHUILHOTO Hi 31 CHpPaBXHIMH J>KIHOYUMH T'PYIbMH,
Hi 3 CHMBOJIIKOIO POJIIOYOCTI, & € YACTHHOKO 3HIMHOTO Tapiepoly, 3HAYCHHS
SKOTO BTPAa4yeHO, IIO BJIACTUBE TAaKOX IS iHIMX OormHb i OoriB. Kpim
TOro, Ha UeH cxiaaHuii rapaepod Apremimu Edecii emrminicTHuHO-
PUMCBKOTO TIepiofy BIDIMHYIM TOTOYacHI acTpanbHi imei [6, S. 74-88;
7, S. 762—763]. Ilizuime I'. 3aiiTepie 3amponoHyBaB iHIIY iHTEPIIPETAILilO,
3TiAHO 3 KO0 Ha OrocTi Apremian 300pakeHO s€dka abo MOIIOHKY OMKa
[17, s.3-16], 3 uumMm, 30Kkpema, moromwiuch 1. Bypxapm [3, s.70],
P. ®nsitmep [8, . 25-41], M. Hinbcen [15] Ta iH.

HactynauM etamom 49uciieHHHX BiATBOpeHBb 00pa3y Aprtemimm Edecii
CTaJI0 MUCTEITBO JaBHLOTO PuMy, /e BoHa Oyna Bimoma mif iMmeHeM JliaHu.
AHTHYHI TBOPM MHCTELTBA, SKi CTald MNPEIMETOM KOJCKIIIOHYBaHHSI,
CHPUYUHWIA 3BEpPHEHHsS N0 i1 00pa3dy ITamiiChbKMX XYAOXHHKIB 100U
BinpomkenHs, 30KkpeMa CHpPHSUIM 1 NPOHUKHEHHIO B OPHaMEHTHKY
rporecky. Ha nymky K. Ilapk, oOpa3 sS3W4HHUIBKOI OOTHHI CHPUYHHUB
BUHHMKHEHHSI HOBOro 00pa3y Ilpupoau y TBopuocTi MiHiaTiopucta ["acnape
Pomano, 3aBnsaku Horo crmiBmparti 3 rymanicrom Jlygano ®ocdopo mix gac
pobotn Han BumanHaM «[Ipupomardoi ictopii» Ilmimis B 1470-x pokax
y Heamomi [16, p.51]. ¥V mepmmx pecarmmitrsx XVIcr. BuHaxXin
JI. ®ocopo i I'. Pomano, a Ttakox anTmyHi cratyi Aptemimun Edecii
Yy TPUBATHHUX ITATIMCBKUX KOJEKISX 3HAYHOI0 MIpOI0 BIUIMHYJIH Ha
CIOKETH TpaBIOp, KHIKKOBUX UIIOCTpalliid, KapTHH, (pecok 1 cagoBo-
MapKoBOl CKyIbNTypH, ocodnuBo ¢onranis [1; 2, p. 87; 9; 11, p. 306,
n. 85]. 3okpema, meii oOpa3 moxxHa Oaunth y nBox Cranumax Padaens
y Barukani; kazino Ilis IV y Barukancekux cazmax; Ha KUIBKOX KapTHHaX
Jlopenno Jlorro i Txxopmxio Basapi, eckizax ¢onrana [xynio Pomano s
Bt Manama B Pumi Ta «Auneropii Ilpupomm» Hikkono Tpibomno
3 @onTeHOm0; «®PonTtaHi mpupoam» [imrica Bar aeH Biite y camy Bimmm
n’Ecre y Tisomi Ta iH. [4, p. 18-19; 5; 10, p. 541, 543; 14, p. 83-93, fig. 2;
15, p.460-465; 18, p.16]. Cepen Ha3BaHHUX TBOPIB HAWBHPA3HIIIUM
€ «DoHTaH MPUPOINY, SIKUI CTaB BiZOOpakKeHHSIM aHTHUKBAPHUX 1HTEPECiB
nmu3aitaepa cazi a1 Ecre Ilippo Jliropio, mo, iMOBipHO, BUCTYIIB aBTOPOM
ioro nu3aiiny [14, p. 84, n.20; 15, p.466]. Ha BiaMmiHy BiJ aHTHYHHX
craryl, ¢irypu [lianu y «®oHTaHi NMpUPOAM» MAlOTh YHCJIEHHI T'pyId
3 COCKaMH, IIO MIATBEPIXKYE TYMKY HAYKOBIIB MPO X imeHTHU(IKAII0 Ha
Tyny6i Aprteminn Edecii came 3 »KiHOYMMH I'pyJbMH BHKIIOUHO 32 100U
giHkBedeHTO [12, p. 251]. ¥ cBoro dYepry Ie COpUYHHIIO IHTEPIPETaIliio
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obpasy Hianu Edecii y muctentsi Bucokoro BinpomkenHs i MaHbepH3MY
SK POJIOYMX BJIACTHBOCTEH NMPHUPOAH, SIKI HAOYBAIOTh MOKHUBHUX JKIHOUMX
CeKCYaJIbHUX XapaKTepPUCTHK. Y Ied dac cepeqHboBiuHy izeto ITpupomu
BUTICHHJIA TyMaHiCTHYHa KoHIenis [Ipupoau sk Oaiimyxol 10 JIOACHKHX
motped, IO Mae€ BIACHY BOJIO Ta HE INIAAEThCS pPO3MH(pyBaHHIO
[1, p. 436-437; 14, p. 83-93; 16, p. 71-72].

OT>Xe, MOXKHA MOTOJMTHUCH 3 TBEP/DKEHHSIMH OKPEMHX HAayKOBIIB, IO
BimpomkeHHs o0pasy [iarm Edecii y mpoMy CTONITTI Bifm3epKaitoe
BiTHOBJICHHS iHTEpecy A0 JaBHIX Mi(iB Ta KyJbTiB, a TaKOX € BiIpoA-
JKCHHAM JIaBHBOTO (IrypaTUBHOTO THILY, SKUH OYJI0O HEPEOCMHCICHO
Ha IPYHTI peHecaHCHOI KoHIenmii [Tpupomm.
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