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G R
L ’ A P ’ T :

O N

A . The paper is devoted to the question of the semantics of Platonic terms
eidos and idea in the understanding of A.F. Losev, who first highlighted the difference
between the two notions in “Essays on ancient symbolism and mythology” (1930) on
the basis of his study of Platonic corpus. The author argues that the Russian philoso-
pher borrowed the hypothesis of a distinction between these terms from Natorp, who
distinguished between receptive-passive and productive-active aspects of ideas. At the
same time, Losev clearly distances himself from transcendentalism, in particular from
Neo-Kantianism, in favor of ontological realism.Within the framework of a three-level
ontology eidos performs a paradigmatic function that allows to bridge the gap between
idea and thing. According to the categorical pair of differentiality/integrality, in Losev
eidos and idea act as two different moments (dynamic and static) of the object’s se-
mantic unity, which embody the internal dynamics of the semantic movement within
one and the same given and completed meaning. In this way, taking into account the
influence of philological and cultural aspects of language in the formation of philo-
sophical conceptions and guided by an historical and philosophical perspective, Losev
anticipates the modern interpretations in the field of Plato studies in understanding
Plato’s ontology.
K : A.F. Losev, Plato’s terminology, eidos and idea, Plato studies in Russia.
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