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IIPOBJIEMATHKA BY//IUCTCKOI'O TEOCA:
BbOXECTBEHHOE CYHIECTBOBAHHUE H EI' O XAPAKTEPUCTHKH

A. 1O. Ko3noeckuii
Joneykuii hayuonaneHwlii yrugepcumem, /Joneyx, Joneyrxas Hapoonas Pecnyonuxa (Poccus)

Bseoenue. B pamkax maHHOI HayqHOH CTaTbM aBTOPOM KOMIUICKCHO PacCMOTPEHA JOCTATOYHO aKTyallb-
Has, IOHBIHE HeucuepIraHHas npobiemMaTika ObITHs OyIMCTCKUX 00KECTBEHHBIX CYIIHOCTEH, pa3penaemMas B
OyaaM3Me COMIacHO ero crneupuieckuM GUIocoGCKUM MOCTYIaTaM U PEIUrHO3HON KocMonoruu. Ipuuém
aBTOp, OTJaBas AODKHOE MpPEeABIAYIIUM KalUTaIbHBIM OTEYECTBEHHBIM M 3apyO€KHBIM HMCCIEIOBaHUAM, Ka-
CaBIIMMCSI BOMPOCOB THIOJIOTHYECKOTO OINpeseleHus] OyAaan3Ma B KadecTBE PENUTHU WM JKE 3THUKO-
aTEHCTUYECKOTO YUeHUs, CYIIEeCTBOBaHNS / HecylecTBOBaHMs Oymuuctckoro Ennnoro bora-TBopua, cymiHo-
CTHOH, (yHKIMOHAIBFHOW M MHOH THIIOJOTMH MHOTOYHCIICHHBIX OYITUCTCKUX O0XKECTB, OYAMCTCKUX JUCKYC-
CHIl OTHOCHTENIPHO YEJIOBEUECKOW WM e Bceleso OoxkecTBeHHOHM mpupons! Bymusl Ilakesmynu, npyrux
Oymn u «boaxucaTTB», CHHKPETHYECKNX CBsi3eH Oynau3Ma ¢ HAMOHAIBHBIMH PEIIMTMSIMU OTAEIBHBIX Hapo-
JI0B, COCPEIOTOUMI COOCTBEHHOE BHUMAHHE Ha KIFOYEBBIX CYIIHOCTHO-XapaKTEPHBIX OCOOCHHOCTSIX OymaucT-
cKuX OOTrOB, X OBITUM U HEOBITHH, Bo3zeiicTBIN Ha HUX «KapMbi»y n «CaHcapb», crieiuUKe OPUTHHAIBHOTO
TPAaHCTPECCHBHOTO COOTHOLICHHSI MEXKTy YeJIOBEUECKOH U O0KeCTBEHHOM mpupoaoil. Takum oOpa3om, Happa-
THBOM JAHHOTO HCCIIEJOBAHMS SBISIETCS BOIIPOC HE O TOM, IPU3HAETCSI WM JKe He MPU3HAETCS CYIECTBOBAHUE
Enuroro Bora-TBopria 1 MHOTOYHCIEHHBIX JPYTHX OOTOB B OyIIH3ME, 2 O TOM, KAKOBBI BCE 3TU OOTH.

Memooul. B naHHOM HCCIeI0BaHUH OBUIH IPHMEHEHB! aKCHOMATHUECKHH METOJl, METO abCTparupoBa-
HHS, METOIBI BOCXOXKIEHMSI OT aOCTPAaKTHOTO K KOHKPETHOMY M OT KOHKPETHOTO K a0CTPaKTHOMY, METOBI
WHIYKIUY U JSAyKIIH, METObI QaHAIIM3a U CHHTE3a, METO/IBI OIMCAHUS, CPABHEHHSI 1 HCTOPUYECKHH METO.

OchosHble udeu Uccre0068aHUs, NOLy4eHHble pesylbmamyl u ux oocysicoenue. B oTHOIEHNH Bompoca
CYLIECTBOBAHUs WJIM, HAIIPOTHUB, HecyllecTBoBaHUA Equnoro bora-TBopua, Hammuust y Bynaer HlakesimyHu
YEJIOBEUECKOH MK 00’KECTBEHHOH MPHUPObI OyIUCTCKHE TOYKH 3PEHHUS MOTYT OBITh JHaMETPaIbHO HMPOTHU-
BOMOJIOXKHBIMH. DTO CBHIETEIBCTBYET O TOM, YTO JAHHBIE BOIIPOCH! HE aKTyaJbHBI [0 CPABHEHHUIO C KIIIOUeE-
BBIMH HappaTUBHBIMHU IpoOiieMaMu OyanucTKol (Guimocodur, K KOTOPHIM OTHOCSATCS, HAIPUMEp, AWIEMMA
pazinuus Wi ke ToxaecTBeHHocTH «Cancaps» 1 «HupBanby, konneniws «[lycrots» («lllyHbsiTa»), oTCyT-
CTBUS y MaTepHANIbHBIX OOBEKTOB M «IXapM» MX WHIMBHUIYaJbHO-CYIIHOCTHOI MPUPOABI U T. 1. B TOoM uncne
U NO3TOMY HpoOiemMaThka OyJJUCTCKOrO Teoca He MOIa ObITh pa3pelleHa OKOHYATENbHO OYIIUCTCKUMHU
MBICITUTEIISIMH, B YaCTHOCTH caMuM Bymnoit. Axryanuzanust 9Toi mpoOnemMaTiky nary6oHa uist Oyaaucra, noo
OHA OTBJIEKAET €ro OT MOCTIKEHHS «JIXapMbl», mposeBas ero «Crpananuey. ITo3Hats ke «JIxapmy» u 0c-
b «HupBans, no npuMepy Bymns! lllakesmynn, genoBek ciocoGeH 6e3 Omopsl Ha TOYHOE 3HAHHE O CyIIIe-
CTBOBAaHHMH W Ke HecymecTBoBaHuH Ennnoro bora-Teopua. JIronu u 6ynancrckie 60TH CyIHOCTHO TPAaHC-
TPECCUBHBI B OTHOIIEHUU APYT Apyra. Tak, ¢ OAHOI CTOPOHBI, BpeMs OBITHS OOTOB OTPaHHYEHO, M CBOMCT-
BEHHBI Pa3JIMYHbIE YEJIOBEUECKUE IMOIMOHAIBHbIE, YyBCTBEHHBIC ¥ MHBIE XapakTepucTthku. C Apyroi xe cro-
POHBI, 00peTeHHe uenoBekoM «IIpocBeTIIeHHI» «TPAaHCLUEHIUPYET» €ro, IOCTENCHHO NPUOIINKas K OOUTeIsIM
0O0’KeCTB, IIIar 3a I[IaroM IpeBparas ero B Ux noxodue — B Buze «boaxucarTsy.

3axniouenue. Takum o6pa3zom, npobneMarrka OyAIUCTCKOrO Teoca B €€, Ha Halll B3IJIsL, Hauboree akTy-
TBHOM COJIEPXKATENFHOM KOHTEKCTE BOCHPOM3BOIMTCS HCXOAA W3 (HKCAMM KIIOYEBBIX CYITHOCTHO-
OBITHICTBEHHBIX XapaKTEPUCTHK TE€X MM MHBIX OYUTUCTCKIX O0KECTBEHHBIX CYITHOCTEH. DTN XapaKTepPHCTH-
KU CBOZATCS K HEYHHBEPCAIN3MY MX MPHPOJIBI, YTO MPOSBISIETCS B MUKIMYHOCTH UX CYIIECTBOBAHMS M HCUE3-
HOBEHMSI, TIOJUHHEHHOCTH, TIOJOOHO JIOAsIM, AeiicTBrIo «KapMbDy B «CaHCApHIECKOTO KPyrOBOPOTaY.

Kniouesvie cnosa: 6ynausm; bor; bynna; «Cancapay; «HupsaHay; 60ru.
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THE ISSUE OF BUDDHIST THEOS: DIVINE EXISTENCE
AND ITS CHARACTERISTICS

A. Yu. Kozlovskiy
Donetsk National University, Donetsk, Donetsk People’s Republic (Russia)

Introduction. Within this scientific paper the author on a complex basis considered the fairly actual, not
yet exhausted issue concerning Buddhistic divine spirits being, which is grappled in Buddhism under its speci-
fic philosophic postulates and religious cosmology. And besides the author, in justice to the previous overhaul
native and foreign researches that accented on typological determining Buddhism as religion or ethic and athe-
istic doctrine, existing/non-existing of Buddhistic Exclusive Lord-Creator, essential, functional and other typo-
logy of many Buddhist gods, Buddhistic discussions about human or entire divine nature of Buddha
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Shakyamuni, other buddhas and «Bodhisattvas», syncretic connections between Buddhism and religions of
particular nations, focused his attention on basic essential and characteristic peculiarities of Buddhist gods, its
existence and non-existence, «Karma’s» and «Samsara's» influence on them, particularity of original trans-
gressed correlation between human and divine nature. Thus the narrative of the given research is not an issue
whether the existence or non-existence of Exclusive Lord-Creator and many other gods is accepted in Bud-
dhism, but what all these gods are.

Methods. Within the given research the axiomatic method, abstracting, ascensioning from abstractions to
particulars and from particulars to abstractions, induction and deduction, analysis and synthesis, describing,
comparing and historical methods were used.

Results. Relating to the issue of existence or, on the contrary, non-existence of Exclusive Lord-Creator,
Buddha Shakyamuni having human or divine nature the Buddhist points of view could be diametrically oppo-
site to each other. It means that these issues are not actual comparing to the basic narrative points of Buddhist
philosophy, whose examples are the dilemma of difference or identity between «Samsara» and «Nirvanay,
conception of «Emptiness» («Shunyatay), material objects and «dharmases's» not having its individual and
essential nature etc. Among others this is why the matter of Buddhist Theos could not be clenched definitely by
Buddhistic thinkers, particularly by Buddha himself. The actualization of this issue is harmful for Buddhist
because it distracts him from comprehension of «Dharmay, prolonging his «Suffering». Cognizing the «Dhar-
may and getting «Nirvanay, as Buddha did, is possible for anyone without reliance on the exact knowledge
about existence or non-existence of Exclusive Lord-Creator. Human beings and Buddhistic gods are essentially
transgressed relating to each other. On the one hand, the time of gods" existence is limited, different human
emotional, sensual and other characteristics are inherent in them. On the other hand, human coming to «En-
lightenment» «transcends» him, gradually bringing him closer to the divine residences, step by step converting
him into them as «Bodhisattvasy.

Conclusion. Thus the issue of Buddhistic theos within its, to our mind, most actual content context repro-
duces itself on the basis of emphasizing the key essential and existing characteristics of one or another
Buddhistic divine spirits. These characteristics add up to non-universalism of its nature that appears in cyclic
recurrence of its existence and disappearing, subordination in humans being way to «Karma» and «Samsara's
gyre.

Keywords: Buddhism; God; Buddha; «Samsaray; «Nirvanay; gods.

References

1. Ajazbekova S. Sh. Tjengrianskaja i buddijskaja kosmologii: opyt sopostavitel'nogo analiza [Tengri
and Buddhistic cosmologies: the experience of comparing analysis]. Uchenye zapiski Kazanskogo
universiteta. Serija Gumanitarnye nauki. 2018. Vol. 160. Book 6. Pp. 1354-1365. (In Russ.).

2. Bagaeva O. V. Sinto-buddijskij sinkretizm [Shinto-Buddhistic syncretism]. Izvestija Vostochnogo
instituta Dal'nevostochnogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. 2004. No. Ne 8. Pp. 35-47. (In Russ.).

3. Karjagin K. M. Sakia-muni: ego zhizn' i filosofskaja dejatel'nost'; Konfucij: Ego zhizn'i filosofskaja
dejatel'nost'; Savonarola: Ego zhizn' i obshhestvennaja dejatel'nost'; Torkvemada (Velikij inkvizitor): Ego
zhizn' i dejatel'nost' v svjazi s istoriej inkvizicii; Ignatij Lojola: Ego zhizn' i obshhestvennaja dejatel'nost'.
Sakia-muni: ego zhizn' i filosofskaja dejatel'nost' [Shakyamuni: his life and philosophical activity]. Serija
Zhizn' zamechatel'nyh ljudej. Oform. hudozh. A. V. Malafeeva. Saint Petersburg, LIO Redaktor, 1993.
368 p. (In Russ.).

4. Indijskaja filosofija: Jenciklopedija [Indian philosophy: Encyclopedia]. Serija Summa. Otv. M. T.
Stepanjanc; In-t filosofii RAN. Moscow, Vost. lit.; Akademicheskij Prospekt; Gaudeamus, 2009. 950 p. (In
Russ.).

5. Urbanaeva I. S. Specifika buddizma kak filosofii i religii [The particularity of Buddhism as philoso-
phy and religion]. Vestnik Burjatskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. 2009. No. 8. Pp. 61-69. (In Russ.).



6. Chebunin A. V. Istoricheskoe razvitie buddijskoj ideologii [The historical development of
Buddhistic ideology]. Vestnik Burjatskogo gosudarstvennogo universiteta. 2009. No. 8. Pp. 84-90. (In
Russ.).

7. llka Pjusiajnen. Buddizm, religija i ponjatie «Bog» [Buddhism, religion and the Concept of «God»].
Perevod: T. Malevich. Redakcija perevoda: P. N. Kostylev. Perevod vypolnen po izdaniju: Pyysiainen I.
Buddhism, religion and the Concept of «God». Numen. 2003. Vol. 50/2. Pp. 137-154. (In Russ.).

8. Kozhevnikov V. A. Buddizm v sravnenii s hristianstvom [Buddhism in comparison with Christiani-
ty]. Hristianskoe chtenie. 1910. No. 7-8. Pp. 801-829. (In Russ.).

9. Barsukova N. K. Izuchenie nekotoryh aspektov idei Boga v mirovyh religijah [Studying some as-
pects of God concept within world principal religions]. Islamovedenie. 2012. No. 3. Pp. 11-22. (In Russ.).

10. Mahabharata. Ramajana [Mahabharata. Ramayana]. Biblioteka vsemirnoj literatury. Serija
pervaja. Tom 2. Moscow, Hudozhestvennaja literatura, 1974. 607 p. (In Russ.).

11. Lozhkina A. V. Bogi v rannem buddizme [Gods within the first Buddhism]. Finikovyj Kompot.
Dokazatel'stva bytija Boga. Sentjabr'. 2017. No. 12. Pp. 91-99. (In Russ.).

12. Pojezija i proza Drevnego Vostoka [The poetry and prose of Ancient East]. Biblioteka vsemirnoj
literatury. Serija pervaja. Tom 1. Moscow, Hudozhestvennaja literatura, 1973. 736 p. (In Russ.).

Author’s bio

KOZLOVSKIY Alexey Yuroslavovich — Senior Lecturer, Donetsk National University, Donetsk, Donetsk
People's Republic, Russia.
E-mail: a.kozlovskiy@donnu.ru

bubnuoepapuuecrkasn ccvlika

Koznosekuit A. 1O. IIpo6nematnka OyaaucTckoro teoca: 60)K€CTBEHHOE CYIIECTBOBAaHUE M €r0 Xapak-
tepuctuku // SocioTime / Counanpaoe Bpems. 2022. Ne 2 (30). C. 16-29.
DOI: 10.25686/2410-0773.2022.2.16


mailto:a.kozlovskiy@donnu.ru

