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teievtaia Bewpolvral Gnod 10 ouyypaeéa O¢ «yvoon Tol puotnpiouvs, tadog,
Bakyikn pavia §| dovveidnro. [Mapdiinia Spwg M T€)VN, OC KOWVOVIKO
paivopevo, ypnlel kai xowovikfic dvaivong, pe diio Adywa Katd moOco
péoa an’ avthiv dwa@aivetar 1| divaun tiic avlpodmvng dSnuiovpyiag.

Téhog, avth N dvaivon Bd 6dnynoel 10 cuyypuPiéa oTO CUUREPACHQ
OTL «péoa and tic mohtioTikEg GEilec xal TiC KAAMTEYVIKEC AVAKaAVWELS
1OV Khaoo1k®v (tov EEaxoiovbolv molléc an’ avtéc va vmdapyouvv) Ba pno-
povocaue puE meprocotepn oryouptd (...) va paviéyouue mowol eipacte xkabe
Qopa Kai mou mnyaivouvuer (o. 11).

Mapia I[TPQTOITAITIA

[TAPNAZEOZX, topoc AA", "ABtva 1992, 499 cel.

Z1ov EEapetika xaiaichnto avtd topo, mob £££660n ué thv @povrtida
t00 kabnyntoi k. N. Aifaddpa npoédpov tob [Mapvacooi kai ntpoédpou Tig
Yuvtaktikiic émrpomiic (pali pé toug Kabnyntéc xx. Il. Nikoidmouvho,
‘Epp. Kovotavrwvidn, lep. Zopa xai Arov. Kahapdkn), cvykevip@veral
Eva éviunoowakd of molkiAia kal £ktaocn Emotnpovikd LAIKO, mou kab’
£UTO AVTAVAKAE TOUC MOLKIAOUC TOMEIC dPACTINPLOTNTOV TOL KAAUMTEL O
Ouroloyikdg Loihoyog [Napvaocodc.

L1ov t0po autd nepriapPdvovrar, petald dAlov, ol povoypapisg TV
Kafnyntdv x.x. Marcello Gigante, «Virgilio e suoi amici tra Napoli e Erco-
lano» oo. 3-18- John P. Anton, «The Aristotelianism of Photius’ philosophi-
cal theology» oo. 19-45, 'Avaoct. "AkeE. Niknta, «Zuyoc-Luydove oo. 46-66
I'. Aehhf}, «'O mpdroc muppovicpde O¢ Exppacn uidc Nhixo-kovovikic
ideohoyiagy oo. 93-100° K. Keovotavtividn, « O x®@dig tiic povijg [Mavayiag
Exvponovracy oo. 100-110° Gerasimo Zoras, «L” elemento divino nel Ippo-
lito de Euripide» oo. 111-123 Mdprov Mnéylov, «Priocopia xai Beoloyia
otov ['pnydépro Navinavinvor oo. 136-150- Mavoin Mapkakn, « H Evvoia
o0 01BupduPouv otov "Ayyero Zikehiavor oo. 193-199° "Elevac Ocodwpo-
noviov, « O tpoémoc | | Tponn tHic Aloyvielag tpaywdiagy co. 242-259
Marika Thomadaki, «La Sémiologie de 'amour dans la trilogie de Beaumar-
chais» 0. 385-400° Nik. Kaloonipov, «'O Aaokdwv tob Aéooryk kai 1 véa
onuetoloyikn Gnon tic tpaywdiagy oo. 186-192- B.M. Tpravragpiiirov -
AM. Aepurtlakn - A M. TMaykdrov, «Zopfoin otnv dveldpeon yewroyikdV
otoyeiwv otV Thdda xai oty 'Odbooeiar oo, 340-345 TInveronng Ia-
naiwdvvov, «To npotaciaxd Bépa d¢g Aettovpyia tol kKelpévour oo. 326-339.
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‘O tépog adtog kAeiver pi Pifliokproieg onpavtik@v EmoTnuovikdyv Epymv
(0o. 450-465), xai ta Xpovika tob O [lapvaococog yua 10 £€to¢ 1992 (oo.
466-499).

Mavoing MAPKAKHE

Georges MICHAELIDES-NOUAROS, An Essay on the Philosophy
of History and another two on the social Philosophy of the Ancient Greeks,
Athens, Kardamitsa Publications, 1992, 115 pp.

This book by the Academy member G.M.N., consists of two parts: The
first one contains an essay on the Philosophy of History which was first pub-
lished in Philosophy 17-18; the second part contains two essays on the social
history of Ancient Greeks. This book examines some fundamental issues of
Philosophy, as for instance the philosophical problem of the meaning of his-
tory of human kind, nations and peoples defined by many thinkers, as the
aim to which all human activities are directed while others detect a logical
structure thanks to which the future can be predicted; On the contrary, others
limit themselves to the discovery of a logical structure governing history and
avoid prophecy. This problem is the main focus of this work. Also, the de-
mand for comprehension of separate historical periods and the problem of
the meaning of history in the light of modern developments are taken into
account.

The following basic queries are posed: 1) Is the purpose of history gov-
erned by human thought, Divine Providence, Nature of Fortune? (1) Do hu-
man nature and all its basic achievements remain unalterable as time passes?
(111) Should history be tackled globally, as a unique phenomenon pertaining to
each different nation? An affirmative answer to the first query leads to affir-
mative answers to the first part of questions (1) and (ii1). The following three
theories are also relative to this subject: According to the first one the aim of
history has been defined by God. On the contrary, according to the second, it
is defined by human reason; while according to the third one there is no aim
in history. These theories are related to the method applied to subjective
causes (logical, psychological) and to objective causes (societal, historical)
and all these causes pertain to general philosophical theories which often op-
pose and contradict each other.

The query whether the methods applied by physical sciences are the same
or different from the one used by historians is quite fundamental. The princi-
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