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Sazetak

Sve od trenutka kad s je sedamdesetih godina dvadesetog stoljeca u znanstvenoj
javnosti nekako izborila »mjesto pod suncem«, u odnosu na tradicionalnu
originana interpretacija renesansne filozofije Francis A. Yates bila je izvrgnuta
kritikama koje ne prestaju ni u ngjinovije vrijeme. Te se kritike ngj¢es¢e odnose
na njene interpretacije pretpostavki »revolucionarnosti« Giordana Bruna,
tocnije, na njen pokusg da, interpretairgju¢i Brunu u kontekstu recepcije
hermetickin spisa i hermeticke tradicije, srus mit o Bruni — martiru
novovjekovne znanosti.

Tekst predstavlja osvrt na jednu od novijih kritika upu¢enih onom smjeru
interpretiranja renesansne filozofije Sto gaje inicirda Francis A. Yates. Radi se
o knjizi Hilary Gatti, koja je na neki nacin reprezentativna utoliko $to ponovno
pokuSava dokazati, a upravo kroz polemiziranje sa spomenutim smjerom
interpretiranja, kako je Bruno u mnogoc¢emu anticipirao postavke novovjekovne
znanosti, traze¢i pritom uporiste za svoje teze u onim Bruninim tekstovima, u
kojima se ovag bavi »matematikom«.

Kako je interpretacija Yatesove imala je mnogo sljedbenika napose medu
talijanskim povjesnicarima filozofije, koji su se, baveti se renesansnom
filozofijom, bavili i filozofijom Frane Petri¢a, a ¢ija se misao u mnogo aspekata
dodiruje s Bruninom, u tekstu se teze Sto se odnose na Brunovu filozofiju
dovode u svezu s tezama izlozenim u nekim suvremenim interpretacijama

creskog filozofa.



SOME OF THE INTERPRETATION DISPUTESRELATEDTO
RENAISSANCE PHILOSOPHY

Summary

Francis A. Yates origina interpretation of Renaissance philosophy has been
constantly criticized since the 1970's, when it first secured its »place in the
sun«. These critiques most often bear on her interpretations of Giordano Bruno’'s
supposed »revolutionary quality«, that is, her attempt to — interpreting Bruno in
the context of the reception of Hermetic writings and tradition — debunk the
myth that Bruno was a martyr of modern science.

This paper is a comment on one of the recent critiques of the line of
interpretation of Renaissance philosophy initiated by Francis A. Yates. The
point at issue is a book by Hilary Gatti, representative in a way because it once
again tries to prove — precisely through disputing the aforementioned line of
interpretation — that Bruno had anticipated many of the tenets of modern
science, looking for its foothold in Bruno's texts in which he deas with
»mathematics.

Since Yates interpretation has had many followers, especially among the
historians of Italian philosophy, who had dealt with Frane Petri¢ in their
research in Renaissance philosophy, and whose thought has many aspects that
border on Bruno's, this paper compares the theses that deal with Bruno's
philosophy with the theses presented in some of the modern interpretations of
the philosopher from Cres.



