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Conscience in the works of the philosopher Seneca: analysis of the main semantic connotations

A. Razdorov

It is considered the anthropological category of conscience in the works of the stoic Seneca
in historical, cultural and philological contexts. In the course of the research, special attention is
paid to the original texts of the philosopher, in particular, the "Moral Letters to Lucilius", in which
the author writes extremely often about conscience, shared with the term «conscientia». In this
article, this term is taken as the subject of research in order to highlight all its possible meanings,
with which it was endowed by the philosopher. The analysis of the term «conscientia» showed that
Seneca understood it not only as conscience in the moral sense, but depending on the topic of the
discourse, for example, in his moral letters, he used it in a wide range of meanings and semantic
connotations. In this article, this range of meanings and semantic connotations of conscience is
established in the range from the mental process of human life to the autonomous moral instance of
the judge and the personal responsibility of any person to himself. Thus, according to the study, the
Seneca’s phenomenon of conscience being within the syncretism of religious and ethical thought
should be understood as a representative of the ultimate instance of philosophical judgment on the
moral norms of the Greco-Roman world. In addition, such an instance has a divine particle from
above.
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