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«JlokeTH4YecKas» XpUCTOJIOTUS B PAHHEM XPUCTHAHCTBE
Yacrs 3.1

AJL. XOCPOEB

MHCTUTYT BOCTOYHbIX pyKonuceit PAH
CaHkT-lMeTepbypr, Poccun

DOI: 10.55512/WM0352518
CraTtbA nocTynuna B pegakumio 23.06.2022.

AHHoTauua: YToObI MOHATH, KaK, OTKYa W KOT/a BOSHHUKIIA TaK Ha3bIBaeMasl JIOKETHUYECKasi XPUCTO-
JIOTHSI, aBTOP, paHee PacCMOTPEBIINN cuHonTHYeckue eBanrenus (cM. Y. 1) u nocnanus an. [laBna u
ero mocnemosateneit (cm. Y. 2.1; 2.2; 2.3; 2.4), B 3TOM 4acTH CTaThH 0OOpaIlacTcs K HOBO3aBETHBIM
COYMHEHMSM, aBTOPCTBO KOTOPBIX MpHIIMCAaHO ail. MoaHHy (mOcnaHus M eBaHTelHe); MMEHHO 3TH
COUYMHEHHS OKa3aJil OCHOBOMOJaramoouiee (Hapsay ¢ mociaHusmu [laBma) BoszaelicTBHE Ha pa3BUTHE
BCEH MOCIIEAYIOIIEH XPUCTONOTHH;, IMEHHO B HUX, BOSHUKIIMX Ha pyOexke I u Il BB., MBI BriepBEIC
cTankuBaeMcs ¢ (y’Ke OTYCTIIMBO BHIPAKCHHO) MBICIBIO O «IIPEICYIIECTBOBAHUNY XPHCTA; IMEHHO
B HUX MBI BUIHM, 9TO MPOOIIEMa «IOKETH3May yiKE CTOsUIA TIepe]l XPUCTHAHCKHMHU OOTOCIIOBAMHU.

Kntouesble cnosa: HoBblil 3aBer, npejacyliecTBoBaHue, 10KeTU3M, MloaHHOB KOPIyC COUMHEHHIA,
Urnatuii AHTHOXHICKHIA.

Ana untuposanua: Xocpoes A.JI. «JlokeTndeckash XpUCTOIOTHS B paHHEM XpucTtuaHcTse. Yacts 3.1 //
[Mucemennbie mamsatHukd Boctoka. 2023. T. 20. Ne 2 (e 53). C. 37-57. DOI: 10.55512/WMO352518.

06 astope: XOCPOEB Anexcanap JleoHOBHY, TOKTOp HCTOPUUECKUX HAYK, TIIaBHBIA Hay4-
HBli coTpymanuk Otnena bmmwxuero m Cpennero Boctoka MBP PAH (Cankr-IlerepOypr, Poccus)
(akhos@mail.ru). ORCID: 0000-0001-8406-8720.

© Xocpoes A.J., 2023

Korna Meponmnm ox. 380 r. mucai, 94To «yke BO BpeMeHa aIrocToloB, koraa B Uynee emie
COBCEM HEJaBHO (IIPONMIACh) KPOBh XpHCTa, (HEKOTOPHIE) YTBEPKAAIH, 4To Teso ["ocmo-
1a — 3T0 (BCETO JIHIIB) APU3PAK»', TO, OTCHUIAS UMTATENS K CTOJIb PAHHEH 3I0Xe, OH, YBe-

' Apostolis adhuc apud Iudeam Christi sanguine recenti phantasma Domini corpus asserebatur (Adv.
Lucifer. 23: PL 23: 178A); cp. Mk 6.49; M¢ 14.26 o ToM, KaKk y4eHUKH nocuuranu Mucyca, uaymero no
BOJIE, npuspaxom (GOVTOGIQ); PAHHEXPUCTHAHCKUE aBTOPI HUKOIJA 3TOT CTUX HE MUTHPYIOT, O4EBHIHO,
4YTOOBI U30€XKaTh TPYIHBIX 00BACHeHHH. O MapKHOHHUTAX, YTBEPXKIABIIHX, YTO XPHCTOC UMEN JIHIIb MHU-
Mmyto 10Tk (quod phantasma carnis fuerit in Christo: Tert., Adv. Marc. V.20.3), cm.: Xocpoes 20216: 38—
39, npumeu. 12.
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MCCNEOOBAHUA

PCHHBIA B TOM, YTO OOKEeMUYECKUE BepOBaHI/IH2 npeacTasiasin s LlepkBu ceppe3Hyro
YIpo3y YK€ B HadaJlbHbIE TIEPUO/IbI €€ CYLIECTBOBAHUS, CKOPEE BCETO, UMEJ B BUJly CBUJIE-
TEJIhCTBA KAKUX-TO HOBO3aBETHBIX TEKCTOB. M AeicTBUTENbHO, B psle COUMHEHUN H3,
MpeXke BCEro B T€X, KOTOPbIE COCTABIISAIOT TaK Ha3bIBaeMblii MloaHHOB KOpHst, a UMEHHO

% O HOHATHY «TOKETH3M, 0603HAYAIONIEM «BEPY B TO, UTO 3eMHOI Mucyc GbIl He OTHHHBIM UeTOBe-
KOM, a 00)KECTBOM, NMPUHSBILINM JIMIIb Ha BPEMs BUJ YEJIOBEKa MPUMEPHO TAKUM Ke 00pa3oM, KaKuM rpe-
Yyeckre OOTM MOTJIM 00JICKaThCsl B UEIOBEUECKOE TeJo, YTOOBI y4acTBOBATh B JKM3HH Jitonei» (Marshall
2004: 188, mpumed. 3; cp.: Yamauchi 1982: 5: «beliefs in an apparent rather than a real incarnation of
Christ», cM. Takxke: Xocpoes 2019: 32, npumeu. 14); Kk NIpUBEJEHHBIM TaM ONPEAEIEHUSIM 3TOTO TOHSITUS
no6asio u apyrue: «the distinctive thesis [of Docetism] was that Christ’s manhood, and hence His suffer-
ings, were unreal, phantasmal» (Kelly 1980: 141); «Unter diesem Namen (t.e. nokern3m) kann man ver-
schiedene Versuche zusammenfassen, das Problem der Gottes unwiirdigen Menschwerdung und eines
skandaldsen Leidens des Sohnes Gottes auf dualistisch-spiritualistischer Basis zu 16sen» (Grillmeier 1990:
187); cp. cnoBa anHonuMHoro asropa (Myctuna? Adunaropa? Unmonura? cepeauna 11 B.? 111 B.?), Hanpas-
JICHHBIE IPOTHB TEX, KTO OTPHUIIAJT BOCKPECEHHE IUIOTH, M COJepIKallue, Mo CYTH Jesa, KpaTKoe onpeene-
Hue (1Mo KpaifHel Mepe, OHON W3 Pa3HOBHIHOCTEH) 3TOr0 PEIUTHO3HOTO MPECTaBICHUs: «A ecTh (cpeau
XPHCTHAH) U TaKue, KTO YTBEpKIaeT, uTo u caM Mucyc npuien (B 9TOT MHp) TOJBKO KaK IyX, HE B IUIOTH,
HMeIl )K€ OH TOIBKO MPH3PaK IUIOTH» (...MVELHATIKOV pOvov mopelvon, pnkétt év copki, eoaviocio 8¢
copkog mopeoynkévar: De res. 2; 0 mpobiaeMax aBTOpCTBa 3Toro counHeHus cM.: Whealey 2006). Y6ex-
JEHHOCTh B TOM, 4TO bOr He MOXET HMETh «HACTOSIIEro» (YEIOBEUECKOr0) Tela, IOCKOIBKY «TEIECHOE)
HE COBECPLICHHO ¥ HE COBMECTHMO C COBEPIICHHBIM «00KECTBEHHBIMY» (OTCIOJIA U HNPEACTABICHUE O «IPH-
3paYHOCTH WJIH. .. IUIOTH» XPHUCTA), Y)KE B HAYAIbHbIC IEPUOIbI XPUCTHAHCTBA MPUBEJIO K BOSHUKHOBEHHIO
Pa3INYHBIX B3MIANOB Ha mpobieMy. Tak, COrTTacCHO OJHOMY, IPOIOBEIHUKOM KoToporo 0bu1 Kepuud, He-
GecHblif XpUCTOC colIeN NP KPEIeHHH Ha NpaBeaHuKa Micyca B BHIe roiy0s, a P pacisaTHH OCTABHII
ero; Mucyc cTpanan u Bockpec, a Xpucroc, OyAaydu AyXOBHBIM, cTpajanuil He ucnbltain (ibid. 1.26.1). Co-
TJIACHO APYTO#l Pa3HOBUAHOCTH 3TOTO NpEJCTaBlIeHHs, KoTopyto MpuHeit npunucan Bacuminy, HeOecHbIH
XpucToc sBUIICS Ha 3eMITI0 Kak denoBek (in hominis forma), BcenuBircs B uenoBeka Mucyca, HO pacmsT
6bu1 He Uucyc, a Cumon u3 Kupensr (cp. Mk 15.21), koTopomy HebGecHbIit XprcToc npuiai ook Uucyca;
cam xe Xpuctoc, Oyaydn «becteraecHoi cumoi» (virtus incorporalis), CTOSUI B CTOPOHE W CMESUICS HaJ
myuntensmu (Iren., Adv. haer. 1.24.4; cp. y Caropuuna o Cracurtene, KOTOpbIH ObLT GOOUOTOV Kol
Aveideov, doxrioer 8¢ émmepnvévon Gvepwmov: Iren. ibid. 1.24.2 = Hippol., Ref. VII.28.5). CornacHo emie
OIHOMY B3IUIAIY, KOTOPOTO MPHUIEPKUBAIICH BaJCHTHHHAHE, HE UMEIOIHI IIIOTH U OECCTPACcTHEIN (sine
carne et impassibilem) ropruii (de superioribus) Xpucroc, nocranssii Beicium Otnom, comen Ha Uncy-
ca, chiHa Hu3urero 6ora, Jlemuypra (ibid. III.11.1; HE y 0JJHOTO M3 3THX €PETHKOB, CETOBAJ JIAJIee EPECHO-
JIOT, HUT/IE HE TOBOPWIIOCH O TOM, 4TO «Ci10BO boea crano mioteion: Mu 1.14); «mipupona tena» (substantia
corporis) Xpucra Oblla He Kak y Hac, HO OH UMeJl «TeJIo JyXOBHOe» (spirituale corpus), mosy4eHHOE ¢ He-
6a; «oH mpoen yepe3 ey Mapuio, kak Boza depe3 TpyOy, HUYEro OT 3Toro He momydas...» (Ps.Tert.,
Adv. omn. haer. 4) 1 T.1. BIUIOTh O TaKUX NPEJCTaBICHUH, TOPOXKACHHBIX YK€ COBEPLICHHO BYJIbrapHON
" «IUKOi» (aHTasmel, kak pacckaz marepu Uucyca: xorma Mucyc Obi1 erie peOCHKOM M TIOMOTal OTILY
B BHHOTpAJHHKE, K HUM B JIOM sBUIICS ¢ Heba JlyX, Bo BceM moxoxuit Ha Mucyca, ¢ Bonpocom: «I'me moit
Opat?»; Mapusi, penius, 9To 3TO MpU3paK (PAVIAGHO), TPHUIIEIININA UCKYIIaTh ee, CXBaThiaa (Sic) ero u
mpuBsi3ana (sic) kK kpoaryu; koraa Mucyc BepHyscs 10oMoit, oH U JlyX mouenoBaiu APYr Apyra U CTalu
eounvim yenvim (P OYA NOYWT, T.e. HeOecHsIi [lyx Bomen B 3emMHoro Mucyca) (Pist. Soph. 1.61.11). Cytb
BCEX ITHX Ha MEPBBII B3IV OTIMYAIOIIMXCS APYT OT Apyra B3rJSJ0B Tak KpaTko chopmynuposan Tep-
tyummae (Carn. Christ. 1.1), Bo3paxast TeM, KTO OTpHIAT BOCKPECEHHE IUIOTH: OHM YTBEPXKIAIOT, YTO
«IIOTH XPHCTa WM HE CYIIECTBOBAIA BOBCE, MM ObLIa KAaKOil yroJHO, TOJIBKO He denoBedcckoil (aliam
praeter humanam)». O6 3THX pa3HOBUIHOCTSAX JAOKETHYECKHUX IPEACTaBICHUI cM. Takxke: Weigandt 1961:
4 ci.; Slusser 1981; Strecker 1996: 69 ci.; Kinlaw 2005: 74 ci1.; Ehrman 2006: 238-239; Streett 2011: 38 ci1.

* [To MOBOTY POACTBA COYMHEHHIT KOpITyca Mex Iy coboii cM.: «The Johannine Letters and the Gospel of
John are so closely related, both in their language and the scope of their ideas, that earlier scholarship has
been able to speak of a ,,Johannine circle*» (Strecker 1996: XXXV; kypcus moit. — A.X.); TeMa «HOAaHHOBA
KOpIIyca» HeucuepraeMa U He MOXKeT ObITbh, JAake BKpaTIie, 00bICHEHA B CICAYIOLIUX HIKE IPUMEYaHUsIX,
KOTOpbIE (C MAaKCUMAaJIbHO BO3MOXKHBIM YKa3aHHEM Ha COBPEMEHHYIO JINTEPATypy BOIpoca) MpeaHa3Haue-
HBI JIMLIb JUIS TOTO, YTOOBI c/ieNaTh 0oJiee OHATHBIM MOSBICHHE B 9TOM KOPITYCE QOKemuyecKux mpecTaB-



MCCNEQOBAHUA

B nocmanusax Moanna (/I-2Mn)* u B uerBeproM eBanremun (Mu)’, T.e. B COUMHCHHSAX, Bbi-

neHui. OCTaBISIO B CTOPOHE PACCMOTPCHHE €IIE OJHOTO COYMHEHHUS, ()OPMabHO IIPHHAICHKAIIETO STOMY
KopItycy, a MMeHHO OmKp, aBTOp KOTOpPOro He pa3 HasbiBaeT cedst Moannom (1.1, 5, 9; 22.8); o Tom, uTo
9TOT Ml0aHH He MMeeT HUKAKOTo OTHOLIEHUS K aBTOpPY (aBTOpaM; cp. CieA. NPUMeU.) OCTalbHBIX COYMHE-
HUI KopIyca, cM. yxe HaOmoaeHus [Iuonncus Anekcanapuiickoro (cepeauna 1l B.) ¢ moapoGHbIM pa3bo-
pom paznuuuii Mexay Mu u Omkp: IpHBEIs CIOBa CBOMX AQHOHHMHBIX MPEAIICCTBCHHUKOB O TOM, YTO
aBTOp OmKp HE TOJNBKO He ObLT anocToyioM (B ero amoctoinbeTBe Obul yBepeH Mycrun: Dial. 81.4), Ho n
BooOie He nmpuHamiexan Lepksu (Eus., H.E. VII.25.2), u 3ametus, 4ro y amn. MoanHa ObLIIO MHOTO TE30K
(PmonUmouj: ibid. 14), JMOHHCHII MPUXOANT K 3aKITIOYEHMIO, YTO MBI UMEEM €0 C ABYMS PasHBIMH
aBTopamu (ibid. V1.25.17). C Hum coryacHa u 0oJbliiasi 4acTh COBPEMEHHBIX HUCCIIe0BaTeNeH (CM., HAMIPH-
mep: «Revelation is so fundamentally different (ot 4/ u /-3Hn) that common authorship seems a matter
scarcely worthy of discussion»: Smith 1995: 60; cp.: Wilckens 2000: 17; Bocher 1980); cp.: Keener 2003:
139 (mocie TIIATEIBHOTO COIIOCTABICHUS CXOJCTB M pasnuuuit Mexxy Omxp u Un): «We regard as prob-
able that John and Revelation stem from the same community and at least traditions from a prominent
John». B Omxp, HamicanHoM rie-to B 3amagHoil Manoil A3un (BIIOJHE BO3MOXHO, B Ddece) IpUMEpHO
B TO k€ BpeMsl (B KOHILIE NpaBiieHust JloMunnana, T.e. ok. 95 r., no cBuaerenscTy Iren., Adv. haer. V.30.3;
0 Ipyrux aaTupoBkax (Oonee paHHux: 68—70 rr. mim nozaaux: 96—135 rr.) cm.: Koester 2014: 71 ci.), uto
M OCTaJbHBIC COYMHEHHMS KOpITyca (CM. Clell. MPUMEY.), Mbl HEe BUAUM HHKAaKOTO HaMeKa Ha TO, YTO aBTOP
MMeJl KaKOe-TO HaMEPeHUE OINPOBEpraTh JOKETHYECKHE B3IJISbI CBOMX OIIOHEHTOB. B mepBbIX Tpex ria-
Bax Omkp HAJIMIO TNOJIEMUKA C PA3IMYHBIMU JDKEYYEHUSIMHU, CPEAN KOTOPBIX MOSBIISIOTCS M HUKOJIAUTHI
(Omkp 2.6, 15), HO MOCKOIBKY COJEpKAHHE HX «EPEeCcCH» 37eCh HE PACKpPBIBACTCS, Y HAC HET CePhEe3HBIX
OCHOBaHHH JIOMYCKaTh, YTO 3TH HUKOJAWUTHI OBLTH, KaK yTBep:kaaiu Oonee mo3anue aBTopsl (Iren., Adv.
haer. 111.11.1), nokeTamu, OTIENISBIINMHI HEIPUYACTHOTO CTPAlAHUIO «XpHCcTa ¢ Hebecy oT 3emHoro Mucy-
ca (Xocpoes 2016: 174—177). IlogpobHo 06 ocobeHHOCTIX OmKp W O €ro OTHOIICHUH K APYTHM COYHMHE-
HUAM Kopmyca oM. (Charles 1920; Lohmeyer 1926; Koester 2014). BcmoMHUM Takske, 9TO HEKOTOpHIC
JpeBHHe aBTOpHI (0 HUX cM.: Eus, A.E. 111.28.2) Obiin yBepens! B ToM, 4to Omkp Obul0 HanmucaHo Kepun-
¢dom, ckpbiBIIMMCs 32 iMeHeM Moanna (Xocpoes 2016: 178-182).

* B KkopItyc BXOIST TpH mocianus, Ho 3Mnu (kacaromeecs KoH(IMKTa aBTopa ¢ HekuM JlpoTpedoM mo
MOBO/Iy MEPBEHCTBYIOIIEro MecTa B oOmmHe: 9—10) OCTaBisiI0 B CTOPOHE, TaK Kak, B oTiauuue ot /—2UH,
OHO HE COJEPXKUT HUKAKOTO HaMeKa Ha MOJEMHUKY C JOKETHYECKHMMH BepoBaHUSAMH. O TOM, YTO ONIIOHEH-
TaMH, OPOTHB KOTOPBIX HampaBlieHbl /—2/n, ObUIM COBpEMEHHbIE aBTOpY (aBTOpaM) XpuctuaHe, «who
<...> are guilty of serious error, an inadequate christology», ucrnosegosasuue «a form of that heresy that
denies the humanity of Jesus» (T.e. Kakyr-TO pa3HOBHUAHOCTH JOKeTH3Ma), cM. (Smith 1995: 58); «Beide
Briefe legen an manchen Stellen, daf sie ein doketische Christologie bekdmpfen» (Weigandt 1961: 103).
Io-pexxHeMy OTKPBITBIM OCTAaeTCsl LeJBIH PS BOIPOCOB: OBbUIM JIM TOCHaHus U Mn (cM. cliell. npuMey.)
HalMCaHbl OJHUM aBTOpoM (cM., Hampumep: Howard 1947: 24: «...the substantial unity of authorship»;
Robinson 1961: 56: «...the Gospel and the three Epistles all come from the same pen and are addressed to
the same community, though in a different situation») wnu pasusimu (Wengst 1990: 230: «1Joh <...> hat
einen anderen Verfasser als das JohEv, der spdter geschrieben hat als der Evangelist»)? Obun i Bce 1mo-
CIIaHMS HAIUCAaHBI OJHUM aBTOPOM MIIM Pa3HBIMH? YTO BO3HUKIO paHbIIE, /1 WU NMOCIHAHUA (B IIONB3Y
MepBEHCTBA Mocaanuit cM., HanpuMep: Schnelle 2010)? B kakoM mopsiike BOSHUKaIU camu mocianust (1, 2,
3;3,2,1; 1, 3, 2; monpodHee: Brown 1982: 14 cn.; Strecker 1986: 43, npumeu. 3; cp. 2Uu, 3Un, 11n, Un:
Schnelle 2005: 484)? OxoHuaTenbHBIE OTBETHI €Ba JH BO3MOXHBI, HO IPEBHSSI TPAAULHUS SIUHOMYIIHO
CBSI3bIBAeT aBTOpa /1, XOTS Y HUTZE HE HA3bIBAIOLIETro ce0sl 10 HMEHH, C aBTOPOM YETBEPTOrO €BaHIEIIUs
(cp. yBepeHHOCTH JIMOHUCHS AJIeKCAaHAPUHCKOTO B TOM, uTo Mn u [Mn namucansl an. Moannom: Eus.,
H.E. VI1.25.7, 18; Taxxe: Iren., Adv. haer. 111.16.5; Clem., Strom. 11.66.4); He Bce COBpeMEHHBIE UCCIEI0-
BaTeJ M B 3TOM yBepeHs! (cp., Hampumep: Dodd 1946: LVI: «The simplest hypothesis, however, seems to be
that author of the Epistle was a disciple of the Evangelist (e amocrona) and a student of his work»), HO
B JII000M ciyuae OecCriopHO OOHO: U Mu, u [-3Mn npuHaanexaT OQHON U TOM ke OOTOCIOBCKOM IIKONe
(mepevens obOmmx 6orociaoBekux uaen cM.: Schnelle 2005: 479 ci.; 6onee perntensao Menken 2018: 132:
«John’s Gospel and the Johannine Epistles are so close in vocabulary, style and theology that they must
come from the same group or school, if not from the same author...») 1 BO3HHKIM IPUMEPHO B OJHO U TO
ske Bpemst (uHTepBan 90—110 rr.) U omHOM U TOM ke apeane. /Mwu, 0OpalieHHOE HEW3BECTHBIM aBTOPOM
K OOIIMHE CBOUX €IMHOBEPIIEB, B KOTOPOH MOSBUIIOCH Pa3HOMBICIIHE, OBUIO COCTaBICHO, OYEBHUIHO, HE pa-
Hee pyOexa I-1I BB. B 3anagunoit Manoit Asuu, rjae-To B pailoHe D¢eca, XOTsI HEKOTOPbIE BBICKA3bIBAIICh
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u B noib3y Cupun; 0630p: Brown 1982: 100-103; Schnackenburg 1984: 40—41; cm. Takke: Klauck 1991:
49: «Unsere Antwort auf die Frage nach Ort und Zeit lautet: Ephesus, um 100/110»; cp.: Wengst 1990: 29—
30; Kiimmel 1970: 312; Dodd 1946: LXVIII-LXIX: «a post-Domitianic date <...> between A.D. 96 and
110»; Smalley 1984: XXXII: «the Johannine letters may be dated to the last decade of the first century»
B Ddece; Brooke 1912: LVIII: «...the date of Johannine Epistles cannot reasonably be placed later than the
first decade of the second century»; Schnelle 2005: 488: «wahrscheinlich wurde der 2Joh (camoe panHee
B KOpITyce, 1o yoexxaenuto aropa) um 90 n. Chr. abgefality (kypcus aBropa. — 4.X.).

* 310, 110 cBUAETENBCTBY KiiMenTa Anekcarpuiickoro (cM. Eus., H.E. VI.14.7; cp. 111.24.7 ci.), «ay-
XOBHOE €BaHreJINe» (TVEVHLOTIKOV EVOYYEALOV), BOSHHUKIIIEE B HBIHEIITHEM CBOEM BH/IE, 110 BCEH BHIMMOCTH,
ropasfio MO3/[Hee CHHONTHYECKHUX, MO-TIPEKHEMY OCTAeTCs OJHUM M3 CaMbIX 3araJOYHBIX COUYMHEHHU H3.
Vreepxaenue Upunes (Adv. haer. 111.1.1) o Tom, 4TO ero aBTop OBUI OAHHM M3 JBEHAILATH ANlOCTOJIOB,
moOuMbIM yueHHKoM Mucyca MoaHHOM, «BO3/€XaBIIMM Ha rpyau» yuurens (Mn 13.23; 21.20) u 3areM,
HE3a/10JIro 710 CBOeH CMepTH, HanucaBmuM HMu (Kak, BpodeM, 1 Omkp; cM. ipumed. 3), Ternepb Majio KTo
MpUHUMAaET Beephe3 («...ist historisch unhaltbary»: Schulz 1987: 2; cp., ognako: Morris 1971: 2 cn. B mosnb3y
TOTO, YTO aBTOpOM ObUT UMeHHO MoaHH, chIH 3eBeziceB). MHOTOYMCICHHbBIE IPOTHBOPEYHS K HECOTTIacOBa-
HUSL MEXLy c000if (axxe COCeNCTBYIONINX) YacTeH MOBECTBOBAHNUS (IIOAPOOHBII epeueHb TaKUX «TPyOBIX
mBoB»: Brown 1966: XXIV-XXV) npuoxunu uccienoBateneil K JUaMeTPaIbHO MPOTHBOMOIOKHBIM
o0bscHeHusIM. COrsiacHO OHUM, aBTOp MH ObUT yXKe TIIyOOKHM CTApUKOM M Opajcs 3a Mmepo JIUIIb BPeMs
OT BpEMEHH, He TIOMHS O TOM, YTO OH HAlKCal B IPEIbIIyIIeH JacTH; COTNIACHO IPYTUM, OH IIPECIIeIOBall
49HUCTO OOTOCIOBCKHE 3aJa4d M COBCEM HE 3a0OTHICS 00 MCTOPHYECKHX NETAlIIX; COINIACHO TPETHUM, OH
IIOJIB30BAJICA Pa3jIMYHbIMH (yCTHbIMI/I u Hl/ICbMeHHbIMl/I), TCIIEPb HEAOCTYIIHBIMHU HCTOYHUKAMH; COIIaCHO
elle OJHUM, COUHHEHHE ObIIO U3JJaHO MOCTIe CMEPTU aBTOPa, KOTa MOPAI0K IEPBOHAYAIBHOTO TEKCTa OBLI
CIy4alfHO HapyIleH (HaIpHuMep, aBTOp IHCall Ha HENepEIUIeTEHHBIX JIHMCTaX Malupyca), a JOLICAIHH 0
HAC OTPENaKTHPOBAHHBINA TEKCT COACPXKHT MHOXECTBO (TEIeph MHOIJA HEPacHO3HABAEMbIX) IJIOCC U JO-
TMIOJIHEHUI; OBUIM M TaKUe, KTO CUUTAN, YTO //H B TOM BHJE, KaK Mbl €0 Celdyac UMeeM, SBIISETCS Pe3yJibTa-
TOM JIBYX, WM Ja)K€ HECKOJBKHUX, «HCIPABICHHBIX» W3JaHUH, MU TaKUe, KTO AOKa3bIBaJl, YTO OPUTHHAI
Hn OB HaIMCaH Ha apaMeiCKOM, WIIM Te, KTO BUJIEN B COYMHCHHU OECCIOPHOE 'HOCTHYECKOE BIUSHHE,
TaKXkKe M BOIIPOC O TOM, 3HAJT JIM aBTOP CHHONTHUYCCKHE €BAHIEIMS, HE MOIYYUI OKOHYATEIBHOIO OTBETA
(0030p paznMyHBIX pelieHui npobdiaeMsl aBTopcTBa cM.: Parker 1956; Brown 1966: XXVI cn.; Haenchen
1984: 20 cn.; mo nmoBoay MO3IHEHIINX J0OaBIeHHI U U3MEeHeHHH B Tekcte M cp. yxe: Wellhausen 1907).
Onuum cnoBoM, «the questions touch every side of literary and historical criticism — date and place,
authorship, sources, original language, relation to the other Gospels, and so on» (Manson 1962: 105); ne-
TaJIbHBII aHAJIU3 BCEX JTHX MpoOJieM ¢ McuepnbiBarouiell A Toro BpeMenu nuteparypoil (Kysar 1985).
Tak wnu MHAYE, HO «pa3BuTOE» (IO CPAaBHEHHUIO C CHHONTHKAaMH) OorocmoBue Mu (cp.: «in St. John’s Gos-
pel the work of theological reflection and interpretation has been carried to a greater depth than in the Syn-
optics, or indeed in any other New Testament writing»: Pollard 1970: 4) npuBouI0 HEKOTOPBIX K BeCbMa
TMO3/IHUM JIaTUPOBKAM COYMHEHHMs (BIUIOTHb 10 2-if monoBuHbI I B.), XOTs ObUIM M Takue, KTO Mpeaiarai
natupoBath esanrenue 70 . u gaxe panee (063op cm.: Moffatt 1921: 580-582, a mis Gonee mo3gHMX
pab6ot: Porter 2016: 15 cn.). OgHako, eciy c4uTaTh, 4T0 B H3 GOrocioBuu eBa Jii BO3MOXKHO MOCTYJIHPO-
BaTh KaKoe-IMOO MOCTyHaTelabHOE JBMXKEHUE (OT IPOCTOro K cioxkHoMy; cp.. Xocpoes 2020: 38, mpu-
Med. §), TO MbI BIIPaBe JIOMYCTHTh, YTO «Pa3BUTOE OOrOCIOBHE» CaMoO IO cebe HE MOXKET CIIYXUTb HaJIexK-
HBIM KpHUTEpHEM I Ho31HeH AaTupoBkd. Cornamasck ¢ TeMH, KTO CUUTAaeT, 4To MH OBIIO pe3ysbTaToM
nounroro passutus (cp.: «the literary history behind the Fourth Gospel reflects to a large degree the history
of a single community which maintained over a period of some duration its particular and rather peculiar
identity»: Martyn 2003: 145) u Tpaguius, UMeBILIas XOXXICHHE BHYTPH OOIIMHBI, OCO3HABABIIEH CBOE €IIMH-
CTBO, o0oramanach HOBBIMH IIPEICTaBICHUAMHU (TEKCT //H MMeT HECKONBKO PeJaKIui mpexie, YeM Iomy-
YHMJI CBOW HBIHEIIHMIT BHI; CPEeIM MHOXKECTBA Pa3IMYHBIX Teopuil (ux 0030p: Kysar 2005: 65 ci.) cMm., Ha-
npumep: Brown 1966: XXXIV-XXXVI o ToM, 4TO TEKCT HpoILeN Mo KpaitHeil Mepe MATh cTafuil pa3Bu-
THS; Cp. CIIe[. NPHMEY.), PUICPKUBAIOCH, BCIEI 3a OONBIIMHCTBOM, TAaK HA3bIBAGMOH «cpenHEeH» HaThl
Bo3HUKHOBeHHS, T.e. 90—100 rr. (cknonssicy k £100 r.; cp.: Kiimmel 1970: 175: «last decade of the first
century»; Manson 1962: 122: «at the end of the first century or in the early decades of the second»; Viel-
hauer 1975: 460: «die Wende vom 1. zum 2. Jh.»; Schnelle 2005: 521: «zwischen 100 und 110 n. Chr.»;
Lindars 1986: 42: «about A.D. 85-95»; Keener 2003: 140: «in the mid-nineties»), cuuras, 4TO aBTOp, OIH-
paBIIMiics HA PEBHIOO MAJECTHHCKYIO TPaJHIHIO, HO T10-CBOEMY €€ TIepeOoCMbICIMBABIIHM, IPHHAIEKAN
KO BTOPOMY HJIH, CKOpee, TPETbeMy IIOKOJIEHHIO XPUCTHAH, T.€. IOKOJEHUIO TeX, KTo camoro Mucyca He
BUJIET U HE ciblmal. Ilo moBogy MecTa BO3HUKHOBCHHS /H TAakKe HET CIWHOMYIINS: BBICKA3BIBAINCH B
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IIEINX U3 HEIP OHOM OOIIMHBI XPUCTHAH (MM HECKOIBKUX GIH3KOPOICTBEHHBIX)®, MbI
HaxoauM (B /—2Hwu nipsmMele, B M1 omocpeioBaHHBIE) CBUIETENLCTBA TOTO, YTO K pyOeKy
I u II BB. npeacraBieHUe 0 «KMHUMOM BOILIOLIEHUW» XpHUCTa («}j[OKeTI/I3M)>)7 U CONPSIKEH-
HAsl C HUM BEPa B €ro0 IPEICYIIECTBOBAHMIEY, T.. BEPA B €T0 GOJICECMEEHHOCTIb', yiKe Obl-

monb3y U Anekcanapun, 1 Autuoxuu, u Ddeca, u [lanectunsl, HO HanbosIee MPABAONOIO0OHBIM MIPE/CTaB-
JSIeTCsL B3I, COTJIACHO KOTOPOMY Tpaauius, Bo3Hukmas B [lanectune Bckope mocie cmeptu Hucyca,
TepexoYeBaga B CIEAyIOIMEeM OKOJICHNN B AHTHOXHIO, a 3aTeM U B Ddec, rue u Mu, u [-3Mn nomyaninm
CBOW OKOHYATENBHBIA BUA; cM.: Manson 1962: 121-122; cp.: Schnackenburg 1968: 152; Beasley-Murray
1987: LXXIX cn., cp.: Vielhauer 1975: 460: «Entstehung in Syrien, Redaktion in Kleinasien»; Kiimmel
1970: 175: «supposition that John originated somewhere in Syria is probably the best conjecture».

6 [Ipeanonoxenue o TOM, 4TO OOIIKHA, K KOTOPOH MpHHAAIeKaIn aBTOpbl M1 u [—3HH, npomnuia B CBO-
€M pPa3BUTHH HECKOJIBKO CTA[IHil: OT NMEPBOHAYAIBHO MYACHCKOH (BHYTPH CHHArOIM) MECCHAHCKOW CEKTBI
(crypto-Christians), Bo I1aBe KOTOPOI CTOSIT «IFOOMMEI yueHuk Mucycay (Mu 13.23), k H3THaHUIO Yepe3
KaKOe-TO BpeMsl ee NPUBEPIKEHIIEB U3 CUHATOTH 33 «BBICOKYI0» XPHCTOJIOTHUIO (T.€. XPHUCTOJIOTHIO, KOTOpast
Jieiana akIeHT Ha 00XeCTBeHHOCTH XpHcTa, cM.: Brown 1982: 52-53), koTopyto OHM HCIIOBEIOBAIH (KaK
peaxiys Ha 3T0 H3rHaHue oK. 90 T. 6bLI0 HanmcaHo /), U K IOCIEeAYIOIEeMY, OCHe pa3pblBa C CHHATOT O,
BO3HHKHOBEHHUIO PA3HOIVIACHH M3-3a Pa3IMYHBIX TOJKOBAHMH TPaJMIMH, NPUBEIIIMX K TOMY, YTO YacTh
BEPYIOIUX MOKUHYJa 00muHY (/—3/1 BO3HUKIM KaK OTBET Ha 9TOT packon), u T.4. (R.E. Brown, J.L. Mar-
tyn), HaIlJIO HEMAJIO CTOPOHHUKOB; CKAaTOE U3JIOKCHHUE THIIOTE36I O «CTANHAIBHOMY» PA3BUTHH «HOAHHOBOH
obmuuby cm.: Streett 2011: 13—15, rae aBrop (¢ mpuBIeYEHHEM OOLIMPHON JTUTEpATyphbl BOTIPOCA) MOA-
YepKUBaeT cI1ab0CTh 9TOH (XOTS U YAOOHOM, HO He 00ECIeYeHHOH TOKYMEHTAIBHBIMY MTOATBEPKACHHSIMN)
pexoHcTpyKImy coObITui (Ibid.: 16 ci1.). Pe3xue Bo3pakeHHs POTHB IOJOOHBIX IIOCTPOCHUH cM.: Johnson
1996: 100 (o moBoxay Teopuu Paiimonoa bpayna): «his entire reconstruction of Johannine ,history* rests
upon no more solid basis than a series subjective judgements and suspect methodological presuppositions.
<...> such exercises should be recognized as flights of fancy rather than sober historiography» (xypcus
Moit. — A.X\); TONEMHUKY C OCHOBHBIM Te3ucoM Jlviouca Mapmuna 0 TOM, YTO «MOAHHOBBI XPHUCTHAHEY
OBUIM M3THAHBI M3 CHHATOTH IIOCIIE TOTO, Kak bupkar xa-MuHUM («bBarocioBeHnue epeTukoBy, 12-s yacTh
AmMubl, BO3HUKIIAS, BHAUMO, OK. 90 I.) cTaay NMpOM3HOCHTh HAa CHHAroranbHOM OorociyxkeHun (Ashton
2007: 31 cm.).

7O Tom, uTO «IOKETHYECKHE MPEICTABNCHHs» C CAMOT0 HAauala COMYTCTBOBAIN 3apOyIatolIeiics XpH-
CTOJIOTHH, CM. clpaBemnuBoe yrBepxkaeHue: «The earliest christological heresy of which we have any
evidence was Docetism, which so emphasized the divinity of Jesus that it reduced his humanity to mere
appearance or fantasy» (Pollard 1970: 19; xypcuB moit. — A4.X.); npaBna, Bmecto christological heresy
yMecTHee ObLIO OBl TOBOPHUTH O «XPHCTOJIOTHYECKOM pasHOMBICTHM» (cp.: «verschiedene Versuche» y I pune-
Matlepa B TIpUMeEY. 2; TaM jXe aBTOp CIPaBEMJIMBO IMoJuepkuBaet, uto «der Name Sdokntod ist nicht als
eigentliche Sektenbezeichnung zu betrachten»), HMOCKOIbKY NOHATHE «epech» INPeroiaraeT Kakoe-To
copmupoBaBIIeecs ydeHHE, KaKyl0-TO CUCTEMY MBICIIH, a IPUMEHUTEIBHO K TOMY SIBIICHHIO, KOTOPOE MBI
Ha3bIBaeM OOKemu3MOM, MOKHO TOBOPHUTH TOJBKO 00 ONpE/IeICHHOM Habope CXOXKMX XapaKTepPHCTHK (cp.
npumed. 2 u 16). Tak, HanpuMep, Bepa B MHUMOE BOIUIOLICHHE U, KaK pe3ysbTaT, B TO, YTO NMPH KPECTHOH
CMepTH IOCTpajiala JIMIIb INI0TCKast obonouka Mucyca, comennmmii ske Ha Hero HeOecHbIH XPHCTOC He OBLI
MOJIBEPIKEH CTPAAAHHUIO, TIOSBISETCS B HAYAIbHOM XPUCTHAHCTBE B Pa3JIMYHBIX BAPUAHTAX U C PA3TMYHBIMU
nonpodHocTamu. VpuHeil cBunerenbcTByeT: «OQHE roBOpAT, 4To Mucyc ObUT BMeCTHIHMIIEM (receptacu-
lum = éxdoyelov) Xpucra, B KOTOpoe XPHCTOC COIIENT CBHIIIE B BUE roxyos (cp. mpumed. 2 o Kepunde) u,
noka3zas 6e3pIMsiHHOTO OTIIa, HEMOCTHKUMO U HEBUIAMMO (CHOBa) mozHsuIcs B [Inepomy — Benb He ObLT OH
CXBa4eH HE TOJBKO JIOABMH, HO M BJIACTSIMH U CHJIaMH, KOTOpbIe Ha Hebe. <...> J[pyrue e yTBep)KIaloT,
YTO OH MOCTpajan mHumo (putative = S0K7jo€l), OCKONIBKY 1O (CBOEil 00XeCTBEHHOI) mpupoje ObLT HEe
moBepkeH cTpananuion (Adv. haer. 111.16.1); KiuMeHT rOBOPHT O «HEKOTOPBIX», KOTOPBIE YUWIIH, YTO
Criacutenb «IMIIb MHAMO SBHJICS (SOKTio€L <...> Te@ovep®obart), OBLT XKe OH COBEPLICHHO HE HOJBEP)KCH
(renecHbiM) ctpactam» (Strom. VI.71.1); um Bropur TepTyiuinaH, HONEMU3HPYs C BaleHTHHHAHAMHU:
«...OHH He NpPU3HAIOT <...>, 4TO y XpHcTa ObUIa 3eMHAas M YeJIOBEeYeCKas CYIIHOCTb <...>; OJXHOTO OHHU
nenarot XpucroMm, apyroro MucycoM; oauH (T.e. XpUCTOC) yCKOJIb3aeT OT TOJNIEL, Apyroro (T.e. Mucyca)
xBataloT...» (Carn. Christ. 15.3) ¥ T.1. 3aMeTUM, YTO TEPMHUHBI (£V)COUATMOLG W (€V)OEPKMOLS, CTABIIHE
BO I B. pacxoxumu y 1IepKOBHBIX XPUCTHAH ISl 0003HAYCHHS «BOILUIOIICHHS», B H3 ellle OTCYTCTBYIOT.

¥ MompoGree cm. (Xocpoes 2021a: 24, npumen. 1). [loHATHE «IIPEICYIIECTBOBAHUE», T.€. CYIIECTBOBA-
HHE JI0 BCAKOTO TBOPEHUS (CYIIECTBOBAHHE BHE BPEMEHH U IPOCTPAHCTBA), IPEATIONAraeT Bepy B Ooocecni-
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JIM COCTaBHBIMHU DJIEMEHTAMU TOH XPpUCTOJIOTHUH, KOTOPYIO HMCIIOBEIOBAJIa KaKasg-TO 4acCTb
XPUCTHAHCKOTO MUpA.
Tak, aBrop //H, obpalasce K CBOCH macTBe, NPEAOCTeperacT ee OT 3a0IyXKIeHHs, KO-
TOPOE CTAIM PACIPOCTPAHATH HEKOTOPHIE OTKOJNOBIINECS OT €r0 OOIIHHBL ;
«...BCSKHH JTyX, KOTOPBIHA Npu3HaeT, 4to Mucyc Xpucroc npurien ¢ niomu
ra, a BCAKUH IyX, He ucnoseayomui Mucyca, — He ot Borax'.

10, — ot bo-

8eHHYI0 NpUpody NPENCYLIeCTBYIOIIEro, T.e. XPHUCTa, HO BCE pa300paHHbIE B MPEABLAYIINX YaCTIX CTAThU
H3 naccaxu u3beraioT npsiMo HasbiBaTh Xpucra «dorom» (cM.: XocpoeB 2020: 43—44, npumeu. 24);
K CKa3aHHOMY TaM MOTy JN0o0aBUTh cioBa [l/geiiyepa 0 TOM, 4TO B IIepBOHAYANBHOM XpHcTHAaHCTBE ([1aBen
W CHHONITHKH) «Jesus ist <...> kein Gott, sondern nur ein himmlisches Wesen, das mit Mission des Herauf-
fithrens der neuen Welt betraut ist. Gott ward er erst in der griechischen und gnostischen Theologie. Fiir
Paulus ist er ,,Sohn Gottes” im naiven, alttestamentlichen und apokalyptischen Sinne» (Schweitzer 1911:
152; xypcuB Moit. — A.X); cp. takke: Bultmann 1951: 129 («n describing Christ as ,,God* the New
Testament still exercises great restraint...», KypcuB aBTopa); 0030p Bcex H3 maccaxeid, KOTOpble MOIIIU ObI
OBITh MCTONIKOBAaHBI (M TOJKOBAIICH) KaK HMCHOJIbB3yromue nousatie «bor» mpumenutensHo k Wucycy, oM.
Wainwright 1957; Taylor 1962; Brown 1965; Mastin 1975; Reim 1984 («The only two NT writings where
Jesus is presented as God are the Letter to the Hebrews (1.8f.) and the Fourth Gospel (1.1.18, 20, 28)»: 159);
Harris 1992; cp.: Xocpoes 2014: 14, npumeu. 49; o «mpexncymecTBoBanun» B H3 Boobme cm.: Hamerton-
Kelly 1973, Ho cp.: «...no Synoptic Gospel proposes the incarnation of a being who came down from God,
i.e. a preexistent Son of God. Paul is often thought to have had a preexistence christology, although it is not
certainy (Brown 1982: 74; cp.: Xocpoes 2019: 35 ci.; 2020: 35 ci1.); 0 «IpeACyIEeCTBOBaHUI» B M (Hampu-
Mmep, 8.58 u 17.5) cm.: Kunath 2016; o xpucronoruu Hx Boo6iie cMm.: Pollard 1970; Anderson 1996.

? DTH OTCTYNHUKH NePBOHAYATEHO GBUIH WICHAMH OJXHOH C aBTOPOM OBIIMHEL, HO 3aTEM OT HEE OTIAIIH:
«OHH BBILLIN U3 Hac, HO He ObuUH Hawu...» (/M1 2.19); oHn — «oT Mupay (€K T00 KOGHOV), B IPOTHBOIIO-
JIO)KHOCTh €THHOMBIIIICHHUKAM aBTOpa, KOTOopbie «oT boray (éx 100 Beod: ibid. 4.4-5; cp.: «He OT Mupay:
Hn 17.14-16). Cauratb, 4TO MOHATHE KOOWOG MOAPA3YMEBACT MPEXKIE BCETO «I3BIYECKHN MUP», H BUICTH
B 3THX ONIIOHEHTAaX «THOCTHKOBY (Gnostics), B y4eHHH KOTOPHIX «the pagan element is their real basis, and
the Christian element a comparatively ineffective appendage» (Dodd 1946: 98, 148; cp.: Kiimmel 1970:
310: «a Gnostic enthusiastic movement, which advocated a Docetic Christology»; Wengst 1988: 3760:
«christliche Gnostiker»), HeT OCHOBaHHUi XOTs ObI YK€ IIOTOMY, YTO JOKETHYECKYIO XPHCTOJIOTUIO HCIIOBE-
JIOBAJIM JTAJIEKO HE TOJNBKO THOCTUKH; cM.: Vorster 1975: 90: «Hemnb3st yTBepkaath, uto the author combatted
a gnostic docetic christology. The most one can say with certainty is that he combatted a docetic christol-
ogy» (kypcus aBTOpa. — A.X.); Brox 1984: 313: «Nichtgnostische doketistische Christologien waren im
frithen 2. Jahrhundert allem Anschein nach keine Raritity; cp. taxkxe: Xocpoer 2016: 38, npumed. 107;
Painter 1986; Streett 2011: 35, rae aBTOp, MOIBO/IS UTOT CBOUM HAOJIOJICHUSIM, YTBEPXKIAET «it is no longer
viable to speak of the opponents of 1 John as ,,Gnostics* or ,,proto-Gnostics*»; cM. mpumed. 16.

1% Coueranne oj0roYel ooV XpLotdv €V oapki EANAVBOTO. MOKHO MOHHMATH [O-PA3HOMY: 3TO HIIH
1) Besikui, kTo «rpusHaer Mucyca Xpucmom, NPUIISAUIAM B IUIOTH», CYUTAS NPU ITOM, YTO Peyb HAET
0 JBOWHOM aKKy3aTHBE («IIPU3HABAaTh KOT'O-TO KEM-TO»), Kak B Mn 9.22: édv Tig adtov Opoloynon
XpLoTtoVv..., «ecau KTO MpU3HAET ero XpuctoM...» (cp. Pumn 10.9: «mpusnaBate WUucyca [ocriomom»);
B 3TOM CJIy4ae aKLEeHT JICKUT Ha BTOPOM aKKy3aTHBE B 3HaYCHNH «(pU3HaBaTh) XpHUCTOM, T.c. Meccueii»
(otcyTcTBHe apTuKIS Tepex Xplotdv sBIsIeTCss A0cTatouHO 00braHBIM: Blass, Debrunner 1990: § 260.1);
UM 2) «BCAKUU, KTO mpusHaeT Uucyca Xpucma npumienmero B MmioTH...», CUATAs], YTO MOHATHE «XpHU-
croc» B codeTannu «Mucyc XpHucToc» BBICTYIaeT HEe KaK TUTYJ, @ KaK COCTaBHAs YaCTh MMECHH COOCTBEH-
HOTO, U TOTJa IOAYEPKHBACTCS, YTO OH IIPHUIIE] MMEHHO «B IUIOTH», 4 HE B KaKOM-TO HHOM COCTOSHHIL
MMEHHO TaK IMOKOJICHHEM T103)Ke MOHUMaN 3TO BbicKaspiBanue [lomukapn (Philip. 7.1), oOpaTuBIIHiicS K
HEMy B CBOEM IIOCIAHHUM ¥ 3aMCHUBLIMH mpuyacTue éAnAvBotor (cTosImee 34, BOIPEKH rpaMMaTHYCCKON
HopMe: Blass, Debrunner 1990: § 416.3) Ha uHuHUTHB EANAVOEVOL; HHOUHUTHB HAXOAUM Uy OOJIBIINH-
CTBa IMOCJIEAYIONIMX aBTOPOB, IMTHPYIOMINX ITOT maccax. B monb3y mepBoro BapuaHta cM.: Dodd 1946:
96; Menken 2018: 127, B monbs3y BTOporo, KOTOpoMy s cienyro, cMm.: Boer 1991: 334: «In 4.2 the double
name, ,,Jesus Christ* functions as the single object (accusative case) of the verb homologein» (xypcus aB-
Topa. — A.X)).

" oy mvedpo & opoloyel Tnoodv Xptotdov Ev oapki EAnAuBdTe &k 10D Be0d EoTLy, Kol TGV TVED|LOL O
u1n OpoAoYel (= AeL, «HUCIIPOBEPTacT», B PAfe PYKOIUCEH U MaTPUCTHIECKUX CBUIETENBCTB) TOV INcodv



MCCNEQOBAHUA

B 2/Mn HaxoauM cxokee yTBepkKACHUE:

«/60 MHOTHE COBpaTUTENH BHIIUIM B MHp, He MpU3Hatouue, uto Mucyc Xpucroc npu-
men'? ¢ niomu; TaKo# SBIISETCSA COBPATHTENEM U AHTHXPUCTOMY .

O0a mocnaHusl HaNpaBieHbl TPOTHB «SIBUBIIMXCS TENEPh MHOTOYHMCICHHBIX aHTHXPH-
CTOB» M «IICEBIOMPOPOKOB» | T.¢. MPOTHB OTMABIIMX OT OOIIMHBI, KOTOPHIE CTAIH Y4HTh
MO-CBOEMY W IPEICTaBJISITh OMACHOCTh VISl «IPAaBOBEPUS» TEX, KTO B OOLIMHE OCTAJICS.

PacKONBHAKK (BHAMMO, CUMTABIINE CAMUX cebs Ge3rpellHbIME 1 no3HaBuMu bora'®) He

(+év capkl éAnAvBoTo B 1IeTIoM psijie pykomnwuceil) €k 100 0eod ovk €otv (/Hu 4.2-3); aBTOp HauMHAET
CBOE IMOCJIaHUE ¢ O0CIIAHUS PacCKa3aTh «O TOM, 4TO (T.e. Koro) ocszanu (EynAdenoav) Hamu pykn» (I Hn
1.1), moguepKuBasi STUMHU CIIOBaMH TO, YTO y HErO W €ro eIMHOMBIIUICHHUKOB HE OBUIO HU MaleHIinero
COMHCHHUS B TOM, YTO «IUIOTh XPHUCTay» ObLIA MOIMHHOI (€€ MOXKHO OBLIO 0CS3aTh), @ HE MHUMOIA; cp. M1
5.5-6, tae cioBa o ToM, uto ChiH Boxwuii, Mucyc Xpucroc, «mpumien Bogoi ¥ KpoBbioy» (U Udotog kol
0{[LOIT0G), HEKOTOPBIE TOJIKOBAJIM KaK OTHOCSIIMECS K €ro IUIOTCKOMY POXIECHHIO (Ie «BOJa» paccMaTpH-
BaJach Kak JAroIlas >KM3Hb; COTNIACHO APYrOMY TOJIKOBAaHHIO, PeYb HIET O BOAC KPCLICHUs) M CMEPTH;
CMBICT BBIPaXKEHHU, II0-MOEMY, BCE PABHO OCTAETCA JOCTATOYHO TEMHBIM; 0030p PA3IMYHBIX TOYEK 3PCHHS
Ha MIOHMMAaHHUEe 3TOTO coveTaHus (CM., HapumMep: Brown 1982: 572 ci.; Boer 1988).

2.0 ToM, 4TO NpHYACTHE HACTOSIIETO BPEMEHH EPYOIEVOV HMEET 311eCh, II0 CyTH Jelid, TO XKe 3HAUCHHE,
4ro mpudactue nepdexra EAnAvBoTo B 1M1 4.2 (cp. mpumed. 10), cm.: Jensen 2014: 319 («...the perfect
participle in the confession of 1 John 4.2 is an ,,enhanced” statement parallel to the present participle in
2 John 7 which is the ,,basic* confession»); cm. Takxe Mx 11.27; cp.: Menken 2008: 203-204; 2018: 127—
128 («the participles éAnAvedto in 1Jn 4.2 and épyodpevov in 2Jn 7 have the same meaning; we have here
simply a case of Johannine variation); Boer 1991: 334, npumeu. 25; 3aMeTuM, 4TO B KOIITCKOM TiepeBoje (1
caufi., 1 60X.) 9TO NMPUYACTHE NEPEJaHO IJIarojoM B meppekre (A€l «OH NPHUIIET»); CP., OTHAKO:
Strecker 1986: 35: «Das Partizip enthilt keine Vergangenheitsaussage und ist nicht mit ,,der gekommen
ist“ zu iibersetzen, sondern hat entweder eine prasentische oder eine futurische Bedeutungy, npeamnoun-
Tasi BUAETH 3/1¢Ch 3HAUCHUE OYNyLIEro BPEMEHHU, IIOCKOJIbKY Pedb HJACT HE O JOKCTHYCCKOM B3IUIsJC Ha
npupoxy Tena Xpucra, a o «das erwartete Kommen des Christus als Erscheinung £v oopk...:» (36); ka-
TEropuYecKre BO3paXKEHHs MPOTHB TaKOTo mpeanoiioxenus cMm.: Schnackenburg 1984: 312-313: mo-
CKOJIBKY TIPH BTOPOM IPHIIECTBHU XPUCTOC SBUTCS «nicht v oopxki, sondern év 80&n»; mpuyacTie HaCT.
BpeMeHH IoguepkuBactT aumsb «die iiberzeitliche Bedeutung der Inkarnation»; cm. Taxoke: Brown 1982:
669—670; Smalley 1984: 329: nact. Bpems «draws attention to the timelessness of the Christ event...»;
Lieu 1991: 11.

1 61 molhot mhGvou EERABOV gig OV KOOHOV, Of P Opoloyodvieg Tnoodv Xpiotov Epxopevoy v capki-
00106 €0tV 0 TAGvVog Kol O dvtiypiotog (2MH 7). ABTop, Ha3biBast ceOst «cTapuem» (mpecPotepog: 2UH 1;
«cTapueM» HazbiBaeT ce0st u aBTop 3Mn 1), oOparuaercs K HeKoel «rocnoxe u (ee) aersim» (cp.: Lieu 1991:
93: «the ,elect lady* of the address <...> represents a church rather than a particular individual with her
children»; Schnelle 2005: 488; Marshall 1978: 10: «it is probable <...> a way of personifying a commu-
nity») ¢ IpeaocTepeKEHNEM IPOTHB TeX, KTO IponoBenyeT «becmnorHoro» Mucyca Xpucra, mpusbiBas He
IycKaTth UX B oM (2/n 10-11); oH yBepeH, UTO BCAKHMN, KTO IPECTYNAET €0 yUEHHE, KOTOPOE OH Ha3bIBa-
eT 1 ddoym 100 Xp1oTod, «He umeeT boray (Beov ovk €xet: 9).

1l 2.18; 4.1; cp. 21n 7; UMEHHO WX TOSBIICHHE SBIISETCS, 110 YOCKICHUIO aBTOPa, 3HAKOM TOTO, YTO
«TocneqHAe BpeMeHa» (Eoydtn dpo) yke HACTymuiad. Brpodyem, 3TOT MOTHB SIBISIETCS OJHUM U3 HETpe-
MEHHBIX KIIMIIE XPUCTHAHCKOW IOJIEMHUKH, B KOTOPOH ONIIOHEHTHI, CPEIH MPOYEro, M300paskaluch Kak
«DKENPOPOKN», BEAYIIHE HOPOUHYIO XKU3HB; CP. CIPaBELIUBLIC 3aMeyaHust Ppedepuxa Bucce 10 MOBOLY
POOIEeMBI, ¢ KOTOPOH CTaJIKMBACTCS HCTOPHK, JKETAIOMHUK Ha OCHOBE MaTepHaia, IOYSPIHYTOro U3 IIoje-
MHYECKOH JIUTepaTyphl (32 HEMMEHUEM APYTUX UCTOYHHMKOB), BOCCTAHOBUTDH MOJJIMHHOE COAEPKAHUE TOTO
WJIN WHOTO y4YeHHs1, «one cannot expect that the position of the other side has been represented fairly and
completely in the heat of the controversy» (Wisse 1986: 180); 3To nmpumMeHHMO B IOJIHON Mepe U K [—2MH,
SBJISIIOIMXCS €IMHCTBEHHBIM (BHE COMHEHHSI, IPUCTPACTHBIM U KpaiHe CKyIHbIM) HCTOYHHKOM JUISl PEKOH-
CTPYKIIUH OMHCAHHBIX TaM «JDKEYYCHUID».

5 Hamexu Ha Takue ux yrBepxkaeHus cM. [HMn 1.6, 8, 10; 3.9; 2.4: «Kro rosopur: ,,51 mo3Han ero*
(t.e. bora), HO 3amoBe/eil ero He cOOMIaeT, TOT JDKEI...» H T.I., HO MpHU 3ToM «it is hard to tell exactly
what the false teachers opposed by John positively believed and taught; it is easier to say what features of
the orthodox faith they denied» (Marshall 1978: 15).

43



MCCNEOOBAHUA

BepuIIH B TO, uto «Mucyc sBasercs Xpuctom»'®, ¥ yTBEp:KIaIH, 4TO OH, IBUBIIKCH B STOT
MHp, UMEJ APU3PAYHYylo, a He HACMOoAWYI0 naome (T.e. MOMPOCTY OTPULATH «BOILIOIIE-
HI/IC)>17); OHM, paszzensas Mexay Mucycom u XpucToM, 10 BCel BEPOSITHOCTH, HE NIPU3HABA-
mu HMucyca Coinom Bora'®, a cuntanu TakoBsIM Juins XpHCTa, IPHYEM TTOHHMAIH €r0 Chl-

16 «Besinii Bepyrowmii B 10, yTo Mucyc ects Xpucroc (8t Tnoode oty 6 Xpto1dc), poxkeH ot Boray
(14n 5.1); «woker TOT, KTO oTpuiaet, uro Mucyc ects Xpucroc» (IUu 2.22). TpyaHO yCTaHOBUTH, YTO
HMMEHHO UMeJI B BUY aBTOp, yTBEPIKIas, YTO ONMOHEHTH! He npu3HaBany Vucyca Xpuctom (Smalley 1984:
266: «...the exact nature of the heresy is not clear»), HO 0o4eBHIHO, YTO 32 3THUM HENPH3HAHHEM (ECITH 3TO
HE T0JIEMHUYECKOE MIPeyBeINUYEHHE, KaK U B cIyyae ¢ OOBUHEHHEM IIPOTUBHUKOB B aMOPAJIbHOM ITOBEICHUH;
CM. BbIlIe, IpHMey. 15) cTosia coBceM He Ta uzaes (IIPOTUBOIOCTABJICHHUE HYAEEB, HE BEPSIIHUX B TO, YTO
Hucyc 6pm1 Xpucroc, ¥ eIMHOMBIIUIEHHUKOB aBTOpa, nmpu3Haromux Hucyca Xpucrom), koTopas Hamnia
otpaxenue B Mu 9.22 («...Mylen IOCTaHOBHIM, M3TOHSTh M3 CHHATOI'M BCAKOTO, KTO mpusHaeT Mucyca
XpHUCTOM»): Beljb KOJIb CKOPO ONMOHEHTH! ObUIN Xpucmuaramu, XOTs 1 OCTaBUBIIUMHU OOIIMHY U OTIIaB-
LIMMH, 10 MHEHHIO aBTOpa, OT UCTHHBI (CM. IpuMed. 9), OHM BCe PAaBHO JOJDKHBI ObUIM Obl NPH3HABATH B
Hucyce Xpucra, nHaue Kak Obl OHM CMOIJIM BOOOIIE CTaTh M OCTaBaThCS XPHCTHAHAMHU (KOTOPBIX aBTOP
1/n n mpITaeTCs MO3TOMY BEPHYTh K MCTHHHOHW Bepe); cp., oxHako: Streett 2011: 162, rne, ccpurasick Ha
Wyctuna (Dial. 47.4; pacckaz 0 KakUX-TO MyJlesX, CHauana npusHaBmmx HMucyca Xpucrom, a 3ateM ero
OTBEPrHyBLINX, OOPATHBIIUCH K CTapol Bepe), aBTOp BUJIUT B HMOAHHOBOH OOIIMHE Ty K€ CUTYalHIO,
T.e. OTCTYITHMYECTBO €€ HEKOTOphIX wieHOB, «who reneged upon their original confession and returned to
the relative security of the synagogue» (taxke u Thyen 1988: 191); eme oaHO, HO BeCbMa Ka3yHCTHUECKOE
(o KOHIIa MHE HE MOHATHOE) O0BSICHEHHE ITOI TeMHOH (pa3bl (cM.: Wahlde 2015: 73; 1990: 145). Bonee
BEPOSITHBIM TIPE/ICTABIISAETCS CIIEMyIOLIee NPEANOIoKeHHe: «oTpuIatonue, uyro Mucyc susercst Xpucromy,
ObUIM Temu (IEpPBOHAYATIBHO WICHAMU OOIIMHBI), KOTOPbIE, B OTJIMYUE OT €AMHOMBIIUICHHHKOB aBTOPA,
BEPAIINX «C caMoro Havanay (//Mu 2.24) 1 10 HBIHEITHETO BPEMEHH B «IEJIOCTHOCTH» (HEPa3JIoKMMOCTh Ha
cocrasisttoiiue) auunoctd Mucyca Xpucra, cuntany, uro Mucyc u Xpucroc — 310 ABa pa3HbIX NEPCOHA-
Ka, UMb HA (3eMHOE) BpeMsi OOBEIMHMBIIUXCS B OIHO; TOT/A, BIOJHE BO3MOXHO, B monemuke [—2Mu
nozipazymeBaiicst (He Ha3bIBas HMEHM) JKHUBIIUH B Ddece MpUMEPHO B TO ke BpeMs, 4To U aBTop(bl) Mocia-
HUi (cM. npuMed. 4), Kepun} nnm kakue-To ero mocienoBaTeld, Belb «OHU oTAesuy (separant) Mucyca
ot XpucTay, yTBepxKIas, YTo MPU KPECTHOH Ka3HU «XPHUCTOC OCTANICS HE TMOJBEPIKEHHBIM CTpajaHuio (im-
passibilem perseverasse Christum), a moctpagan Mucyc (passum vero lesum)» (Iren., Adv. haer. 111.11.7);
cM. mpumed. 2 u noapodbHo o Kepunde: Xocpoes 2016: 178—182; cp.: Wengst 1990: 112: orpunanue Toro,
yro Mucyc sBnserca Xpucrom, «bezieht sich auf die christologische Anschauung, da3 der himmlische
Christus seinem Wesen nach nichts mit dem irdischen Jesus zu tun hat, sondern daf er sich dessen lediglich
zum Zwecke seines Erscheinens auf Erden bediente»; Bo3mosxHast cBsi3b BbicKa3biBauus [ Mx 2.22 ¢ y4ueHu-
em Kepunda Obuia 3ameuena yxe naBHo: «There is nothing in the words to exclude a reference to
Cerinthus, or similar teachingy, xoTs, kak noguepkupaet panee aBrop (Brooke 1912: 59), stor eperuk npu-
3HaBaJl He equHoro bora-TBopua, a Bbiciiero bora v HU3LIEro, COTBOPUBLIEr0 3TOT HECOBEPIICHHBIH MU,
HO B /—2Mn HET HUKAKOTO HAMEKa Ha MOJIEMHUKY C 3TUM YUCHHEM.

"7 Cp., ommako: Minear 1970: 292 ¢ momsITKo# MoKa3aTh, 4o B IMn 4.2 peub HIET He O BOTUIOMICHUH:
«the coming of Jesus Christ is not primarily a reference to birth as Mary’s son, nor does ,,in the flesh” refer
to a human mode of existence», a coueTanue «B WIOTH» (€V OOpPki) B 3TOM CTHXE CIIE[yeT MOHUMATh KaK
CHHOHUMHYHOE COUYCTAaHHIO «B Bacy (v vuiv) B 4.4 («TOT, KOTOPBIH 6 6ac...») W, TaKUM 00pa3oM, «the
coming of Christ in the flesh is one way of saying that within the authentic Christian fellowship, there
abides or dwells Christ’s life, his truth, his love, his anointing...». He yoexnatotr MeHs 1 BeiBOiI Mapmura
Oe Bypa: «The confession of ,Jesus Christ having come in (the) flesh” (1 John 4.2; cf. 2 John 7) is the
author’s way of speaking about the death of Jesus Christ and it would have been so understood be the first
readers» (Boer 1991: 345; kypcus moii. — 4.X.); cMm. mpumed. 22.

'8 Cam aBTop He pa3s noxuepkuBaer, uTo Tncodg €6ty O VidE T0D BE0D, HCIOABONE YTBEPIKAAS, UTO OIl-
MOHEHTHI WM 3TOTO BoBce He mpusHaBamu («Krto mcmosenyer, uto Hucyc sBusercs CeiHoM Bora, B ToM
npeObiBaet bor u on B Borey 4.15), uin, ckopee, HOHMMAIIK 3TO BHICKa3bIBaHUE KaK-TO MHAYe (Hampumep,
CriHoM bora npusHaBaiau ToybKo Xpucma, He IpU3HaBas TakoBbIM Mucyca; o paspenennu Uucyca u Xpu-
CTa y ONIOHEHTOB CM. IpuMed. 16), mo3TOMy TaM, rje aBTop //u BO3paxkaeT CBOMM IIPOTHBHHKAM, OH
MOT4epKUBaeT, 4to umerHo Hucyc ssnsercs CoiHom bora (4.15; 5.5: «KTo nobexmaer Mup Kak He Bepyro-
mui B T0, uto Hucyc snsercs CeiHoM Boray; 1.7: «kpoBb Hucyca, ero CoiHay), a He Hucyc Xpucmoc, 4t0
JUIS HETO SIBIISIETCSl OYEBHIHBIM; TaM, II€ TIOJIEMHKa OTCTyNaeT Ha 3amHuil mwian ([Mu 1.3; 2.1; 3.23; 4.2;
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HOBCTBO B OYKBaJIbHOM (T.€. OH peasibHO MPEeJICYIIECTBOBAN), a He MeTa)OPHUIECKOM MTOHU-
MaHHH 5TOro MOHsTHs . TakuM 06pasoM, aBTop /—2MH OTCTaHBal Bepy B (ILTOTCKOE» SIB-
nenue Mucyca Xpucra B MUp U, KaK CIEACTBHE, HCKYIHUTEIBHYIO POJIb €r0 3éMHOTO CTpajaa-
HEs”’, & €ro MPOTHBHUKH, TIPH3HABAS MOXTHHHEIM CHIHOM JIHIIb OHY HIIOCTACH, & UMEHHO
Xpucma, v Beps B €ro NpeiBEYHOE CYIIECTBOBAHHE U OOXKECTBEHHYIO NPHPOIY, 3EMHYIO
UIocTach, a umenHo Hucyca, Kaxercs, IpOCTO UTHOPUPOBAIM U HE OTBOAMIM HUKAKOIl
COTEPHOJIOTHYECKOH PO HU €r0 CTPAJAHUsAM, HU €0 CMEPTH .

MO>KHO JIM Ha3bIBaTh ATHUX ONIIOHEHTOB JOKemamu B TOM CMBICIIE, KAKOH MbI BKJIa (bIBa-
€M B TMOHATHE JoKemu3m, UMes TIPU 3TOM IPEXkJEe BCEro B BUAY 3aCBU/ICTEIbCTBOBAHHbIC

qurst 11w 111 BB. yuenus, (IO-pa3HOMY) He NPU3HAIOLIME PEATbHOCTH Goniouenus Xpucrta?™

5.6; 5.19; cp. 2Un 3.7), m aBTOp MPUBOAUT CBOE HCIIOBEIAHHE BEPBD», OH HCIONIB3yeT coueTaHne Mucyc
Xpuctoc. Utak, monemuka /Mu (cp. npumed. 20) Obuta HarpaBieHa MPEXk/Ie BCETO Ha TO, YTOOBI TOT4EPK-
HYTb CYTh BEphI aBTOpa M €r0 CAUHOMBIIIICHHUKOB: JUIS HUX BOIUIOTHBIIMIicS Criacutenb ObLT «ein wirk-
licher, richtiger Mensch. Der ganze Ton liegt auf dem Menschennamen Jesus. Er, Jesus, ist der Christus
(2.22; 5.1), der Sohn Gottes (4.15; 5.5); vom Jesus Christus gilt darum: er ist im Fleische gekommen...»
(Braun 1951: 284; xypcuB moil. — 4.X.). O ToM, uTo TUTYNBI «Xpucroc» U «CoiH bora» (22 pasza B //n),
CKOpee BCEro, MMEIOT 3/1eCh TO JKe 3Ha4YeHue, 4to u B Mu, cM.: «The titles ,,the Christ* and ,,the Son of God*
have very probably the same meaning here, as they do in the Fourth Gospel (cf. Jn 11.27; 20.31; cf. also Jn
1.49): they refer to the heavenly redeemer sent by God into this world (cf. 1 Jn 4.9-10)» (Menken 2018:
128); cp.: «Both for John (3n. aBTop //n) and heretics it (T.e. monsiTue Xpucroc) refers to a divine being,
and appears to be synonymous with ,,Son (of God)* (cf. [2]23; 5.1? 5)...» (Smalley 1984: 113); «Certainly
Christos and Son of God are virtually interchangeable in Johannine terminology» (Brown 1982: 352; Lieu
1991: 71-72; Robinson 1961: 60); cp. Taxxke ciosa, 3aBepiratonue Mu (20.31): «Hamucano xe 310, 4T0OBI
BHI yBepoBaiu, uto Mucyc ectb Xpucroc, Coix bora...».

' O meTahoprIecKkOM HCTIONB30BAHMI OHATHS «CHIH GOTay MPUMEHHTETHHO K PABEIHOMY 4EOBEKY
B MYJCHCKOHN M paHHEXPHUCTHAHCKOI muTeparype cM. (Xocpoes 2019: 37, mpumeu. 27-28).

2% Bor nporpamMmHbIie yTBepacHHs aBTopa /i «Bor mocia B Mup cBoero exuHopoxHoro China <...>
Kak ymuiIocTuBieHue (iAoopdv) 3a Hamm rpexmn» (/Uu 4.9-10; cp. Mn 3.16—17); «OH eCTb YMHUIIOCTHBIIE-
HHUE 3a Hallli TPEXH, He TOJBKO 3a HAIllK, HO U 3a Tpexu Bcero mupay (/Hu 2.2); «OH SBUICS, YTOOBI B3SITh
Ha ce0s (Hamm) rpexu, 1 HeT B HeM rpexay (ibid. 3.5); «Cein Bora siBuiics, 4TOObI YHHYTOXHUTH A€Na Aua-
Boustay (ibid. 3.8); Mucyc «monoxwmr 3a Hac cBoro aymry...» (ibid. 3.16-17; cp. Hn 15.13); «Oren nocan
cBoero CeiHa criacutenem Mupay (ibid. 4.14); «...xkpoBb Uucyca, ero CbiHa, OYHIIAET HAC OT BCSKOTO T'pe-
xay (ibid. 1.7) u T.11.

' OmmM coBoM, packomsHuKE «haben <...> dem Menschen Jesus die Christuswiirde (2.22; 5.1) und
Gottessohnschaft (4.15; 5.5) abgesprochen. Sie haben eben doch <...> eine Zerreiung zwischen Jesus und
Sohn Gottes vorgenommen» (Braun 1951: 289). Cp.: Menken 2018: 126: «...they considered Jesus Christ
as a divine being, and they did not accept an intrinsic relationship between the divine and the human ele-
ment in him»; Ehrman 2006: 237: «the secessionists had apparently developed the Johannine view (T.e. kak
oH BeIpaxkeH B Mn) of the divinity of Christ to an extreme that made it impossible for them any longer to
acknowledge his identity with the man Jesus...» (kypcus aBropa. — A4.X.); Schnelle 2009: 679: «The oppo-
nents <...> had denied the soteriological identity between the earthly Jesus and the heavenly Christ
(cf. 1 John 2.22, Incodg odx €0ty 0 Xp1otog), <...> for the opponents only Father and the heavenly Christ
were relevant for salvation, but not the life, suffering, and death of the historical Jesus of Nazareth». Cp.
TaKoKe 3amMedanust Paiimonoa bpayna o TOM, 4TO XpUCTOJIOTHS, OCHOBaHHAsl Ha BEpe B MPE/ICYILECTBOBAHUE
W TpH3HAOWIAs TPHU 3TOM BOIUIOIIEHHUE, HECET B ce0e BO3MOXKHOCTh YMaJICHUS! OOTOCIOBCKON Ba)KHOCTU
3eMHoOM xu3HH Wucyca («...the possibility of relativizing the importance of Jesus’ earthly life»: Brown
1982: 75).

2 «Docetism opposes the doctrine of the incarnation, for it is a fundamental (3a npenemamu Xpu-
ctuadctBa) truth that divine cannot unite with the human, the heavenly with the earthly» (Strecker 1996:
71; xypcuB mMoit. — A4.X.); cp. y’Ke HEOyMEHHE A3bIYHMKA Llenbca Mo moBoxy XpHCTHAHCKOTO YYEHUS O
sonnoweruu: «TONBKO MPHUPORA CMEPTHOIO MOXKET M3MEHSATHCS M IIPeoOpa3oBEIBATHCS, a HMPHpoIa Oec-
CMEPTHOTO NPeOBIBACT HEU3MCHHOMN; HTAK, OOT HE MOXXET OBITh MOABEPKEH TAKOMY M3MEHEHHIO...» (Cels.
IV.14; nmompobuee cm.: XocpoeB 2019: 32, mpumed. 16). Ha Bompoc 0 ToM, Kakoe MUMEHHO HampaBlICHHUE
BHYTPH XPHCTHAHCTBA MPEICTABIISUIN PACKOIBHUKH, IPOTUB KOTOPBIX ObLIN HATpaBieHbl /—2HH, TO-TIpex-
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OTBevar0 yTBEPAUTENLHO, IIOTOMY YTO Ji000€¢ TMPU3HAHHE TOTO, YTO IUIOTh XpHcTa OblLia
MHUMOU (MM KaKOW-TO MHOM CYIIHOCTH, HO, B JIIOOOM ciy4ae, He HaCT0ﬂmeI7123), N (i (0
BaTCJIbHO, €TI0 ABJICHHUC B MUP, CTpadaHUusA U CMEPTh GBIJ'II/I MpyU3pavHbIMU, YK€ MOANanacT,
Ha MOJ{ B3I, IO OMPEeNeHHe dokemusM™", ¥ He BAXHO, B KAKHX TEPMHHAX M C KAKOil
MOJIHOTON BBIPAXKCHO 3TO NPCACTABJICHUC, BAXKHO JIMIIb TO, YTO HOTpe6HOCTI) B TaKOM 061)-
SICHCHHH TOSIBJIICTCSI TOJIKO TaM, TJIC BEpa B OooicecmaeenHyto npupody Xpucra (B ero 0e3-

HEMy HeT eIMHOTO OTBeTa. He Haluio MHpOKOro MpU3HaHMS TPEAIIONIOKEHHE O TOM, 4TO aBTop //H mone-
MH3UPYET OJJHOBPEMEHHO C JIBYMS PA3JIMYHBIMU (JOXKHBIMHU C €r0 TOYKH 3PCHHS) B3ILJAMH Ha IPHUPOTY
Hucyca: OHHU €ro ONIIOHEHTHI HCIIOBEJOBANIHN TAK HA3BIBACMYIO «HU3KYIO XPUCTOJIOTHION («,,low* christol-
ogy»), T.e. Ipu3HaBanu B Mucyce TOIbKO YeTIOBeKa, IPyrue — «XPUCTOJIOTHIO BBICOKYIO» («,,high Chris-
tology»), T.e. Bumenu B XpHCTE TOJBKO OOXECTBO, YTO M INpPUBEIO MX K jgokeTusMmy (Smalley 1984:
XXIII c11.). 3HaYNTETHHOE YHCIO CTOPOHHHUKOB HAIUIO NPEIIOJIOKEHUE O TOM, UTO IOJIEeMUKa aBTopa [ /H
BOOOIIIE HE UMEET K JIOKeTU3My OTHoIIeHus: «the issue is not that secessionists (Tak bpayn Ha3bIBaeT OTKO-
noBHIMXcs 0T oOmmuHb) are denying the incarnation or the physical reality of Jesus’ humanity; they are
denying that what Jesus was or did in the flesh was related to his being the Christ, i.e., was salvific» (Brown
1982: 505; cM. Bemue, npuMed. 17). BospaxkeHne Ha yTBepkICHHE HEKOTOPBIX HCCIIENOBATENCH O TOM, YTO
3a MOCJTaHUSMH CTOHT He TOJIEMHUKA C PEaIbHBIMHU OIIIIOHEHTaMH, a BCErO JIUIIb JINTEPATyPHBIH IPHEM, CM.:
Menken 2008: 195-201 ¢ BEIBOIOM, U4TO MBI HMeeM 1o ¢ «a real conflict between the Johannine Chris-
tians and a group that left the community» (197); npoTHB TOro, 4TOOBI CYUTATH STHX PACKOJIBHUKOB JOKe-
mamu, cM.: Menken 2018: 138-139: aBrop yTBepxkaaeT, 4to B /—2/1 HET HUKAKOH «TUIMYHOI Ui IOKe-
TH3Ma TepMuHosIorun» u «not only the docetic terminology but also the whole idea that the human exis-
tence and the death of Jesus were unreal and only apparent, is not found in the Johannine Epistlesy»; on
CpaBHMBACT MOJIEMHKY [—2/H ¢ aHTMIOKETHYeCKUMHM BbICKa3biBaHWsMu Wrnartus, Upunes, Unmonura n
TepTynanana u, He YBUACB MEXITy HUMU HUKAaKOTO CXOJCTBA, IPUXOAUT K 3akmoucHuIo: «If the secession-
ists were indeed docetists, the author of the Johannine Epistles has hidden it very well. It is simpler to as-
sume that they had some kind of exclusively divine Christology, but not the docetic varianty (Kypcus
moi. — A.X.). Cp. BecbMa pacruibiBuaToe BbickasbiBanue: «Die Irrlehrer der Joh-Briefe (1 Joh 4.2; 5.6; 2
Joh 7) wie auch wohl des Kol-Briefes und der Pastoralbriefe sind noch nicht Doketen im strengen Sinn. Das
heiflt, es ist nicht nachzuweisen, daf3 sie schon die eigentliche Fleischeswirklichkeit geleugnet haben. Es
handelt sich wohl um eine ,, doketische “ Lehre im weiteren Sinn...» (Grillmeier 1990: 188; kypcus moit. —
A.X.). CMm. Takxe MPEIIOIIOKEHNE O TOM, YTO naccax /Mn 4.2-3 He UMeeT HUKAaKOro OTHOUICHUS K IoJIe-
MHKE C JIOKETM3MOM M SIBIISIeTCS JpeBHell ucnoBenanbHOi ¢opmyioit xpuctuan (Streett 2011: 228 ci.;
«does not point to anti-docetic polemic <...> it is primitive and catholic [confession]»: 249).

3 Jlake BHYTPH OJHOi ILIKOJIBD» MOIJIO HAXOAMTh MECTO PA3HOMBICIHE B MOHHMAHHK IPHPOJBI Tela
Wucyca: Tak, HanpuMmep, BaJEHTHHUAHE, PACHaBIINECs, BEPOSTHO, IOCIE CMEpTH ocHoBarens (ok. 160 T.)
Ha JIBe BETBH, a UMEHHO BOCTOYHYIO (1] GvortoAikn Tig Sidackaiio) u utammiickyo (1 8¢ Trolwtikn:
Hippol., Ref. V1.35.5), pacxoauiuce Ipyr ¢ APYroM, €CIM BEPHTh €PECHUONIOTY, HIMEHHO MO 3TOMY BOIIPO-
Cy: BOCTOYHBIE BaJICHTHHHAHE yTBEPIKIAIH, 4TO Teslo Mucyca ObIIo «LymeBHON PUPOIB (WOYLKOV QOoL
10 odpo 100 Incod yeyovévor), 3amaaHble ke ObUIM yOeXISHBI B «IyXOBHOW HPHPOJAE» €ro Tena
(mvevpaTikov fiv 10 odpo 00 cwtipog: ibid. VI.35.6-7); moapobuee cm. (Kaestli 1980). Cp. Taxxke cBuae-
TenbCTBO VpuHEs: 0 THOCTHKAX, KOTOPBIC YYHIJIM, YTO BOcKpecuiee Teino Mucyca ObUIO «ICHXHYECKHM H
JyXOBHBIM: OO BCE 36MHOE OCTaBHJ OH (T.e. BOCKpecIIHii) B 3TOM Mupe» (corpus animale et spiritale:
mundialia enim remisisse eum in mundo); 3TH THOCTUKH, MPOJOIDKaeT MpuHel, ynpekanu Tex Y4eHUKOB
Hucyca, KOTOpble, BIIaB B «BelNHYaiiIee 3a0IyxkIeHHe» (maximum errorem), CYHTAIU, YTO OH «BOCKpEC
B 3eMHOM Teuiex (in corpore mundiali resurrexisse: Adv. haer. 1.30.13).

** Be3 Manoro 1Be COTHH JIET Ha3ajl Depounano Xpucmuan Bayp nan npocToe, He OTATYCHHOE JINIIHH-
MH TIOJPOOHOCTSIMH ONpeeTIeHHe TOTO, YTO MOYKHO Ha3BaTh JOKETH3MOM B IIHMPOKOM CMBICIIE HOHSATHS:
«Der Doketismus ist im Allgemeinen die Behauptung, da3 die menschliche Erscheinung (Xpucta) bloBer
Schein sei, und keine wahrhaft objective Realitét habe» (Baur 1835: 258); BHyIIHTeIbHBII NEpeueHb paboT,
aBTOPBI KOTOPBIX JOKA3bIBANH, 4TO [—2HH TONEMHU3NPOBAIIH C 3aPOXKIAFOIIMMCS TOKETH3MOM (B OIHON U3
ero pasHoBuaHOCTei), cM.: Streett 2011: 36, mpumeu. 112 (cp. mpumeu. 22). ABTOp amoKpuHIECKOro
3Kopunganam (Bunumo, He parnee cepeaussl 11 B.; o Hem nmoxpobHee: Xocpoes 2016: 83—84, mpumeu. 301—
307) Bnoxun B ycra [laBna onpoBep)KCHHE KaKHX-TO CPETHKOB, YYMBIINX, CPEAH Ipouero, yto 'ocrmons
MpHIIEN He B IWIOTH (008 8Tl €ig odpra MABev O kvplog: 11.14), B ueM, BO3MOKHO, CIEAYET BUAETh OTTOJIO-
COK 3HAKOMCTBA C aHTHIOKETHYECKUMH BBICKA3bIBaHMAMU [—2Mn; cp. mpumed. 31.
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YCIIOBHOE TIPEJICYIIIECTBOBAHUE) HE BBI3BIBACT y)KE HUKAKOI'O COMHEHUsS, U TOJNBKO Y TeX,
KTO HMKaK HE CMOT IIPUMHPHTHLCS C MBICIBIO O TOM, YTO COBEpUIEHHOE, 0e3 Kakoro Obl TO
HH OBLIO U3bsIHA 60)KCCTBO BJAPYT OKa3bIBACTCA NPUYACTHBIM MAaTCpUH, CTpadacT U ymMupa-
€T MO30pHOU CMeprIo25 .

BcmoMHNM, HaKOHEI], 9TO C IOX0XKEH MPoOIeMON CTONKHYJICS U (MIIAAIINI) COBpEMEH-
HUK aBTopa (aBTOPOB) /—2MH: peub uaeT 00 MrHatni AHTHOXHHACKOM ®, KOTOPBIH B CBOUX
MOCJIAaHHUAX TOAYEPKUBAJ PEATBHOCTh IUIOTH «Hamero bora, Mucyca Xpucra, pe3ko BbI-
CTymasi NPOTUB HEKHX «HEBEPYIOIIUX» M «0e300KHUKOB», OTPUIABLIMX IIOJUIMHHOCTh
CMEpTH )(pI/ICTa.27 1 YYUBIIUX, YTO OH «I1OCTpaAa]l MHUMO:

«OH nocTpanan Ha camom deie U Ha camom deie BOCKpecHl ce0s, (a) He Tak, KaKk TOBO-
PSAT HEKOTOpPBIE HEBEPYIOLIHE, YTO OH MOCTPafal MHUMO; CaMl OHM MHUMBbIE <...>. Benp
ecin Har ['0CIIoIb COBEPIIMIT 3TO MHUMO, TO U 5 3AKIIOUEH B OKOBBI MHUMOM .

«OnuH ecTh Bpad, n10mcKuil U TyXOBHBIH, pojicOenHblli 1 HEPOKACHHbIH, bor, oka3as-

o 2
HUUCA 6 naomu...» 9.

OTH BBICKa3bIBaHUs Mraatus CBUACTCIILCTBYIOT O TOM, YTO Cpcau MaJ0a3nMCKUX Xpu-
CTHaH OBLIO HEMAaJo (KOJ’IL CKOPO CIIMCKOII B34JICSI ¢ HUMU NOJICMU3UPOBATH HI/ICLMGHHO)

* MBI HHUETO He 3HAEM O TOM, KAKO# BUJ HMEIO yIeHHE 3THX PACKOIBHUKOB: COICPIKANO TH OHO pas-
BUTYIO JUIS TOTO BPEMEHH XPUCTOJIOTHIO HJIM OTPAHUYUBAIOCH JIMIIL yOSKICHHUEM, 4TO 00XKECTBEHHBIN
XPpHCTOC MOT MMETh TOJBKO MHUMYIO Nniomb (Kak CICACTBHE BEPHI B TO, YTO OOXKECTBO HE MOIJIO MMETh
YeJIOBEYECKYIO IIJI0Th); HUYETO HEeU3BECTHO HAM U O TOM, B KaKOM BHAE aBTOp /—2/H MO3HAKOMUIICS € UX
YUYESHHEM, BCE JIM U3 TOTO, YTO OH 00 9TOM yUYEHHH 3HAJI, OH HaM PaccKa3ajl W M0 KaKOH-TO NPHYMHE MHO-
roe OIyCTHJI; HE 3HAGM MBI H O TOM, B Kakoe (BceoOIee) BOCKPECCHHE OHM BEPHIIM: OKaXyTCs JIM BOC-
KpecIlie B 9TOH IUIOTH WM B KakOH-TO MHOM, W T.X. Brpouem, Bepa B TO, 4TO GOXKECTBO MOIJIO MMETh
IIOTH (peyb WIET HE O BOIUIOLICHUH XPHUCTa, a 0 H3HAYaIbHO! TelecHOCTH bora), B mepBbie Beka H.3. Oblia
JIOCTAaTOYHO PACIIPOCTPAHEHA HaXke CPeId XPHUCTUAH (O TOM, YTO TaKue ObUIM HE TOJIBKO CPEIH TeX, KOTO
OpHreH Ha3bIBAJ «IIpOCTELaMiy, simpliciores, HO ¥ Cpel XPUCTHAH, HAXOAMBILIHUXCS TIOJ] BIHSHUEM CTOH-
mu3Ma, cM.: Stroumsa 1983: 346 ci.); sTa Bepa «was abandoned (and then only gradually) as Neoplatonism
became more and more entrenched as the dominant world view of Christian thinkers» (Paulsen 1990: 105).

* B npasnenue TpasHa aHTHOXHIACKMH ermickon WrHaThit GBIT B OKOBAaX OTIPABIEH W3 AHTHOXHH B
Pum (f ok. 110 1.), 9T0OBI TaM OBITH KA3HEHHBIM KaK XPHUCTHAHMH; I10 JIOPOT€ OH HAImMcajl HECKOJIBKO JI0-
IIEIINX IO HAaC MOCIaHuH, oOpaleHHbIX K pa3nuuHbM Liepksam Maioii Azuu (B Cmuphy, Odec, Tpamisl,
Marnecuto Ha Meanape, @unanens¢uio); 06 Vrnatuu 1 0 HEKOTOPHIX MpobIeMax ero MmociaHuil cM. Tak-
xke: Xocpoes 2018: 17-18.

7 Yx mmena UrHATHI COBHATENBHO He Ha3Ba (To 88 OVOpOTAL ATV, Bvior dmioTa, ovk €806y ot
gyypbyon: Smyrn. 5.3), HO 3aKJIIMHAJI CBOMX €IHHOMBIIUICHHHKOB HE TOJBKO HE MPHHUMATh Y ce0sl ATHX
€peTHKOB, HO JIaXke U He BcTpeuathes ¢ HuMH (ibid. 4.1); 0 8e0g Mudv ‘Incodg Xpiotog (Ephes. 18.2; Rom.
3.3); dmotol (Smyrn. 2) u 8ot (Tral. 10); t00 Bovdtov adtod, § tiveg apvodvon (Magn. 9.1).

¥ . .GANBdC Emobey g Kol GANBAE GvEGTNOEY EaVTOV, 0Dy (GoTEp EMOTOL TIVEC AEYOVOLY, T SOKETV
oOTOV TETOVOEVAL arDTOL TO BOKETV GVTeG <...> €l YOp TO Sokelv €mpdiydn VIO 0D KLpilov NUAVY, KAYD TO
dokelv dédepon (Smyrn. 2 u 4.2); OUTH TOCIOBHO 3TO yTBEpiKAeHHE moBTopsiercss U B Trall. 10; takum
o0pa3oM, ecian XpHCTOC MOCTpaal MHIUMO, TIOTYEPKUBAIOT 00a BHICKa3bIBaHUs, TO U npecrosmee Urua-
THIO My4YEHHYECCTBO JIUIIEHO CMEICTA (Ty K€ apIyMCHTAIUIO0 HCIOJIb30Bal IOoToM U Mpuneit: Adv. haer.
111.18.6); cp. Takxke Smyrn. 5.2: un OLOAOY®V OOTOV COPKOPOPOV; CyAy HOAJIEKAT T€, KTO «HE BEPUT B
KpoBb Xpucra (eig 10 aipo Xprotod: Smyrn. 6.1)», T.€. OTPHIAET PEATLHOCTh €r0 CMEPTH; HE MPU3HAHUE
TOT0, 4TO IUIOTh XpHUCTa OblIa HACTOSIIEH, IPUBOIANT ONMIIOHEHTOB M K OTKa3y OT €BXapUCTHH (EVX0PLoTiog
<...> dméyovion, S T pPn Opoloyelv Ty edyapiotion cépka glvon 10D cwTApog...: Smyrn. 7.1). Urna-
THIl yOEXICH B TOM, 4TO 6 niomu XPHUCTOC ObLI M TOCIE BOCKPECEHUs (LETO TNV OVACOTAOLY €V oopkil
<...>06vta:: Smyrn. 3.1; cp. JIk 24.36 cn.).

¥ Eig iotpog £0T1v, GapKikdG Te Kod TVEVHOTLKOG, YEVWNTOG Ko Gryévwntog, év capki YevOUEvog Bedg. ..
(Ephes. 7.2); UIrHaTuii He ycTaeT MOMYCPKHUBATH, YTO UMEHHO niomckuil (€v copki) XpucTtoc ObUI pacIsT
(Smyrn. 1.1-2) 1 4TO ero poxIeHHe OT JIeBbl Mapuu, ero KpeuieHne, CTpalaHie U BOCKPECeHNe ObLTH Ha-
CTOSIUMHU (OANBAG); ITH COOBITHSI — YacTh PealbHON MCTOPUU M MPOU3OLLIM OHU B mpasieHue [loHTHs
IMunara (Magn. 11; Tral. 9.1; Smyrn. 1.2; Ephes. 19.1).
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HICTIOBEIOBABIIHNX JOKCTHUECKHE BO33PEHHS  , HO HMEIH JIH 3TH XPHCTHAHE KaKoe-To (re-
HETHYECKOE) OTHOIICHHE K TeM, KOTOPbIC ObUTH 00BEKTOM ToeMuku B [—2Mu’'| ycraHo-
BUTb €7IBa JIU BO3MOKHO M3-3a KpailHEH CKyJ0CTU JAHHBIX .

B cnenyromeii yacTu ctaThH s o0pallych K Au M COMYTCTBYIOLUIMM 3TOMY COYMHEHHIO

npobiaeMam.

Cokpauenust

Nn — EBanrenue ot Moanna

1-3Uu  — 1, 2, 3 llocnanus Moanna

H3 — Hoserit 3aBer

Otxkp  — OrtkpoBenne Moanna

ANRW — Aufstieg und Niedergang der Romischen Welt

BThB  — Biblical Theology Bulletin: Journal of Bible and Culture
BZNW — Beihefte zur ZNW

EKK — Evangelisch-Katholischer Kommentar zum Neuen Testament
ExpT  — The Expository Times

HTR — Harvard Theological Review

JBL — Journal of Biblical Literature

JECS  — Journal of Early Christian Studies

JEH — Journal of Ecclesiastical History

JTS — Journal of Theological Studies

3 Yrnaruii Bospaxai He TONBKO JOKeTaM (MM Ipexe Beero B Smyrn. u Tral.), HO W, HAIIPEMED, HyIaH-
3UPYIOIIUM XPUCTUAHAM, O UYeM KPaCHOPEUMBO TOBOPAT TaKHe €ro mocnaHus, kak Magn. 8—10 u Philad.
6 ci.; moapo6Ho cM.: Donahue 1978; a taxxke: Prigent 1977: 1-10.

3! Crenos 3naxomctBa Urnatus ¢ [—2Mu (4TGB! JOMYCTHTD WX BIMSHHE) HE BUIHO; CAMYIO PAHHIOK
uuraty u3 //u 4.3 naxonum y Ilonukapna Cmupuckoro (Philip. 7.1; Beposatao, ok. 120 r.); cp. npumeu. 10.
Bompocy o ToM, ObutH M onmoHeHThl MrHaTus, He NpH3HABaBIINE «IUIOTCKOrO XpPHUCTa», JOKETaMH, I10-
CBsIILIEHA OIPOMHas JIUTeparypa; 0030p cM., Hanpumep: Sumney 1993; Stewart 2018; cp.: Munier 1993, rne
aBTOp, MOAPOOHO pa3bHpas Bonpoc o gokeTax (pasznen «Les Docétes», 407 ci.), moguepkuBaeT To 00CTOs-
TeNnbCTBO, uTo «le docétisme est né de la difficulté de concilier les données du message chrétien concernant
la personne et I’oeuvre de Jésus-Christ <...> avec les conceptions hellénistiques relatives a la transcendence
de Dieu. Si la pensée hellénistique acceptait 1’idée d’un Sauveur divin, il lui fallait trouver une solution
rationelle excluant le contact du divin avec la matiére, considérée comme un principe contraire a Dieu...»
(409); mokeTndeckoe pelieHHEe MPOOJIEMBI, TPOIOIDKACT OH, BEIET CBOE IMPOUCXOXKICHHUE OT IPEUECKHX
IpeCTaBICHAI, KOTOpbIe MOXKHO Haiiti yxe y ['omepa (cp. Oducces, X1.603 ci. o I'epaxie, ueit e{dmwAov,
T.e. mogodue, Oaucceli yBuaen B napcTee Auza, B TO BpeMsi Kak HacTosiuit ['epaki muposain ¢ boramMu Ha
Osumrie; 3ToT puMep npuBen yxe Weigandt 1961: 32-33), u 3T0 pelieHHe COCTOUT B TOM, YTO XPHCTOC
(60>xecTBO, OECKOHEYHO yIaleHHOE OT 3¢MIIHM) SBIJICS Ha 3eMile Kak McKymurens, HO HE JIUYHO, IOTOMY
YTO OH BCer/ia npeObIBacT Ha Hebe, a JIMIIb CBOeH dOKNOLG, CBOEH BUAMMOCTHIO; cM. Takxke: Molland 1954,
rIe aBTop, 3aMETHB, YTO BCe MOCHaHus rHaThs, KpoMe Rom., COREprKaT MOJIEMUKY C ONIIOHCHTAMH, TOY-
HYIO IIPHPOJY YYEHHsI KOTOPBIX YCTAHOBHUThH HE HMPOCTO, IPUXOIHT K 3aKioueHuo: «One point only is evi-
dent: their Docetism. They considered Christ’s life on earth, his birth, his human body, his death and resur-
rection as mere appearance» (1); 0 TOM, YTO OIITOHEHTaMH MIrHaTHs OBUIH «MYACO-XPUCTHAHCKUE TOKETHI»,
eBHOHUTHI, cM.: Goulder 1999 («...Ignatius’ Jewish-Christian ,,docetists* believe the same doctrine as
Irenacus’ Ebionites»: 30); o eBuonuTtax cM.: Xocpoes 2019: 43—44.

32 Cp. ocropoxknoe BeickaseBanne: «Obwohl Ignatius’ Polemik besonders an 1Joh 4.2-3 erinnert (vgl.
Polykarp Phil. 7.1; cm. Beime, npumed. 31), mull es sich bei den Gegnern des 1. Johannesbriefes nicht
unbedingt um denselben Doketismus handeln. <...> In Ignatius’ Polemik findet sich nichts, das geniigend
Anhaltspunkte gébe, um auf eine bestimmte Sekte zu deuten, die er gekannt haben kdnnte» (Schoedel 1990:
255); cp.: Paulsen 1978: 141-142; Donahue 1978: 81 0 TOM, 4TO 10 CHX TIOp HET €IUHOTO MHEHHS O TOM,
keM ObuH omnoHeHThl Mraatus u «the scholarly diversity at this point stems from the meagerness of the
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Abstract: According to the doctrine of the so-called docetic Christology, the earthly Jesus and the
heavenly Christ were two different persons; it was Jesus who suffered on the cross, whereas Christ
just entered Jesus’ body for a while and abandoned it before his death on the cross; consequently, the
suffering of Christ was mere appearance. Based on some passages from Gnostic texts containing
examples of docetic Christology, the author attempts here to trace the origin of that concept, starting
with the New Testament (Pt. 1: Synoptic Gospels); in previous parts of the article (Pt. 2.1; 2.2; 2.3;
2.4), he analyzed such Paul’s passages as Rom. 1.3—4, Gal. 4.4-7, 1Cor 8.4—6, Phip. 2.5-11, Col
1.15-20; in this part he is dealing with the writings of the so-called Johannine corpus, i.e., John and
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