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1
EBanremue or Moanna (M#), B KoTopoM Bepa B To, 4to Umcyc Xpucroc sBIseTcs He
pocTo (ITyCTh AaXke ¥ OOron30paHHBIM) YEITOBEKOM, KaK 3TO IPEACTABISIN ceOe, HarpH-

1
006 3TOM caMOM HETOHSITHOM M 3araJj04HOM COYMHEHUH H3 Kpaco4yHO BbIpasuics [owcopidc buciu-
Mioppaii: cpey IpOYNX €BaHTEeNNI TO CBOMM IIPOUCXO0XK/ICHAEM HAllOMHUHAET sIBUBIIErocst ABpaamy Men-



MCCNEOOBAHUA

xuceneka, «oe3 oria, 6e3 marepu, 6e3 pomocnoBus» (Esp 7.3): «Everything we want to know about this
book is uncertain, and everything about it that is apparently knowable is matter of dispute...» (Beasley-
Murray 1987: XXXII; xypcuB mMoit. — A4.X.). I3 HECMETHOTO KOJIMYECTBA MOMBITOK OOBSICHUTD «3araaKy»
Hn s 6ymy cchUIaThCS JIMIIb Ha T€, KOTOpHIE CYUTAal0 Hamboyee IOJHO U C PasHBIX CTOPOH IIPEICTaB-
oMy TeMy. O ToM, 4To H, TIpexzie YeM OOpECTH CBOIO HBIHEIIHIOK (OpMy, MPOIUIO HECKOIBKO
9TaIoB pa3BUTHS, CM., HarpumMep (Brown 1966: XXXIV ci1.), KOTOpBIi pa3ianyal maTh CTaauii: 1) B ocCHOBE
CBaHIeNHs JIe)Ka MaTepHall, KOTOPBIA U3 MEPBBIX YCT YUUTEIS MOTyYHI «IFOOUMBI YUCHHK»; 2) MOIOI-
HEHHE HOBBIM MAaTEpHAJIOM B OOLIMHE, OCHOBAHHOI 3THM y4YeHHKOM; 3) ohOpMIIECHHE 3TOr0 Marepuaia
B HEKMI ToOcienoBaTeNbHbIH pacckas; 4) o0paboTka 3TOro MarepHalla aHOHHMHBIM «EBAHTEIHCTOM»;
5) OKOHYATENbHAS ero MepepaboTka aHOHMMHBIM (TaK Ha3bIBAEMBIM IIEPKOBHBIM) PEIAKTOPOM, T.C. EBaHIe-
nue B ero HbiHenrHeM Buze (cp. Y. 3.1, mpumeu. 5); UMEHHO Ha 3TOM, mocienaHeil craauu MH MONTydHIio
CBOM aHTHIOKeTHYecKuil komoput (cp.: «Das Anliegen des urspriinglichen Evangeliums ist... sicher nicht
antidoketisch» (Richter 1969: 43-44, Anm. 66)). Cp. Taxxe (Martyn 2003: 147 ci1.), Tae pedsb HIET O Tpex
(parHEM, cpeHEM U TO3THEM) NEPUOAAX UCTOPUH Mu: 1) yCTHBIN MaTepual, IMEBIINI XOXKIECHHE BHYTPU
HEKOI MECCHAaHCKOH, eIl HaXOJMBIIeiicsS B CHHATOTE IPYIIIEI, ObLT OOBECANHCH HA IHCHME B HEKOE «pY-
JIUMEHTapHOE» CBaHTeINe; 2) BKIIOYCHHE B HETO MaTephaia, BOSHUKIIEro Ha CIEIYIOMEeH CTaauH, Korjaa
9Ta rpymna OblIa U3THAHA U3 CHHATOTU U CTOJNKHYJACh C TOHEHUSAMH; 3) OKOHYATCIbHBINH BUI M1 Ha cTa-
MM, Korja oOuuHa copmupoBana «its own theology and its own identity not only vis-a-vis the parent
synagogue, but also in relation to other Christian groups in its setting» (Ibid.: 157); o 3arsHyBIIeMcs 1O
MeHblueil Mmepe Ha 10 et npouecce GpopmupoBanust Mu, «involving at least two editions» (cm.: Lindars
1986: 42). Takoe HampaBieHHe HcClenOBaHHs cTano (mocie pabot Benvxayzena wu Llleapya, KOTOPBIH,
BIpOYEM, OBbLI YBEpPEH B TOM, YTO JII00asi PEKOHCTPYKIMS ApeBHEMIIeH (HOPMbI 3TOr0 €BaHIeIUsl HEBO3-
moxkHa «jede... Reconstruction der éltesten Form des Evangeliums unmdglich»: Schwartz 1908: 497),
MOXHO CKa3aTh, MaructpaibHbiM («all the relevant literary critical problems in the Fourth Gospel were
already listed by Julius Wellhausen and Eduard Schwartz» — Schnelle 1992: 2). IIpu sTom He ObL10 Heno-
CTaTKa M B TeX, KTO BBICKA3bIBAJICS 32 HCXOIHOE (XOTS U ¢ M3BECTHBHIMHU OTOBOPKAMH) €JMHCTBO TEKCTA; CM.,
nanpumep (Robinson 1963: 120): «On purely stylistic grounds I believe the Gospel must be judged to be a
literary unity. <...> I accept the view that the whole is the work of a single hand, including the Prologue
and the Epilogue», — X0Ts aBTOp mo4epKuBacT, 4to /1 He OBbIJIO HAITMCAHO «B OAMH IpHcecT» («at a sin-
gle sitting») u uto «mponor» (Mu 1.1-18) u «dnunor» (Mn 21) Obun 100aBIEHBI K €BAHTEIIHIO yXKe M0CIIe
TOrO, KaKk ObUIN HamucaHbl (aHTHAOKeTHYecKKe) /—2HH (06 3Tux mocnanusx cM.: Y. 3.1, mpumeu. 4). Hako-
HEll, BCIIOMHUM M BEChbMa BIIMSATEIBHYIO TOUKY 3peHusi byavmmarna (Bultmann 1941), cornacHo koTopoit
HEKHI pefakTop (WM pelakToOphl), 0OHAPYKHUB Pa3pO3HEHHbIC (PparMeHThl OyAyLIETO eBaHTEIHs, Pacio-
NOXWI(K) UX B TOM MOPSIIKE, KAKOH MBI IMEEM CETrOJHsI, U caenan(1) Leblil psia JOMOIHEHUH, YTOOBI TIPH-
JIaTh NEPBOHAYAIBHO BECbMa COMHHUTEIILHOMY C TOYKH 3PEHHUS NPABOBEPUS TEKCTY BUJ, NPUEMIIEMBIH «to
the developing orthodoxy of the church of the early second century». DT n006aBieHHs pacnagaroTcs Ha
MATh KaTerOpHi: Te, YTO KacaJuCh TAaHHCTB; Te, YTO Kacauuch «futuristic eschatology»; Te, B KOTOPBIX pe-
JAKTOP TBITAJICS TapMOHU3MPOBATh MH ¢ CHHONTHYSCKUMHU CBAaHTEIMSMH, H HEKOTOpBIE Opyrue (Cxaroe
H3IIOKEHHE 3TOH Teopur cM.: Smith 1965: 213 ci.). O630p pa3IUYHBIX HOJXOAOB K IpoblieMe IMPOHCXO0X-
nennst Mu n ero aBropcrBa cM.: Howard 1955 (¢ anammsom pabot 1o 1930 r.); Schnackenburg 1968: 75 ci.;
Lindars 1986: 46 cxn.; Anderson 1996: 1-69; MacGregor 2000: 1-43; Keener 2012: 81 cin.; Zumstein 2016:
38 cii. Ho B koHEYHOM cueTe 0oJiee ueM I0JTyBEKOBOM JaBHOCTH BBICKa3bIBaHUE Pyodonvgha llnaxenbypea
no-npexkHeMy ocraercs B cuie: «Noch immer kennen wir zu wenig den ‘Sitz im Leben’ des letzten
kanonischen Evangeliums und man muf} sich fiir die Moglichkeit offenhalten, da3 die von ihm gebotene
Theologie schon stark in dem Milieu und den Gemeinden entwickelt wurde, in denen er lebte»
(Schnackenburg 1965: 132); apyroit uccienoBareib, MOJBOSI UTOT TOMY, YTO OBLJIO C/ENAaHO B 00JIaCTH
un3yueHus: MloaHHOBa Kopiyca, MOAYEpKHYI: «...it has become abundantly clear that the Johannine literature
is the product not of a lone genius but of a community or group of communities that evidently persisted
with some consistent identity over a considerable span of time» (Meeks 1972: 49).
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Mep, CHHOITHKH, a IPECYIECTBYIONM GOXCecmeom”, i B KOTOPOM HJEs «BOIUIOMICHHS
BIIepBbic B H3 HAXOIUT CBOE BBIPAKCHHE', HE CONEPIKUT SBHO BHIPAKEHHON MONEMUKH C

? TIpobreMa «IpeIcyIecTBOBaHMs XpHcTa (0630p 3TOTO MPECTABICHHS B H3 COYMHEHHAX CM.:
Hamerton-Kelly 1973) B 4n (3.13; 6.38, 41, 51, 62; 13.3; 16.28; 17.5, 24) HenaBHO OblIa BCECTOPOHHE
pazobpana (Kunath 2016), rae cBoe mccnemoBaHne aBTOp HayMHaeT TakuMu cioBamu: «Die Priexistenz
Jesu ist zweifellos einer der eigentiimlichsten und markansten Aspekte der johanneischen Christologie. Das
Johannesevangelium ist das einzige der kanonischen Evangelien, in dem gesagt wird, dass Jesus Christus
vor Anbeginn der Welt bei Gott existiert hat (Joh. 17.5, 24)...» (1). ['oBops 00 3TOif «BBICOKOI» XpH-
CTOJIOTHH, HE CIeyeT AyMaTh, YTO OHA SBHJIACH PE3YIbTATOM HEKOETO IOCTYNATENbHOIO PasBUTHS: OT
MPOCTO Bepbl CHHONTHKOB B MHcyca Kak MPOpOKa U MPaBEIHOTO YYUTENS K BEPE B TO, YTO XPUCTOC OBLIT
Borom (0 ToM, 4TO pa3BHTasl XPUCTOIOTUS Ccama I10 cebe He SBIAETCS ele J0Ka3aTeIbCTBOM MO3AHEil naT-
poBKH, cM., Hanpumep: Brown 1966: LXXX: «If we remember that Paul’s writings antedated the Synoptic
Gospels, a developed Christology becomes a precarious chronometer»); B pa3HbIX OOLIMHAX U Y Pa3HbIX
BEPYIOIIUX MpoLecc 000KECTBICHUSI XPHUCTa MPOTEKa MO-PasHOMY, U HEKOTOPbIE XPUCTHAHEe, OCTaBasCh
B CBOEM ITOHMMAaHHUHM NpHpobsl bora BronHe Ha mo4Be MyzAeicTBa (C €ro HEBO3MOXKHOCTBIO OBEPUTH B TO,
yro «Xpucroc — 3to bor, npencymecTByromuii npexae Bekosy: lust., Dial. 48.1; cM., Hanpumep, O €BHO-
rutax: Xocpoes 2019: 43—44; id. 2020: 34, npumeu. 3), Tak U He NPHUILIA K BEpe, 3aCBUICTEIbCTBOBAHHOM
B counHeHusx MoanHoBa kopiyca. B konedHoMm cuere onmcanue Mucyca B Mu kak «a superhuman figure...
the unfortunate effect that the Christ of the Fourth Gospel, so far from being anti-Docetic, flings the door
wide open to a Docetic Christology, which John himself would no doubt have repudiated with horror»
(Lindars 1986: 54; xypcus mMoit. — A4.X.); cM. ciel. npuMed.

? He 3aGy1eM NpH 9TOM ¥ TeX HEMHOTHX HMCCIIe0BaTelei, KOTOpbIe GBI YOEKICHBI, uTo B MH 0 «BO-
IUIOIICHUM» BOOOIIE HET PedH; 3Ta MBICIb, OCTOPOXKHO BEIpaKeHHas eie Pepounanoom Xpucmuanom
baypom (Baur 1847: 96 cin.) B ero tonkoBauuu M 1.14 («CioBo crano IioTeio»; cM. puMmed. §8), 6erio
yrnomsinytast Bunveenomom banvoenwnepeepom (Baldensperger 1898: 171 — o Towm, uto rinaBHas uaes Mu
«auf die Logosherrlichkeit fallt, dass man von einer doketischen Christologie... reden konnte») u Xaucom
Jluymanom (Lietzmann 1936: 11, 117: «Es konnte sich aus dieser Logoschristologie ein naiver Doketismus
entwickeln»), monyumna monnoe pasButue y Opucma Kezemana (Késemann 1966), cumrapmiero, urto
yTBepKAeHHE OONBIIMHCTBA TOJIKOBATENCH O HAJMYUHM aHTHIOKETHYECKOH MOJIEMUKH B MH HE MMEeT TOJ
co6oit ocHoBauus («der heute fast durchgéngig behauptete Antidoketismus des Evangeliums ist ein reines
Postulaty — Ibid.: 51, Anm. 41) u 4TO, HAPOTHUB, COUNHEHHE COJACPIKUT JOKETHUECKOE MPE/ICTABICHHE
0 Xpucre, HO JOKETH3M 3TOT «HAMBHBIN» U HE OCO3HABAaeMBIH elle Kak onacHocTh («...der Doketismus, der
noch naiv sich geltend macht und als Gefahr noch nicht erkannt ist» — Ibid.); ¢paza «Cnoso crano
IUIOTHIO» HUKOMM 00pa3oM He o3HauaeT, 4yto CioBo (scil. boxecTBo) 00peso MOoUIMHHYIO IIOTh, HO HOJ-
pasymeBaeT smib, yro CIIOBO COLLIO B MHp JIIOJEH, CONPUKOCHYJIOCH C 3eMHBIM M T.aI. («Meint die
Aussage, dafl das Wort Fleisch ward, wirklich mehr, als daB es in die Menschenwelt herabstieg, mit dem
Irdischen in Beriihrung kam und so Begegnung mit ihm mdglich wurde? Steht sie nicht ganz im Schatten
der andern Aussage: ,,Wir sahen seine Herrlichkeit“...? — Ibid.: 23); Takum o6pa3zom, Kezemarn nokasbiBai,
YTO HE XPHUCTOJOTHUS BOIUIOIICHUS, a SOEQ-XPHCTONIOTHS, T.€. XPHUCTOJIOTUSI-CIIaBbI, SIBISIETCS LEHTPAIBLHON
st Un. Kputnaeckuii pazdop ero Touku 3perus cm.: Richter 1971: 82 ci.; Bornkamm 1968; Thompson
1988: 121-122; Ashton 2007: 473 cn.; cp.: Kysar 2005: 32: aBrop, 3ametus, uto B Mu 1.14a peus neiicTBu-
tenpHO uzaet o Bomtoniennu («Unlike Ernst Kédsemann I take 1.14a seriously. The incarnation is real...»),
noguepkuyi: «The Johannine Jesus is one who walks among humans as a human yet with the majesty and
power of the divine (e.g. 1.47; 2.25; 7.30; 8.20)...». bpuin, HaKOHEI, U Te, KTO CYUTAI, YTO AOYOG AOOPKOG
cran Adyog €voopkog He B MOMEHT pokaeHHs Mucyca, a B MOMEHT €ro KpEIUCHHs, T.C. «BOIUIOLICHHEH
HPOM3OIUIO HE B Hayaje 3eMHOH ku3HM Mucyca; mpu TakoM IOHHMMaHHH MOXKHO T'OBOPHTH CKOpee 00
«agontnoHusme» (00 3ToM noHsTHH cM.: Xocpoes 2020: 41, npumed. 16) Mu; 3Ty cTapyro «epeTHYECKYIO»
(cm., Hanpumep, y Kepunda) uaeto (He B MOCICIHIO OYepeh IIOTOMY, YTO pacckas o poxkaeHuu Mucyca
B Mn OTCYTCTBYET), IpaBa, HUKAK €e Jajlee He pa3BHB, BbIpaswmi yxe Anvgped Jlyasu (MpU KpeueHHN
Hucyca npounsonuio «1’adoption de cette humanité par la personne divine du Verbe» — Loisy 1903: 230);
cm. Takoke: Fuller 1976: 269, 271: «...Jesus became at his baptism the incarnation of the preexistent Logos.
<...> the infancy narratives know nothing of Christ’s pre-existence. <...> it was the baptism of Jesus rather
than his birth that is of primary Christological significance»). [Ipyroit aBrop, yrBepkaas, urto «the man
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JIOKEeTUYECKUMU IIPECTaBICHUAMU (B OTiIN4Me OT [—2/H); TeM He MeHee PsJl BHICKa3bIBa-
HHUH OTYETIIMBO TOKa3bIBAET, YTO NPOOJeMa OHUMAaHHUS TPHPOIBI Tella «BOYEIOBEUEHHO-
ro» XpHucTa 3aHUMAaeT B 3TOM COUMHEHHUH OJTHO U3 KIIFOUEBBIX MecT. ABTOp /n (WiIn mocie-
JYIOIIMHA pelakTop, KOTOPOMY €BaHTeline 005S3aH0 CBOMM HBIHEITHUM BUAOM), IPU KAXKIAOM
yIOOHOM cllydae MoJUepKuBas «IUIOTCKOCTh» Mucyca XpucTa, HUCKOJIBKO HE COMHEBAJICS
B TOM, YTO €TI0 TeJO OBUIO HE MpuspauHbiM, a MaTepUATbHBIM M, CIEOBATEIbHO, OH HE
TONBKO T10 BUAY OBLT (Ka3asics1) 4EIOBEKOM, a Cmaj UM Ha CAMOM JIelIe”.

Jesus and the divine Christ were united in the descent of the Spirit at Jesus’s baptism» (119) u urto 10 co-
mrecTBust Ha Hero Jlyxa npu kpeuienun Mucyc Obu1 0OBIYHBIM YETOBEKOM, POJMBIIUMCS OT OOBIYHBIX PO-
nureneit («an ordinary man, born of human parents»), Ho nociie courectBus Jyxa 6oxxectBennsiii Jloroc,
i CeiH («the divine Logos or Son»), Bxoaut B Mucyca u coeaunsercs ¢ ero yenoseueckum tenom (Wat-
son 1987: 123), npsimo Ha3bIBaeT xpucroyioruto Mu «adoptionisty. Hakoneu, [Opeen Bexep noxassiBall, 4To
WIes BOIUIOLICHHS, 3aCBUICTEIBCTBOBAHHAS He pa3 (co cchuikoil Ha Puma 8.3; Ian 4.4; @an 2.7; 1Tum
3.16) B paHHeM (10 /H) XpUCTHAHCTBE, CAMOTO aBTOpa /H, B3SBILIETO CIIOBA O BOIIOmeHNnH (Mu 1.14) u3
Goree paHHEro Tekcra (CM. IpHUMed. 6 U 8), He HHTepecoBalla: €ro XPHUCTOJIOTHS ObUIa HE «XPHCTOIOTHEH
BOILTOLICHHs», a «Sendungschristologie», 1 3Ta ues «IMOCIaHHUYECTBAY OTUYSTIMBO BBIpaXKEHa B OOJIBIINX
peuax Uucyca B Mn 3.1 cn.; 5.19 ci.; 6.25 cn.; 12.30 cn. u np. (Becker 1983); cp.: «die gottliche Liebe [ist]
Ansatz und Ursprung menschlicher Erlosung. Diese Liebe konkretisiert sich in der Sendung des Sohnes»
(Becker 1981: 403; cp.: Becker 1979: 7677 etc.).

* O Tom, uro MHCyc HCIHITHIBAN OOBIUHBIE YeNOBEUeCKHe UyBCTBA («normal human characteristics»:
Smith 1995: 166), roBopsT, XOTs KpaifHe pelnko, ¥ cHHONTUKY (ronox: Mg 4.2; 21.18; JIk 4.2; xanoctb:
Mk 6.34 u map.; Mg 20.34; neuans u OecriokoiictBo: Mk 14.33 u map.), HO OHH, B OTJIHYHE OT aBTOpa MH,
OBUIM IaNeKH OT Bepbl B 00’KEeCTBEHHOCTh Mucyca: i HUX OH ObUI MPEX/e BCEro MPaBeIHbIM YEIOBEKOM
u gynoTBopieM (cm.: Xocpoes 2019: 35 ci., npumeu. 24 ci.); aBrop xe /H, Hanensst Mucyca, ceiHa bora,
YeNIOBEUYECKUMH TepeKUBaHUAMHE (YCTaltocTh: Un 4.6; xaxna: Ux 4.7; 19.28; Bonnenue u cnessl: Mu 11.33,
35; 13.21; 60s13Hb ObITH YOUTEIM: MH 7.1), nenaer 3To Ui TOTO, 4TOOBI MOAYEPKHYTH YETIOBEYECKYIO IPH-
pony Wucyca, gusuueckyro peanvhocmes, a He npu3payHocmes €ro IIoTH, 4To0bI «to emphasize the fact of
the Incarnation, as against the nascent Docetism of the age» (Bernard 1929: CLXX-CLXXI; cp. Takxe:
Barrett 1978: 54); monpo6no 06 «dymonmsix Uucyca B Au» cm.: Voorwinde 2005: oco6. 284-285, 299-303.
Vike VpuHeii, Bo3paxkast JOKETaM pa3HBIX TOJKOB, YTBEP)KAAaBIINM, 4To Mucyc «Huyero (scil. mioTckoro)
He nosydnit oT JleBb» (UNSEV dvelAneévon €k THg TopBEvov), M T0Ka3bIBas, YTO, POAMBIIMCH OT Mapuw,
OH HPHHST HACTOSIIYIO TUIOTh, MIPUBOIMI CPEIH MPOYUX UMEHHO TH MPUMEPHI U3 M, B KOTOPBIX, IO €ro
CIIOBaM, COJEPIKAIICH BCe GUUPOAN GOPKOG: KaK MBI, TOBOPHUT OH, COCTOMM M3 TeNa M AYIIH, TaK U «Ipel-
cymrectBytoiee CioBo bora» (verbum dei) cocTosio U3 Tex e KOMIIOHEHTOB, «IIOBTOpsisi B cebe caMoM
CBOE ke COOCTBEHHOE TBOpeHHe» (suum plasma in semetipsum recapitulans: Adv. haer. 111.22.1-2; rpede-
ckuii Tekct: Theod., Eran. 1).

> B toMm, uto Mn GbIIO HAIKMCAHO KAaK OTBET Ha JOKETHUecKoe ydenmne Kepuuba (o HeM cM.: XocpoeB
2016: 178-182), 6b1 yBepeH Mpuneit, noxons yteepkaaBuiuii, uro KepuH} Ha3bIBa1 HENPUYACTHOTO
CTpaflaHMIO ropHero Xpucra, CoLe/uero npyu kpemennu Ha Mucyca, Jlorocom (Adv. haer. 111.11.1 cx.; cm.
npuMed. 7-8; TO, 9TO 3TO OTOXKAECTBJIEHHE TpUHAAIexKano camomy Kepundy, Hepemuac cnpasemiuso
Has3Ba1 «unglaubwiirdig» Ha ToM ocHOBaHMH, 4TO epecuoor, panee (Ibid.: 1.26.1) moapobHO U3MOKUBIIHI
yuenue Kepunga, HM pasy TaM He BCHOMHHI O poiu Jloroca B GOrociioBUM 3TOro «epeTuka»: Jeremias
1968: 82). Xors yrBepxkaeuue Mpunes, uro aBrop Mx nmonemusuposai ¢ Kepundowm (cp. ierenay o BCTpe-
qe an. Moanna ¢ Kepunadom B Ddece: Adv. haer. 111.3.4), ve BoI3bIBacT 0co60r0 moBepus (cMm.: Schnacken-
burg 1968: 170), B CKpbITOH MOJIEMHYECKOW HANpPaBICHHOCTH //H HE COMHEBAJHCh, Bciienx 3a Mpuneewm,
¥ OOJBIIMHCTBO (CP., OIHAKO, IPHMeY. 3) COBPEMEHHbBIX MCCieqoBaTeNeil; cM., Hanpumep: Weigandt 1961:
102: «Die ersten sicheren Anhaltspunkte fiir einen Kampf des Urchristentums gegen Doketismus finden wir
in dem zwischen 85 und 100 entstandenen Johannesevangelium, also recht spét. Freilich fehlt hier jede
Polemiky; takxxe Morris 1971: 36-37; Lindars 1986: 61-63; Schnelle 1992; Kysar 2005: 95-96. He 3a0y-
JieM U cBuaeTenbeTBa Enudanus o ToM, 4To Mocie[oBaTeNin OJHONW U3 MAIOA3HHCKHUX epeceil, KOTOPBIX OH
Has3bIBaeT «ajoramu» (GAOYoL, T.e. He MpU3HAIOIIHE AOYOG; cM. TpuMmed. §), cuuranu aokera Kepunpa as-
TopoM u Un, u Omxp (Pan. 51.3.6).
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[TepBoe ynoMuHaHUE «IUIOTH» XPHUCTa, B Y€EM MOXKHO BUJETb, XOTS U JAJIEKO HE SBHO
BBIPKEHHBIN, IPUMEP «aHTUIOKETHUECKOM» MOJIEMUKH, HAXOJIUM B KIIIOUEBBIX CIIOBAX TaK
Ha3bIBAEMOTO IIPOJIOTa, KOTOPHIH OOJNBITMHCTBO KOMMEHTATOPOB CUUTAIOT HE MPHHAIIC-
JKallliM OCHOBHOMY TEKCTY nus:

6 Bompoc o Tom, mpuHauIeKal i Tak Ha3siBaeMblid «1posior» (M 1.1-18), yacThio0 KOTOPOTo SIBISIETCS
MpUBE/ICHHOE Jlaliee BhICKa3bIBaHIE, OCHOBHOMY TEKCTY eBaHrenus (Kak, Hanpumep, Robinson 1963 B npu-
med. 1; cp.: Morris 1971: 70) unu aBtop (pemaktop?) m00aBUII YK€ CYIIECTBOBAaBIINl (TIO3THUECKUIA?)
TEKCT K CBOEMY COUYMHEHMIO, HE TOJYYHJI OKOHYATEJIBHOTO OTBETA; CPEAU IOJIOKHUTEIbHBIX OTBETOB HA
BTOPYIO 4acTh BOIIPOCA (3a 9TO BBICKa3bIBaeTCs OOJIBIIMHCTBO) CM., Hanpumep: Bultmann 1941: 5 ci., xo-
TOpPBIA CUMTAN, 4TO aBTOp /M1 0OpaboTan KakoH-TO apaMeHCKHUi (TOXPHUCTHAHCKHH THOCTHYECKHH) I'MMH,
BO3ZHHKIINI B OJIHOM M3 CEKT «KpEeCTHUTENei», ClellaB ero HavyaJoM CBOEro epaHrenus; cp.:. Painter 1984:
460: «...in the conflict with the synagogue the evangelist made use of a ‘sectarian’ Jewish hymn in praise
of Wisdom/Torah as a basis of his Prologue», Ho mpex/e, 4eM ero B3sI Ha BOOPY)KCHHE €BaHTCIIHCT, 3TOT
THMH yXe OBbUI OTpEJaKTHPOBaH B JJUIMHUCTUYECKOW XPHUCTHUAHCKOH OOIIMHE, KOTOopas ObLIa 3HaKoMma
«with the Pauline identification of Christ with Wisdom...»; cp.: Painter 1991: 106 cu.; Dunn 1989: 239:
B «IIpOJIOTe» OBLT UCIIONB30BaH «poetic material» [nanee: «a Logos poem»], KOTOpPBIH, BO3MOXKHO, ObLT Ha-
MUCaH HE3aBUCHMO OT CAMOTO €BaHTENIHs, XOTS, BIIOJHE BO3MOXHO, «by the same Johannine circle (perhaps
even by the same hand), and not necessarily much before the composition the Gospel itself. <...> perhaps
the same many); Lindars 1986: 55: «His (t.e. aBTopa /1) Christology of the Logos is confined to the Pro-
logue, which belongs to the second edition of his work». O Tom, uTO HekoTopbie H3 aBTOPHI BKIIOYAIH B
CBOM COYMHCHUS CYLICCTBOBABIINE YK€ 0 HUX ITOITHYECKHE OTPBIBKH, cM. (Sanders 1971). B mone3y uso-
POIHOTO MPOHUCXOXKACHHS «IIPOJIOray CBUIETEIBCTBYET, CPEAH MPOYETO, TOT (aKT, YTO CIOBO AGYOG B HIIO-
cTacHOM 3HaueHHU «CII0BO» (BIIPOYEM, 3TOT TPaJUIUOHHBIH PYCCKUH IEPEBOJ CYIIECTBCHHO CyXKaeT 3Ha-
YeHHEe I'PEYecKOoro MOHATHUS; cp. MpuMed. 7, 8) BcTpedaeTcst TONbKO B «tiposore» (Mu 1.1 u 1.14), u nanee
Ha IPOTSDKCHHUY BCETO TEKCTA BaHTEIIHS aBTOP BIIOJHE 00XOUTCS €3 3TOro HOHATHUS (0 TOM, 4To «regula-
tive Christological concept of the Gospel is not Logos, but the Christ, the Son of God» 1 4T0 IpH TOMOIIH
MOHATHS AOYOG HEBO3MOXHO ObLIO BbIpa3uth «the historical redemptive role of the incarnate Sony, cwm.:
Pollard 1970: 6-7; kypcus aBTopa. — A.X.). KOCBeHHBIM MOATBEp)XKACHUEM TOTO, UTO /M1 OBLIO HANUCAHO
He paHee, 4eM Mu (Tpolle/iiee Yepe3 HECKONbKO CTaJuil B CBOEM Pa3BUTHH; CM. MPHMeY. 1) MOIydHIiio
CBOM HACTOSIIMI BUJ, SIBISETCS yHOTpeOneHne moHsTus AOyog B camoM Hauane /M 1.1: odueBUIHO, YTO
aBTop //n, 3auMcTBOBaB AOYOG U3 MH, NCTIONB30BAN CIOBO B TOM )K€ 3HAUEHUH, B KAKOM OHO HaXOAUTCS
B «mposore». Ha Bonmpoc o TOM, Kakue CTHXM «IpoJiora» ObUIM B OPUTHHAJIE, a Kakue ObUIM 100aBiIeHbI
€BaHIeJIMCTOM, OTBEYAIN II0-pa3HOMY; Tak, Hanpumep, Kdsemann (1964: 168) cuurai, yTo «rTUMH» 3aKaH-
yuBajics Ha 12-M crtuxe u cocrosut U3 ctuxoB 1(2?), 3-5, (9?), 10-12ab, a ctuxu 14-18 — nobasineHue
eBanrenucra; cp.. Demke 1967: 49-51, xotopsiii (vorldufig) orHocut k opurunany «Vers. 1. 2. 3—4. 5. 9.
10. 11. 12. 14. 16. 17»; Rissi 1975: 323: «Zum Einschub (eBanrenucra) ist auch V. 9 zu rechnen»; Miiller
1990: 41: «Joh 1, 14 ist Teil des dem Evangelisten vorgegebenen Logoshymnus, der wohl etwa Joh 1, 1.3f.
5.10-12ab. 14.16 umfafity; Painter 1991: 119: «the evangelist has added 3b, 6-8, 12c—13, 14d, 15, 18»;
Rissi (1975) cuuran, 4to «mposnor» cocTaBieH u3 aByx (cT. 1-12 u ct. 14, 16-18) «Logoslieder», nmeBrnx
XOXK/ICHHE B OOIIMHE €BAHIEINCTAa; O TOM, YTO HBIHEIIHUI «IIPOJIOT» SBISETCS MepepabdOTKON «THUMHA,
nocesiteHHoro [pemyapoctu» («a hymn in honour of Sophia»), u uto HelHEmHHI AOYOG «is a substitute
for a previously existing Sophia», cm.: Harris 1917: 6 ci1.; 0 TOM, 4TO «THMH» MOT OBITh JHTYPTrHYECKUM
(«konnte als ganzer aus dem Gottesdienst staammeny), cm., Haipumep: Wilckens 2000: 22); B KOHEYHOM
cuete «der genaue Umfang des Hymnus blieb immer umstritten, aber lange Zeit galt seine Existenz als
gesichertes Ergebnis wissenschaftlicher Auslegung» (Klaiber 2017: 24); ncueprbIBaroliid aHaIu3 Uccie-
JIOBaHMH, IMOCBSIIECHHBIX IMpobieme «mposoray, cM.: Theobald 1989, a panee: Barrett 1971, rue aBrop,
NozpoOHO pa3o0paB OCHOBHBIE PabOTHI CBOMX IPEAIICCTBCHHUKOB, ITOCBSILCHHBIC 3TOH TeMe, HpPH3HAI
«IIPOJIOTY MCKOHHOW YacThio M, HarnmcaHHOH camuM eBaHrenucToM («The Prologue is not a jig-saw puzzle
but one piece of solid theological writing. The evangelist wrote it all...»: 27). B mo6om ciydae, 3HaYeHHE
«IIPOJIOTay», KOTOPBIH 3aMEHHII IepBOHavanbHoe exordium counHeHus (HaunHaBLIeecs ¢ pacckasa Mu 1.19
06 Noanne Kpecrurene; cp.: Hun 1.6-8, 15; Lindars 1986: 50; Painter 1991: 121), ¢ 60rocioBckoi TOUKH
3peHHs €/Ba JIN MOXKHO TEPEOLCHUTh, U B KOHEYHOM CUETE HY)KHO COTJIACUTHCS CO cioBamu /[{cetimca
Janna: «Without doubt John 1.1-18 expresses the most powerful Word-christology in the NT. Here, be-
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«B nauane 6510 CioBo, 1 CioBo Gb110 y Bora, u CioBo 6110 Borom <...> u Cro60’
CMano niomwio i OGUTATIO CPEIH HACK'.

Ha Bonpoc, mouemy npsiMasi ojieMHKa C ONIMOHEHTaMH B M1 OTCYTCTBYET (B TO BpeMms,
Kak B /—2/n oHa OblJIa OTUETIIUBO BBIPAXKEHA), OTBET, IO BCel BUAMMOCTH, HaBCEI/1a OCTa-
HETCS raz[aTeﬂLHLIM9, HO MOYXHO BCE-TaKH JOIMYCTHTh, 4TO aBTOp Mr (Wiu penakTop, noda-

yond dispute, the Word is pre-existent, and Christ is pre-existent Word incarnate» (Dunn 1989: 239); tam
JK€ MOJKHO HAaWTH CXKAThIi TMepedyeHb APYTuX TOYEK 3PEHHs Ha cOCTaB MepBoHavanbHOro «ruMHay (Ibid.:
347-348, note 106).

7O Tom, uro Logoschristologie umeeT B kauecTBe OJHOM W3 BaXKHBIX MPEAMOCHITOK mepeox LXX,
B 4aCTHOCTH OMO04HBI nepeBox dpa3bl Agsax 3.5, cm.: Bertram 1957: 239 ci.: cioBo deber macopercko-
TO TEKCTa, O3HAYAIOIIee «3apa3a, YyMay» WiH T.10. («mpex auioM ero (scil. bora) uner s38a»), B LXX 6b110
B HEOTJIACOBAHHOM €BPEHCKOM TEKCTe MOHSTO Kak dabar, «cioBo», U mepeBe/ieHo Kak Adyog (Tpd Tpocdmov
ovtod mopevoeTon AdYOg, «Ipex JHIoM ero Oyner unru CioBoy); pa3dop Ipyrux IpUMEpPoB U3 Oubiei-
CKHX TeKCTOB ¢ BBIBOZIOM: «der Logostitel diirfte zuerst im Raum des hellenistischen Judenchristentum, und
zwar als Pradikat des wiederkehrenden Herrn auf Jesus Christus angewendet worden sein» cM. (Jeremias
1968: 83—85); ocHOBaTENBHBINH SKCKYypC B PA3NIMYHBIC ACIIEKTH 3HAYCHHS IPEUYECKOr0 TepPMHHA AOYOG CM.
(Dodd 1978: 263-285; Morris 1971: 115-125).

8 Mgy Gpyd Av 6 Adyoc, kol & Adyog Av mpdg OV BedV, Kol Bede Av O Adyog. <. kol O AOYog GopE
gyévero MPoi Eorivmoey év fuiv, Vol Beoicdpedo T 86Eov ordTod. .. (Mn 1.1, 14a-b-c). TTo moBoxy
aHTHJOKeTHYecKoro madoca cruxa 14a cMm., nanpumep: Schnackenburg 1968: 1, 170: «the expression copg
€yéveto links up with the Christological profession of faith in 1Jn 4.2; 2Jn 7, and must be directed against a
docetic watering of primitive Christology in the Church...»; Schnelle 2005: 524-525: «Der Evangelist setzt
einen deutlich antidoketischen Akzent mit der Betonung der Fleischwerdung des préaexistenten Logos in Joh
1-14»; cp., omrako: Wilckens 2000: 33: «Solche (kak B [Tocnanusx Uruatus) ‘antidoketische’ Spitze ist in
Joh 1.14 nicht zu erkenneny. [Ipennonaranu, uro An 1.14, Gyxy4n 4acTblo «IIpoJioray (CM. mpumed. 6) 1 He
MIPUHA/UIeKA [Iepy aBTOpa OCHOBHOT'O TeKCTa /1, ObLI0 100aBIEHO Ha MO3AHEH CTaaMH OBITOBAHUS COYM-
HEHHs KaK PEakilis Ha yXKe MOSBUBILYIOCS JOKeTHuecKyto yrpo3y («die sekundire Herkunft von Joh 1.14x:
Richter 1971: 113; cp.: Brown 1982: 109), Beib uzesi «BOILIOIICHHSD MPOTHBOPEUYUT TOMY, YTO CaM aBTOP
TOBOPHUT O «IUIOTH» (0GipE) B IPYTUX MecTax MH, B KOTOPBIX 3TO MOHATHE HUKOTAA HE UCIIOIb3YETCsl B CBS-
3u ¢ Mucycom («Er wird nie auf eine Linie mit der sarx gestellt oder gar mit ihr identifiziert. Sarx
bezeichnet beim Evangelisten immer den Gegensatz oder zumindest den Unterschied zu dem, was Jesus ist
und was er bringt — Richter 1971: 113); B //n IOHATHE «IIIOTH» HECET, KaK MPABHJIO, HETaTHBHBINA OTTEHOK
(Mn 3.6; 6.63: «JlyX >KMBOTBOPHT, (a) IJIOTh (GGPE) HE MPUHOCUT HUKAKOI MONb3b1»; Mn 8.15: 31ech nyen,
KOTOpbIe BUAAT B MHcyce TONBKO YeloBeKa M CYIST «II0 IIOTH» (KOt OApKoL), OTKA3bIBAIOTCS PH3HATH
6okecTBeHHOE mpoucxoxiaenue Wucyca; Mu 17.1-2: CblH NIPOTUBOIOCTABIEH «BCAKOH ILUIOTH» (MOOO
oGpE); cp. Takke MPOTUBOpEUHe B yHoTpebiaeHun oOpE B cocennux cruxax Mu 1.13 u 1.14; cp. (Brown
1966: 32); aHanu3 OTTEHKOB 3Ha4YeHus 3T0oro moustus B Mu cm. (Thompson 1988: 39 ci.)). [Ipotus Hamm-
qust B Mn 1.14 antunokernveckoit uaeu cm.: Berger 1974, roe aBTop (IPUBOAS IPUMEPBI CXOXKETO CIIOBO-
yHoTpeOsieHHss y IpYyrux XpHcTHaHCKHX aBTopoB: lust., Dial. 127-128 et al.) mokasbiBaeT, 4TO TJaroi
Yiyvopou 03HayYaeT 31eCh HE «CTAaHOBHUTHCS (IUIOTBIO)Y, T.€. «BOIUIOIIATHCS) (TPaJULMOHHOE TOJIKOBAHUE),
a «OKa3bIBaThCS/SBISTHCS B KAKOM-JINO0 00pasze» (3. «B o0pase IIoTH»; «...erscheinen in einer Gestalt,
ohne damit diese zu “werden”»: 162); Takum oOpa3oM, pedb HE HJET O TOM, YTO AOYOG «CTall TUIOTHIOY,
a JIMIIb O TOM, YTO AOYOG SIBHIICS B IUIOTCKOM OOJIMYbE; BO3PaXKCHHUE POTUB TAKOTO TOJIKOBAHHMS cM.: Miil-
ler 1990: 45-46: «In Verbindung mit einem Préadikatsnomen sagt es (scil. riaron yiyvopon), dal eine Person
oder Sache ihre Eigenschaft oder Zustand verdndert, um etwas zu werden, was sie vorher nicht war» (kcta-
TH, ¢ IpUMepamH Takxke u3 Mycrtuna: /4pol. 32.10 u np.).

? TIpanmy OTCYTCTBHS TIPAMOIT TIONEMUKY B M1 BAIEIH WIH B TOM, UTO eBAHTEIHe GBUIO HAIKCAHO 10
BO3HHMKHOBEHHS «packojia» (schism) B MoaHHOBO# 0OmmHe, 0 KOTOpOM roBopsT [—2HMu (1moApoOHO cM.
Y. 3.1), yBuzeBmne CBET MO3/HEE, B caMblil pasrap «packona» (Brown 1982: 101 cn.), uiau B ToM, 4TO B /—
2Hn, HanMCaHHBIX 10 M1, IONEMHKA C JOKETH3MOM ObLIa ellle aKTyalbHOH (II03TOMY TaM OHa NPUCYTCTBY-
eT), a B Mn npobiiema okeTH3Ma Haia cBoe 6orocioBckoe ocmbicienne («The Letter (scil. //4u) names
the problem, but a theological answer is found only later, in the Gospel. <...> the Gospel undertakes a
comprehensive combat with Docetism»: Schnelle 1992: 228); 3Ti yTBepKISHHS HMEIOT CMBICI IIPU JOIY-

> (14a),

43
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BUBIIHI 3TOT IIPOJIOT» K OCHOBHOMY TEKCTY €BaHTEJHs), 3HAas O BEpe CBOMX JOKETHUE-
CKHUX IMPOTUBHUKOB, HECOTJIACHUC C HUMU MPEATIOYCTT BhIPA3UTh UHBIMU CPEACTBAMU, CUNUTAs,
UTO KaHp «EBAHTEIHs», IPH3BAHHBIA HECTH «OJaryr0 BeCTh» par excellence, uckmodaer
OTKPBITYIO MOJIEMHUKY CO CBOUMHU 6])IBHII/IMI/I e}II/IHOMI)II_HJ'IeHHI/IKaMI/I]O. B kxoHeyHOM cuere
MMEHA €ro OIMIMOHEHTOB, TAK)KE Kak U B /—2HMH, OCTAIMCH 1JI1 HAC HEU3BECTHBIMU.

HOZ[ OTHUM XK€ YTJIOM 3PCHHS 3aCIYKUBAIOT MPUCTAJIBHOIO BHUMAHUA U CJIOBa, BJIOXKCH-
ubie B ycra Mucyca'":

«1 ecth x71€0 KUBOM, comenimii ¢ HeOa; ecu KTo OYyJeT eCTh OT 3TOro xjieba, Oyaer
KHUTh BOBEK; XJIeO ke, KOTOPBIi 51 1aM pail )KH3HU MUPA, 3TO MOSI 1n10Mmb. .. ICTHHHO, HC-
THHHO rOBOPIO BaM: ,,Ecii He GyieTe ecTh 710mu ChIHA YENOBEUECKOro'” U He GyeTe MHTh
ero kposu, To He OyeTe UMETh JKU3HHU B ceOe. TOT, KTO €CT MO0 A/10Mb U MBET MO0 KPOBb,
HNMECT BEYHYIO )KM3Hb, U 51 BOCKPCILY €TO B HOCHCI[HI/Iﬁ JCHb. Be[[]: nioms MOs1 €CTb UCTHH-
Hasl MU, U KPO8b MOSI — HUCTHHHOE MUTHE. TOT, KTO €CT MO0 7I0Mb U MBET MOIO KPOBb,

LIEHUH, YTO aBTOPOM BCEX COUMHEHUH KopIyca OblI OfUH 4yeloBeK, HO cp. (Anderson 1996: 250): «As a
contrast to the Johannine Epistles... the Christology of the Fourth Evangelist is less dogmatic and far
more tolerant of ambiguity. This is the strongest argument for a difference in authorship...». Hexoropsie
BooOIIIE HEe BUAENH B MH (Hake CKPBITOH) moJeMHUKH; cM.: Keseman B ipumed. 3, a Taxoke Strecker 2000:
483-484.

' Mapmun Xenzeno cripaBeuinBo TOAYEPKHYII, YTO 9TO BEICKassiBaHue «has a clear anti-docetic intent,
even if in contrast to the christological confessions of I John it is not put in polemical terms but has more
the assertive character of a confession. A directly polemical statement would go against the kerygmatic
form of the hymn in the prologue» (Hengel 1989: 62). Ho He TO1bKO aHTHIOKETHYECKOE COJEPXKAHHE Xa-
pakrepusyetr Mu, u Paiivono bpayn moguepKHy 3TO 00CTOSATENBCTBO, yKa3aB HECKOJIBKO MOTHBOB, «that
may have prompted the writing of the Gospel» (Brown 1966: LXVII). Tak, cpexu npouux (Hampumep,
IIPE/NONOXKUTENbHAs TodeMuKa ¢ «the sectarians of John the Baptist») coBceM Ha IIOBEpXHOCTH JICKHUT
«aHTUMyJeicKas» (IPOTUB CHHATOTM) HAIPABICHHOCTh /H, BRIpa)KEHHAs TOPa3l0 OTYESTIMBEE, YeM aHTH-
nmoketryeckas; moapobHo cm.: Grisser 1964 u Brown 1966: LXXI cn.: xorma mucanocek Uu, «the Jews
[Tovdaior] was a term used with a connotation of hostility to Christians», 1 eBaHTeIHCT UCTIONB30BAIT CIIOBO
B TOM 3HAYE€HHH, B KAKOM OHO OBLIO B XOJy B €ro Kpyrax M B €ro BpeMsi; ero HamaJIku Ha HUX IPOUCXOASAT
u3-3a «their refusal to believe in Jesus and their desire to kill himy»; moatomy «John is not anti-Semitic; the
evangelist is condemning not race or people, but opposition to Jesus» (LXXII). B npoTrBomnonoxHocTs
cioBy Tovdotog mousitue «m3pamwtut» (lopomAitng: Mu 1.47) umeer B Mn 06€3yCIOBHO IMOJOKHUTEIBHOE
3HaueHHE; 00 MHOM BO3MOXKHOM 00BekTe rmojeMuku B Mu cMm.: Sanders—Mastin 1968: 81: «The Gospel is
not so explicitly antidocetic as the Epistles, but seems rather, by its careful record of Jesus’ dispute with the
Jews, to be concerned with excluding the opposite heresy of Ebionismy.

! Hmkeceyrommuii 0TpPBIBOK SIBIETCS YaCTBIO MPOCTPAHHOTO MOYUYEHHs, PoM3HEceHHoro Uncycom
B cuHarore Kanepnayma (/n 6.59); 3ToMy HpeamecTByeT pacckas aBTopa o AByX dynecax Mucyca (Hachl-
mieHue xiedamu: 6.1-15, u xoxnenue mno Bone: 6.16-21); camo noyuenne (Mu 6.29-58) cHavana BeI3BAIO
riIy0oKoe HeJOyMEHHE U CIopsl y uyneeB (HMn 6.41-42, 52), a 3aTeM HemOHUMaHUE U ponoT (YoyyV¥lovoiv)
YUEHHUKOB U JIaXKe OTMaJeHue «MHOTUX» u3 HUX (MH 6.60, 66); BUANMO, TaKas peakius YIeHHKOB (CKANPOG
€0Tv 0 AOYOG, «BOT 3TO CHJIBHO cka3zaHO!»: 6.60) mocnemoBana Ha cioBa Mucyca o ero 00XecTBEHHOM
MPOMCXOXKICHUH («s coteln ¢ Heba...»: 6.38 u T.m.; Richter 1969: 51; Zumstein 2016: 270). O MHOrO4HC-
JICHHBIX TOYKaX CONPUKOCHOBEHMSI MEXAY M1 6 M CBHAETENHCTBAMU CHHOITUKOB (HACBIILIEHUE XJIe0aMu:
Mk 6.37 ci1. v nmap.; XoxJeHue 1o Boae: Mx 6.47 ci. u map.; cM. ciell. IpuMed. ), XOTs aBTop /H NpsiMo OT
CHHOIITHKOB HE 3aBHCEJI, a UCIIOJIb30BANI OOIIYI0 ¢ HUMHU Tpamunuio, cM.: (Beasley-Murray 1987: 87-88;
TaM e U MopoOHas JITepaTtypa Bompoca: 81-82.

2.0 couerannu (6) vidg (T00) GVEPOMOL B GHOTEHCKHX TEKCTax BOoOITEe cM.: Xocpoes 2019: 39—40,
npumed. 36; B //n Uucyc gacto (13 pas; cm.: Schnackenburg 1965: 125) ucmone3yer 3T0 coueTaHHe IpHU-
MEHUTEINIBHO K ceOe Kak skBuBaieHT «si» (1.51; 3.13, 14; 5.27 u 1.1.; cp., ongHako, 12.34), HO B OTJINYHE OT
CHHONTHKOB 3TOT «CBHIH YEIOBEKa» BBICTYIAeT B MH KaK «IpeICyLIECTBYIOIIEE» 00KECTBO; CXKATo, HO
BeCbMa coJiepkaTesbHo 00 3ToM nousaTuu B Mu (B 1-3Mu ono orcyrcrByert), cM.: Hahn 2011: 1, 630-632;
cp. mpumed. 2.
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npeObIBacT BO MHE, U S B HeM. <...> DTOT xj1e0 comen ¢ Heba... TOT, KTO eCT 3TOT XJIeO,
OyJeT XUTh BOBEKH“»'.

Pemenne Bompoca 0 TOM, NMPUHAUICKUT JIM STOT OTPHIBOK MEPY CaMOr0 €BaHTEINCTa
WU SIBJISICTCS. BTOPUYHBIM (B YeM yOeKaeHbl MHOTHE KOMMEHTATOPBI) J0OABIEHHEM K TEK-
cTy Mn', ans uenu JaHHOTO HCCTIEOBAHMS HE MMEET GONBIIOr0 3HAUYCHHS; TOBOPUTCS I B
3TOM OTPBIBKE O TAWHCTBE €BXapUCTHU (OOJIBIIMHCTBO BBICTYMAIOT 3a 3TO), U TOTAA peub
uzeT 0 (PUTYAIbHOM) Hoedanuy B PSMOM 3HAUYEHHH, WIIH 3[€Ch MPOCTO HUCIOJIb30BaH Me-

13 (5la), 51b) 3 « 4 5 / ~ 7 ;
s1a) GGy Tic eéyn €k T00T0V 10D dpTov Lroel

€Yd el 6 dptog O LAV O €k T0D ovpovod KoToPdig:

£l TOV aidvar, Ko & GpTog 8E dv &y dbow | ohpE od soTy DIE TAG 0D KooROL Lofg. <...> “Pautv,
GuMV Aéyo DUV €0V U @&ynTe THY cGpko 10D VioD 10D EvBphTov Kol Tinte ovTod 10 alpa, oVK EXETE
Lonv &v £avtoic. CY0 Tpdymv pov THv cdpra ko Tvev pov 1O ol Exel Lofv aidviov, Kéryd GvaoTHon
adTOV T oy fuépen. VR yop oGpE pov GANBRC oty Bpdotc, kol o alpa oL GANEG 0TIV TOGIC.
B9 & 1pdyov pHov THY Gépka Kol Tivey Hov o alpo év ot pével kéyd &v adtd. <...> “Yobrog éotv 6
dptog O €€ ovpavod xatoPdg <...> O Tpdywv TodTOV TOV dptov {foet gig oV aidva. (Mu 6.51, 53-58).
CopeprkaHue U A3BIK 3TOrO ITacCaka BechMa OJM3KH K paccKa3ly CHHONTHKOB (Mx 14.22-24; M@ 26.26-28;
JIk 22.19-20) u k Oosnee paHHeMy CBHIETENbCTBY arl. [laBna (/Kop 11.23 cn.) 06 ycranosnenun Mucycom
TauHCTBA CBXApPHUCTHHU, HO 00 yUPEXICHHU CaMOro TAMHCTBA 3[eCh, KaK M BO BCEil r1aBe 6 /H, pedn HET;
HeT ee U B Mu 13, rae HaxoquM NOAPOOHBIN paccka3 0 «TallHON Beuepu», Ha KOTOPOH, 10 CBUAETENILCTBY
CHHONTHUKOB, Mucyc U yupeans TanHCTBO eBXxapucTiu. OTCyTCTBHE pacckasa 00 yUpesKJICHUH eBXapHCTHH
B /I TOCITYXKUIIO, CPEH TIPOYEro, OJHUM U3 apryMCHTOB B 3aLUTy paHHEH NaTHPOBKH COYMHCHUS: €CIH
061 aBTOp 3HAN 00 3TOM, OH OBI 00s13aTenbHO cka3an («the author of Jn had no knowledge of the institution
of the eucharist at the Last Supper...» — Goodenough 1945: 171 ci1.); 0 TpaAUIIMOHHO MO3HEN JaTHPOBKE
Hn cm. Y. 3.1, npumen. 5.

14 To, uro ctuxu MUu 6.51-58 (Ipu 3TOM BEpHBIM JOJDKEH, BUAMMO, OBITH MHOW ITOPSIOK TJ1aB, a HMEH-
HO: 4, 6, 5; cM. mozipodHo yxe: Wellhausen 1907: 15-19; nmpotus: Lindars 1986: 234, koTopsliii yTBep:Kaa,
YTO BCs 6-51 T1aBa ObUIa BKIIFOYEHA B 2/H TIPU €r0 «BTOPOM H3IAHUI; CM. IPHUMeEY. 1) SBISIOTCS «IIO3XHUM
nobaBlIeHIEM», TOKa3bBal yxe Pyoorsg Bynemman («Der Schlufl ist unvermeidlich, dal V.51b—58 von
der kirchlichen Redaktion hinzugefiigt ist»: Bultmann 1941: 162), koTopslii cunTal, 4To pedb 3/eCh UACT O
TauHCTBE CBXApPUCTHHU (CM. CJIEA. IPHUMEY.) U YTO LIEPKOBHBIH PEIAKTOP BCTABUJI 3TH COOCTBEHHBIC CTHXH,
YTOOBI IPUBECTH EBAHTEIINE B COITIACHE C CYLICCTBYIOIIEH PUTYAIBHON IPAKTUKOM, KOTOpasi CaMoOro aBTopa
Hn, kaxercs, BoBce He nHTepecoBana (cp.: Ibid.: 174—177, a Takxxe Bornkamm 1956: 169: «das Werk einer
kirchlichen Redaktion»; Weigandt 1961: 102); @epounano Xan Obl1 yBEepeH, 4TO OTPHIBOK HE BXOJAWII
B IIEPBOHAYANBHEIN TEKCT, a MpHHAIexKan «nicht zu einer kirchlichen (xak cuuran bysvmman), sondern zu
einer deuterojohanneischen Uberarbeitung des Evangeliums» (Hahn 1967: 343—344; cp.: Hahn 2011: 697—
698); cp.: Kysar 1975: 254: «verses 51¢—59 are more than likely a later addition»; Brown 1966: 286: «we
have here two different forms (r.e. 4n 6.35-50 u Un 6.51-58) of a discourse on the bread of life, both
Johannine but stemming from different stages of the Johannine preachingy»; Zumstein 2016: 270: 3ta BcTas-
ka npuHauexkut «[der] joh Schule in einer spateren Entwicklungsphase des joh Christentumsy. Cp., onHa-
ko: Ruckstuhl 1951: 243 cn. ¢ aprymeHTamMu Ha OCHOBE CTHIMCTHYecKoro aHaim3a («stilkritische Unter-
suchung») /n B moib3y M3HAYAIBHOCTH OTPBIBKA; B 3ALIUTY W3HAYAIBHOW LEJOCTHOCTH TONH «TOMMIIUM»
0 «xyebe HebecHOM» (6.31-58) moapobHO BhIcKazaincs [ledep Bopeen (Borgen 1965: 189 ci.); B monemuke
¢ HuUM [ eope Puxmep 3ammmain te3uc o «sekundére Herkunft der eucharistischen Rede» (Richter 1969: 51);
LIEJIOCTHOCTh OO0JIBIIOrO OTpbIBKa 6.26—65 orcramBan Ockap Kynsmawn (Cullmann 1950: 89 cin.; takxke
u Schweizer 1952; cp.: Barth 1951: 411-412); Hoaxum Hepemuac, B KOHEUHOM cueTe MPHU3HAL, UTO STH
cioBa He «redactional insertion», a sBistroTcs «thoroughly Johannine in style» (Jeremias 1966: 107); taxxe
u Barrett 1978: 283 ci., u Lindars 1986: 236: «verses 51-58... may be retained as an integral part of the
discourse»; 0030p paboT, MOCBSIIECHHBIX TOJIKOBAHHUIO IMaccaxa, cM.: Dunn 1971, rne aBTop cuntaeTr Hau-
Oosiee PaBIOMOIOOHBIM MIPEATIONIOKEHHEM, YTO caM eBaHTencT «has revised an earlier draft (eBanresns)
by adding vv. 51¢—58» (330); cp.: Schweizer 1991: 274: «...eher vom Evangelisten aus der Abendmahlstra-
dition aufgenommen als von einem Redaktor zugefiigt ist»; apryMeHThbI kKak B MOJIb3Y MIEPBUYHOCTH, TaK U B
II0JIb3Yy BTOPHYHOCTH OTpBIBKA cM.: Schnackenburg 1980: 56 ci., rie cam aBTOp, KasKeTcs, BO3IEPKUBACTCS
OT OIPE/ICNICHHOT0 OTBETA; ACTAIBHbIA aHAIN3 PA3INYHBIX TOUEK 3PEHMSI Ha NMPUPOJY ITOTO OTPBIBKA CM.:
Roberge 1993: 278 cn. Kak ObI HU ObLIT pellIeH STOT BOIPOC, OUEBUAHBIM ocTaeTcst (akt, uro «literarkritisch
beurteilt, liegt hier einer der umstrittensten Abschnitte des vierten Evangeliums vor» (Schulz 1987: 101).
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TadopuUecKuii A3BIK, TaKKe He MrpaeT GoMbIIol pomu. IIpu MoGOM OTBETE HA 3TH BO-
MIPOCHI B JIIOOOM cllyyae Ha IIEpBOM IUIaHE OCTAETCs yTBEpXKIEHHE, YTO IUIOTh XpHcTa Obliia
HacTosIIeH, a He KaxylleWcs; HacToi4unBoe (MOXKHO Jake CKaszaTh, M3JIMIIHE HATypalu-
CTHUYECKOE) MOUEPKUBAHNE PEaTbHOCTU «IUIOTHU» U «KPOBH» B 3TOM Iacca’keé TOBOPHUT B
nogmy TOTO, YTO W 3TH CJIOBA BIIOJHE MOTYT SBJATHCA OTBETOM Ha JOKETHYECKYIO yTpo-
3y .

' Vike y ApEBHHX aBTOPOB He GBUTO eIMHOMYIINS B TONKOBAHMH ITOTO MACCAka: ONHH (KakK, HAPUMED,
KnnmenT Anekcanapuiickuii 1 OpHreH) oTcraMBaiu ero Mmeradopuueckoe TonkoBanue, npyrue (MoanH
3maroyct u Kupmmn HMepycanuMckuil) HOHUMAaIK ero eBxapuctuaecku (Brown 1966: 272; Roberge 1993:
267, n. 8). M3 coBpeMEeHHBIX KOMMEHTATOPOB OJIHHM CUMTANH, 4TO maccax Mu 6.51 cii. He UMeeT HUKaKOTro
OTHOIICHHS K TAMHCTBY M 4YTO aBTOpa MH LIEpPKOBHBIC TAWHCTBA BOOOIIE HE HHTEpecOBaH (IKona byavm-
Mana; o onpeneneHuto Paiivonda bpayna, «antisacramental school»), npyrue, Ha060poT, OBUIH YBEPEHBI
B TOM, YTO TaMHCTBA, YKA3aHHUs HAa KOTOPBIE 3a4acTyIO BHIPAKEHBI HE NMPSIMO, & CUMBOJIMYECKHM SI3BIKOM,
OBUTM OJIHOW M3 IIIaBHBIX TeM 3Toro epaHrenus (Hanpumep: Cullmann 1950: 38-115; Higgins 1952: 74:
«[Jn is] the most sacramentalist of all the New Testament writings»; cp.: «...ultrasacramentalism which
sees a symbolic reference to some sacraments or other in virtually every chapter of Jn.»: Brown 1962: 183);
caM bpayn BUIEN 311k OTCBUIKY K eBXapucTuu (Brown 1966: 284 ci.). bopeen cuntain, uto B 6.51 ci. HeT
yKa3aHHs Ha TaMHCTBO eBXapucTuH U «John’s answer to the docetic threat is not sacramental materialism,
but a stress on Jesus as a historical man, “the Word became flesh” (1.14)» (Borgen 1965: 189-190) u uto
HOHATHUS «IUIOTHY» M «KPOBBY» B 3TOM IACCAKE SBISIOTCS TUIMYHBIM CBPEHCKUM BBIPAXKCHHEM 11 0003Ha-
YeHHUs YeNIOBEeKa KaK CYIIECTBa, OTIMYHOro oT bora; Puxmep, IoneMU3Hupys ¢ HAM, JTOKa3bIBaJ, YTO B 3THX
CTHXaxX peub HIET O «BKYyLICHUH IUIOTH U kpoBu Wucyca B eBxapuctum» (Richter 1969: 41); B Tom, uTO
37IeCh MBI UMEEM JIeJI0 C eBXapuctuei, obut yoexxaeH u Kyaoman (Ibid.: 89-99); «traditional eucharistic
material» Buznen 3zeck u Hepemuac (Jeremias 1966: 107), u Idyapo Ilesaiiyep: «Man sollte nicht bezwei-
feln, daB hier (t.e. A4n 6.51-58)... vom Herrenmahl die Rede ist» (Schweizer 1952: 358); cp.: «This unmis-
takably points to the eucharist» (Barrett 1978: 299); «that an author (whether the evangelist or a redactor)
could write 6.52—58 with no thought of the Lord’s Supper is difficult to believe, given the pervasiveness of
the sacrament at an early date» (Smith 1995: 158); cp. Becbma pacmibiBuaToe 3akimroueHue: «It is quite
probable that the evangelist made use here of eucharistic terminology... However, that does not mean that
the passage is primarily about the Eucharisty (Menken 1993: 23); no moBoy Toro, 4to aBTOp #/H HUYETO HE
TOBOPHT 00 yCTAaHOBJICHHH TAMHCTB KpelleHus u eBxapuctun, cM.: «They are practices with which his read-
ers (aBTopa /n) are expected to be familiar, so that he can simply take their existence for granted» (Lindars
1976: 63). Pe3ko npoTus TOro, 4To0bl BUAETH B 3TOM I1aCCaKe yKa3aHUE Ha TAaMHCTBO, BbICKa3ancs Mapkyc
bapm: Mp1 ©MeeM 371ech A€T0 TONBKO ¢ 00pa3HbIM s3bIKOM («‘mein Blut trinken’ ist eine Bildrede...»),
KOTOpBIN BUIUM moBcroay B Mu (Barth 1951: 411-412); aBrop Mn «uses eucharistic terminology with a
metaphorical sense, namely, to describe not the effect the sacrament as such, but the union of the ascended
Jesus with his believing followers through the Spirit» (Dunn 1971: 334); o Tom, 4TO peus He WACT 31eCh
0 TaWHCTBE B COOCTBEHHOM CMbICie MOHATHS, cM.: Anderson 1996: 134 (mmocie ckpymysie3HOro aHanu3a
6-#t rnaBbl): «...nowhere does John advocate a sacramental view of the eucharist cast in the form of an
institutional rite — even in John 6.51-58! Rather, the ultimate ‘sacrament’ for John is the incarnation...».
Tlepeuens tex, kTo «6.51¢—58 bildlich verstehen», cm.: Schiirmann 1958: 344, Anm. 3; BHyIIMTENBHBIH CITH-
COK TeX, KTO 3allMInaeT «interprétation entiérement eucharistique», cm.: Roberge 1993: 273, n. 33; cratbs
COZICPKUT JICTAIBHBIN pa300p pa3IM4HbIX TOJIKOBAaHHH OTphIBKa 6.51-58; cM. Tarske: Ridderbos 1997: 236 ci.

' Mommunas (He MHUMAs) «ILTOTCKOCTH» MHCyca ITOIYEPKHBACTCA B STOM OTPHIBKE HEOXHOKPATHBIM
YIOTpeOICHIEM CI0Ba OGS, «ILIOTEY, BMECTO OM|LOL, «TETI0», KOTOPOE UCIIOIb30BaIK CHHONTHKY ¥ arl. I1a-
BeJ B paccka3e 00 YCTaHOBJICHHH €BXapUCTHH; TaKoe ke yrnoTpebiieHue odps BcTpeyaeM u B [—2HUn (cMm.:
Xocpoes U. 3.1, mpumeu. 11 u 13), u y UrnaTus, nociaaHust KOTOPOro NECTPAT aHTUIOKETUYECKUMHU BBICKa-
3piBaHEAMH (cM.: Ibid., mpumed. 26 ci.); Tam, rne WrHatuii TOBOPUT O €BXApUCTHH, OH OTOXIECTBILET
«xned Boray umenHo ¢ «mioteio Mucyca Xpucra» (dptov 8eod 6éAw, & éotv oopE Incod Xpiotod: Rom.
7.3); ¢ mnothio ['ociona oroxnectBiuseT oH u Bepy (7rall. 8.1); oH yTBepKAaeT, 4TO U MOCIIE BOCKPECCHHUS
Xpucroc Obu1 BO WIOTH (Smyrn. 3.1, 3), U MONEMU3UPYET C TEMHU, KTO HE NPU3HAET, YTO INIOTh XpHCTa
ObuTa HACTOSAIIEH, M OTKa3biBaeTcsi OT eBxapuctuu (Smyrn. 7.1); co cchuikoit Ha 310 MecTo cp. (Brown
1966: LXXVI-LXXVII): «The Docetists seem to have neglected the Eucharist and to have denied that it
was the flesh of Jesus», Ho «an anti-docetic motif is possible and even probable in the Gospel, but it has no
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B sToM ke kitoue cietyeT paccMaTpUBaTh U 3MU307 U3 CLIEHBI pACHATHS, CHHONITUKaAMU
HE 3aCBHUJICTCILCTBOBAHHBIN ':

«...OlMH W3 BOMHOB KOIIbEM MPOH3MWI €My OOK, M TOTYac HCTEKIa Kpoeb U 600a'®.
" BI/I,}IeBIJ_II/II‘/‘I19 3aCBUACTCIILCTBOBAJI, © UICTUHHO CBHACTCIILCTBO €ro, OH 3HACT, YTO I'OBO-

PUT HCTHHY, 4TOOBI BbI TOBEPUITH» ..

great prominence»; aHTHIOKETUYECKAsl HANPaBICHHOCTb M, IPOROIKACT bpayH, MOXET OBITH BEISBIICHA
TOJIBKO B TEX IaccaXkax, KOTOpbIe MpUHAIeKaT «to the latest stage of Johannine edition»; cM. Takxke: Ky-
sar 1975: 254, rie aBTOp UCXOAUT U3 TOTO, YTO /1 Ha TOCIeHEeH CTaluy CBOETO PAa3BUTHUS IPETEPIIENIO P
W3MEHEHWH M JOTOJIHeHUH ¢ nenblo «to include an anti-docetic theme». O ToM, 4To yrnorpebieHue cioBa
OOpE, ¢ OIHOM CTOPOHBI, OTCHUIAET HAC K STOMY )K€ MOHATHIO B «IIPOJIOTE», IJI¢ TOBOPUTCS O «BOILIO-
menun» (Mun 1.14; cm. npumed. 8), ¢ Ipyroii CTOPOHBI, HAINIPaBJIEHO Ha TO, 4T00BI «to defend both the real-
ity of Jesus’ death and the salvific importance of the Eucharist against the Docetists, for whom as a conse-
quence of their denial of Jesus’ incarnation, the Eucharist was emptied of all significance» (Schnelle 1992:
203). AHTHIOKETHYECKUI aKIIEHT, KOTOPBI HeceT B cebe MoHsATHE OdpE B 3TOM KOHTEKCTe, ObLT HE pa3
ormeueH; cM., Hanpumep: «The use of the term ‘flesh’ is connected with anti-docetic purpose of the Gos-
pel...» (Higgins 1952: 82); «Es ist genau dieselbe Front, die wir schon in 1.Joh. 5.6-8 und Joh. 19.34f.
fanden; alle doketischen Versuche, den himmlischen Christus ohne die o€ zu finden, warden abgelehnt»
(Schweizer 1952: 359); o Tom, uTo moHATHE sima «in polemischer Auseinandersetzung mit der doketischen
Gnosis» 0Ka3bIBANIOCh HE CTONb CHIIBHBIM, Kak OOpE, KoTopoe «ist bei antidoketischen Ausrichtung des
Wortes ganz material zu verstehen», cm.: Wilkens 1958: 356-357; cp. taxxe: «This variation no doubt has
some connection with the antidocetic purpose of the Gospel...» (Brooks 1963: 296-297); «der Ausdruck
“Fleisch” wird... wohl als bewufBte antidoketische Formulierung zu verstehen sein...» (Richter 1969: 46,
Anm. 72); «in dieser eucharistischen Homilie spiegeln sich bereits die antidoketischen Kampfe des vorde-
rasiatischen Christentums» (Schulz 1987: 102); «such... offensive language... directed against any docetic
spiritualisation of Jesus’ humanity, an attempt to exclude docetism by emphasizing the reality of the
incarnation in all its offensiveness» (Dunn 2006: 328), u T.1. [loguepkuBanue peaabHOCTH ILIOTH» (Kak
COCTaBHYIO YacTh aHTUJIOKETHUECKOH IOJIeMUKH) BuzienH (Hanpumep, Brown 1966: 283: «to emphasize the
realism of the eucharistic flesh and blood») u B ynorpebaenun rnaromna tpdyewv, OyKB. «rpei3Th» (6.54, 56,
57; BMecTo He#TpanbpHOro €00ielv B 6.52, 53; 3Ty pa3HHIly OTTEHKOB 3HA4YCHHS TPYAHO COXPAHUTH B Hepe-
BOZAaxX: B KOIT. NIEpeaacTcs ONHUM M TEM € CIOBOM Oyvim; Tak ke M B Vulg. mis o0OMX OXWH IiIaroi
manduco); ynotpebieHue cioB o&pg u tpiyew Jorceiine [lann paccMaTpuBaeT Kak «a deliberate attempt to
exclude docetism by heavily, if somewhat crudely, underscoring the reality of the incarnation in all its
offensiveness» (Dunn 1971: 336); 3Ty ke aHTHJOKETHYECKYIO0 HAIPABIEHHOCTb IJIArosa MOAYEPKHYI U
Wilkens 1958: 358. [IpeanouTurensHee, 0gHaKO, 6onee mpoctoe oobsicHeHue: «Vulgirer Ersatz fiir éc6iely
ist tpdyetvy (Blass—Debrunner, § 101.23; cp.: Schnackenburg 1980: 62; Beasley-Murray 1987: 95).

7 Crux Un 19.34 (cm. npumved. 20) MOYTH JOCTOBHO (IPaB/a, C MHBIM TIOPSIKOM: «BOJA H KPOBBY) T0-
BTOpsieTcst B M¢h 27.49, HO 3TO YTEHUE, XOTS H 3aCBUJETEILCTBOBAHHOE MHOTHMH XOPOIINMH H APECBHUMH
PYKOIHCSIMH, SBIICTCS, IO SANHOTYNIHOMY MHEHHIO HCCIIeZoBaTelNeil, pe3ybTaToM paHHEH «assimilati-
on... between the Synoptics and John» (Streeter 1930: 142). B takom ciyuae Mn 19.34 siBisiercst €MHCTBEH-
HBIM MECTOM B KaHOHHUYECKUX €BaHTENUSIX, B KOTOPOM TOBOPUTCS O paHe XPHCTa, OIYyICHHOMN Ha KpecTe.

'® Peus, mper 0 MepTBOM yike Tere (cp. 19.30, 33); OUCBHIHO, BOMH TKHYT B HETO KOIBEM, YTOGHI yI0-
CTOBEPUTHCS B TOM, 4TO Mncyc AeficTBUTENEHO yMep; B 9TOM ciydyae He ObLI0 HeOOXOANMOCTH NepeduBaTh
emy ronenu (crurifragium; oObIYHAsE pHUMCKasl MPaKTHKa), KaK ABYM JPYTHM, PACIsAThIM BMECTE€ C HHUM
(19.18, 32), 4T00OBI YCKOPUTH UX CMEPTh; COTJIACHO HY/ACHCKOMY 3aKOHY, TEJIO PACISITOTO WIIM TOBEIICHHO-
IO JIOJDKHO OBLIO OBITH CHSTBIM «C JpEBa» B TOT XK€ JICHb M B TOT K€ JIeHb morpedeHo (Bmop 21.22-23);
YCKOPHB CMEPTh MPECTYITHUKAM, [IHIaT ycTynmiI npock0aM HyIeeB He OCTaBISTh MEPTBBIX BUCETh Ha Kpe-
cte go cienytomero aus (19.31).

' [oury Bce KOMMEHTATOPEI COTTACHBI B TOM, UTO 3TOT «BHAEBIIHID (O £0pOKAC), T.€. CBUIETENH PO~
HCIIE/IIET0, €CTh «yUCHHK, KoToporo Wucyc mobmwm» (Mx 19.26; 21.20, 24), koTopsIil He Ha3BaH MO HMe-
HH, HO KOTOPOTO OTOXIecTBISIIOT ¢ ar. MoanuoM (Schnelle 1992: 209); nuiib eAMHUAIBI CYUTAIOT, YTO ITHM
«BUJEBIINM» SBILIETCS BOMH, IPOTKHYBIINI 60k Mucyca; cM., Hanpumep: Minear 1983: 163 (¢ oroBopKoif,
YTO M y HETO CaMOro HeT MOJHON YBEepEHHOCTH B 3ToM): «the person who saw and gave his testimony was
the soldier who had pierced Jesus’ side. The pronomen in v. 35 presupposes an antecedent and the nearest
antecedent was this soldier».
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OTHM BBICKa3bIBaHHEM, KOTOPOE, 10 YOEKICHUIO MHOTHX, SIBIISICTCS TTO3/IHEH BCTABKOW
B OCHOBHOIl TEKCT”', aBTOp BBIPAKAET CBOIO MOJHYK) YBEPEHHOCTh B TOM, UTO PACIISTHI
MMeJT HACTOSIIIIEE, 4 He MPHU3PAYHOE Te/IO (MHAYE HE BHITEKAIH Obl U3 HEIO KPOBb M BOAA),
U 9Ty YBEPEHHOCTh OH ITOJKPEIUISET CIIOBAMH CBUJIETENS, CTapasich yOenuTh TeX, KTO Ay-
MaJl MHa4e, B MOJUIMHHOCTH ITPOHM30ILE/INIEr0; TAKUM 00pa3oM, OH ellle pa3, Kak U B IPebl-
AYIIHX CIy9asx, akKIeHTHPYET CBOK0 aHTHIOKETHUECKYIO BEpy .

20 (34 - PN PN s aeo N
G4l v otpommtd@y AdyXT ordtod Thv Thevpow EvuEev kol SERABEV £00VC ool ko Tdwp.

ol O EpoKAG HEpoPTHPNKEY, Kol GANBLVY ordTod éoTLv popTuptol, kol Ekelvog 01dev &1t GANBR Aéyet,
Tva. kol Opelg motnvonte (Mu 19.34-35). O Tom, 4to cMbIich cTrxa 34b 10 cHX MOp MPOJOKAET BHI3bI-
BaTh Pa3JIMYHBIC, MOAYAC MIPOTHBOINOIOXKHBIE TOJIKOBaHHA («immer noch umstritten»), cm. (Richter 1970:
1), roe HaXOQUM MOAPOOHBIN MepedeHb KOMMEHTATOPOB, OTKA3BIBABIINXCS JaTh OKOHUYATEIbHEIN OTBET Ha
BOIIPOC, YTO KIMEHHO MMeJ B BHJy aBTOD, KOI/Ia TOBOPUJI 00 HCTEYEHUH KPOBHU U BOJBD) U3 MEPTBOTO Tella
Nucyca; cp. (Barrett 1978: 556): «This obscure statement was evidently regarded by John as a matter of
very great importance».

*! He pas mpeamonaranm, 4to MPHBEIEHHBI! OTPEIBOK K OCHOBHOMY TeKCTy Mi GBI M0GABICH MO3IHEE
Kak 4acTh paboThl peaakTopa (Kak u B ciyyae ¢ Mu 6.51-58); aTo mokaswiBan yxe Beavxayszen (Wellhausen
1907: 29-30); Bcnen 3a HuM bynemman cautai, 4to B otpeiBke Mu 19.31-37 ctuxu 34b u 35 npunamiexar
LIEPKOBHOMN pefaKkuuy (CM. IpuMed. 1), ¥ CMBICI 3TOr0 JOTONHEHHUS CO CIOBaMH Oilor KO Udwp 3aKiIoyai-
cst B TOM, uto «im Kreuzestode Jesu die Sakramente der Taufe und Herrenmahles ihre Begriindung haben»
(Bultmann 1941: 516, 525-526; cp.: Schulz 1987: 239); Taxxxe u Xan paccmarpusan naccax «als sekundam
(Hahn 2011: 1, 697). Kyrsman otkasbiBaicst BuneTb B Mn 34b—35 «einen spéteren Einschuby, Ho He comHe-
BaJICS B TOM, YTO Pe4b HJET 37eCh O JBYX TAMHCTBAaX, eBxapuctuu u kpemernu (Culmann 1950: 59, npu-
med. 19, 110-111); Llsatiyep cunran, 4To BbICKa3bIBaHHE 00 «MCTCYCHUH KPOBU W BOJBI» BIIOJIHE MOTIIO
NPHHAJUISKATh €BAHI€IIUCTY, HO BCE-TaKH OCTABIISAET BOIPOC OTKPBITHIM («Mdglich bleibt natiirlich ebenso
die Tatigkeit eines spiteren Redaktors»: Schweizer 1952: 349); cepbe3Hble COMHEHHS B TOM, YTO OTPHIBOK
BO3HUK I10]] TepoM pefakropa, cM.: Ruckstuhl 1951: 172-173, 178; Brown 1970: 945-946; Schnackenburg
1982: 287 o ToM, 4to Tonbko «V. 35 is probably an addition of the editors»; cp. (Barrett 1978: 557): «There
is... little need to conclude that vv. 34b, 35 were added by an ecclesiasstical redactor»; cp. Takxe (Becker
1981: 598-600). IIpoTuB TOTO, 4TOOBI pacCMaTPUBaTh YIIOMUHAHUE KPOBU M BOJIBDY KAK HAMEK Ha TAMHCT-
Ba eBXxapucTHHU U KpeuieHus, cM. (Schnackenburg 1982: 286; Lindars 1986: 586 ci.).

2 YcTedenne «KpOBH M BOBI» W3 MEPTBOTO Tea OPHIeH CUMTAN 4yIOM, MOCKONIBKY, T10 €r0 CIOBaM,
«B TIPOYHX MEPTBHIX TeIaX KPOBb CBOPAYMBACTCS M YHCTAs BOJA HE TeUeT» (...0AAMV VEKPAV COUATOV TO
afpa miyvoton kol Bdmp koBapdv ovk dmoppei: Cels. 11.36); CMCOK COBPEMEHHBIX KOMMEHTATOPOB, BH-
nesuinx, kak u Opwuren, 3aech dymo, cM. (Richter 1970: 14, mpumeu. 90); cpenu Takux cp., HaIpUMeEp
(Loisy 1903: 888), KOTOpBIN yTBEp)KAal, 4TO 3[A€Ch MBI MMEEM [EJI0 C «CHMBOJHYECKUM 4yAOoM» («un
miracle symbolique»), 06pa3HO NPEACTABIAIONIMM J[Ba XPUCTHAHCKUX TAUHCTBA, KPEILCHUE U €BXapHCTHIO;
Cp., O/IHAKO, OJHO M3 MHOTHX CHpaBEIUIMBBIX MPEAOCTEpEXEHHUH: «...there is no reason for thinking of a
miracle here. <...> It is doubtful that the occurrence conceals any deeper meaning» (Ridderbos 1997: 619);
ropaszio pesue Bbickazancs Mapkyc bapm: «es sei eine Halluzination, hier von einem Wunder zu reden,
artzliche Aussagen bestitigen die selbstverstiandliche physiologische Moglichkeit des AusflieBens von Blut
und Wassers» (Barth 1951: 408). Cp., oxnako (Bieringer 2016: 122-123): «aipo xoi U8wp <...> may
rather need to be understood in a metaphorical way. We <...> see in oipa a reference to taking away of sins
(cf. Jn 1.29) and in U8wp a reference to the gift of the Spirit (cf. Jn 1.33)». O ToM, 4TO coyeTaHUe «KPOBB
U BOJ@» OTpaxkaeT JpeBHee (Kak IpedecKkoe, Tak M HyJeiicKoe) IpelCTaBICHUE O COCTaBE YeNOBEKa, CM.
moapoOHO u ucyepmsiBatoie (Schweizer 1952: 348 ci.), rae aBTop, OOMIBHO HUTHPYS aHTHYHBIC U UyACH-
CKHE MCTOYHHUKH, YTBEP)KAAET, YTO, COTJIACHO Bepe JPEBHUX, BEPHOE COOTHOIICHUE BOJBI M KPOBHU B Telie
YeJIoBeKa rapaHTHPYyeT ero 3/I0pOBbE M YTO B MCTOYHHMKAX 4acTO 3aCBUCTENILCTBOBAHO «das Austreten von
Blutwasser aus Wunden» (350-351); cp. Takxe (Schnackenburg 1982: 289-290): «According to ancient
witnesses, it was said that a great deal of colourless watery blood flows from wounds, usually called iydop but
occasionally U8wp»; Schnelle 1992: 208-209. O ToM, 4T0O MOAPOOHOCTH, CONPOBOXKIABIINE B /1 cMepTh Un-
cyca (ero HerepeOUTBIE TOJICHH, UCTEYCHUE KPOBH M BOJIbI), TOBOPSIT B MOJIB3Y TOTO, YTO €BAHTEIHCT BUACI
OYEBHUIHYIO Mapaslieb MeXIy Ka3Hbio Mucyca u 3aKiiaHueM macxaibHoro ardna (cp.: Mu 1.29), npudem ars-
11a KomiepHoro («...Jesus was not only the Paschal Lamb but the lamb which was w5»), cm.: Ford 1969.

% B TOM, 4TO HMEHHO 9Ty LIeNb MpecieoBa aBTop M1, He coMHeBancs yxxe Mpuneil; Tak, Bo3paxas Ha
(B TOM 4HCIIe M TOKETHUECKOE) yueHHe MapKroHa, OH cpeau Ipodero 3amasan Bonpoc: «Kakum sxe obpa-

(34b),
(35)
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O4eBUAHO, YTO TE€ ke JOKETUYECKHUE BEPOBAHUS CIYKUJIM MUIICHBIO €BAaHTEINCTAa U B
cienyomieM jaiee (He UMEIoleM mapamienei B H3) snuzone ¢ «HeBepyromuM DoMoiin:
Bockpecinit ucyc siBuiics yueHUKam, Cpeid KOTOPhIX He ObLIO B TOT MOMEHT DOMBI; TOT,
IpUIS TO37HEEe, YCOMHIIICS B UX pacckase o BcTpeue ¢ Mucycom u ckazan:

«Ecmm He yBUXy Ha pykax ero (scil. Uucyca) ciiena oT rBo3aei, 1 He BIOXKY CBOH Majer
B 9TOT CJIEJI OT I'BO3/IEi, M He BJIOXKY CBOIO PYKY B €ro GOK, He ITOBEpIO (B 3T0)»>;

uepe3 BoceMb JHel ncyc, CHOBa SBHBIINCH yueHHKaM, 0bpaTHics kK Pome:

«IlomHecH crofa cBOM MmaJiel] ¥ MOCMOTPH Ha MOU PYKH; W MOJHECH PYKY CBOIO M BIOXKH
B MOIi 60K, 1 He Gy/Ib HEBEPYIOIIMM, HO BEPYIOIIAMY .

DTOT BeChbMa HATYyPATUCTHUCCKUI PacCKa3, KOTOPBIN, MO0 yOCKICHHIO MHOTHX KOMMEH-
TATOPOB, EBAHIEIHCT HE 3aMMCTBOBAI U3 IEPBOHAYAIBHOI TPAIMINH, & «H300pem» cam’’,

30M, eci oH (scil. XpucToc) He ObUT IIOTBIO, HO TOJIBKO IO BHJLY Ka3aJics 4eJIOBEKOM (cum caro non esset,
sed pareret quasi homo), oH ObUT pacmAT 1 U3 ero OoKa TOTYAC BhIIUIA KPOBB U Boa?» (Adv. haer. IV.33.2);
MOAPOOHBIH MepeyeHb APEBHUX aBTOPOB, TOJKOBABIIMX ITOT MACCAX B AHTHAOKETHYECKOM CMBICIE, CM.
(Richter 1970: 16 cn.; Bernard 1929: 647 cn.; Beasley-Murray 1987: 356). Puxmep, cuuras, 9TO0 CTUXU
19.34 cn. Obun BeTaBieHbl B Mu penakropoM (cM. mpuMeu. 21), moxuepkHys, uro «der antidoketische
Charakter von Joh 19.34b tritt besonders eindrucksvoll dadurch in Erscheinung, dafl die Doketen das
HerausflieBen von Blut und Wasser entweder allegorisieren oder das HerausflieBen von Blut einfach
bestreiten» (Richter 1970: 16-17). [llnaxen6ype He MCKIIIOYAl aHTHIOKETUYECKOH HANpaBIEHHOCTH HH
19.34 cn. (xak u B cirydae ¢ Mu 1.14): «Perhaps 19.34 f. is also meant to hinder a docetic interpretation of
the Crucifixion» (Schnackenburg 1968: 170); «Verse 34 certainly excludes docetism in its insistence that
Jesus’ death was a real death» (Sanders—Mastin 1968: 411). O Tom, uto maccaxx Mu 19.34 He sBnseTcs
CBUJICTEIBCTBOM aHTHIOKETHIECKON MTOJIeMHKH B Mn, cM.: Bultmann 1941: 525, rae aBTOp, cpenu mpouero,
3amedaet: «Natiirlich kann es sich nicht um Polemik gegen Doketismus handeln; dafiir hitte das Blut
geniigt» (Anm. 5); Becker 1981: 599: «Joh 19.34c-35 allein kann aber eine doketische Auslegung keines-
wegs tragen». O Tom, uto M1 19.34 MOTII0 OBITH HCTONKOBAHO U TO-HHOMY, YK€ YHCTO JOKSTHUECKH, TTOKa-
3a11 coBpeMeHHUK VpuHes, aHOHMMHBIH aBTOp anokpupuueckux «Jlesnuit Moanna», BIOKHUBLIKK B ycTa
Nucyca npussiB k an. MoanHy He BepuTh ToMy, uTo 0 HeM (Mucyce) rosopsr apyrue: «To, kak MeHs Te-
nepb BUIAT, 3TO He (HacTosiumid) s (0 vOv opdpot Todto ovk €ipt). <...> Kem (Ha camoMm [erne) s sIBISIFOCH,
3HAI0 TONBKO 5 (M) HUKTO Apyroii (8 8¢ eijt 10d1o &yd pévog oido, GAlog 0vdeic). <...> (Tebe ToBOpAT,)
4TO s MOCTpPajal, a s He MOCTPajall... YTO MEHS IPOTKHYIH (KombeM, Vuyévla, cp.: Mn 19.34a), Ho MeHs
(maxke) He PaHWIM; YTO MCHS IOJBECHWIM (Ha KPECTe), HO s He OBbLI MOJBEIICH; YTO M3 MEHS BBUIMIACH
KpOBb, HO OHA HE BBUIMJIACH; OJHUM CIIOBOM, TOTO, YTO omu (€KETVOL; MO BCEH BUAMMOCTH, MOJIYAIUBAs
OTCBUIKA K aBTOpaM KaHOHUYECKO# Tpamuuuu. — A.X.) ToBopsAT 000 MHe, He Obu10!» (Act. Joh. 96 u 101).
O oM, 4To aBTOp Act. Joh. ObLI 3HAKOM ¢ MH, 4aCTO II0-CBOEMY, IIOJIEMHYECKH, ero TONKys, cM. (Lalleman
1998: 110 ci.).

# gy i 180 év taig xepoiv avtod oV THmov OV HAmy Koi BdAm OV SGKTUAGY pov eig TV TOmOV
OV AoV Kol BAA® pov TV Yelpa €lg TV TAELPOY 0dTOD, 00 PN ToTevow (HMH 20.25).

» O6a pasa (Mn 20.19 u 26) Mncyc sSBIsETCA «IIPH 3aKPHITHIX ABepsix» (tin qurin kekleisminwn), Ho
YUYEHHKOB 3TO 0OCTOSTEIBCTBO, KaXKETCSI, HUCKOJIBKO HE YIUBIIAET; 371eCh Pedb HIET O 4dyJe, Joboe U3 Ko-
TOpBIX moxBiacTHO Mucycy kak bory; 31eck HET MPOTHBOMOCTABICHUS «(HH3MUECKOTO» M «ILyXOBHOTO»
tena; cp.: «Jede Spelulation iiber den geistigen Leib Jesu, der es ihm ermdglichen wiirde, durch Festkorper
zu gehen, ist dem Text fremd» (Zumstein 2016: 758, Anm. 71); «This does not mean that his body is
etherial, able to pass through locked doors. It means rather that he can make himself present at any time and
place... When he does appear, his body is quite normal and solid...» (Lindars 1986: 610).

0 pépe OV BGKTUAGY GOV MO Kkod 1de Tag XeTpdig pov Koi @épe TRV Xeip& cov kol Bhle eig THV
TAEVPAV POV, Kol UM Yivov dmotog AL motodg (Mu 20.27). He ckaszano, uto doma Bce 3TO Mpozesa,
HO ero peakiueil Ha npemioxenne Mucyca siBuiock nucrosenanue (6ojiee HUTIE HE 3aCBUACTEILCTBOBAH-
Hoe B H3), mpsamo npusHatomee Mucyca borom (M1 20.28).

* To moBoay mporcxoxaenuss Mu 20.24-28 cp. (Dauer 1974: 58): «Mit groBer Sicherheit 148t sich
behaupten, dafl die Thomaserzidhlung sekundér ist», riae «BTOpUYHBIM» aBTOpP HA3bIBAET MaTepHal, KOTO-
PpBIii HE IPUHAICKUT PaHHEH Tpaauuuu (cp., HAIPHMeEp, CBUIIETENbCTBA O SIBJICHUH Bockpeciiero Mucyca
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ObLT BKIIIOYEH B M1 1uist OoJbLIel HATJSIIHOCTH, YTOOBI JIMITHUK pa3 MoKas3aTh (10Ka3aTh)
peabHOCTh (Ha TOT pa3 yrke Bockpecuiero™) Tena Xpucra.

Wrak, HU cCUHONTHYECKHE eBaHTreNnus, HU nocianus [laBioBa xopmyca He cofep)kaT HU
€/IMHOTO HaMeKa Ha TO, YTO MX aBTOPOB Kak-TO BOJIHOBaya mpodiema Jokerusma. O Tom,
4TO 3Ta MpolJiemMa yke CyIllecTBOBaia, BIepBble, Ha pyoexe | u 1l BB., 3acBuneTENIbCTBOBA-
7 counHeHus MoaHHOBa KopIyca;, MMEHHO B HUX, BIepBble B H3, Mucyc BbIcTymaeT Kak
IpeAcyllecTByolee 00XKECTBO, U Bepa B HEro Kak B bora omHHX ero mocienopaTelnei
TpHBENa K yUCHHIO O BOILIOMICHHH, T.¢. K YUCHHIO 0 BXOXIEHMH bora B uemoBeka’, apy-
T'HX, yOSXKACHHBIX B TOM, YTO OOXKECTBO HE MOXKET IIPETEePIIeBaTh HUKAKOTO U3MEHEHUS], —
K MCIIOBEAAHUIO JOKETUYECKUX BO33PEHUM, T.€. K JAIEKUM OT €IMHO00pa3us MmpejcTaBiie-
HUSIM 0 MHUMOM (Ka)KyIlleMcsl) BOIIJIOIIEHUH XpHCTa.

Jlanee oOpaTtuMcsi K THOCTHYECKHM TEKCTaM, JOIIEALINM 0 Hac B COCTaBe TaK Ha3bl-
BaeMoii oubimoreku n3 Har XaMmany; B HUX JOKETHYECKUE MPEICTABICHHS BHICTYHAIOT
BO BCEM MHOT000pa3uy U NPUYYIJIHBOCTH.

IIpooondicenue cnedyem

Coxkpauenust

Wu — Epanrenue ot Moanna

1-3Uu — 1, 2, 3 [Nocnanus Moanna

H3 — Hoswsrit 3aBeT

Otkp — Otkposenue Moanna

BZ — Biblische Zeitschrift

ET — Evangelische Theologie

JBL — Journal of Biblical Literature

LTP — Laval théologique et philosophique
MThZ — Miinchener theologische Zeitschrift
NT — Novum Testamentum

NTS — New Testament Studies

SJT — Scottish Journal of Theology

ThZ — Theologische Zeitschrift

VT — Vetus Testamentum

ZNW — Zeitschrift fiir neutestamentliche Wissenschaft
ZTK — Zeitschrift fiir Theologie und Kirche

anocronam: /Kop 15.5; JIk 24.36 cn.; Mk 16.11-14; HUn 20.19-23), a sBngeTcs mioxoM (aHTa3uu eBaHTe-
mucta (MM pegakropa M), COpoBONMPOBaHHOW mnpeabiaymmM snusonom (Mu 20.19-21); cp.: «The
Thomas pericope... probably goes back to the evangelist» (Schnackenburg 1982: 328); «Am sekundéren
Charakter der Szene gibt es wohl keine Zweifel» (Zumstein 2016: 762).

¥ Cwm., manpumep (Weigand 1961: 102): «...die Thomasgeschichte ist ausgesprochen antidoketisch.
J[oh] 20.24-29 hebt iiberaus klar hervor, dal der Herr wirklich leiblich-fleischlich auferstanden und kein
@dvtoopa isty; Tak ke 1 (Richter 1971: 121). Ty xe nens npecnenosan u pacckas JIk 24.39—40, xots aBTO-
py npoGiieMa JJoKeTU3Ma enie He Obula H3BECTHA: 3/IeCh pedb UJIET O SIBJIEHUU Bockpecuiero Mucyca yyenu-
KaM, KOTOPBIH MpeaIaraeT UM «OLLynaTb» (WnAo@dv) ceds, 4ToObl OHM CMOIJIM YO€IUTHCS, YTO OH HE JyX
(mvedpot), Kak OHHM CHavaia moxyManu (JIk 24.37), M 9TO ero IJIOTh U MOCJE BOCKPECEHHs OCTaBaNach Ta-
KO ke HacTosIeil, kakoi Obuta mpu *ku3HU. JIpyroe mpencTaBieHHe O MPHUPOJEC BOCKPECIIEro Teia 3a-
CBUJICTENBCTBOBaHO B /Kop 15.35-45.

?% Ha Bompoc, KOT/Ia MMEHHO MPOH3OIIIO 3TO «BXOXKICHHEY, T.c. Koraa «CIOBO CTAllo IUIOTBIO», YkKe
B JPEBHOCTH HE OBUIO €JMHOTO OTBETA; OJHM (3HAKOMbIE ¢ Tpaauiueid Mg u JIK) cUuTa I, 9To 3TO CIydH-
JIOCh B MOMEHT 3auatust oT [lyxa, JApyrue cUuTanu, 4To STHM MOMEHTOM ObuIo Kpewenue Mucyca Moan-
HOM; noapo6Ho cm. (Talbert 2011).
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Abstract: The so-called docetic Christology was based on the idea that 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 life 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, Phlp. 2.5-11,
Col 1.15-20; in Pt. 3.1, the subject of research was /John 4.2-3; 2John 7 and some related sayings
from the Letters of Ignatius. In this part, the author discusses some (antidocetic) problems of the Gos-
pel of John. To be continued.
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