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K cepenune Il B., korma Bepa B O0kecTBeHHYI0 npupony Mucyca Xpucra crama Bepoi

3HAYUTEIBHON YaCTH XPUCTHAH, MBI YK€ TYT U TaM CTAIKHBAEMCs C JOKETHYECKHUMH Hes-
- I

MH WX TI0 KpaiiHel Mepe ¢ X 0T3BYKaMH . B 3To0 ke BpeMs IIepKOBHBIE OOPIIBI C epecsiMH,

! Tlo Gonbmieii yacTn Takue npencTasieHus Betpevarores: Bo [I-111 BB. B THOCTHYECKHUX WM THOCTUIH-
3UPYIOIINX YYCHUSX AYaHCTHYECKOTO TOJKAa; 00 3THX YYEHHSAX, BOSHHMKIIMX KaK pe3yibTaT CBOOOIHOTO
PEIMTHO3HOTO TBOPYECTBA JIFO/CH, MPOTHBOMOCTABUBLINX ceds riaBeHcTByromiel Llepkeu, cm. Xocpoes
2016: 64—69; 0 TOM, UTO HE BCE TaKUE YUEHMS UCIIOBEIOBAIN JIOKETHYECKYIO XPHCTOJIOTUIO, CM., HAlpH-
Mep, BaJIGHTHHHAHCKHUH (MMIUTUIUTHO nyanuctudeckuii) TpBockp (NHC 1.3), XprCTONOTHsS. KOTOPOTO BECh-
Ma OJIM3Ka XPUCTOJIONUH [EPKOBHOTO (MaruCTpalibHOI0) XpUCTHAHCTBA: «['0CIOIb BO IWIOTH (2N CAP3 = €V
copki) <...> siBun ceds kak CoiH bora <...> Cbin Bora 6611 ChIHOM 4YelioBeKa, 1 OH UMEJ U YEIOBEYECKYHO0
MpUpoAay, 1 60XkeCTBeHHYI0 (TMNTPWME MN TMNTNOYTE)» (44.13-27); B BaneHTHHHAHCKOM EglMcm
(NHC 1.4) uuraem: «Mucyc siBuiics <...>, ero NpUrBO3AWINA K ApPeBY (AYAUT( AYWE) <...> OH comeln
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KOTOpBIE, B CBOIO OYepe/ib, OTCTauBaNM (HAaXOAMBIIEECS TOTJa €Ile B CTaIUM Pa3BUTHSA)
TPEICTAaBICHHE O «IBYX NPUPOJAX B OAHOM JHue» CracuTens’, HAYMHAIOT 0e3 yCTaIH
MOJIEMHU3UPOBATh C XPUCTOJIOTMYECKUMHU 3a0TyKACHUSIMU JTIOKETHYECKOH HarpaBiIeHHOCTH
Bpojie Tex, uTo yxe Ha pyoexe I u 1l BB. pacnipoctpanst B Manoit Asun Kepung (cornac-
HO KOTOpOMY HeOecHbIii XpHCTOC B BHE roiyOsi collea NP KPelleHHH Ha IpaBeJHHKA
Nucyca, poxaeHHOI0 KaK OOBIYHBIA 4YeNIOBEK, a NMPH pacIsiTUH ocTaBmi ero; Mucyc mnpe-
Tepres My4eHHYECKYI0 CMEPTh U BOCKPEC, XPHUCTOC XKe, OyAydH JTyXOBHBIM, CTpaJlaHUN He

BHH3 (T.e. ¢ Heba) Ul CMEPTH, XOTs ObUI O0JIaueH B BeUHYIO XH3Hb... (20.23 ci.); «OH 3HAET, YTO ero
CMEpTh SBISIETCS JKU3HBIO Juisi MHOTHX» (20.13—14); oH Bbimen (B Mup) B niaomckom eude...» (31.5-6);
nocnenHee couetanue (NOYCAP3 NMCMAT) MOXHO, OJHAKO, MOHMMATh II0-Pa3HOMY, TaK Kak KOMT.
CMOT/CMAT (Az) MOIJIO TepeiaBaTh U rped. OpOIWpOL, U Tped. TOTOG, U T.I1.; MIEPBbIi BApHAHT NOYCAP3,
HCMAT = *év opodpott copkdg (kak B @an 2.7; cp., oqHaxo, Pumn 1.23; 8.3, rae opolopo = EINE) ToBO-
puT, cKopee, B 10JIb3y JOKeTH3Ma (Tak, Hanpumep, Ménard 1972: 58: «dans une chair de similitude» n 145:
«La pensée docétiste de 1’auteur nous parait manifeste»), Bropoii BapuanT — B T0JIb3y BOIUIOLICHHS (CP.
nepeBox: «by means of fleshly form»: Attridge 1985: 1, 101; xommenT.: 2, 88—89; «in einer fleischlichen
Gestalt»: Schenke 2001: 39). Bricka3siBanus qpyroro BajieHTHHHAHCKOTO counHenust (TpexTp 113.32-32;
114.30 ci1.: NHC 1.5) coBepIeHHO HEIBYCMBICIICHHO CBUJIETENILCTBYIOT O BEPE €ro aBTOPa B BOILIOIEHUE U
B pealbHOCTH cTpamanuii Xpucra (moapobuee cm. Thomassen 2006: 47-50; cp. taxxe Xocpoes 2019a: 30,
npumed. 10 o Menx 5.2—-11 u Heyden 2014: 16-17: pazgen «Gnostische Systeme ohne Doketismusy). Ho-
IJia IOKeTHYECKUEe MOTUBBI MPOSIBISIIOTCS B COYMHEHHSX, C THOCTUIU3MOM TYalIHCTHYECKOTO TOJKA HUKAK
HE CBSI3aHHBIX; 00 ATHX MPEACTABICHUSIX B MOHHCTHYECKOM OorocnoBun Act. Joh. cp. npumeu. 13 ci. Bme-
CTE€ C TeM, TaKUe YTBep)KICHHs (IIOHUMaHUE KOTOPBIX, PaB/a, 3aTPYIHEHO CChIIKAMH aBTOpa Ha aHTJIMH-
CKHH TepeBojl, a He Ha OPUTHHAIIBHBIN TeKCT), kak «many of the so-called Gnostic texts in fact do affirm a
real flesh of Christ that suffered and died» (Wilhite 2016: 3; kypcuB Moii. — A4.X.) ¢ yka3aHueM, Harpumep,
Ha [locallemp, Tie He pa3 BcTpeuaercs (pasa «(moka) oH (T.e. Xpucroc) 61 B Tene» (cMm. Xocpoes 2019a:
27, npumed. 1), 6e3ycioBHO, OMIMOOYHBI, TOCKOIBKY B [locillemp pedb WAST HE O BOIUIOIICHHH, a O Bpe-
MEHHOM npeObiBaHuy XpucTa B Teine Mucyca.

% Dta XpHUCTONOTHS, CyTh KOTOPOH 3aKimodanach B ToM, uto «Christ as a Person was indivisibly one, and
<...> He was simultaneously fully divine and fully human» (Kelly 1980: 139; xkypcuB Moi. — 4.X.), mpo-
1A JONrHi myTh GOPMUPOBAHUS, U CTUMYJIOM K €€ BO3HUKHOBEHHMIO MOCIY)KUJIA, CKOPEE BCEro, MMEHHO
JOKEeTHYeCKasi XPUCTOJIOTHS, KOTOPasi MBITAsCh Ha PasHbIe JIadbl [I0Ka3aTh, 4yTo0 bor-Xpucroc He MOT OBITH
MPHYACTEH 31Ty W CTPaJaHUIo, U3 «HEeIeIUMOl muaHocTH» Mucyca XpucTa co3/iaBana JBe: HEIOJBEPKCH-
HOTO 311y 00)KE€CTBEHHOr0 XPHCTa U CTpajarouiero yenoseka Mucyca; UMEHHO B CIIOpE C TaKOH XPUCTOIIO-
rueit, kotopast «separated Christ from the human race, made him irrelevant for our salvation» (O’Collins
2009: 14-15; xypcuB Moit. — A.X.), poxknanach (CTaBIIasi 3aTeM MarkuCTPaIbHOI) XpUCTONOTHS, Tak cop-
mynupoBanHas Upuneem k kouny Il B.: «He 3naer EBanrenue npyroro CeiHa yenoBeka, KpoMe TOro, KOTO-
piit (poauiicst) or Mapuu, KOTOpBIH M TocTpajal, a He Toro (T.e. HeOecHoro Xpucra), KOTOPBIH mepen
cTpagaHueM omieren oT Mucyca; Ho 3HaeT Mucyca Xpucra, CeiHa Bora, koTOpbIid poquiics, mocTpaian u
Bockpecy (Non ergo alterum Filium hominis novit Evangelium nisi hunc qui ex Maria, qui et passus est, sed
neque avolantem ante passionem ab Iesu; sed hunc qui natus est lesum Christum novit Dei Filium et hunc
eundem passum resurrexisse: Adv. haer. 111.16.5); sto EBanrenue, Bozsemast Otia 'ocmoga Uucyca Xpu-
CTa, «HE 3HaeT, KpoMe Hero, apyroro bora u apyroro Otua» (praeter hunc alterum Deum nesccientia neque
alterum Patrem), u 3a61y>xaaercs T0T, «kTo oTaensier Mucyca ot Xpucra, U TOBOPUT, YTO XPHUCTOC OCTAIICS
HEIPUYACTHBIM CTPAJIaHHIO, a IIOCTpajgan Toibko Mucyc» (qui Iesum separant a Christo et impassibilem
perseverasse Christum, passum vero Iesum dicunt: ibid. II1.11.7). [TonBeka crmyctss OpureH B cBOeM KOM-
MEHTapuH Ha HH, BEICTyIas MPOTUB MapkioHa (cM. IpuMed. 6), KOTOPbIH «OTpULIal POsKICHHE XPHCTa OT
Mapyu 1o IpHYMHE ero 0OXKECTBEHHOH HpHpombD» (...a0tod v €k Mopiog yéveotv katd v Beioy
o0Tod @UOLV) U, OTCTauBast BE MPUPOJIBI B OJHOM XPHUCTE, 3aMEYall, YTO CYIIECTBYET JIBE IPYIIIIBI «EPETH-
KOB»: OJIHM OTPHIAIOT €r0 YeJIOBEYECKYIO NMPHPOAY, IPHHUMAS TOJIBKO O0XKECTBEHHYIO (Ol GivorpoOVTEg
ovTod TV GvBpemdHTNTE, Kol poévny adtod Ty Bedtntor mopadeEdplevol), apyrue (HapuMep, eBHOHHUTEI
WIA UM TOJJ00HBIE), HA00OPOT, HCKITIOYHMB €ro 00XKECTBEHHYIO MPUPO/LY, HCIOBEAYIOT €ro Kak 4ejoBeKa,
CBSITOTO M CaMOT0 MPABEHOrO U3 BCEX Jiroaeh» (Thv Bedtntor ohtod TepLypdryovtes, tOv 8¢ dvepmwmov Mg
dylov kol dtkoudtortov mévtov avephrwv oporoynoavieg: Comm. Joh. 10.24).
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HCITBITAT ), WJIK TIOKOJIEHUEM T03ke aHTHoxuer] CaToOpHMI (KOTOPBINA YUUJI, UTO HEPOXKICH-
HBI 1 OectenecHbl CriacuTenb, XpUCTOC, OBbLI YETOBEKOM TOJBKO MO BUJIY W MOCTpanai
munmo®), umn npumeumii B Pum coBpemennnk CaTopuna mo umensn Kepaon (¢ mpormo-
BEJIbIO O TOM, YTO CYIIECTBYIOT JiBa Oora, OUH TOOPBIi, APYroi 3710i; OT JOOPOrO MPHUIIIET
B MHUp XPHUCTOC, HE MUMEIOLUI PEAIbHOM IUIOTH, a TOJbKO MHUMYIO; OH HE CTpajal, ero
CTpaJaHus ObUTH MHUMBIMH, OH HE ObLT POXKICH ICBOM, OH BOOOIIE HE ObLT po>1<,ueH5), WJIN,

3 ...post baptismum descendisse in eum <...> Christum figura columbae, et tunc adnuntiasse incognitum
Patrem <...> in fine autem revolasse iterum Christum de Iesu et Iesum passum esse et resurexisse, Chris-
tum impassibilem perseverasse, existentem spiritalem (Iren., Adv. haer. 1.26.1; cp. Hipp., Ref. VI1.33.1-2;
Ps.-Tert. Adv. omn. haer. 3; Epiph., Pan. 28.1.4-6). Ilogpo6Ho o nyamucre Kepungpe cm. Xocpoes 2016:
178-182; o Tom, uro yuenue KepuHda o uenoBedeckoit U 00KECTBEHHON COCTABIAIONIMX JTHuHOCTH Umcy-
ca XpHcTa MOXHO paccMaTpHBaTh KakK IEpBbIi HAOPOCOK OYyIyLIero YYeHHs O €ro IBYX IPHpOIax
(«comme une premiécre ébauche de la théorie des deux natures»), cm. Pétrement 1984: 211; ognaxo ee, XxoTst
u 3ddekTHast, runoresa o Tom, uto «Cérinthe a pu étre d’abord un disciple de Jean» (ibid.: 214), exBa nmu
SBJISICTCS JI0Ka3yeMod. Ecii monb30BaThCsl MOHATHEM «IOKETH3M» B €ro MCXOAHOM 3HaueHuH (Xocpoes
2019a: 32, mpumeu. 14), To yuenue Kepunda MoxeT ObITH OTHECEHO K JOKCTHYECKHM C CYIICCTBEHHOM
OrOBOPKOH: Bellb OH yTBEpIKAaJl, 4TO cMepTh Mucyca Oblia HacTosIeH, KaK HACTOSIIMM OBLIO M ero Boc-
KpeceHHe; TOKeTHIECKHM MOXKHO ObUTO ObI Ha3BaTh mpejacTaBieHne Kepungpa o BpeMeHHOM (OT KpeueHHs
JI0 pacrsiTusi) npeObIBaHUH TyXoBHOTO Xprcra B pusudeckoM tene Mucyca: Xpucroc, ocraBupminii Mucy-
ca IpH pacIsATHH, He TIOCTPagail, B TO BpeMs Kak He 3Haroume 00 3TOM OTAeNICHUH ObLIM YBEpEeHBI B 00par-
HOM; BO3MOJXKHO, 110 3Toi npuuune Brown 1982: 769, npasna, He 00bscHss, ToBOpUT 0 «semidocetic chris-
tology» Kepunda. [y XxapakTepUCTHKU €ro YUSHHUS HOJXOJUT TAKXKE U ONPEACIICHUE «XPUCTOJIOTHS pa3-
nenenns» (Trennungschristologie; cp. Ehrman 1993: 14: «separationist Christology»), koTopas xapakrepu-
3yeT yueHHEe aHOHMMHBIX THOCTHKOB (0()UTOB) B M3noxeHun Upunes: Mucyc, poxaeHHBI OT IEeBbI, ObUT
YHIEe U MpaBe/IHee BCeX Jto/ieil; HeOecHbIi XPHUCTOC BOIIEN B HEro, Kak B YMCTHIA cocya (vas mundum),
u Tak Bo3Huk Mucyc Xpucroc (et sic factum esse Iesum Christum); oH Hagal TBOPHUTH Yyzeca, IPOIOBEIYsI
Heezomoro Otna (incognitum Patrem), a xorja cuiel Hu3iero Oora 3aaymand yOUTh ero, Xpucroc omoe-
auncs ot Wncyca u, He TocTpanas, yoaIwICcs B HETIIEHHBIH 30H (in incorruptibilem Aeonem), Mucyc xe Obu1
pacrsr (Adv. haer. 1.30.12—13). Xpucronoruro Kepurda M0KHO Ha3BaTh U aJIONTHOHUCTCKOM, TaK KaK BbIC-
it bor, ynocrous npasenHoro Mucyca cBoeif MIIIOCTBIO («yCBIHOBHBY), CIIENIAT €0 OOUTAIHUINEM HEOSCHO-
ro Xpucra. Ho Bce-Taku e/iBa Jiu CiieAyeT MbITAThCs OABOAUTH XpucToioruto KepuHda mo kakoi-To o0mmmit
3HAMEHATEeNb, Oy/Ib TO JOKETH3M, aJONTHOHU3M HIIH XPUCTOJIOTHS paszenieHus (cp. ¢ Goraroii surepaTypoit
Bompoca Kok 2019: 3: «Scholars have alternated between labelling Cerinthus’s Christology as either docetic or
adoptionistic», Ho caMm aBTop BUIHT 371ech «the ideal type of separationist Christology»; kypcus moit. — A4.X.):
Be/lb €ro XpHUcToNorus (Kak M XPHUCTOJIOTHs BOOOIIE), HAXOMBINASICSA TOTAa HAa 3ape CBOErO pasBHUTHs (He
3a0y/IeM TP 9TOM, YTO HH OJIHO MOJUTHHHOW CTPOKH M3 counHeHnit KepuHda, ecian oH BooOIIe 4TO-TO MH-
caJl, 10 Hac He JIOIIUIO, U HACKOJIBKO €PECHOJIOTH, TIPECIIeaysl CBOU 1IeJIH, UCKA3UIM ero B3IJISbl, MBI CKa3aTh
He MoxxeM; cp. «Wirkliche Sicherheit iiber das theologische Profil Kerinths 148t sich nicht mehr gewinnen»:
Markschies 1998: 75), Obuia eiiie qaneka OT Kakoii Obl TO HE OBLIIO CHCTEMBI M, HAXOASCH B MIOMCKAX, coueTala
B ceOc pa3iIMYHbIC XPUCTOIOTMYECKIE MOTUBBL, Balirannt nan eif takoe onpenenerue: «Die Christologie des
Kerinth ist eindeutig subordinatianisch sowie dyophysistisch und dyoprosopisch; der Mensch Jesus und der
Gott Christus bleiben stets in ihren Naturen und Personen voneinander getrennty (Weigandt 1961: 17; xypcus
moit. — A.X.); cp. Heyden 2014: 10—11. [Toapo6Ho o Kepurde cm. Xocpoes 2016: 178—182.

* .._salvatorem autem innatum (&yévvntov) <...> et incorporalem (Gohpotov) et sine figura (Gveideov),
putative (= doxnoel) autem visum hominem (4Adv. haer. 1.24.2; Ref. VI1.28.4); cp. «Cniacurens sSBUIICS JTFO-
ISIM, CKOpee, MPU3PavHo, a He B UCTHHHOW (INOTH)» (@arviacip 8¢ naAlov, o0k oAnbeiq Toig AvlpdToLg
émpovivow: Theod., Haer. fab. 1.3 /348B/); cp. Christum autem umbraliter apparuisse adfirmant, non
carnem hominis veram et animam accepisse (Filastr., Haer. 31.6/Marx 16.17-19); 0 «MHEMOCTH» KPECTHOH
cmeptu Xpucra B yuenuu CaropHmia cBuaerensctyer Ps.-Tert., Adv. omn. haer. 1 (214.14-15): Christum
in substantia corporis non fuisse et phantasmate tantum quasi passum fuisse; cp. «mocrpazan MHAMOY» (T0
ontaveoton 0 memovBéva: Pan. 23.1.10). [Togpoono o Catopuuie cMm. Xocpoes 2016: 208-211.

3 ...superioris dei filium Christum venisse tractat, hunc in substantia carnis negat, in phantasmate solo
fuisse pronuntiat, nec omnino passum, sed quasi passum, nec ex virgine natum, sed omnino nec natum
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HakoHel, MapkuoH (MpeanoaoKUTeNbHO yueHuk Kepnona), 3aBoeBaBiiuii CBOMM y4eHHEM
nojoBuHy Mmnepuu (cxaluBIINCh HAJ CTPAJaHUAMH JIFOAEH, HAXOAAIINXCS MOJ BIACTHIO
3noro Jlemuypra, 6naroii u Hero3HaBaemblid OTell, y KOTOPOTI'O €CTh CBOM MHp U CBOE HE0O,
HETMPUYACTHBIE MaTepUH, OTKPBIBAaET cebst MUpY depe3 XpHUCTa, HE UMEIOLIETo HacTosmei
TUIOTH; TEJIO €ro KaKylleecs, MOTOMY YTO OH HE MOXET XOThb KaK-TO OBITh MPUYACTHBIM
raJkoil MaTepuu; OH IyXKI JTF0O0OMY CTpa,uaHmoé), U T.JA., U T.0. CyTb 3TUX ¥ UM MOJOOHBIX
B3IUISI0B YETKO chopMysupoBal yxe TepTyiuinaH, Bo3paxas TeM, KTO OTpUIai (Kak OTHO
U3 CJIEJCTBUN JOKECTHUYCCKOW BEPbI) BOCKPECCHHME IUIOTH: TH CPETHUKU OBUIH YOCIKICHBI
B TOM, YTO «IIOTh XPHCTa WM HE CYIIECTBOBaJIAa BOBCE, WIH ObUIa KaKOW YroJHO, TOJIBKO
HE YeI0BEUeCKOi» .

(Ps.-Tert., Adv. omn. haer. 6); non videbatur, inquit (Kepmon), vere, sed erat umbra: unde et putabatur
quibusdam pati, non tamen vere patiebatur (Filastr., Haer. 44.2; cp. «Der Doketismus ist hier aufs duflerste
gesteigert»: May 2005a: 71); cp: ...und¢ év copki nepnvévon, GAAL doknoel Gvtor kKol SoKNGEL TeEENVOTL
(Epiph., Pan. 41.1.7); Upuneii Huyero He roBopuT o qoketusme Kepmona (Adv. haer.1.7.1). O Kepnone cm.
Xocpoes 2016: 183-185.

6 ...duos Ponticus deos adfert. .. (Tert., Adv. Marc. 1.2.1); ...bonus tantum est (ibid. 1.27.2-3); ...suum
mundum et suum coelum (ibid. 1.15.1); ...per semetipsum revelatus est in Christo Iesu (ibid. 1.19.1); Xpu-
croc non erat quod videbatur, et quod erat mentiebatur: caro nec caro, homo nec homo <...> non in veritate
carnis (ibid. 111.8.2; 10.1; cp. qui carnem Christi putativam introduxit: Tert. Carn. Christ. 1.4); cp. «Xpu-
ctoc 6buT chiHOM Oaroro (bora) u ObUT TOCTaH UM TS CIACEHUSI IYIIL; OH SIBHJICS KaK YelI0BeK, He Oyaydn
YeJI0BEKOM, Kak Obl BO IUIOTH, HE Oyay4d BO IUIOTH, MHUMO SIBWICS, HE Oyqy4d NPHYACTHBIM HU POXK-
JIEHWIO, HU CTPaJaHHIo, HO TaK TOIBKO Ka3amochk» (Tov 8¢ Xplotov vidv eivon 100 &yoBod <...> xoi O’
o0T0D TEMEPPOOL €Ml cOTNPIY TAV YLDV <...> OG AVOPOTOV <aOTOV> QGovEVTAL AEyw@v, 00K Gviol
&vepomov, kol wg €voopkov, 0Ok €veopkov, doknoel Teenvota, oUte yévesty Lmopeivavio ovte mdbog,
GAN 1 1@ dokelv: Hipp., Ref X.19.4). [lonpo6Ho o Mapkuone cm. Lohr 2012b; Xocpoes 2016: 186—-194.
VYTBepkIEHUE PECHOIOrOB O TOM, 4TO MapKHOH HCIIOBEI0BAl JOKETHYCCKYIO XPHCTOJIOTHIO, HEJABHO OBLIO
MOCTABJICHO T10]] COMHEHHE; OblIa ClieaHa IMOMbITKA IT0Ka3aTh, YTO B PAHHUX CBHICTENBCTBAX 0 MapKuoHe
(Mycrun, Upuneit, KnuMeHT) TOBOPUTCS TOJIBKO O TOM, YTO OH BEpPHJI B «JBa Hadasia» (MMEHHO 3TO ObUIO
TJIABHOM MJieeit ero epect), HO He TOBOPHTCS O €ro JOKETHU3ME; BhILIE PHBEICHHOE CBUIeTebCTBO Hipp., Ref.
X.19.4, B KOTOPOM MOJYEPKUBACTCS UMEHHO J0KeTH3M Mapkuona, Bunxaiir crasut moa comuenne (Wilhite
2016: 14-15); uro xacaercs TepTy/umaHa, KOTOpPBIH BCETa CUMTAICA OCHOBHBIM HMCTOYHHUKOM CBEICHUH
0 JOKeTH3Me MapKHOHa, TO aBTOp MpeJiaracT CMOTPETh Ha ero CBuaeTeNnbeTBa «with a grain of critical salty;
HHTJIE, 110 €ro CJI0BaM, HEJOCTOBEPHOCTh CKAa3aHHOrO TepTy/UIMaHOM, HE BBICTYIAET CTOJb SIBHO, KaK B €ro
yTBepKAeHUsIX 0 Joketusme Mapkuona, «for Tertullian has little to no firsthand knowledge of Marcion or
Marcionitesy (ibid.: 20-21). Dra runotesa He yoexnaeT, U s yOeKICH B BEPHOCTH CTApOH TOUKH 3PEHUs, CO-
IJIACHO KOTOPOil MapKuoH, Kak X MHOTHE XPHUCTHAHCKHE TyaIHCTHI (@ MoYeMy OH JOJDKCH ObITh HCKIIFOUCHH-
€M B 9TOM psiy?), HCIIOBEIOBAII JOKETHYCCKHE B3MTIAbL; TOYHEE, OH HE MPU3HABAIL, YTO COBEPLICHHBIH Xpu-
CTOC MOT POIUTBCS B TAKOM K€ IUIOTH, KaK M IPOYHE JIFOAH, OCKOJIBKY MX IUIOTh IIPOMCXOIWIA U3 IaJKOH
Marepuu; pa3 XpHCTOC He MOT ObITh IIPUYACTEH MATEPHH, TO U TENO €ro MOrjo ObITh TONIbKO fntasma; mo-
npobro cm. Harnack 1924: 125; npumepst u3 ucrounukos: ibid. 285*-287* (23); cp. «Markion hatte eine
radikale doketische Christologie vertreten: Christus kommt in einem Scheinleib auf die Erde herab, denn eine
Verbindung mit der Materie des vom Demiurgen geschaffenen Kosmos kommt nicht in Frage» (May 2005b:
104); «Marcion <...> lehrte wohl die Realitdt des Leibes Jesu, gab diesem aber einen himmlischen Ursprung,
ohne leibliche Geburt, also nicht-menschlich in diesem Sinny» (Grillmeier 1990: 188).

7 ...Christi carnem <...> aut nullam omnino aut quoque modo aliam practer humanam (Carn. Christ.
I.1). lanee, roBopst 0 BaJiecHTUHUAHAX, TepTy/UIMaH UMeeT B BUIY YK€ BCe MHOr0oOpasue y4YeHHil TeX, KTO
HCIIOBE/IOBAJT JIOKETHYECKHE BO33peHus: «Belb, Kak s MpOYUTal y KOro-TO U3 Kpy)kka BaneHTuna, mpexie
BCEro OHM He Mpu3HaIoT (4To0b! ['ocronp He oka3aycs Xy)ke aHTreloB, KOTOPbIe He UMENIH 3€MHOMH IUIOTH),
gyro y Xpucra OblIa 3eMHas U YeJIOBEYECKas CYIMHOCTB; <...> OJHOTO OHM JENAIOT XPHCTOM, JPYroro
Hucycom; oxun (1.e. Xpucroc) yckonb3aeT ot tonmsl (cp. JIk 4.30), npyroro (t.e. Mucyca) xBatatot (JIk
22.54); opuH, yoanuBIINCH HA TOPY, (CTOWT) B CllaBe IOJ CEHBIO 00Oiaka mepel Tpems cyabsimMu (Mk 9.27
U map.), Apyroi (MpeacTaBisieTcs) OCTANBHBIM PacTepPSIHHBIM U OECCIaBHBIM; OANH OKa3bIBACTCS MYXKECT-



MCCNEOOBAHUA

HccnenoBaTtenu nenuny JOKETHUECKHE BEPOBAHUS HAa HECKOJBKO THIIOB, U CJIEAYIOIIas
cXeMa, KaKeTCsl, TOUHee H TpOlle APYrHX® OTpaxkaeT cyTh aena: 1. Buin pacmst me Hucyc,
a apyroii yenoBek (Cumon u3 Kupensl), Tak yTBepknanu mocienoBaTenu Bacunupaa.
2. HebecHsiit XpucToc mepes KpeCTHOM Ka3HBIO OCTaBIISIeT uenoBeka Mucyca, B KOTOporo
OH BOIIIEN NP KpemeHuu, Tak yuun Kepund. 3. PagukanbHbI TN HCXOIUT U3 «EIIUHCT-
Ba» Mucyca Xpucra, KOTOpPBIA OBUT pacmsT, HO, OyJIy4d AyXOBHOW WJIM JYIICBHOI CyO-
CTaHHHeﬁ, CTpalaHus Ha KPECTC HE UCIILITAJI; 3TO MPEACTABJICHUE MBI BIICPBLIC BCTPEYAEM
y omnmoHeHToB MrHartus, a 3atem y CaropHuia, KepaoHa, MapKI/IOHa9 U IIO3JIHEE B YUYECHHUH

BaHeHTI/IHI/IaHIO.

BEHHBIM, Apyro# B ctpaxe (Mk 14.33); n, HaKOHel, OJJHOTO (CUMTAIOT) MOABEPKEHHBIM CTPAIAHUIO, IPYTo-
r0 BOocKpenieHHbIM» (...alium faciunt Christum, alium Iesum, alium elapsum de mediis turbis, alium deten-
tum, alium in secessu montis in ambitu nubis sub tribus arbitris clarum, alium ceteris passivum ignobilem,
alium magnanimum, alium vero trepidantem novissime, alium passum, alium resuscitatum: ibid. 24.3). Cp.
Pétrement 1984: 220 ci., rae aBTOp NOAYEPKUBAET HEOXHOPOAHOCTH M MHOI00Opa3sue «XpUCTOJIOTHID
THOCTHKOB U TOKa3bIBACT Ha MPHUMEpaXx, 4TO Takue THOCTUKH («les trois gnostiques»), kak Bacumuna, Banen-
THH 1 MapKHOH, U3 OJHUX HCTOYHHKOB IPEACTAIOT Iepex HAMH OoKemami, a U3 APYIuX TaKOBBIMH He
seisirores («Basilide, Valentin et Marcion sont et ne sont pas docétesy).

§ Hanpumep, Baiiranar pasmudan ceMb pa3sHOBHAHOCTEH IOKETHYECKHX IpexacTaBieHuit (Weigandt
1961: 7-19; tam, rae 0ocobo He OTMEYEHO, ero Kiaccu(HKalus MOKOUTCS Ha CBUAETeNbcTBaxX VpuHes):
1) Kepun; 2) Banentun u ero mnocnenoBaresii ¢ UX YU€HUEM O TOM, 4TO y XpHCTa ObUIO BUIUMOE TEJIO
(HO «ero IoTh ObLTA AyXOBHOWY», carnem Christi spiritalem: Tert., Carn. Christ. 15.1), nonyueHHoe He
ot JIeBBl, Yepe3 KOTOPYI0 OH IIPOIIeT KaK Boja depe3 TpyOy, a mpHHeceHHoe ¢ Hebec; 3) Bacwuma, yTBep-
JK/IaBIINiA, 4TO sIBUBIIKIiCS ¢ Heba B 0Opa3e uenoBeka (HO «Ipu3pavHo, Oe3 MOUIMHHOW IOoTH»: in phan-
tasmate sine substantia carnis: Ps. Tert., Adv. omn. haer. 1.5) Xpucroc He nocrpanai, a nocrpaaan CuUMoH
u3 Kupenst (Mk 15.21), npeobpaxkeHHblii B XpucTa, KOTOPBIHA, NpHHAB BUI CHMOHA, CTOSUT B CTOPOHE U
cMesuics HaJl HesHatonmMmu («subordinatianischer Monophysitismusy; cm. Y. 4.2); cnenyroume Tpu B €ro
criucke (4, 5, 6) BbIIENIEHBI B OT/EIbHBIE KATETOPHH BEChbMa UCKYCCTBEHHO U HE UMEIOT MPSIMOTO OTHOLIe-
HUSL K TeMe Joketn3Ma: 4) xpucronorust HaaceHoB («Urmenschchristologie», Hipp., Ref- V.6.3 ci.; kpome
3TOTrO CBHUJICTEJIBCTBA, YUCHHE HHUrIe Ooiee He ObUIO YMOMSHYTO); 5) IyXOBHas XpHUCTOJIOTHs (Bcien 3a
Lietzmann 1936: 11, 116: «,,pneumatische* Christologie»); 6) xpucronorus rHoctika Uycruna (Hipp., Ref.
V.26.1 ci1.; u3BeCTHA TOJIBKO M3 3TOTO CBH/CTENLCTBA); M, HAKOHEI, 7) JOKeTH4deckas xpuctonorus Carop-
HHUJIA (CM. IpuMed. 4).

? Cm, nanpumep, Denker 1975: 126—127; Strecker 1996: 72—73; Uebele 2001: 47-48; cp. Wilhite 2016:
4, rme aBTOp JaeT ATHUM TpeM TIpymnaMm cledymomue onpeneneHus: 1) «replacementist docetismy»;
2) «possessionistic docetism»; 3. «phantasmal docetism» (mpencTaBiIeHHbIH «epeTHKaMi», TPOTHB KOTO-
PBIX BBICTYIANH aBTOp /—2Mn v Urnarwit), cnpaseniuso 3amedas: «Even with these three options, there is
much room for further nuance»; Xaiinen (cnenys 3a Voorgang 1991) eme 6onee ymnporaer kinaccupuka-
U0, JIeJIs TOKETHYECKHE IPEACTaBICHNs Ha JIBa OCHOBHBIX THNA: 1. CTpajaHUs Ha KPecTe MMENH MECTo,
OJIHAKO ecTb paznuuue Mexay Crpazatromum n Xpuctom: XpHCTa CTpaJaHHs HE 3aTPOHYJIH, IIOTOMY YTO
OH WJIM M3MEHWJI CBOM BHJ, WJIN «ocTaBmw» Mucyca; nocrpanan Toibko denosek Wucyc. 2. Ctpaganus Ha
KpecTe BooO1e He Obl10, motoMy uto ChlH bora He MOXKeT CTpajaTh; OH MOXET He €CTh, HE IUTh, Y HETO
HET HUKAKOT'O HACTOSIIETrO YeJIOBEYECKOrO Tejla, OH TOJBKO Ka3aiycs denoBekoM (Heyden 2014: 11). Cp.
CXOXKYI KOHCTPYKIMIO M3 JIByX NMyHKTOB: «a)im engeren Sinn Christologien fiir die Christus nur dem
Schein nach (10 dokelv, doxnoer) Mensch war (bzgl. Geburt, Leib u. Tod); b) in weiteren Sinn Christo-
logien, die die wirkl. Menschwerdung Jesu Christi od. sein volles Menschsein u. menschl. Leiden bestrei-
ten» (Hainthaler 1995: 302). Tak wiu uHa4e, HO s IPHHUMAIO JJOBOJIBHO MPOCTOE U YAAUHOE OINpeIeliCHUE,
nmanHoe JI€pom (mo ero cnoBam, «a minimal definition of ,,Docetism®y), koTopoe OOBSICHSET OOJBIIYIO
9acTh aCIIEKTOB (KpOME IIpaBJia, «3aMECTHUTENIBHOTO» PACILATHSA; CM. IpuMed. 24) 3TOro HEOJHOPOIHOTO
senenus: «A Christological doctrine is ,,docetic* if it either denies that Jesus Christ had become human or if
it conceives of his humanity in terms that distinguishes it from the humanity of ordinary human beings»
(Lohr 2018: 231; kypcus mMoii. — A.X.; cp. B cje/l. IpUMeH.).

' BobIas gacTh M3 TOrO, YTO HAM M3BECTHO O BATCHTHHHAHCTBE, OTHOCHTCS HE K YUCHHIO camoro Ba-
nentrHa (pacuseT oK. 140 T.; OT ero COYMHEHHi OO JHIIb BOCEMb HEOOJBIINX (PAarMEHTOB B IIMTaTaX
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OTU TOJBKO YTO NEPEUYUCIICHHBIC PA3SHOBUIHOCTU JOKCTUYCCKUX BOS3peHHI71 paHHCXpU-
CTHAHCKHX €PeCHapXOB W3BECTHHI Oiarofapst OOMIBHOM (XOTS U HOLIEALIEH 10 HaC AaleKo
HE B MOJHOM 00beMe) epecHoSIorHYecKor uTeparype. HekoTopelie npencTaBieHus, ObIB-
e COCTAaBHOM YacThIO 3TUX yYEHUMH, TOBOJIBHO OBICTPO MOJIydalldl XOXKACHUE 3a Ipeierna-
MU CPEIbl, UX noponaneﬁ“, u, 6LITyH YK€ Ha HU30BOM YPOBHC, CTAHOBUJIMCh aHOHHUM-
HBIMH, Tepsis BCSKYIO CBSI3b C MMEHEM CBOETO POJOHAuYalIbHHKa M Bce Oosiee TAroTes K

y Kniumenra u UnmonuTa), a k ydenuro ero nocienosareneit ([Itonemeit, @eonot, ['epakneon, Mapk); mo-
apobno cM. Sagnard 1947: 119-121; o ToM, 4TO TpyJHO MOJBECTH II0J] €IUHBII 3HAMEHATENb MIPEeICTaBIIe-
HHE BaJICHTHHHUAH O MpHpoje Tena Xpucra, cM. XocpoeB 2016: 38, mpumed. 105; 0 «IyXOBHOH ILIOTH»
XpHcTa y BaJCHTHHHAH, [0 CBUACTENbCTBY TepTymmana, cM. mpuMmed. 8, a Tarke Kaestli 1980; BanenTn-
unuane ([Ttomemeit u ero y4enuku), yrBepxaaer Upuneit, yamnu, yto Crnacurens MpUHsIT «O0T Axamod
IyXOBHOE Hadaio (spiritale = 10 mvevpotikdv), ot Jemuypra oH Hajaen Ha ceOst TyIeBHOro XpHcTa (psy-
chicum, id est animalem, Christum = tov yoywkov Xpiotov), a o (60KeCTBEHHOMY) YCTPOCHHIO OH OBLT
OKpPY’KEH TeJIOM, KOTOpOe MMEeT AyLIEBHYIO CYIIHOCTH (corpus, animalem habens substantiam = copa,
YOUYKNV €xov ovoiov) M KOTOPOE MPU MOMOIIK HEBBIPA3UMOI0 HMCKYCCTBa YCTPOEHO TaK, Y4TOOBI OBITH
W BHIMMBIM, H OCS3a€MbIM, 1 BOCIIPUHMYHUBBIM K cTpacTsim (et visibile et palpabile et passibile = 10 koi
OpaTOV Kol ynAopntov kol madntov). Martepuanbroro (hylicum = DAwOV) e, TOBOPSIT OHH, OH HE TPHHSII
BOBCe, HOO Marepusi He CIocOOHa MPUHATH criaceHuey (Adv. haer. 1.6.1; rpeu.: Epiph., Pan. 31.20.4; 06
Axamod u [lemuypre B BaneHTHHHAHCKOW Mudoioruu cMm. Xocpoes 2016: 265 ci.). Utak, coriacHo yue-
HUIO TIocienoBaTeneit Banentuna, teno Criacutelnst OTIHYAIOCh OT Tl 00BIYHBIX JTI0/CH; XPHCTOC COCTOSIT
U3 TeX Hayajl, a MMEHHO JyXOBHO€ M JYIIEBHOE, KOTOpble eMy IMpeAcTosuio chacTu (saluaturus erat =
fipeAAe o@OleLY), HO MOCKOJIBKY HIHYTO MAaTePHAIBHOE HE MOTJIO OBITH CIIACCHO, TO MaTEPHAIBHOIO TENa OH
He uMel. B aTom oTHOLIEHHU MHTepeceH (parMeHT U3 MUchMa caMoro BaneHTHHa, rie TOBOPUTCS O TOM,
yto «Mucyc nenoM oka3sBai (CBO0) 00KeCTBEHHYIO MpUpoay» (Bedtnro. Incods eipydleto; 0 pa3andHbIX
TOJIKOBaHHSAX 3TOro couetanust cM. Markschies 1992: 91-98): «on en u i ocobwim obpasom (I8lwg), He
HCTOpras CheieHHOe (0K Gmodidovg T Bpdpotar); CTONb BelrKa Oblia y Hero cuia £Ykpoteiog (yMepeH-
HOCTH, BO3/ICP>)KHOCTH, YMEHHE BJIAJIETh CBOMM OPTaHU3MOM HJIM T.II.), YTO NUIA B HEM HE IOJBEpraiach
Pa3lIoKEHUIO0, IOTOMY 4YTO M caM He Obul moxaBepxeH TieHuio» (Clem., Strom. 111.59.3). HekoTopsle kom-
MEHTATOPBI BUIAT B 9TOM Pacckase He OTrOJIOCKH JOKETHYECKHUX NPeCTaBIeHHH, a JIIIb kenanue Banen-
tiHa «to make Jesus look like one of the renowned philosophers <...> to elevate Jesus to the level of the
legendary ancient philosophersy», Takux kak, HanpuMmep, JMUMEHH]], KOTOPBIil MOCIIE MpUeMa MUIIA HUKO-
IJia «He BBIACIST U3 ce0sl HUKAKUX MCIpakHeHHi» (Undepud kevodobon dmoxpicer: Diog. L. 1.114) (Dun-
derberg 2008: 22; Lohr 2018: 234-235); 51 e BHXKY 3[1eCh UMEHHO (IIYCTh M HE SPKO BBIPaKEHHBIE) JIOKE-
THYECKHe B3Ikl Banentuna (Mucyc ¥ e, ¥ I, HO ero OpraHu3M ObLI BCe-TaKH HE TAKOM, KaK y MPOYUX
JIFO/ICHT: TAKUM OH TOJIBKO «Ka3aycs»; cp. 1o moBoxay 3toro naccaxa Hilgenfeld 1884: 297: «das ist freilich
Doketismus»); IMEHHO M3 3THX (ellle Ha CTaJUH CTAHOBJICHHU) HACH U pa3BUIIUCH MMO3JHEE B IIKoie Banen-
THHA JIOKETHYECKHUE BEPOBAHMS O «IyXOBHOM» («IyIIEBHOM») Tele XpHucTa. B KoHEYHOM cuere, «JoKe-
TH3M» (WX JTy4lle CKa3aTb, QOKeMusuposanue, T.¢. ABIKCHUE PEIUTHO3HOH MBICIH B CTOPOHY JOKETH3-
Ma), B MOEM TTOHUMaHUH, BKJIIOYAET B ce0sl HE TOJIBKO BEPY B TO, YTO XPHCTOC ObLIT HOCHTEIEM MPU3PAYHO-
ro Tela W, CIIeNOBAaTeNIbHO, CTpaJaHus ero ObUIM MpPU3paYHBIMH, HO M Bepy B TO, 4to Umcyc Xpucroc,
SBUBLIMICA B MUP KaK 4eJOBEK, ObUI TeM HE MEHee He TaKOH, KaK OCTaJbHbIE JIION; OH IPOCTO KaA3aCs
TaKKUM JKe, HO (B CHIIy CBOEH 00XECTBEHHOI MPUPOBI) Heguoumo peBocxoamn ux (cp. Lohr 2018 B mpex.
mpuMe. ).

" Mpexae Bcero, mo Toit npudmHE, 4TO OHK (B TIOGOM CBOEM H3JIOKCHHH) GBUIN rOPaso TMOHSTHEE,
HEXeJH TPaJULMOHHOE YYeHHE O BOILUIOLIEHUH; O 3aTPYIHEHUH, KOTOPOE BBI3BIBAJIO Y BHOBb OOPAIEHHBIX
XPHCTHAaH 3TO YYeHHE, CM. BbIcka3biBaHne CumoHbI [letpemaH, BecbMa TOYHO Hepenaromniee cyThb aena: «Il est
certain que ’affirmation de la divinité de Jésus-Christ, en méme temps que de son humanité, posait des
problemes difficiles et peut étre insoluble. Les théologiens chrétiens n’ont peut-étre réussi a expliquer ce
dogme de fagon a en éliminer toute contradiction; c’est pourquoi ils appelent I’Incarnation un mystére»
(Pétrement 1984: 207; xypcus moit. — A.X.). He 3a0ynem, HaKoHel[, YTO OCHOBHYIO MacCy TOTAALIHUX XpH-
CTHaH COCTABILUIM (IyCTh JaXke B IMOJIEMHYECKOM 33ji0pe TepTy/ulMaH M CTYIIAeT KPAaCKH, YTOOBI KaK-TO
OIpaB/IaTh yCIeX THOCTHKOB B JieJie O0PAICHHsT) He MCKYILICHHBIC B OOTOCIOBCKHX TOHKOCTSIX JIFOJIH, & «IIPO-
CThIE, MaJIo0Opa30BaHHbBIC M HETBEp/IbIe (B cBOeit Bepe)» (simplices ac rudes tum infirmos: Scorp. 1.5).
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yun¢ukamuu'”. Tak, HanpuMep, eBa JIM MOKHO Telepb YCTAHOBHTb, K YUECHHIO KAaKOTO
MMEHHO epeTHKa BOCXOJT JOKETHUECKHE MPECTaBICHHs aBTOpa anokpuduiecknx «Jles-
Hui MoanHa» (BO3HHMKIIM, BEpOSATHO, Onmxke K KOHIy II B.)13 , KOTOpbIE B IIEPBOM LIUTATE
BIIO’KEHBI B yCTa alloCTO0JIa, YBEPEHHOIO B TOM, 4TO MucyC NpUHSII CTpajaHus B JEHCTBU-
tenpHOCTH', 2 BO BTOpOoil — B ycra Mucyca, npusbiBaroniero Mloansa He BepUTh TOMY, YTO
o HeM (Mucyce) u o mpoucuieAnieM ¢ HUIM TOBOPAT U TyMAlOT JIpyrue, U OTKPBIBAIOILIETO
B KOHEYHOM CYETE MOJIMHHYIO CYTh COOBITHH:

«Kak-Tto, xenas TOTPOHYTBCS 10 HETo, s HATOJKHYJICS Ha BIIOJIHE MaTepHalbHOE U
ocsizaeMoe TeJlo, a B JIpyro pas, Korna si MPUKOCHYJICS K HEMY, OH ObuI (y)Ke) Hemare-
pHaNbHBIM U OecTeNecHbIM M Kak OyInTo BOBCE HE CyllecTByoommM. <...> YacTo xe,

MpOTyJIMBasAChH C HUM, A XOTCJI BUACTH, OCTACTCS JIK €ro CJICI Ha 3EMIJIC, n6o s BHJCII, YTO

OH MoHAMaeT cebst oT 3eMu’, 1 (clieaa) Hi pasy He yBuzem» ',

«To, xak MeHs Tenepb BUAAT, 3TO He (HacTosmwmii) 5. <...> O MoaHH, nepycanumckas
TOJINIA IyMAaeT, YTO MEHS PACIUHAIOT U MPOTHIKAIOT KOMbIMH, <...> a 5 (B 3TOT MOMEHT)
roBopio ¢ To6oil. Kem (Ha camom zerne) s SIBISIFOCH, 3HAIO TOJBKO 51, (M) HUKTO APYTOi.

"2 Bpouem, GOIBIIAS 9aCTh BHIIICHA3BAHHBIX YUCHHHA YKe B Mepeaue epecHoNoroB CTaa TepaTh MHO-
roe u3 cBoed (mpearnosiaraeMoi) MepBOHAYaIbHOW OPUTMHAJIBHOCTH, BeIb TJIABHOHM 3ajauell OOpIOB
¢ epecsMu OBLIO IOKA3aTh HE CAMOOBITHOCT TOTO MIIH HHOTO €PeTHYECKOr0 YUCHHs, a IPEEMCTBO OJXHOTO
€peTHKa OT JIPYroro, yCTAHOBHB MX «3JIOBPEAHOE» POJCTBO; B KOHEUHOM cyeTe, yxe B mepenaue Mpunes,
OT KOTOPOT'O 3aBUCAT IOYTH BCE MOCICAYIOLINE LIEPKOBHBIC MOJIEMUCTHI, TIOKETUUECKUE YUCHHS, 32 HEMHO-
TMMH UCKITIOYEHHSIMH (CM. HIDKe 0 Bacununze), BBINTSIAT 1OBOJIBHO OJIMHAKOBO.

"% Jlo Toro, kak B cepemume XX B. GBUTH OTKPHITH MTOUTHHHEIEC THOCTHUECKIE ¥ MAHUXEHCKHE TEKCTH,
Act. Joh. ocTaBanuch, MOXKalIyH, eANHCTBEHHBIM PAaHHEXPUCTHAHCKUM TEKCTOM, B KOTOPOM JOKETHYECKUE
BO33pEHUS OBLIN TPEICTABICHBI HE B IIEPECcKa3e epecruoioroB, KOTOPBIE B LEJIX OOJbILIeH yOeIUTeIbHOCTH
MOIJIM NPOCTO MCKAaXaTh CBOHM MaTepual, a B HOUIMHHBIX M HCKIIOYAIONIMX KaKylo Obl TO HU OBUIO NpH-
CTPAaCTHOCTh CIIOBaX CaMHX HOCUTENEH 3THX BO33peHuil. [yisi pacCMOTpeHHsI BOIPOCA O JOKETH3ME Act.
Joh. ocobenHo uHTepecHbl rnaBel 94—102 (1m0 Bcel BHAMMOCTH, Ooyiee TMO3IHSS BCTaBKa B OCHOBHOM
TEKCT), KOTOpBIE, M0 yOKICHHIO H3/ATENeH, UMEIOT SBHO THOCTHYECKHH, BO3MOXKHO BaJICHTHHHAHCKHIA,
xapakrep (B 3toMm yBepensl Junod—Kaestli 1983: 588: «un texte typiquement gnostique»; 627: «notre texte
(t.e. TnaBb1 94-102) doit étre situé dans le voisinage immédiat, sinon a I’intérieur méme du courant valenti-
nien»; 630: 3TH TJ1aBBI IPUHAIJIEKAT «au valentinisme oriental»); 0 THOCTHYECKOM XapaKTepe ITHUX TJIaB CM.
yxe Weigandt 1961: 86 («das ist unverhiillter Doketismus»), KOTOpEIii, He IpU3HABAs UX BAICHTHHHAHCKO-
TO MPOMCXOXKICHU, onpenenun Act. Joh. B uenom kak «ein Produkt eines gnostisierenden Vulgéarchristen-
tumsy (ibid.); cm. Tarke Luttikhuizen 1995. O ToM, uro amokpuduueckuii HoBblii 3aBer nzodunyer «do-
cetic or quasi docetic features», cM. Yamauchi 1982: 7, XxoTs B npumepax, UM NPUBEICHHBIX, COBCEM HE
00s3aTeIbHO BUJIETh «IOKETHUECKHE 0COOCHHOCTU» (Cp., Hanpumep, «The Infancy Gospel of Thomas re-
lates how Jesus as a young child was not like other children in his miraculous powers»: ibid. 8); o Tom, uTo
B XpHCTHAHCKOH yacT «Bo3necenus Mcaiin» HeT cleoB TOKETH3Ma, KaK paHee yTBEp)KAaId MHOTHE, CM.
tenepb: Hannah 1999.

' «Tax BOT, s, YBIICR, KaK OH CTPAJaeT, HE MOT BEIHECTH €ro CTPajaHus, HO yoexal...» (£y0 uév odv
BV aDTOV TACYOVTO 0VIE TPOGEUELVRL aDTOD 10 TABoG, GAAL Epuyov...: Act. Joh. 97; Junod—Kaestli
1983: 207.3-4).

"> TexcT B HbIHEIIHEM BHE MpeamonaraeT, uto Mucyc xak Gbl APUT HAT 3eMiielf, HO TOrJa He SICHO,
MOYEMY OH JOJDKSH OCTABJIATH CIEIbI; MOYKHO TPEAIIONOKUTH BBINAJICHUE OTPULIAHHS IIepe]] IPHIACTHEM:
<0UK> €MOipOVTQL, TOTIA «HE MOJHUMAET ce0s OT 3eMJIN» O3HAYAeT «KAacaeTcs 3€MJIN», XOTS M HEe OCTaBIIss
Ha Hel CIeo0B.

' 7018 Bovhdpevog adTOV Kpartiicon év DAGSEL kod moxel ohpott TPocEBakov: GAAote 8¢ mEALY
YNMAPOVTOG OV odTOV GHAOV fiv Kol AoMUOTOV DITOKEIHEVOY Kol O¢ Inds Shwg Gv <...> gBovAOUNY 8¢
TOALGKLG ovv a0Td Padilwv ideTv €l {yvog odTod E€ml Thg Yig eoiveton: Edpwv Yop odTOV And TG YA
£00T0V €moidpovial kKol 003Emote £idov (Act. Joh. 93; Junod—Kaestli 1983: 197.1-4; 199.10-13).
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<...> (Tebe rOBOPAT,) UTO 5 TOCTPAIAT, a 5 He MOCTPAIANT; <...> 4TO MEHS MPOTKHYIH'

HO MeHsI (JaXke) He PaHWJIM; YTO MEHs MoJBecIn (Ha KpecTe), HO sl He ObUI MOJIBEIICH;
YTO M3 MEHS BBUIMJIACH KPOBb, HO OHA HE BBUIMJIACH; OJHUM CJIOBOM, TOTO, YTO 607
omu'® ToBopsiT 060 MHe, He 6BLTO!N®

XpHCTOJIOTHIO aBTOpa 3TOr'0 aNOKPH(UUECKOTO COYMHEHHS MOXKHO CBECTH K CIEAYIO-
meMy: 0oxecTBeHHBIH ["ocro i MMeN PU3pavyHOe TEJI0, HO 10 CBOEMY XKEJIaHUIO MOT Tpe-
BpalaTh €ro B MarepuanbHoe (WM Mo KpalHell Mepe B BUIMMOCTh MaTepHaJIbHOIO0); pac-
TSN He HacTosmero Mucyca, kak JyMara TOJIA, a ero MaTepHaIbHOTO BH3aBH-.. JTO 3a-
CTaBJISICT BCIIOMHUThH XPUCTOJIOTMYECKHE MPECTABICHUS IEJIOTO Psiia THOCTHYECKUX TeK-
CTOB, O KOTOPBIX peub MOUIET HIKE, Cpa3y ke OTMETHB UX KapIUHAJIbHOE OTIHYHE OT Act.
Joh.: xpuctonorus Act. Joh. HCXOTUT U3 CTPOTO MOHUCIUYECKO20 GO20CI06UL”", KOTOPOE
HE MOIJIO J]a)Ke U TIOMBICIHUTh KaKOro-TO APYroro BUHOBHUKA CO3JaHUSI MHpa, KpoMe Ouo-
neiickoro bora, B TO Bpemsl Kak THOCTHYECKHE TEKCThI, K KOTOPHIM sI oOpaliych jaaiee,
OCHOBaHBI Ha dyanucmuyeckom 6020¢i06uy ¢ OPraHUYECKH MPHUCYLIMM €My HENpHATHEM

7 T.e. xombeM (voyévea), cp. Mn 19.34a; o Tom, uro aBTop Act. Joh. 6bUT 3HaKOM ¢ HMH, 4acTO IO-
CBOEMY, IOJIEMHYECKH, ero TOoJKys, cM. Lalleman 1998: 110 ci.; cMm. Takxke «...les affinités d’AJ 94-102
avec certains thémes typiques du IVe évangile. Notre apocryphe adopte certes une attitude polémique vis-a-
vis données concrétes du récit johannique de la passion» (Junod—Kaestli 1983: 599).

'8 gxelvol; Mo Beelf BUAMMOCTH, MOTYANMBAs MOTEMUUECKAs OTCHUTKA K ABTOPAM KAHOHHYECKHX CBAH-
TeJInii; TOT JKe TOJISMHUUYECKH BbIMa cM. BbIlie B cioBax Mucyca: «Huuero u3 toro, uto 060 MHe OyayT
paccka3sbiBaTh, s He mpeTepren» (00dév <...> émafov: Junod—Kaestli 1983: 101, 213.1).

195 vov dpdpon 10dto ovk gipt (Act. Joh. 96; Junod—Kaestli 1983: 205.12). oévvn, 10 k&t SxAm &v
‘TepocolOpolg oTorvpodpaL kot Aoyyalg voooopot <...> ool 8¢ AA®... (Act. Joh. 97; ibid. 209.8-10). 6 8¢
eijl 10070 &yd povog oidar, GALog 0ddelC. <...> AKOVELS e TOBOVTO KOd 0Dk EmaiBov, <...> VOYEVTO, Kol
00K ETAYNV, KPEHOOBEVTOL KoL OVK EKpepdoBny, aipo € €uov pedoav kol odk €pevoev Kol GmMA®G G
€kelvol Aéyovowy mepl €pov tadto pn éoxnkévon (Act. Joh. 101; ibid. 213.4-10).

2O Tom, uto 3TOrO aBTOpa (KaK OTpakKCHHE ero JTOKETHYECKUX MPECTaBICHNI) COBEPIICHHO HE HMHTE-
pecoBay COOBITHS, CBSI3AHHBIE C 3eMHbLM poxkieHueM Wucyca, cM. Weigandt 1961: 83: «Bezeichnend fiir
die Christologie der Johannesakten ist, daB3 nichts iiber die Geburt Jesu ausgesagt wird, ja nicht einmal
erwédhnt wird, da3 er geboren ist»; cp. Takke Lalleman 1998: 209: «The A[cts of] J[ohn] completely denies
the humanity of Jesus as depicted in the canonical Gospels and only gives an account of a divine Savior»,
IJle aBTOP 3aMEYaeT, YTO «JOKETUUECKask XpUCTOJIOTUs» MaHuxeeB (0 Helt cM. Rose 1979: 120 ci., a Takxke
Xocpoes 2007: 213, npumeu. 869 u 411: ykazaTesnns) BecbMa Omu3ka xpucroioruu Act. Joh. Hopoept Bpoke
BUJIUT B 9THX IJIaBaX TOJIBKO paccka3 o «ronumopduu Hebecnoro Xpucra» (cM. Xocpoes 2019a: 31, npu-
Mmed. 12), HO He OTpakeHHe TokeTHueckux npezcraieHnit («Die Johannesakten beschreiben ndmlich keine
doxnotg, sondern die Polymorphie des himmlischen Christus oder Gottes, was nun etwas ganz anderes ist»:
Brox 1984: 310); cp.: «Purer Doketismus spricht aus den Johannesakten (K[ap] 90)» (Grillmeier 1990:
174).

! CBoro Bepy B To, uto MHCYC ABIAETCS HE UETOBEKOM, a GOTOM, aBTOP BEIPAKAET YCTAMH aroCTONA
HoanHa B ero oOpamieHHu K eJUHOBEpLAM: «s MPH3bIBAI0 BaC YTHTh HE 4ejoBeka, HO bora, He moasep-
JKEHHOT'O M3MEHeHHIo, bora Heomonmumoro» u T.1. (...00k &vBpwnov <...> céfelv, ALY BeOV OPETATPETTOV,
0eov dxpdTnrov...: Act. Joh. 104; Junod—Kaestli 1983: 217.1-3), npumensis 3aeck k Mucycy snuTeTs! amo-
(barrdeckoro 60rocaoBus, KOTOPBIC B PAHHEXPHCTHAHCKOM TPAIHUIMH IPUMEHSUINCH, KaK IPABUIIO, K Bep-
xoBHOMY bory; cMm. moxpobHo: Xocpoes 2016: 87-109. Tem He MeHee cpelyl pa3IUYHBIX OOTOCIOBCKUX
TOCTYJIaTOB BaJIeHTHHUAH VpHHEW MPUBOAMUT M TaKoH, COIJIACHO KOTOpOMY XpHCTOC Ipolien depe3 Ma-
pHI0, KaK BOJia MPOXOIHT uepe3 TpyOy (quemadmodum aqua per tubum = kafdnep G6wp S cwAfivog); Ha
HEro IpH KPEIICHUH B BUAe TOnyOku comren u3 [lnepomsr CriacuTelnb, «He IPUYACTHBIA CTpagaHuio (im-
passibilem = &nodf), 160 HEBO3MOKHO OBUIO, YTOOBI OH, HEOJOJIMMBIH W HEBHUIMMBIH, mocTpajgai (...00
Yap évedéyxeto maBelv avtdv, dkpdnTov Kol ddpotov vdpyxovto: Iren. Adv. haer. 1.7.2 = rpeu. Epiph.,
Pan. 31.22.3; cp. Adv. haer. 111.11.3; 111.16.1; Ps.-Tert., Adv. omn. haer. 4; Theod., Epist. 146); 31echb k
XpHCTY IPUMEHSIOTCS Te XKe anodaTHyecKkue onpe/eseHus, 9to u B Act. Joh.
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MaTepHalIbHOr0 MHUpa (KOTOPOE 3a4acTyI0 MMEJNIO PEe3yJbTaTOM JIOKETHYECKYI XPHCTOJIO-
ru0’?) ¥ IPOTHBOMOCTABICHHEM 6J1aroro ¥ Hermo3HaBaeMoro bora 3momy (Gubieiickomy)
TBOPILY 3TOTO MHpA.

Terneps, BO3BPATHBIINCH K BbicKasbiBaumsaM 2CiCug™ n Anoxllemp™, ¢ kotopsix
ObLT HayaT pa3bop PaHHEXPHCTHAHCKUX JOKETHYECKAX BO33PECHHH U B KOTOPBIX MOYKHO

2 Cp. «Den Gnostikern standen zwei Moglichkeiten zur Verfiigung, ihre negative Einstellung zu
Schopfung und Materie auch in der Christologie zum Ausdruck zu bringen: der Doketismus und das Zwei-
Naturen-Schemay (Troger 1978: 304); «c moMomIbI0 TPEACTABICHHUS O JIBYX HMPUpPOJaX, — IPOJOIDKACT
aBTOp, — OHHM MOTJIM BocmpuHHMaTh 3eMHoro Mucyca (,,den irdischen Jesus®) u ero My4eHHUYECKYIO
cMepTh 0e3 Toro, 4roObl mocsirath Ha OOkecTBeHHOCTh CracuTels, pe3ko OTHelsis IioTckoro Mucyca
(,,den sarkischen Jesus®) ot myxoBHoro Xpmcra (,vom pneumatischen Christus®); XxpucTHaHCKO-THO-
cTHYecKkue TeKCThl u3 Har XaMMmau OCHOBBIBAIOTCS B OCHOBHOM Ha 3TOM IIPEACTABICHUH O JBYX MPUPO-
JlaX, XOTs ¥ B Pa3iHYHbIX ero Bapuantax» (ibid.); o Tom, 4To mpeAcTaBIeHUE O «IBYX MPUPOIAX» 3aCBHIC-
TENbCTBOBAHO B JPEBHHUX TEKCTAaX ropas/io Yalle, YeM COOCTBEHHO «IOKETHYECKOE» MPEACTABICHUE, CM.
takke Voorgang 1991: 243, 252 («Die Zwei-Naturen-Konzeption kommt gegeniiber dem Doketismus
wesentlich haufiger vor»).

Z Cm Xocpoer 2019a: 28 (Ne 2). Kparkoe coaepikaHne XPHCTOIOTHUECKHX TOJIOKECHUI 3TOTO COYH-
HEeHUsI: «XpUCTOC HUCKOJBKO He cTpanaim» (55.15-16); «oH ymep He B JEHCTBUTEIBHOCTH, HO TOJIBKO MHH-
MO (21 METOYON? = povtaciq, doknoer)» (55.18—19); myuntenu, Aymasiine, 4TO OHU PacIUHAIOT XpH-
CTa, OBUTH IETBMH «JPYTOro OTHay, T.e. emuypra (56.6); BMecTo HebecHOro Xpucra oHu pacrsimu Cumo-
Ha, npuHsiBIIero ero ook (56.9 ci.). Kapn-Bonbdraur Tpérep 3amerni, uro «der Doketismus in seiner
engeren Bedeutung eines fleischlosen Scheinleibes des Soter — wie ihn Satornil versteht (cm. mpu-
med. 4) — kommt in den Nag-Hammadi-Schriften nicht vor. Es kann deshalb der Begriff ,,Doketismus* auf
keine der Nag-Hammadi-Schriften angewendet werden» (Troger 1978: 304); Tem He MeHee aBTOp HE OTPH-
LIaeT, YTO 3HAYMTENBHOE YMCIO TeKcTOB M3 Har Xammanu mokaspiBaroT Oosee WM MEHEe OTYETIHMBYIO
nokernueckyio tenaeHuuo («doketistische Tendenzy), u 910 sydmie Bcero BuaHo Ha npumepe 2CaCugh
(ibid.); cp. Brox 1984: 306.

** Cm. Xocpoes 2019a: 28, Ne 3. 3xech Haxomum cxoxuii ¢ 2C1Cucg) HAGOP TOKETHUECKHX MOTHBOB, HO
BBIPQ)KCHHBIX MHBIMH CpeicTBaMu: HeOecHblit CriacuTens (B M3BECTHOH CTENEHH, 9TO aBTOP COYMHEHHMS,
CMOTPpSIIIHIA HAa COOBITHSI CO CTOPOHBI) B Mpe/icka3aHny OTKpbIBaeT [leTpy cyTh TOTO, 4TO MPOU30MIET Uepe3
HECKOJIBKO IHEHl BO BpeMsl KpecTHOW ka3Hu: xuBoil Mucyc (HeGecHbit Xpuctoc) OyJeT pagocTHO U CO
cMexoM (cM. mpuMed. 28) HabIro1aTh, KaK MyYHTENIN NPUOUBAIOT K KPECTY TEJO, T.€. KIUIOTCKYI0 000J104-
Ky» XpucTa (€ro «moiMeHy»); TOT, KOTO OHH PACIISUIH, SBISETCS «IOMOM OecoB (S0il®V) 1 KaMEHHBIM
COCYZIOM», @ TOT, «KOTOPBIH CTOUT BO3JIC PACIATOTO U CMOTPUT HA PACIUHAIONINX, TO KHBoW CHacurenb
(cwtp), TepBasi 4acTh OT TOr0, KOTOPOTO OHM CXBaTHJIM»; PACIISATOE «TEJO0 — 3TO MOAMEHa» (WERIW =
*GvTOAAOLYLOL), HE TIOIUIeXKAIIAs CIIACCHHUIO, «a TO, YTO OBUIO OCBOOOXKICHOY, 3TO «OecTenecHoe (ATCWMA =
¢oodportog) Teno (odpo)y» Cracurens, KOTOPBIA SBISETCS «yMHBIM (VOEPOV) IyXOM (TVEDUO), TTOIHBIM
cusioniero ceera...» (82.15-83.10). B ommnune or 2CaCug u cBunerensctBa Vpunest (0 HeM cM. IpH-
med. 32), B Anoxllemp He TOBOPUTCS O TOM, YTO ITOW «moaMeHOI» Obu1 CumoH u3 KupeHsl, mpuHsBLIIHIA
Bua Uucyca. Tpérep cuntan, uto B pacckase o «crpactsix» 2CiCug B xopHe otnuuaercs ot Anoxllemp
HMMEHHO MOTOMY, 4YTO B HOCJeIHeM yrnoMuHaniue CUMOHA OTCYTCTBYET, U Korja aBTop Anoxllemp roBoput
0 «moaMeHe», oH roBoput «nicht um einen anderen Menschen, sondern um das Sarkikon des Erlosers»
(Troger 1990: 232); Anokllemp n 2CiCugh, o ero yOeKICHHUIO, OTPaXKAKT pa3Hble JOKETUYECKUE MpPe-
CTaBJICHUS: B IEPBOM PEUb HIET O TOM, YTO [PU PACISITHH MOCTpaiala JIUIIb «IUIOTCKas o0onouka Criacu-
TeIs», ero copKlkOV; BO BTOPOM pedb HAET O TOM, yTo Cracutens MocTpajnai TOJIbKO MHUMO W TOJIBKO
muumo ymep (Troger 1977: 47: B ero nepeune Ne I u III); Takoe meneHue NpencTaBiIseTcs MHE TOBOJIBHO
HCKYCCTBEHHBIM M HEe HEOOXOIMMBIM. ['0pa3io BaxkHee, 10-MOeMy, TO, YTO BO BCEX ITHX CBUJETENIBCTBAX
pedb UIET O «IOJMEHE» IPH PACIATHHU (T.C. O «3aMEHUTEILHOMY/«3aMECTUTEILHOMY PACIISATHH), H XOTS
TOT, KTO «3aMeHWI» Ha Kpecte Cracutensi, ocraincs B Anoxkllemp ©e3 UMEHH, 3Ta «IUIOTCKas (COPKLKOV)
MOJIMEHa» BOCIPHHHMAIIACh, KOHEYHO, KaKk OTIeNbHBII mepcoHax; cp. Nagel 2007: 269 o Tom, urto 3Ta
«monmena» (Substitut) B Anokllemp «unpersonlich ausgepragty, xoTst u ¢ TenaeHuueit «zur Personalis-
ierungy». O ToM, ut0 B Anokllemp npexncrasieHa «idea of a substitute crucified instead of Jesus» u uto Tam
«Jesus is characterized as the ,,substitute“y», cm. Rasimus 2009: 237. ITogpoOHBIil mepeueHb COOTBETCTBHI
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HalTH BCE KIIIOYEBBIC ITOJIOKCHUS [[OKeTH‘IeCKOﬁ XpHUCTOJIOIHU, NPUBEAY CBUIACTCILCTBO
Wpures o0 yuennn Bacummaa (Touree, 06 yUeHHH BaCHINIHAH ), SBIAIOMICECS K CKA3aH-
HOMY B 3THX ABYX COUYMHEHMSIX OUYEBUHON MapalIeIIbIO:

«...HEpOXJeHHBIA U He umeromui umenu Oter <...> mocian (B MUpP) CBOU MEPBO-
poaHbIi YM (ero Ha3bIBarOT U XPHCTOM) VISl TOrO, YTOOBI OCBOOOUTH BEPYIOIINX B He-
r'O OT BJIACTH T€X, KOTOPBIE COTBOPHIIM MHp; SBIJICS OH Ha 3eMJIe YEJIOBEKOM <...> U CO-
Bepum uyneca. He cam (Xpucroc) nmocrpanai, a Hekuit CumoH u3 KupeHsl, KoToporo
3aCTAaBHIIM BMECTO HETO HECTH €r0 KPeCT "; M HMEHHO €ro, IpeoOpakeHHOro UM Tak, uTo
ero nmpuHsHM 3a Mncyca, pacIisuly [0 He3HAHHMIO U 3a0myxIeHuio; caM ke Mucyc’’, mpu-
HsB 06Kk CHMOHA, CTOSUT (PAIOM) M CMesIca Hax HUMH . V60, MOCKOIBKY OH ObLT
OecrenecHor cuiiolt 1 YMoM HepoxaeHHoro OTia, To U mpeodpaxancst OH, Kak XOTel.
U nocie 3Toro oH NoAHAICA K TOMY, KTO €ro IOoCiajl, CMesACh HaJl HUMH, TOTOMY 4TO HE

mexay Anoxllemp, 2CnCugh w Iren., Adv. haer. 1.24.3 cn. cm. Havelaar 1999: 188-189. Knayc Komopke, oT-
TaJIKMBasCh OT MOHUMAaHMs JOKETH3Ma B y3kom 3HaueHuH TepMuHa (cM. XocpoeB 2019a: 32, npumeu. 14),
yTBepXKAal, YTo Anokllemp Henb3s CUMTATh JTOKETUYECKUM, ITOCKOJIBKY 37€Ch HET PEUH O «KAXKYIIEMCSD»
Telne, 0 KOTOPOM roBOpHTCs, Hanpumep, y Caropuuia (o Hem cM. ipumed. 4) (Koschorke 1978: 26-27); cp.
takke: «Diese Christologie ist im strengen Sinne nicht doketistischy» (Troger 1977: 48); Bugumo, npuaep-
JKHBAsICh TOTO )K€ y3KOTO 3HAUCHHUsI TEPMHUHA «JOKeTH3M», Bucce roBopur: «In general it can be said that
only a minority of the Christian-gnostic and heterodox writings in the Nag Hammadi collection can be
called docetic, and then only inconsistently and with little uniformity» (Wisse 1981: 117).

* O oM, uto UpuHeii mepesaet 3zeck yueHne He camoro Bacumizna (Basilides autem...), a ero mocie-
noBarenei, cM., Haripumep, Lohr 1996: 256 ci., rie aBTOp AOIMyCKaeT, YTO CBUIETENbCTBO MpHHes MOTo
CoOJIepIKaTh Mepecka3 TaKUX THOCTUYECKUX TpakTatoB, kak 2CnCug u Anokllemp; cm. takxe Lohr 2012a:
552: «Ps.-Basilides»; y Unmonura (Ref. VI1.20-27) HaxoquM JIpyroii BapuaHT ydeHus Bacuwmna (Bacwmu-
nuan?), KOTOpoe He UMEET HUYero oOIIero ¢ TeM, uTo pacckasan VpuHei, HO, IOCKOJIBKY 3/1€Ch HET U Ha-
MeKa Ha TO, YTO BACHJIMANAHCKAsE XPUCTOJIOTHS 3TOTO U3BOJIA ObLIa JOKETHYECKOH, OCTaBIISIIO pa3dbop ITOro
CBUJICTEIBCTBA B CTOPOHE; 0 Bacunuzae u Bacumuaunanax cM. takke Xocpoe 2016: 211-239 (oco6. 218,
npumed. 951; 230, npumed. 1004).

2 Cm. Mk 15.21 (cp. Mep 27.32, JIk 23.26), rie FOBOPHTCS 0 TOM, 4T y 9Toro CuMoHa, Bbixozma u3 Ku-
PeHBI, a Terepb, Mo-BUIUMOMY, xuTels Mepycanuma, ObU10 aBa chiHa, Aniekcanap u Pyd; o ToM, 4to peds
HJIET O peajbHO CYIIECTBOBABIINX MEPCOHAKAX, a HE O MO3JJHEM HU300peTeHnu peaakropa, cM. Knox 1953:
144, n. 1: «The survival of the names (T.c. uMeH cbiHOBeif) in Mark as against Matthew and Luke can only
mean that Alexander and Rufus would be known to Mark’s readers». 3Hanu au Bacunuauane o CuMoHe
OoJtbliie, YeM 0 HeM ObUIO HamMcaHo B MK, cKa3aTh HEBO3MOXKHO.

2 Wpuneit, uznaras yuenne Bacununa, ve nenaer, kaxkercs,, pa3nuuus Mexay ucycom n Xpucrtom, mo-
CKONBKY Jutsi camoro Upunes Mucyc Xpucroc ObUT eHHOI JIMYHOCTHIO, U OH (OIIHOOYHO) TOBOPUT TO 00
Hucyce (Tam, rae ¢ TOYKH 3peHHs] BAaCHINIAXAHCKOTO YYeHUs Hal0 ObUIO ObI TOBOPHTH O XpHUCTE: BEIb HE
HNucyc, kak cienyer u3 coobmenus Mpures, a umeHHo XpHcToc ObLT «OecTeraecHoi cuiloil 1 YMOM He-
poxnaennoro Otiia»), To (BepHo) 0 Xpucre.

% 0 cmexe Cracurens oM. takke 2CiCugh 56.9 ci.; AnoxIlemp 81.15-18. O ToM, YTO K CO3IAHHIO 06-
paza «cmeromierocst Uucycay Bacunmpa BroxHoBuiao Havano [lcan 2, cm. Grant 1959: 123-124. O6pa3
Hucyca, cMeroIerocsi HaJi CBOMMH IPOTHBHUKAMH U JIa)Ke YYCHHUKaMH, OTCYTCTBYET B HOBO3aBETHBIX CO-
yuHeHusX (31eck Mucyc HUKOra He cMeeTcs), HO XOPOIIO U3BECTeH MHOI'MM THOCTHYECKHM TEKCTaM: TakK,
B [IpemH X Uncyc cmeercst Hax cBonMu yuerukamu (91.24 cn. (NHC 111.4); 79.14 cn. (BG 3); B Anln —
Haj Bornpocamu Moanna (45.7-8; 58.3—4 (BG 2); B EeMy0 — Han 61aroqapcTBEHHOW MOJHMTBON YYCHUKOB
(34.1 cn. /CodTch 3/), cp. ibid. 36.23; 44.19; u 1.1. [TonpoGHO 0 «cMexe» Nucyca B THOCTHYECKHX TEKCTax
cM. Bermejo Rubio 2009; cp. Stroumsa 2004, rae aBTop mpeuiaraeT BUIETh B «cMexe Xpucray «a refer-
ence to the etymology of Isaac’s name, izhaq (,,he will laugh“)» (267); 3ta 3TUMOJIOTHS, IPOJOIDKAET OH,
Obuta xoporno u3BectHa DuioHy (Kak, BIPOYEM, M MOCICAYIOIICH, BOCXOASIICH K HEMY, XPHCTHAHCKON
tpaauuun Kinumenta u OpureHa), yrBepkaasiueMy, uro Vicaak Obut «cbiHOM Boray, a He ABpaama, U 4TO
ero matb Capa Obuia JIeBO#, Kor/a 3ayana ero (mpuMepst u3 Ouona: ibid.: 284, mpumeu. 65).
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MOTJIH OHHM €0 y/epyaTh, U ObLT OH HEBHAMM JUIS BCEX . A MOCEMy Te, KTO 3TO 3HAeT,
CBOOO/IHBI OT apPXOHTOB, TBOPLIOB MUpa. U He ciieyeT BEpuTh B TOr0, KTO OBUI pacrisT,
HO B TOTO, KTO MPHIIEN B BU/E YeTOBEKA, MHUMO ObUT PACIST ', B TOT0, KOTO HA3bIBAIIM
Nucycom u kto 6bu1 ocnad OTIOM ¢ TeM, YTOOBI Yepe3 3TO JOMOCTPOUTEILCTBO YHHY-
TOXKUTH JIea TBOPIIOB 3Toro Mupa. 1 ecinu kTo-HUOYIb NPU3HAET paclaToro, To OH eIe
pa6’' ¥ HAaXOIHUTCS TIOJ BIIACTHIO TEX, KOTOPIE CO3J/IH Te/a; TOT XKe, KTO He TPH3HAST,
CBOOO/IEH OT HUX, OH 3HAET JIOMOCTPOUTENHCTBO HepoxaeHHoro Otua. CriaceHue Bo3-
MOYHO TOIBKO [JIsl AYIIH, KOO TEJIO MO MPHUPOIE TICHHOY -

Bo Bcex atux cnyvasx (2CrCug, Anoxllemp, VipuHeil) peub UIET O «3aMECTUTEIEHOMY
pacnaTuy, OTHOCUTEIHHO KOTOPOr0 MHOT/Ia YTBEPKIAI0T, UTO 3TO MpEACTaBICHUE HE UMe-
€T OTHOILIEHHMs K JOKEeTH3My. B cBOIO ouepens, s paccMaTpHUBAIO 3aMeCmUmensHoe pachsi-
mue KaK KpaitHee MPOSIBIICHHE JOKemuzma’, IOCKOJBKY Ta Bepa HCXOMIA H3 TOTO YOex-

* Tak sxe u ToT, npoaorkaeT MpuHen, KTo mo3Hal Bc€ 3TO yCTPOHCTBO, «CTAHOBUTCS HEBUIMMBIM H
HEJIOCTHXKHMBIM TSl aHTEJIOB M CHJI», M Takue HeMHorue (unum a mille et duo a myriadibus), «xots u 3Ha-
FOT BceX (BpakIeOHBIX aHTeJIOB) U MPOXOIAT Yepe3 Bee (MX BIAACHHS, KO3HHU WJIH T.I1.), CAMH OCTAFOTCS IS
HHUX BCEX HEBUIMMBIMH U HEIO3HABAEMBIMH; BeIb OHH T'OBOPST: ,,Thl MO3HABAH BCEX, a TeOs HE JOJDKCH
mo3HaTh HUKTO» (...invisibiles et incognitos esse; ,,tu enim, aiunt, omnes cognosce, te autem nemo cogno-
scat“: Adv. haer. 1.26.6 = oV y0p, gaciy, Tovtag Yivooke, 6 8¢ undeig ywvookétm: Epiph., Pan. 24.5.4).

3 Cp.: «Cruenyer Beputh, roBopri (Bacwimm), He B pacisitoro, HO B MHAMOPACIIITOroy» (ypfvon 8¢
moTeVELY, EAEYEV, OVK €l TOV €0TOVPOUEVOV, AN €ig TOvV €otovpdobon do&ovta) (Theod., Haer. fab.
1.4 /349B/), T.e. BepuTh HEe B TO, 4TO XPHCTOC OBLI PACISAT MO-HACTOSIIEMY, & B TO, YTO 3TO MPOH3OIILIO0
MHHMO.

*! TlomoGHsIit 06pa3 HaxomuM u B 2CiCugh 49.27-29: «310 paGCTBO, YTO MBI JOIDKHBL YMHPATh ¢ XPH-
cToM». BOT OT 3TOT0 pabCTBa, T.€. OT Bephbl IIEPKOBHBIX XPUCTHAH B TO, YTO XPUCTOC JCHCTBUTEIBHO CTAl
YeJIOBEKOM M JIeHCTBUTEIBHO YMep (XOTS 3aTeM M BOCKpEC), U IPU3BAHO N30aBUTh MPEUIOKEHHOE BACHIIH-
JMaHaMH YYeHHE, COTEPHUOJIOTHS KOTOPOTO BBITEKAET U3 MO3HAHHS TOTO, YTO HPH KPECTHOM CTpaJIaHHU
CMepTb He ocmopaicecmeogana Haa CracuteneM (B NMPOTHBOIOIOKHOCTh BEpe LIEPKOBHBIX XPUCTHAH),
M Te, KTO 3HAET, YTO CMepTh He onosena CriacuTess, HO, Ha000pOT, BpaxkIeOHbIC CHIIBI 3TOr0 MUpa ObUIH
MOOEKACHBI, CAMU CTAHOBSITCS yuacTHUKaMu mobeipl Cracutesst Hax cMepThio (Lohr 2012a: 558-559).

32 Innatum autem et innominatum Patrem <...> misisse Primogenitum Nun (noan) suum, et hunc esse
qui dicitur Christus, in libertatem credentium ei a potestate eorum qui mundum fabricaverunt. <...>
apparuisse eum in terra hominem et virtutes perfeccisse. quapropter neque passum eum, sed Simonem
quendam Cyrenaeum angariatum portasse crucem eius pro eo, et hunc secundum ignorantiam et errorem
crucifixum, transfiguratum ab eo, ut putaretur ipse esse lesus, et ipsum autem Iesum Simonis accepsisse
formam et stantem irrisisse eos. Quoniam enim virtus incorporalis erat et Nus innati patris, transfiguratum
quemadmodum vellet, et sic ascendisse ad eum qui miserat eum, deridentem eos, cum teneri non posset et
et invisibilis esset omnibus. Eliberatos igitur eos qui haec sciant a mundi fabricatoribus principibus; et non
oportere confiteri eum qui sit crucifixus, sed eum qui in hominis forma venerit et putatus sit crucifixus et
vocatus sit lesus et missus a patre, uti per dispositionem hanc opera mundi fabricatorum dissolveret. Si quis
igitur, ait, confitetur crucifixum, adhuc hic servus est et sub potestate eorum qui corpora fecerunt; qui autem
negaverit, liberatus est quidem ab his, cognoscit autem dispositionem innati patris. Animae autem solae esse
salutem: corpus enim natura corruptibile exsistit (Adv. haer. 1.24.4-5). BonsHo niepenasast cioBa Vpunes,
Enudannii qaet pazbsicHeHne, OUYEBHIHO, TIOYEPIHYTOC UM U3 Apyroro uctounuka: «O Xpucre (Bacummm)
YUHT KaK O SBHBLIEMCS MHUMO (B0KNGEL); YTBEPIKAALT XKe, UTO pa3 OH SIBUICS Kak MPU3pakK, TO He ObUI OH
YeNOBEKOM M He MpuHs1 (Ha ceds) mrotu» (Kol avtog 8¢ mepl Xplotod mg SoKNoeL meEnvoTtog OHolwg
SoEdlel. elvan 8¢ enotv ooV PovTaicion v @ eoivesBon U eivon 3& évBpmnoy Unde cépkor eilneévo:
Pan. 24.3.1); cp. Ps. Tert., Adv. omn. Haer. 1: Christum <...> venisse in phantasmate, sine substantia carnis
fuisse. O ToM, uro ucrounukoMm s Emmcdanus u Ps. Tert. Obuta (HbiHE yTepsiHHas) «CHHTarma»
Wnmonuta, cMm. Lipsius 1865: 93—102.

33 Mo Beeit BHANMOCTH, K STHM TPEM JAPEBHIM CBIICTETLCTBAM O «3aMECTHTEIBHOM PACIISTHH MOKHO
n00aBUTh elle oaHO, a uMeHHO EeMyo (CodTch 3; mepeBoj Bcero TekcTa M KOMMEHTapuil cM. X0OCpOeB
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JICHHS, YTO HUYTO B O0kecTBeHHOM CracuTesie He MOIJIO OBITh MPHUYACTHO MATCPHU, U Ja-
)K€ MBICJIb O TOM, YTO €r0 «3eMHas 000JI0YKa» MOTJa ObITh MOpyraHa, TAKUM OJIarouecTH-
BBIM PEJIUTHO3HBIM CO3HAHUEM OTTOPTaIaCh «C MIOPOTay.

Urak, u B 2CnCuch, u B AnoxIlemp (u, Bo3moxHo, B EsHy0)** Mbl nmeeM aemno ¢ Mugo-
JoreMoii, kotopyro MpuHeil mpunuceiBai BaCHIMIHaHaM: BMECTO XPpHUCTa ObUT PacIIsiT KTO-
TO Apyroi (ero «momMeHay), caMm ke CracuTenb CMesSCh HAOMIOAal 32 MPOUCKOASIINM; 10
BCEH BHIMMOCTH, UMEHHO OT MPEACTABJICHUS O TOM, YTO HE caM XPHUCTOC OBUI PacIsT
(1, cienoBaTeNbHO, €r0 MHUMAasi CMEPTh HE MOIJIA OBITh MCKYMUTEILHOW KEPTBOI), 3aBH-
CeJI0 UX OTPUIlAaHME MYYCHHYECTBA KaK HAJCKHOIO CI0Cc00a CMEPThIO 3aCBHICTEILCTBO-
BaTh CBOKO BEPY BO XpI/ICTa35.

2014); cooTBeTcTBYIOIME (TOKETHUECKHE) accaxu cM. XocpoeB 2014: 34-36; 101-103 u Xocpoes 2019a:
30, Ne 6. 3necy Cnacurens roBopuT: «Toro, KOTOPbI MEHsI HECET, 3aBTPa MOJBEPTHYT MYUYECHHIO», HO «[HH
oJHa] pyKa CMEpPTHOTO 4eJOBEeKa He NMPUYMHHUT MHe [Bpenma]» (56.6—11), m 4yTe nmanee, yxe mpsmMo 00-
pamasce k Wyze, eme pa3 moa4epKUBAET, YTO TOT IPHHECET B XKEPTBY», T.€. NPENAcT, HE «HEOECHOro
Xpucra», a JHIIb €r0 «HOCUTEINs» («TOro, KOTOpbIH HeceT MeHs» 56.20-22), T.e. 3emHoro HMucyca unmn
KOT'0-TO JIPyroro, KTO €ro 3aBTpa «IOJMEHHMT» Ha Kpecte (cM. Humke). B moab3y Toro, 4ro B 3TuX (hpazax
MOYEPKHUBAIOTCS He Be mpupoabl Cracurenst (00)KeCTBEHHAsI U YelIOBeYeCKasl, U3 KOTOPBIX Ha CTPaIaHHs
oOpeyeHa TOJBKO MOCIEAHSs), @ TO 00CTOATENBCTBO, YTO NPH PACIATHH HocTpanan He cam CracuTens,
a KTO-TO JPYToH, ero «moaMeHa» (CM. mpumMeu. 24), cM. ¢ npocTpaHHoi aprymenTanueit Nagel 2007: 257,
265 cn. («Der zu opfernde Mensch, der Jesus ,.tragt (homo, qui portat Jesum), ist nicht seine leibliche
Hiille, sondern (s)ein Substitut...»: 266); u X0Ts, MPOJOJDKAET aBTOP, XPUCTOJIOTHS E¢ly0 3aCBHICTEIBCT-
BOBaja Oosee paHHIOKW cTaauto passutus, yeM 2CnCug) n Anokllemp, dopmynuposka Eelyo («4enose-
Ka, KOTOPBbI MEHsI HECET...») HaXOIHUTCs OJNMKe K IepCOHANIN3alUM, KOTOPYIo BHIMM y Bacumuna u B
2CnCudgh, uem abcTpakTHOE CAPKIRON B Anokllemp (270); XKan-/lanuans A100ya, moauepKHyB, Y4TO MOTHB
«cmeroruiicss CriacuTesby, He 4acTO BCTPEUAIOIIMNCS B XPUCTHAHCKUX TEKCTax, MPUCYTCTBYeT U EeHyo,
u B 2CnCugh, u B Anoxllemp u, HakoHell, B CBUIETENbCTBE VprHes 0 BaCHINIMAHAX, BBISBUII €IIE LIENbIi
PSII COOTBETCTBHI MEXIY STHMH COYHMHEHHSIMH, XOTS MPOOJIEMY BACHIMAHAHCKOH «IOAMEHBI» 00OLIeN
croponoii (Dubois 2008, rae aBrop Buaen cBoeii 3amadeii «d’établir des relations entre ces trois textes dans
le cadre d’une doctrine basilidienne»: 151). B psay HOKeTHYECKUX HPEACTaBICHUH S pacCMAaTPUBAI U 10-
BOJIHO TeMHOE BbIcKa3biBaHue Ee/yo 33.20 o Tom, uro Uucyc sBisics cBouM yueHukam N2POT (hapax;
mpeior M 0003HAYAET 3/1€Ch «IOJA BHIOM» M T.I.); BOHNPEKH MHEHHIO OOJBIIHHCTBA KOMMEHTATOPOB,
KOTOpbIe BUIAT B 2POT Goxalpckyio Gpopmy DHPOT, 0603HaAUAOMIET0 «PeGEHOK» (T.€. SBJISIICS 110] BH-
oM peOeHKa, OTChLIasi Hac, CKopee, K MPeCTaBICHHsIM o «romuMophun» Wucyca), s aymaro, 9to pedsb
HIET 37iech 0 (MCKa)XCHHOM MeTtaTe30ii) ¢popme 2OPT B 3Hauenuu fantas...a u T.m. (Kasser et al. 2007: 69),
T.e. B 3HaYeHHHU €v SoKNOoEL; moapoOHO cM. Xocpoes 2014: 118-124; cp. Schenke-Robinson 2009: 86: «as
an apparition». O apyroil BO3MOXXHOCTH MOHMMATh 0OXalpCcKyr (GopMy 2OPT, 3aCBHICTEILCTBOBAHHYIO
B CaMICKOM Kak (JOPT (co ccruikoif Ha Westendorf 1977: 326), B 3HaU€HHH «IOKPHIBAJO, 3aBECA» CM.
Dubois 2008: 150: «Selon nous, Jésus apparait voilé»; aBTop paccMaTpuBaeT 3TO MOHATHE B JJOKETHIECKOM
KOHTEKCTEe, IOCKOJIBKY HOJUIMHHAS CymmHOCTh Mucyca «ckpbitay n «l’identité véritable du Saveur n’est
accessible qu’aux disciples véritables» (151); cm. Takxe dyHaamentansHblii KoMmmenTapuii: Nagel 2007:
265-270.

** TloMIMO HA3BAHHEIX TIPHMEPOB STOT CIOXKET 3aCBHICTENBCTBOBAH M 3a TPEAeaMi COOCTBEHHO XpH-
CTHAHCKOH Tpamuuumy, a umeHHo B Kopane (cypa 4.156/157-158); 06 stom cm. (Troger 1990; Xocpoes
20196).

3 Vixe VpuHeii yTBepk/IaN, UTO BACHIIIHAHE «ObITH TOTOBEI OTpeKaThes (parati sunt ad negationem),
4TOOBI HE IPUHUMATE cTpaganus» (Adv. haer. 1.26.6); emy Broput Enundanuii, npunucsisas Bacunugy cie-
nyronme Mbicin: «He TODKHO CTAaHOBUTHCS MYyYEHHKOM: OO MyYEHHK OKaxkercs 6e3 Harpaabl (Gpuicog),
MIPUHUMAsi MyYEHHUYECTBO HE 3a TOT0, KTO CO3/1all 4YesloBeKa, a 3a pacrsaToro Cumona» (UM Laptupdv Drép
700 TEMONKOTOG TOV AVOPOTOV: HOPTUPET YO VIEP TOD E0TAVPOUEVOL ZiH®Vog); <...> IODKHO Jaxe
otpekathes (0T Bephl)» (el toivuv dpveloBoi: Pan. 24.4.1-2); peusb uaeT 06 OTPEUYCHUH BO BpeMsi TOHEHHI
(kT ToVg TOV Stwyndv koupots: Eus., H.E. IV.7.7); coBepiieHHO HHOE OTHOLIEHHEe Bacminia k MydeHH-
4YeCTBY, a MMEHHO €ro OlpaBlaHue, 3acBuaeTeNbcTBOBaN Kinment (Hanpumep, Strom. IV.81.1-2; noapo6-
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Ho: Xocpoes 2016: 234-237). O ToM, 4TO HE TOJNBKO BaCHIHINAHE, HO U «BCE MPOYNe (EPETUKH )» OTBEepra-
JIM My4YEHHYECTBO HA TOM OCHOBAHHH, YTO YKE «CaMO HMX yYEHHE SBICTCS UCTHHHBIM CBHACTEIHCTBOMY,
yrBepkaan Upureit (esse enim martyrium verum sententiam eorum: Adv. haer. 1V.33.9); ¢ Hum ObL1 cora-
cen KimmMeHT, roBops, mpapjia, y)ke He 000 «BCEX» €peTHKaX, a JIUIIb O «HEKOTOPBIX» (Tveg O TV
OUPETIKMDV), KOTOPBIE «HEYECTHBO M MAJOAYIIHO MPHUBSI3aHbI K (3TOM) KHU3HHU, YTBEPXKIAsi, YTO UCTUHHBIM
CBHJETEIBLCTBOM (LOPTUPiaty) sSBIIsIeTCsI TI03HaHUE (YVDOLV) MOUTHHHO cyiero bora (4to, BIpodem, UCIO-
BeyeM U MbI); TOrO ke, KTo ucrnoenoBan (bora) uepe3 cMepTh, OHM Ha3bIBAIOT camoyoOwuiiueit» (Strom.
IV.16.3); Ot 1 UM NOOOHBIE CBUIETENILCTBA epectoIoroB ganu OpeHny (elle He 3HAKOMOMY C TIOJUINH-
HBIMH THOCTHYECKMMH TEKCTaMM) TIOBOJ] YTBEPKAaTh, uTo «neither Docetist nor Gnostic could be a man of
martyrdom» (Frend 1965: 200). OxHO U3 KpaCHOPEUUBEIX IIOATBEPXKICHUH TOMY, 4TO THOCTHKY (HE TOJIBKO
BaCWJIMJMaHe) OTBEprayii JOOPOBOJIBLHOE MYyUYEHHYECTBO, HAXOMMM B THOCTHYeCKOM Tpaktate Celcm
(Texct u KOMMeHTapuil k HeMy cM. Xocpoes 1991: 161-180, 223-232), rae aBTop, UMes B BUY LEPKOBHBIX
XPHCTHAH, CPEIU MPOYEro BKIAABIBACT B UX yCTa TaKue, JOCTOWHBIE JIMIIb HACMEIIKH, c1oBa: «Eciu Mbl
npenaguM cedst cmeptu Bo uMs (I'ocriona), To Oynem cracensl» (34.4—-6); onu, npeObIBasi B 32011y KI€HUH,
JyMaroT, uto bory yrojiHa denoBedeckas skeptsa (OY-0YCIa MMN[TPloMe: 32.20-21).
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Abstract: Continuing to explore the question of how, where and when the so-called docetic
Christology arose, the author turns to the Gnostic texts of the 2™ and 3™ centuries C.E., which, having
come down to us in Coptic in translation from Greek, reliably testify to such a Christology in all its
diversity. Having previously analyzed the synoptic gospels (see Pt. 1), the epistles of St. Paul (see
Pt. 2.1; 2.2; 2.3; 2.4) and the writings of the John corpus (Pt. 3.1; 3.2), the author draws attention in
this part of the article to such texts from Nag Hammadi and from the so-called Tchacos Codex as
“The Second Treatise of the Great Seth”, “The Apocalypse of Peter”, “The Gospel of Judas”, etc., in
which the docetic idea (in the form of the idea of a substitute crucifixion, i.e., that someone else was
crucified instead of Jesus) found its clear expression.
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