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ITocmoTpuMm erie Ha oAMH Maccax, B kKoTopoM Mucyc He Ha3BaH (Kak, BIpOYeM, HU pa3y B
s1ToM nocranmn') «CeiHOM Boray, a mvenno @n 2.6-11 (1.1 «carmen Christi» wu «Chris-
tushymnus»). OTpbIBOK BbI3BaJ (MOKaJTyH, KaKk HU OJHO JPYroe BhICKa3biBaHHe B H3) He-
CMETHOE YHUCJIO TOJIKOBAaHMUHN M MOPOJUI MHOXKECTBO TMITOTE3: OT YTBEP)KICHHUM, UTO 9T CTH-
XM He NpuHaIexany [lasny, a npencraBisui co00i NPeBHUH XPUCTHAHCKUN TUMH XPHCTY,
BKJTFOUEHHBIH arloCTOIOM B CBOE TIOCIAHHE’, 10 MPE/IIOTOKEHIS, 4TO Pedb HICT O MO3IHEi-

' TToAMHHHOCTD CAMOTO MOCTAHHS HU ¥ KOTO HE BBI3bIBATA COMHEHIS, XOTS JATHPOBKH H MECTO HAITHCA-
HUSL pAaCXOJHIINCH; cp.: «in 53/54 <...> at Ephesus» (Klijn 1980: 112, 116); «most plausibly dated around
56-57» (Byrne 1997: 314, npumeu. 27); «wahrscheinlich um 60 n. Chr. in Rom geschrieben» (Schnelle
2014: 398).

% lupoko mpuusitoe, HaumHas ¢ Jomaiiepa (Lohmeyer 1928: 7 civ.: «ein carmen Christi im strengen 31
Sinney), yoexnaenue, uro IlaBen MUTHPOBAI 3[€Ch KAKOH-TO APEBHEXPHUCTHAHCKHIA, €My HPEIIICCTBOBAB-
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e BCTaBKC, HaIMCaHHOMN KEM-TO, KTO HC MPU3HABAI «PCAJIbHOI'O BOHJ'IOH.[CHI/I?[»3. TCHCpB
TOYKa 3pCHUA Ha ((,IlO-HaBJ'IOBO» TIPOUCXOKACHUC OTPBIBKA OTCTAMBACTCA HC CTOJIb PCHIN-
TCJ'ILHO4, 1 KOMMCHTATOPbI MPECATTOIYUTAIOT TOBOPUTH 00 M3HAYAIBHOM CINHCTBC HOCHaHI/IﬂS.
HpI/I 9TOM, KakK OBl HU TOJIKOBAJIH OTPBIBOK, BCC CAMHOAYIIHBI B TOM, YTO BOIIPOC HAJICKO HE
PCHICH U YTO 3TOT MACCAXK ABJIACTCS KJIHOYCBBIM JI1 XPUCTOJIOTUN HaBnaG. TekcT rimacur:

i, ruMH (necHonenne) Xpucry («ein urchristliches Lied von Christus»: Friedrich 1990: 149), 6bu10
OCHOBAHO KaK Ha PUTMUYECKOM XapaKTepe OTPHIBKA M Ha €ro JICKCHKE, KOTOpask He BCTPEYaeTCs B APYTHX
nocnanusx [laBna, Tak M Ha caMOM OOTrOCIOBHH Taccaka, B KOTOPOM HET PeuH O CIIACUTENIbHOM 3HaYeHHU
HH caMoi cMepTH XpHCTa, HUA €T0 BOCKPECEHHS (2 3TO LCHTpANIbHBIC TeMBI Oorociosus amnocrona). O Tom,
YTO XPHUCTOJIOTHSI 3TOTO MAccaXka «HE COBCEM COTIacHay» ¢ xpucronorueit camoro [laBna («...seiner Chris-
tologie nicht ganz konformen Bekenntnislied Phil. 2.6 ff»), cm. Schweizer 1955: 51; cp. Takxe Xocpoes
2020: 41, mpumeu. 16 0 BO3MOXHOM HCHOIB30BaHUH [1aBnoM ApeBHEH MyIe0-XpUCTHAHCKON XPUCTOIOTH-
yeckolt ¢opmyisl B Pumit 1.3—4. O ToM, YTO OpUrHHAIOM 3TOro OTpbIBKA ObL1 J10-IlaBioB apameiickuit
ruMH, cM.: Martin 1967: 38—41; Grelot 1973: 186 («I’hymne christologique, empruntée par saint Paul a la
liturgie de son tempsy»); Fitzmyer 1988 (kaxaplii U3 3TUX aBTOPOB JJaCT CBOIO PEKOHCTPYKIUIO HpPEAINoa-
raeMoro apameiickoro opurutaia). O apyrux npodiaemax ®mnm 2.5-11 ¢ 0630pom nuTEpaTyphl Bompoca
cMm.: Martin 1967: 20 cn.; Schenk 1987; Wright 1991: 56-98; nomyckas no-I1aBioBo IpoHCXOXAeHHE
«THMHA», CIEQYeT CUUTAThCSl C TeM, YTO KOHTEKCT, B KOTOPOM OH BO3HHMK, HAM HEM3BECTEH; Cp. «...its
original context is now lost» (Howard 1978: 369).

? Hanpumep, KakuM-To mocieoBareneM Mapkuona, kak cuntanr: Barnikol 1932. O630p pasiHuHBIX To-
YEeK 3pEHHUs Ha PETUTHO3HOE IPOUCXOXKIECHUE 3TOTO OTPBIBKA (TE€TEPOJOKCAIBHBIN Hy1au3M, HPAHCKUH MU
0 HEOECHOM HCKYITHTEINE, JOXPUCTHAHCKUN SJUTMHUCTUICCKUI THOCTHIIN3M, WY ICHCKUI THOCTUIIN3M H T.[I.)
cm.: Fee 1992: 35; id., 1995: 43.

* Cp.: «One cannot prove — as is often claimed upon stylistic grounds — that Paul cannot have com-
posed the hymn, since for a song one usually chooses another language than is used for prose» (Hengel
1995: 289; kypcus moit. — A.X.; cp. id. 1997: 486); cp.: «...the arguments against the Pauline authenticity
of Ph 2.6-11, based upon considerations of vocabulary, context and poetic form, cannot be said to be con-
clusive or even really convincing» (Furness 1959: 242-243); «es gibt heute keine Gewissheit mehr dariiber,
ob Paulus selbst der Verfasser dieser sechs Verse ist oder ob sie aus élterer Tradition herstammen» (Vol-
lenweider 1999: 413); o Tom, uto «le charactére fortement rythmé et liturgique» 3Toro maccaska HUCKOJIBKO
HE NPEensTCTBYeT BUAETh B HeM aBTopcTBo Ilana, cm.: Feuillet 1965: 481, ¢ mogpoOHBIM aHANINU30M apry-
meHTOB npotuB (481-489) u B none3y (489 cn.) aBropcTea [laBia, rae aBTOp CKIOHSETCS K MOCICIHEMY;
cM. Taxke: (Bockmuehl 1997a: 117-120; id., 1997b: 2) («...the evidence for pre-Pauline authorship in
whole or in part remains specious and unconvincing»). O ToM, 4To aBTOpoM OTpbIBKa ObLT [TaBen u Tekct
Hanucal 1po3oii, cMm.: Fee 1992; Collins 2002 (ITaBen «adapted the form of the Greek prose hymn»: 372);
o ToM, uto @ 2.6-11 «was transmitted in Greek for a Greek reading public» u «written according to the
principles of classical rhetoricy, BozmoxxHo, camum IaBnom, cM.: Robins 1980: 82; cp.: «Der Text ist nach
Grundsétzen der antiken Rhetorik (und damit nicht ,,poetisch®)...» (Schenk 1987a: 3300; Bo3paxeHwue:
Rissi 1987: 3314, npumeu. 2). O ToM, 4TO B 60rocity>keHuH yxe apeBHeimel LlepkBu ObLIM B X0y Kakue-
TO XBaJlcOHBIE MECHOMEHMs (0 KOTOPBIX, IPaB/ia Mbl MMOYTH HUYETrO He 3HaeM), cM.: 1Kop 14.26 (yoApog);
Cp.: «...y4HWTe W yBelleBaiiTe Apyr Apyra rcajiMaMH, THMHAMH U JyXOBHBIMH MECHOMEHUSAMHU (WOANOTG,
VUVOLG, GO0LTG TVELIALTIKALG), B OarofaT BO3HOCS B CBOMX cepauax mnecHonenust bory» (Ko 3.16; cp.:
Edec 5.19); nepeuenb BO3MOXKHBIX (PParMEHTOB PaHHEXPUCTHAHCKUX TMMHOB, COXpaHeHHbIX B H3, cMm.:
Martin 1967: 19; Sanders 1971: 9 cn.; Bockmuehl 1997a: 116—117; cp. Taxxke: «The twenty-seven works of
the New Testament leave us almost entirely in the dark as to liturgy and song in earliest worship» (Hengel
1995: 228); moapodro cm.: Hengel 1987 (cp. Xocpoer 2019: 35, B npumed. 21 cBuaerenbctBo [Tnnuus,
a takxe, Hanpumep: lust., 1Apol. 67.3; Clem., Strom. VI1.49.4 u T.11.).

> B mo71b3y M3HAYAIBHOTO eUHCTBA DI (POTHB YTBEPAIEHHS, UTO TIOCTAHHE B HBIHEIIHEM BH/E CO-
CTOMT M3 IByX WJIK HECKOJBKUX TIEPBOHAYAIBLHO HE3aBUCHMBIX MMOCIIAHUH, 00bEANHEHHBIX 03/IHEE B OJJHO)
cm.: Pollard 1967; Watson 1988 («the current form of Philippians is a rhetorical unity»: 88).

® Cp.: «the discussion has by no means reached a consensus and ... more study is required» (Hurtado,
1984: 113); «Paulus bringt in diesen 6 Versen das Herzstiick seiner Christologie, d.h. die Mitte seines theo-
logischen Denkens zum Ausdruck» (Hengel 1997: 486, npumeu. 22; kypcus Moil. — A.X.).
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«KOTOpHIH, peObIBas B 00pasze bora, He mocumTan 3a cuacTIUBHIN Kpebduii (cBoe) Ooro-
paBHOE OBITHE, HO OIYCTOIIHI ce0sl, PUHSAB 00pa3 pada, OKa3aBIIACH IIOAOOHBIM (TIPOYNM)
JIOASM U CTaB MO (BHEUIHEMY) BUAY KakK (OOBIYHEIN) YEIOBEK; CMHUPHI OH cels, cTaB MO-
CIIYIIHBIM BIUIOTH 10 (IPHHSTHS) CMEPTH, <JaXXe CMEpTH Ha Kpecte>. Bot mosromy bor n
BO3BBICHJI €TO W Harpajwjl €ro MMEHEM, KOTOpPOE BHIIIE JIFOOOT0 MMEHH, YTOOBI B MMEHH
Nucyca npekIoHMIOCk BCSKOE KOJICHO <M HEOECHBIX, M 36MHBIX, U ITPEHCIOAHNX (CyIIeCTB)™>
U BCAKHH s13BIK McnioBenal, uto Mucyc Xpucroc — [Nocnonp, Bo cnaBy bora OTua»7.

B menTpe BHMMaHHMsS KOMMEHTATOPOB HaXOIWJIach NPEXAe Bcero (pasza: «KOTOPBIH,
npeGbiBast 6 o6pase Boza®, He OCYNTAI 3a CUACTIMBBIN KPEOUit (WITH «3a yaadyy, WIH «HE

70010 @poveite &v Duiv O kol &v Xpiotd Incod,] ©5c &v popefy 60D Dmbpywv odk GpmOYHOY

fiyfioato 10 eivon Too Bed, VEALY EovtOv Ekévaoey Hopeiy S0OA0L AaBhv, &V GpOLbIATL GVBPGTY
yevopevog kol oxfuott ebpedeic Gc dvlpomog Fitameivmoev Eavtov yevopevog OmAkoog péxpt
BavérTov <Bovétov 8¢ otorpod>. ¥ 810 Kol 6 Bedg orTOV DIEphYmoEY Kol £dXOPLoTO DTH TO BVop
w dnép mav Svopo, 1V Tva &v 1 dvdpatt Inood AV YOVL kGyn <émovpoviov ki émuyeiov kol
koroxBoviov> kol maoo yAaooo dEoporoyfiomtar 6Tt kbplog Incodc Xpiotdg eig SOEov Beod
notpdg (P 2.5-11). IpuBeneHHbIH BhIe OYKBaJbHBIN IepeBOJ TPeOyeT KOMMEHTApUS U YTOYHEHHS
cMbIciIa, 4To M OyIeT clenaHo nanee B npuMmedaHusix. [lomelieHHoe B KBaJpaTHbIe CKOOKM oOpaiieHue
INaBna k macTBe: «IymaiiTe B CBOMX (CepALax) TO ke, 4To (Zymal B cBoeM cepaue) u Mucyc Xpucrocy,
T.e. IMeiTe Te jxe MbIciu, 4To U Xpuctoc (cm.: Lightfoot 1903: 110), 3aBepiuaeT npeabiayIiee yBelieBaHHe
(2.1-5), B KOTOPOM amoCTOJ IPU3BIBACT K MHJIOCEPINIO, COCTPAJAHUIO, TIOOBH U €IUHOMBICIHIO (TO &V
@povolVTeG: 2.3), U mpeaBapsieT COOCTBEHHO «TUMHY; (ppa3bl, MOMEIICHHBIC B YIIOBbIE CKOOKH, CTOPOHHH-
ku jo-IlaByioBa MPOUCXOXKACHUSI THMHA CUMTAIOT Jo0aBiieHHeM camoro [laBna (cM. mpumed. 17). O Tom,
yto B @it 2.6—11 MBI IMeeM /1eN10 ¢ IPSMBIMH OTTOJIOCKAMH U TIEPEOCMBICIICHHEM BbICKa3biBaHuit (BTopo)
Hcanu 52.13 cn. o «pabe/ciyre Maxse» = cebed Yahweh = noig nnm dodrog Beod), cm.: Cerfaux 1954b;
0 KIIF0YEBOM MecTe TeMbl «pab Maxse» B paHHeM xpucTraHcTBe BooOie cM.: Stanley 1954. O tom, uTo 31O
couetaHue obo3Hauaer «den frommen Menschen <...>, der sich Gott gegeniiber zum Gehorsam verpflich-
tet weiss» (4, B KOHEUYHOM cyeTe, OJIM3KO 10 3HAYCHHIO MOHATHIO «ChIH boray; cp. Xocpoes 2019: 37, npu-
Mmed. 27), cm.: Schweizer 1955: 55; He 3a0ynem Hakonen, uto @ 2.10—11 sBISETCS OTCHUIKOH OISATH-TAKU
k (Bropo)Ucaus 45.23 (cp. Pumn 14.11; moxpobuee: Kreitzer 1987: 114 cn.).

§ B couerammu &v 11opefi e0d Dnépxwv c1oBo popen (BeTpedaromeecs y I1aBia TOIBKO 316Ch U HIDKE
B CT. 7: popen do0lov; B H3 eme numb paz 8 Mk 16.22; cm. Xocpoes 2019: 31, npumeu. 12; codpanue
npuMepoB, HaunHas ¢ ['omepa u konyas H3, cm.: Behm 1964: 459-483; Martin 1967: 99 ci.; ¢ no6asieHu-
€M IpUMepoB U3 manupycoB cM.: Moulton—Miligan 1914—-1929: 417-418; Spicq 1973), nepeBoanumoe mo-
pasHomy («in forma Dei»: Vulg.; «de condition divine»: T@EB; «in géttlicher Gestalt»: LU; «in the form of
God»: RSV; «the nature of God»: GNB; «0ynyun obpaszom Boxxumm»: CII, u T.11.), BEI3bIBACT 3HAYNUTEIIb-
HBIE TPYIHOCTH HM3-32 HESICHOCTH TOTO, KAKOE HMEHHO COJICPIKaHHUE BIIOXKUI aBTOP B ATO MOHsTHE. BricTy-
MaeT JIK OHO y HEro B TOM JKe 3HaYeHHH, KaK, HanpuMmep, y [lnatoHa, koTopslit cunrai, yro bor («Hammyy-
hIee» U3 CYIIECTBYIOIIET0) «SIBISICTCS MPUYUHON HE BCEro, a (TONbKO) Oliaray», yTBepikaasi IpH 3TOM, Y4TO
Bor He MOKET «M3MEHATh CBOH 6u0, NPUHMMAs MHOTOYHMCIEHHBIE hopmbi (T.e. APYTHE OOIMYMSL)»
(...8AAGTOVTOL TO arhToD €ldog £ig TOAANG Loppds: Res. 380C-D), 1 4TO OH «BCeraa NMpebbIBAET B CBOEH
Gopme» (Léver del anddg &v T avtod popety: 381C), T.e. ero nmpupoaa ocraercsi Bceraa OJHOW U Tor xe?
OTHOCHTCS JIH [LOPPT| B IEPBOM CIIydae K BHELIHEMY BHIY 00XKeCcTBa, KOTOPOE HE MOXKET MPUHUMATh BHU]
cmeptrbix mroneit (381D-E; cp., ognako, y EBpunuaa, rae 6or [JuoHuc roBoputr o cede kak 00 H3MEHHUB-
LIEM CBOIO OOXKECTBEHHYIO LLOPQY Ha «IPHPOLY 4eoBeka» (gig avdpog euotv): Ba. 54; cp. ibid. 4-5), a Bo
BTOPOM — K CaMoii ero cyuHoctu (4To-1o mogobHoe ovoia; cp.: Xen., Mem. IV.3.13 o Tom, uto exBa iu
KTO-HUOY/b U3 JIIOJICH YBHIUT TOG HLOpPog TV Bedv)? Cp.: «dass popen schon im klassischen Griechisch
sehr allgemein ,,Art” bedeuten kann, ohne dass damit betont wire, dass es sich um eine blosse Erscheinung,
nicht das Wesen handelt» (Schweizer 1955: 54, npumeu. 234; kypcus Moil. — A4.X.). Wu, roBopst o ToM,
yto Nucyc «mpebsiBan B Lopen boray, aBTop BKJIaABIBaj B 3TO MOHATHE HHOW cMbIca? OcTaBasich Ha MOYBE
OUOJIEHCKOTO TPEYECKOr0, MBI BHNM, UTO, Harpumep, B Jlan 3.19 mousTue 07%, «o0pas, mogoduey, mnepe-
BezeHHoe DeoJO0THOHOM Kak OWig (ToD Tpoo®dmov), a B LXX kak popen (Tod mpoc®dmov), B 000UX CIiry-
Yasix UMEeT 3HaUCHHEe «BHEIIHUI BU (BbIpaXKeHHE JHLa)»; B JlaH 5.6, T1e c10BO 1°T, TaKXKe 03HAYAIOIee
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«BHewHui BuI» (cp. «feature, appearance, splendor»: Sokoloff 1992: 175; cp. «Glanzy: Nestle 1893: 173),
Deo0THOH NEPEBOAUT Kak Hopen, a LXX kak Gpaoig (0HAKO U3 9THX IPUMEPOB TPYIHO, Beiea 3a Nestle,
ibid., 3aKi0UUTh, 4TO LOPPN B OMbIIEelickoM rpedeckom o3HauaeT «die glanzvolle Gestalt und reicht nahe an
86Eo heran» co cepuikoit, kpome Jan, Ha Uu 1.14 u EBp 1.3; Bo3paxkeHne Ha 3T0 OTOXKAECTBICHHE: Vincent
1911: 81-82); must % (Bt 1.27) B LXX HaxomuM u Ipyroii mepeBoji, a MIMEHHO eik®v (06 Aname, co3-
JIaHHOM «110 00pa3y boray: kot eikova B8e0d; cp. cuHOHUMHUUYHOE «B 00pa3e Bora»: év €ikovt 6e0D B BoiT
9.6; cp. o Cude, koToporo Axam poaui «Io ceoeMy obpasy»: Brit 5.3, a Takxke: «bor co3nan yenoBeka st
HETJICHUsI U CleJan ero o0pa3oM cBoel BedHOCTH [elkOva TG 1diag dididtntog]»: Tlpem 2.23). TTomHs o
TOM, YTO HOHATHE £1KMV 03HAYAET MPEXKIE BCErO TO, YTO OTPAXKAET HEKYIO BBICUIYIO PEAIbHOCTD, HO €10 HE
SABJISICTCA (nonpamaeT el\/’l, BOCIIPOU3BOJUT €€, ABJIAACH YEM-TO BTOPUYHBIM 10 OTHOUICHHUIO K OpUTrHHATY,
cM., HarpuMmep, 0 HebecHoit [Ipemynpoctu [oDpdviog cogia], KoTopas sBisiercs eikav 6eod: Philo, Leg.
All., 1.43; cm. yxe B [Ipem 7.26; cp., ogHako: «as a Biblical word it means, not simply a copy <...> but the
visible manifestation or ,,objectivisation” of the essence of the originaly: Martin 1959: 184, nmpumeu. 3,
yBEpeHHbIH B ToM, uto B i 2.6 ci1. pedsb uuer o «pre-existence of Christ»), MoxHO aymats, yto u [lasen,
roBOpsl B IPYroM Mecte o «cnaBe (806&0) Xpucray, «iBisomerocs oopazom boray (0g éotv elkdv 100
6e0D: 2Kop 4.4; «The formula [T.e. €V popef B€0D...] may mean nothing more than the Pauline hos estin
eikon tou theou [2Cor 4.4]»: Murphy-O’Connor 1976: 41; cm. Takxe npumed. 15 o Pumn 8.29 u B cnen.
vacti ctathi 0 Koi 1.15), KOTOpBIi caenan BO3MOKHBEIM «B JIHLE (£V TPOCMN®) XpUCTa MO3HAHHUE CIIABBI
Bora» (2Kop. 4.6), umen B Buly MMEHHO COOTHECEHHOCTb M B3aHMO3aMEHIEMOCTh [Loppn U elkdv (cp. Tlo-
cillerp 136.8-11 (NHC VIIL.2), rae popen U €ik®V ynoTpedaeHbl Kak B3aMMHO JOMOJIHSIIOMINE IPYT ApY-
ra); cp. Takke 0 MyX4uHe (B MPOTHUBOIOJIOKHOCTh JKCHILHMHE), «SBISIOMIEMCS 00pa3oM U ciaBoii bora»
(elkav kol 36Ea Be0D dmapywv: 1Kop 11.7); o «Crose, siBisiromemcst oopasom bora, duepes3 koropoe co3za-
Bajics Bech mupy», cm.: Philo, Spec. leg. 1.81 (Adyog & éotiv eikwv 8eod, 8 0D cdumag 6 KOOHOG
£€dnuiovpyelto) 6e3 Toro, oHaKo, 4To0bl PHUIIOH paccMaTpuBal AOYOG KaK UITOCTA3UPOBAHHYIO CYLIHOCTb.
Mopeh B @im 2.6 03HauaeT, KOHEYHO, HE «BHELIHUH BHI», HOCKOJIbKY PaHHEXPUCTHAHCKOE (M, KOHEYHO,
ITaBna) npencrasiaeHue o bore, NpouHO yKOPEeHEHHOE B UYAEHCKON Bepe, HE JAOMYCKalo JaXe U MBICIH O
TOM, YTO «HEMOCTHXUMBIH U BCECOBEPLICHHBIN» bor MOr MeTh Kakoe-To (Gpu3NUecKoe 00IUIne; 3Ty Bepy
€O BCEH HAaIJISTHOCTBIO 3aCBUICTEIBCTBOBAI MTUCABIINI MOKoJIeHHeM no3xe Mocudp dnasuii: «bor, Bceco-
BEpILUCHHBIH M 0Jaroi, 00beMJIeT BCE; OH CaMOAOCTAaTOYeH (ODTOPKNG), Oyayud HavyalioM CepequHON U
KOHIIOM Bcero, <...> Ho 6ud (06pa3) u Benuuue (ero) BHIPa3uTh HAM HEBO3MOXKHO ((oppnv 8¢ kol péyedog
NIV GPOITOG): BEeAb BCSKHM, aXke IparoleHHbIH, MaTepuail He JOCTOUH Ui (co3aanus) ero oopasa (mpog
€lkOVaL), HUKAKOe HCKYCCTBO, 3aMbILLISIONIEE MOapakanue (Tpog HUACENMG EXLvoloy), He CIIOCOOHO 3TO
caenath; HU4ero mogooHoro (bory) Ml He BHIMM, HE B COCTOSIHUU MOCTHYb, U OOTOXYIbCTBOM SIBJISIOTCS
HOMBITKU MepeaaTh (ero cyTh) MpH MoMomu obpasay (0VT eixdlelv éotiv dotov: C. Apion. 11.190-191; sto
OnHUCaHue MpeBapseT XPUCTHAHCKUE anodaThuyeckue xapakTepuctiuku bora; cp.: Xocpoes 2016: 87 ci.);
cp. Takxke (Broponasnoo) 1 Tum 6.16: Bor «eanHCTBeHHBIH (LOVOG) MMerowuii GecemepTre <...>, KOTOPO-
ro HUKTO U3 JIOJEH He BUIET U HE MOXKET yBuueTh» (cp.: lust., Dial. 127). MoXHO IOMyCTUTB, YTO HAII
aBTOP YIHOTpeOMJI coveTaHHe HOpPN B0 B mapaiens K CIEAyIOIIeMy Jgaiee B CT. 7 popen 800A0v,
«BU1/00pa3 paba», coueTaHue, He BBI3BIBAIOIIEE CMBICTIOBBIX TPYIHOCTEH, TOCKOIBKY U (PH3MIECKUI 00JIHK
paba, u ero mo3opHasi Ka3Hb Ha KpecTe — o0pa3 BrosiHe HarysiaHbIH; cp.: «The choice of popen almost
certainly has nothing to do with the long debates over its fine nuances, but rather was chosen precisely be-
cause Paul needed a word that would fit both modes of Jesus’ existence» (Fee 1992: 39, npumeu. 35; cp.
Vincent 1911: 80). «Pab» mpoTuBomocTaBiseTcst 34eCh He CTONBKO bory, ckoibko «rocrmoauHy» B cT. 11
(x0prog, T.e. Tocmony; cp. I'ant 4.1); 06 aTom cM.: Loofs 1999: 5 (8obog ist der Gegensatz zu x0prog); Du-
pont 1950: 505-506. Bcnomaum nipu 3ToM, uto [laBen Hurzme mpsmo He yTBepxkiaer, uto Mucyc — sto
6e6c (Xocpoes 2020: 43, npumed. 24), oH TOJIBKO Hopen Be0d win eikwv (10D) 6€0D, HO BUAECTH B LOPPT
9TOr0 Macca)ka IKBUBAICHT MOHITUIO GUOLG WM OVOL0, @ 3HAYUT OTOXACCTBIATH ero ¢ borom, — kak 310
JeIai yXKe W paHHeXpHCTHAHCKHE aBTOphl («open bora moapasymesaer npupody Boray: f popen 100
6e0d @voig voeiton Beod: Theod., Eran. I [73C]; apyrue npumepst: PGL 1961, s.v.), 1 cOBpeMeHHBIE KOM-
menTaTopsl («though popen is not the same as @volg or oboia, yet the possession of the popen involves
participation in the oboto also»: Lightfoot 1903: 110; cp.: «Plainly popen has reference to nature»: Ken-
nedy 1910: 436; «St. Paul must have been using the word ,,form* in a loose, popular sense, as we use
the word ,,nature*»: Gifford 1911: 3; «...popet, which is Hellenistic for ,,nature“»: Kidsemann, 1980: 21;
cp.: id., 1950: 331 ¢ yrBepxkaenueM, «dalB popen 6e0d und i668eog @O parallel steheny; 3ameTnm, uTo
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9 10 1
JIOBOJIECTBOBAJICS)  (CBOE) Oo2opasHoe bvimie , HO OITyCTOIIII ce0sl , MpUHAB 00pa3 pabda

0VGl0L B 3HAYCHUH «CYLIHOCTB» He BCTpedaeTcst B H3), yOexIeHHbIE B TOM, YTO Pedb UJET O IPEACYIIECT-
ByIOIIEM XpHCTe, — HET HUKAaKHX OcHOBaHWH. Ecnm momyckath, 4TO LOP@N SABISETCS CHHOHUMOM EIKMV
(Martin 1959: 183; Gibbs 1970: 275; Spicq 1973: 37, npumeu. 2; cp. taxke Talbert 1967: 151 o Tom, uto
«popoen in the LXX is virtually a synonym for opot@po, T.e. «momgoduey), Toraa popet 6eod BIOJIHE MOTIO
OTCBUIATh HAC K KOT eikovo 6e0d (06 Amame B BoiT 1.27) n, clieoBaTelbHO, pedb MIIa O COOTHECEHUH
3emHoro Uucyca ¢ Agamom (0 ToM, 4To mpeacTasieHue 06 Mucyce kak o «HOBOM Aame» ObLIO XOPOIIO
U3BECTHO paHHeMy XpHcTHaHCTBY cM.: Talbert 1967: 151-152 co ccbutkoit Ha Pumit 5.12 ci. u 1Kop 15.20
ci.; «Mucyc — cein Agamay: JIk 3.38.13) ¢ toit nuue pasuuieii, uto Mucyc ucnonusn oo bora (Fan
1.4) B oiimume oT Anama, KOTOPBIA BMECTE C JKCHOM MoAnalics Ha yOexIeHUs 3Mesl M [IOBEPIII, YTO OHH,
HapymmB Boiito bora, camu cMoryT crate «kak 6orm» (g Oeot: BeiT 3.5), T.e. mocTuyp Hekoero «0o-
ropaBHOTO» cocTostHust (cp. Toa Oe®d B mpumed. 10); cp., ognako: Steenburg 1988 npoTus TOro, 4To0bI CUM-
TaTh 3TU NoHsTUs cuHoHnMamu: «I would conclude that it is inappropriate to assume a strict equivalence of
morphe and eikon», ¢ BBIBOIOM, 4TO LOp®1 B0 «expresses a more visual element, such that it is used to
convey the visible/physical appearance/representation of God, in contrast to the less specific elkwv 6eod»
(85; B mognepxky: Bockmuehl 1997b: 8; Hurtado 2003: 122; id. 2005: 98; Bnpodem, HH OT OJHOTO CHHO-
HHUMa HeJb3sl 0XKUAATh «IOJIHOTO COOTBETCTBMS» CBOEMY BHM3aBM). B MTOre MOry TOJIBKO JOIYCTHTb, YTO
HoHsATHE [LopeN B Pain 2.6, 7 BKIIOYACT B ce0s Memagopuuecku BCIO COBOKYITHOCTb XapaKTEPHCTUK TOTO, K
KoMy OHO oTHocuTcs (kak m y Hocuda B C. Apion.; cM. BbIlIEé B 3TOM MPHUMEY.): 3TO HE TOJBKO
(¥ He CTONBKO) BHEUIHUH BHJ, HO M BCE MPOYHE KAyeCTBa MHAWBHIA (YTO-TO BPOJAE PYCCK. «CTaThy, CP.
y TroTueBa: «y Heit ocobeHHast cTath...»). [IpoTuBONMOCTaBICHHBIE 3/1€Ch LOPPT B0V U LOPPT) BOVAOL PHK-
CHpPYIOT J[Ba HOJIIOCA, JBA MOJISAPHBIX COCTOSHHS UX 3€MHOTO HOCHTEJIS: BEICIIEE (BBILIC YEIIOBEKY yXKe He-
KyAa), T.e. cocTosiHue Ooromomobust (Beod u Be® — oba pa3a 6e3 apTHUKISI — CKOpee MMEIOT 3[eCh CHITY
MPUJIAraTelIbHOT0, O0dcecmaennbill 00pa3: BeOIOPPOC, 1000e0g; cM. npuMed. 10), u Hu3IIee (HHUKE HEKyAa),
T.. Mpe3peHHoe cocTosiHue pada (800A0L — SOVAOHOPPOC); cp.: npumed. 11 mo moBoay 2Kop 8.9. O6a
couetaHus (Lopeh B0 u (oo Be®) OTHOCATCS K «4eloBeKy» Mucycy, a He K «IPEACYLIECTBYIOIIEMY»
Xpucty. B mobom ciydae, s He BIXKY OCHOBaHHUI Al yTBepxkaeHus, «que ces deux formules <...> affir-
ment la divinité du Christ» (Carmignac 1972: 165, npumeu. 4).

° TeMHoe coueranue oDy, GPTOYUOV TYACOTO (O TOM, YTO TEKCT, BEPOSTHO, McmopueH, cM.: O’Neill
1988: 448) BbI3BaNO K KHM3HU Heobo3pumylo iuteparypy («The term dipmoypodg poses one of the most
thorny questions in the whole field of the New Testament exegesis»: Martin 1967: 134); dunonorudeckoe
TOIKOBAHHE IPUHAIICKHUT CTOIITY Kiaccuueckoii ¢umonorun Beprepy Merepy, oTkasasiiemycs HOHAMAT
apmorypog (o cmose cm.: Bauer 1988: 218; Arndt-Gingrich 1958: 108-109; Foerster 1964) B 3HaueHun
«rapina» (Vulg.; cp.: TWpI B caun.; «xumieHue» B CII u T.1.; CKpymyJae3Hblii 0030p IPEBHUX M HOBBIX
MEPEeBOJIOB ATOTO CJIOBA, BCTpeuaromierocss Tonbko 3a. B B3 u H3, cm.: Hammerich 1966: 9-14), T.e.
«orpabJieHHe, HACUIIbCTBEHHOE MPHUCBOCHHE YYKOT0» WITH pe3ysbTaT rpadexa, «100buay); MpuBes Mpu-
MephI UCIIOJIb30BaHUS COUETaHHS GPTOLYILOL (M CHHOHUMHYHBIX EPHOLOV, EVPNLOL EDTUYNICL, T.€. KCUACTIIH-
Basi, HCOXU/IaHHAs HAXOZKa, yHaday») NyeloBou (moleloBou, 116ec60it) B IPeUeCcKUX TEKCTaxX 3a HpeesiaMu
XPHCTHAHCTBA, Merep yBuaen 31ech HIMOMATHICCKOE BRIPAKEHHE CO 3HauYeHHeM «fiir ein Privileg/ein gutes
Vorrecht halten», B xoropom «der Gedanke an Gewalt liegt vollig fern» (Jaeger 1915: 549); cp.: «Who
being in the form of God, did not regard equality with God as a lucky find» (Nock 1972: 87; cp.: «as a piece
of Tuck»: id. 1938: 224). VTouHeHus, Ge3 CyNECTBEHHOrO M3MEHEHUs TPEIOKEHHOr0 Mlerepom cMbicia
uaromel, cM.: Hoover 1971: 118 ¢ mepeBomom: «,.he did not regard being equal with God as something to
take advantage of*, or, more idiomatically, ,,as something to use for his own advantage»; Bnpouem yxe
JlalithyT pacmosHan 34. HIUOMY cO 3HaueHHEM «,to clutch greedily, ,,prize highly” <...>; the idea of
plunder or robbery having passed out of sight» (Lightfoot 1903: 111; cp.: «...Jaeger is simply saying in
other words what Lightfoot had set out»: Glasson 1974: 135); cm. Takxe: «Lui qui <...> ne s’est prévalu
d’étre I’égal de Dieu» (Cerfaux 1954a: 426). [IpoTuB nonnManus ¢pasbl KaKk UIAOMBI C HOZOOHBIM 3Haye-
mueM cM.: Vollenweider 1999: 417, rae aBTOp /[0Ka3bIBACT: MOCKOJIBKY CIIOBA C KOpHEM Opmol- B rpeye-
ckoM Oubieiickom s3bike «ausschliesslich negative konnotiert» (cp.: Moore 1975: 543), To apmorypdg o3Ha-
4yaeT 3/ech MMEHHO MNpucBOoeHMe (y3ypraius) mpaBa ObiTh «OoropaBHbIM» (1000€0G), T.€. MOJOKEHHUS,
K KOTOpOMY CTPEMWJINCH BiacTHTenu (mMmneparopsl u T.1.; «die Gottgleichheit der Machttriager»: 419);
B MIPOTHUBOIOJIOXKHOCTH ke uM, «Christus gehort nicht zum Typ der Gewaltherrscher, welche Gottes Wiirde
usurpieren» (432; kypcuB Moi. — A.X.); cp. pa3iaMuHblE OTTEHKH IPYrUX IEPEBOJOB M TOJIKOBAHHIA:
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«opmoypos in 2.6 seemingly means thievery, or attempting to take something belonging to another» (San-
ders 1969: 285); «Der gottlichen Wesens war, hielt nicht gierig daran fest, Gott gleich zu sein» (Hengel
1975: 9; cp.: «who <...> did not count equality with God a thing to be grasped»: id. 1995: 379 = RSV);
«der, obwohl er in Gottes Gestalt war, nicht dafiir hielt, da3 er die Gottgleichheit als Raub an sich rise...»
(Cullmann 1963: 179); «who, although in the form of God, <...> did not reckon that equality with God
consisted in snatching» (Moule 1970: 264, 266); «He did not think to snatch at equality with God» (Caird
2002: 343). Erie 0AHO TOJIKOBAaHUE, COIIACHO KOTOPOMY OPTOLYMOG 03HadaeT «,.the being-taken-away-into-
the presence-of-God*, in the way in which mystics explain their psychological experience»: peus 31ech
uzet 00 «a high rapture, no vile robbery», T.e. 0 «penurno3Hom Boctopre/skcrase, cM.: Hammerich 1966:
32-33; B 3amuty cM.: Abramowski 1983, 1 UMEHHO Takoe MOHMMaHHE CJIOBA (B CMBICIE «MHUCTHYECKOTO
BOCXHIIEHUs» co ccbutkoi Ha 1®decc 4.15-17) ropasno panee 3amuman o. [TaBen ®nopenckuii (Oaopen-
ckuit 1915); cp.: «...less probable meaning is (mystical) rapture» (Arndt—Gingrich 1958: 108-109). Tak
WM MHAaYe, HO MO-TIPEKHEMY OCTAJICS OTKPBITHIM (10 KpaiHel Mepe, Ul MEHsT) BOIIPOC O TOM, KaK TOHMMATh
OpTOYHOG: Kak «res rapta», «res rapienday wim «res retinendax» (cp.: Stauffer 1948: 264, npumeu. 369), T.e.
UJIET U Pedb O MPUCBOCHUH TOTO «OO0XKECTBEHHOTO CTaTyca», KOTopsiM Mucyc (paHblue) He o6nagan, nin
UMeeTCsl B BHJy COXpaHEeHHe 3a co0oi (yaepkaHue) TOro, 4eM OH yxe (M3HauaibHO) oOnanan. CMbIch
[IEPBOr0 BapHaHTa MEPEeBOJA 3aKII0YAeTCsi B TOM, 4T0 Mncyc, He uMesi «GOropaBHOTO IOJOXKCHUS», HE
nbITascs ero nony4uuts (cp. Harvey 1964: 338: «,,Yet he (Mucyc) did not think to snatch at equality with
God*“ (Ph 2.6b). <...> not that Christ emptied himself of divine nature as a cup pours out water <...>; but
rather that, as he was a man, not only did he not want to become God, as Adam did, but he became <...>
a slave to other people — truly the Man for Others»; KypcuB aBTOpa); CMBICI BTOPOrO — B TOM, YTO OH,
U3HAYAIBHO «OOropaBHbINY ({000 e CM. ciiel. MpUMed.), HE HYXIAICsAd B TOM, 4TOOBI (CHiIOi) Opars/
ynepkuBaTh 310 paBeHcTBO (cp.: «The idiom here used clearly assumes that the object in question — in this
case equality with God — is already possessed»: Wright 1986: 344); netanbHblit 0030p pa3iIU4HBIX B3IJIs-
J0B Ha cMbIch ¢passl cm.: Wright 1991: 62-90 (ocobenno tabmuiy Ha c. 81); Martin 2016. B cBoem nepe-
BOJIE («HE MOCYMTAN 32 CHACTIIMBBIN XpeOuil / yaauy...») s 0CTar0Ch NPU OOrOCIOBCKH-HEUTPAIIEHOM TOJI-
KoBaHuH Merepa, T.e. B TOM e 3HAYEHWH, B KAKOM BCTpEUaeM CUHOHMMUUHOE &pmorypo, y Encesus (H.E.
VIII.12.2), rae peus uaer o0 aHTHOXUHCKMX MyUSHUKAX, KOTOPbIE, YTOObI HE AOMYCTUTD MBITOK MEUICHHOH
CMEpPTBHIO Ha PACKAICHHOW PEeIIeTKe, IPEeAIOwIn OPOCHTBCS C KPBILIH, CIUTAs TAKYI0 CMEPTh «CUACTIIHBBIM
yaenom» (Tov 8dvotov Spmorypor OEEVOL. .. ); B TOM K€ 3HAUYCHHUH HAXOJUM Y HETO U OPTOLYILOG, KOTa TOBO-
purcst o Ilerpe, MOCYMTABLINM CMEPTh Ha KpPECTe pajl CIACCHMSI 33 «CYACTIMBBIN Yyjen/Harpamy»
(6 MEtpog 8¢ &pmoryudy <...> Emoteito: Comm. in Luc. VI; em. taxske: Loofs 1999: 18-19).

1 Coueranme 10 elvon Too Be®, 0GBIMHO MOHMMAEMOE Kak «ObITh paBHBIM bory» («esse se aequalem
Deo»: Vulg.; «d’étre 1’égal de Dieu»: TEB; «Gott gleich zu sein»: LU; «equality with God»: RSV «to
become equal with God»: GNB; «0ObITh paBHbIM bory»: CII), Takxke TpeOyeT 00bsICHEHHS: Belb IPUBEACH-
HbIE NEPEBOJBI UCXOMAT YK€ M3 TOTO, YTO pedb 3]I. HACT O NPEACYLIECTBYIOmEeM XpHCTe, T.¢. U3 yoexae-
HHUSI, KOTOPOE NMOKOUTCS Ha TPAAULMOHHOM IIaTPUCTHYECKOM TOJIKOBAaHUY; cp., Hanpumep: «les Peres affir-
maient unanimement que le Christ posséde, en termes de philosophie greque, une nature (¢Ooig = ,,nature’)
égale a celle du Pére, ou mieux, que le Pere et le Fils possédent en commune une essence et une divinité
unique (c’est, au IV*™ sicle, le sens formule 6p000610)...» (Grelot 1972: 497). 5 aymaro, 4To Takoe
MOHMMaHNE HUKAaK HE CIEAYyeT W3 CaMOro TEKCTA M, [0 CIPABEATHBOMY 3aMEYaHHIO, OCHOBAHO JIMINb Ha
Vorverstindnis (Murphy-O’Connor 1976: 31). He ocranaBnuBasch nogpoOHO Ha MHOTOYHCICHHBIX OTTCH-
Kax Takoro MOHMMaHMs (COIACHO KOTOPOMY {00. = {00G, KaK CUHTANH yXe APEBHHE TOIKOBATENH; CM.,
nHanpumep: Uucyc «bor, eannopoanstit Ceir OTia, npedbiBatoiinii B 00pasze bora, HUCKOIBKO HE MEHBIIHI
Ortua, pasnuiii emy [{i6og avt®]»: Chrys., Hom. in Ep. Phlp. VII / PG 62, 228 [0.] BIUIOTh 10 TOJKOBaHHS
aBTopa X B.: «BeJlb HE 32 GPTOYUOV MOCUHMTAI CBOIO HodicecmeerHocms [8edtntal, T.e. 3Ha, 4TO ObUT paBeH
Oty [10 elvon ic0g 1) motpt] He KOTO GPTOYYV, HO MO MPHUPOHOMY MOCTOMHCTBY [KOITO (QUGLKOV
&Elopa]...»: Oec. Tric., Comm. in Ep. Phlp. 3 / PG 118, 1281B), nepeiiny kK HHOMY TOJKOBaHHIO, C KOTO-
PBIM S IOJIHOCTEIO COIVIACEH: HApEeYHe (GO B 9TOM COYETAHUM O3HAYaeT He «PaBHBI» (KaK JyMaroT U MHO-
r'Me COBPEMEHHBbIE KOMMEHTATOPHI; CM., HarpuMep, Martin 1967: 148, cunraBumii, yto {co Oe® o3HavaeT
TO e caMoe, 4To U {00V <...> 0e® B UH 5.18, ¢ yrBepxnenuem: «The pre-incarnate Christ <...> possessed
the divine equality, we may say, de jure because He existed eternally in the ‘form of God’»), a «nomo6-
HBII» WM CPaBHUTEIBHOE «Kak». B momb3y Takoro TonkoBaHust Gpopmbl (6o (Cp. poA. MH.Y. OT {G0G)
C HaJIGKHBIMH NpuMepamMu, HaunHas ¢ ['omepa (Od. XV.520: na EBprMaxa Hapoa CMOTPUT «KaK Ha HEKOe-
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ro Gora»: {oa 8e®) u nepeoga LXX ((Bropo)Ucaust 51.23, rae {oo mepeaer eBp. Mpeior J, «Kaky,
14 pa3 B Hoe ¢ TeM ke 3HaUYCHHEM; Cp. TAOLY {60, «Kkak Bce»: 7.3), em.: Grelot 1972: 498-500 ¢ BbIBOIOM,
4TO 9TH MpUMEPHI «n’oriente pas du tout la pensée vers un concept d’égalité, au sens rigoureux du terme.
<...> I’expression 10 elvon {50, 8e® ne se rapporte pas a une spéculation sur la nature divine du Christ»
(500; xypcuB aBTOpa); O TOM, YTO (GO BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBYET Iped. CPABHUTEIBHOMY (G, CM. (G &yyelot
Mk 12.25; M¢ 22.30) u cunorumuuHoe icdyyelot B napasuiensHoM Tekete (JIk 20.36), T.e. «kak aHremnb»,
a Takke MG Beol st mepenadn 2°72K8d B Beir 3.5 (oM. mpumed. 12). TpaaulHOHHbBIE YTBEPXKICHUS O TOM,
YTO pedb 3/1. HAET 0 «paBeHcTBe XpHucTa (,,equality) ¢ Borom», ncxomunu u3 Toro, 4ro {Ga paBHO {60G; Ha
camoMm ke nene «the adverb isa <...> conveys only that Christ is ,,like* God» (Murphy-O’Connor 1976:
39); xonb ckopo «the author of the hymn was thinking of Christ as many (ibid.: 40), To aus perieHus Bo-
mpoca, B KaKOM UMEHHO cMbIciie «XpucTtoc noaoden bory», Méphu-O’Konnop npuBiek BbICKa3bIBaHHE U3
Ipem: «bor co3man yenoBeka B HeTIeHHH (€M Q@BOPOLQ) U caeran ero 00pa3oM COGCTBEHHOTO BEYHOIO
ObiTHst (eikova TG 1dlog udoTnTog)» (2.23), T.€. COBEPIICHHBIM U OE3rPELIHbIM, U 3Ta MBICIb TOJTHOCTHIO
OTBEYACT MBICIIM aBTOPA «TMMHAa», KOTOPBIIl COOTHOCUT Anama (10 rpexomajgeHus) ¢ XpUCTOM, HE 3HaB-
IIMM Irpexa (OCTaBaBIIMMCS «OE3rPEeLIHbIMY AaKe MOCJIE IPEXONaJeHHs YeI0BeYecTBa): XPUCTOC «is re-
lated to other men as Adam prior to the fall is related to those who became just after him. Seen against the
background of Wisdom, therefore, the absolute purity of Christ gave him the right to the incorruptibility
which, according to the divine intention, was to be the privilege of man» (ibid. 40 co ccpuikoii Ha Philo,
Virt. 177: «IlonHast 6e3rpexoBHOCTh — yJiel TOIbKO bora, a MoxeT ObITh, U 00XKECTBEHHOTO Myxka (Belov
avdpdg)...»); cp. Talbert 1967; mpumeu. 14.

1 Coueranne 0010V kévacey (B CIT: «YHHUMKII»; OT STOTO TIATONA M HMEHHO HA OCHOBE 9TOTO BEI-
CKa3bIBaHMS B MO3JHEHIIEM OOrOCIOBHH BO3HHK TEPMUH KEVWOLG Tl 0003HAYEHHs] LIEPKOBHOTO I0TMaTa,
corsacHO KotopoMmy «the eternal Son of God, in the moment of his incarnation, emptied himself more or
less of his divinity, and so became the subject of a really human life, while his divine self-consciousness
was changed into a human one»: Loofs 1913: 224) 1 CHHOHUMHYHOE €My ETOMELVOCEV EQVTOV («CMUPHIT
cebsi»: cT. 8), 0ba moapa3yMeBaroT 3HaYCHUE: «(CO3HATENBHO) TUIIAI ceOst (M3HAYATIBHO) BRICOKOTO CTaTy-
ca» U, COIIACHO TPAAULHUOHHOMY TOJKOBAHHIO, HUMCIOT B BHJY «BOILIOIICHHE) MPECYIIECTBYIONMIEro Xpu-
cra; cM., Hanpumep: «What is meant is that heavenly Christ did not selfishly exploit His divine form and
modes of being, but by His own decision emptied Himself of it or laid it by, taking the form of a servant by
becoming man. The subject of ékévwoev is not the incarnate but the pre-existent Lord» (Oepke 1966: 661;
KypcuB Moi. — A.X.). OnHako Bo3BpaTHasi opma rinaroisa (OyKB. «OITyCTOIIMIICS, CHIENIANl ce0s ITyCThIMY;
cp.: humiliavit semetipsum B Vulg.), He 3acBUAETENHCTBOBAHHAS IPYTUMU TPEUSCKUMU TEKCTaMU (TJ1aros
ITaBen ynotpe6uisieT emie 4 pasa i Bce B 3HAUCHUU «yHHYTOXATh, YIPA3JHATH» U T.I1.), Y MHOTHX BbI3bIBaJIa
3arpyaHeHusi, HO yxke J{oan yOemuTensHO MoKasal, Y4To 3a COYETAHHEM £0(VTOV EKEVWOEV MOXKHO BHIECThH
Mom4anuBylo orcbuiKy k (Bropo)Hcaun 53.12, rae Haxoaum riaros i77¥ («pour outy MM T.IL; B TIOpOAE
hiphil co cceutkoii Ha Is. 53.12: «metaph. to throw away one’s life to death»: Koehler 1994: 881-882, s.v.),
U Iped. codeTaHue £0VTOV EKEVWOEV BIIOJIHE MOIJIO COOTBETCTBOBATH €BP. YWDI Mn7 {17, «...Ipenai
nyury cBoro Ha cmepTh» (53.12), uro B LXX mepenano kak mopedddn eig Bdvatov f yoxn avtod (Dodd
1938: 292); erpeMHac, MIPOJIOJIKAst 3TY MbICHb (M cunTast, 4to @an 2. 6—11 conepxut «no-I1aBioB rumu»),
OTMETHJI, 4TO BO3BpaTHOE «Eavtov ist korrekte Wiedergabe 1woi» (= i yoxn odtod) U 9T0 «€00LTOV: Das
Semitische umschreibt bekanntlich das Reflexivpronomen durch wo1» (Jeremias 1963: 182, 184), 3aepiuus
CBOIi aHaM3 BBIBOJIOM: «...S0 bezieht sich 1. die Kenosisaussage nicht auf die Inkarnation, sondern auf das
Kreuz, und zeigt 2. Die Bezugnahme von Phil. 11.7a auf Jes. LIII. 12 MT, wie stark Jes. LIII die vorpaulini-
sche Christologie beschéftigt und bestimmt haty» (Jeremias 1963: 188; kypcus moit. — A.X.; cp. «an exact
rendering of the Hebrew ,,poured out his nephesh® (t.e. *yuynv od10d) <...> in Isa 53.12»: Talbert 1967:
152; Taxxe u Black 1971: 7). Utak, peus, Mo Bcell BUAMMOCTH, UAET HE O «BOIUIOIICHUN» HPEACYIIECT-
ByIOLIEro Xpucra (3T0 MPEeICTaBICHHE MBI BIICPBbIC HAXOAUM B HOQHHOBOM KOPITyCE COUMHEHMIl: «BOILIO-
tuncs» [oopg Eyéveto]: Un 1.14), a o Tom, uro Uucyc 100poBONBHO (¢ TOUKH 3pEHHsI YBEPOBABILNX B HETO)
MPHHSJT CMEPTh, M B 3TOM K€ CMBICJIC HAJ0 TOJKOBaTh M BbickasbiBanue 2Kop 8.9: «Ow, Oynyun Oorat
(Thovolog dV), caenancst paau Bac HAINAM (81 VUGG ENTMYEVOEV), YTOOBI BbI CTaNd OOraThIMH €0 HHIIE-
TOi»; 37€Ch TaKKe MPOTUBONOCTABISAIOTCS HE HeOecHas U YeloBeueckas npupoasl Mucyca, a 18a ero 3em-
HBIX COCTOSIHMS: «Oynydu OoratbiM», T.e. obyazas BEJMKMMH MPEHMYILECTBAMH IMEepell OCTAIbHBIMU KaK
u30panubiii borom (Cein bora, «mepBopoanblit [TpwtdTtokog] cpeau MHOrMX OpatheBy»: Pumi 8.29), oH ot
BCEro OTKa3aycs U oOpek cebst Ha Cyap0y, JOCTOMHYIO HHIIEro; B MOJIb3y ITOTO TOJKOBAHUS CM.: Stanton
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12 N
¥ YIOJOOMBIIKCEH (TIPOYMM) JIFOIIM» ~, 1 UMEHHO Ha HeH CTpPOWIOCH (TIOYTH BceoOree)

1974: 106-107; Dunn 1989: 121-123; cp. BroiHE «OBITOBYIO» CHTYaLUIO C IPOTUBONOCTaBIEHHEM «0Oex-
HOCTH» U «OoratcTBa» 4yTh Bbile B ToM ke mocinanuu: 2Kop 8.2. Takum obpa3om, 00a maccaxa, B3sIThIC
camu 10 ceOe, He JA0T HUKAKOr0 HAJEKHOTO OCHOBAHMS yTBEPXKIATh, YTO PEYb HIET O «BOILIOLICHUM
(Eovtov éxévooey popeny 8o0A0L AoPdv u 8L VUGG EMTMYEVOEV) «IPEACYIIECTBYIOMIEr0» GOXKECTBA
(nopen 60D, oo Be® 1 TAOVOLOG MV); cp., oxHako: «Die Metapher arm werden bzw. Armut fafit <...> In-
karnation und Tod Jesu <...>. Auf den irdischen Jesu allein 148t sich der Gegensatz reich — arm nicht be-
ziehen. Der irdische Jesus war nicht ,,reich® im Sinne unseres Textes» (Hengel 1997: 495); ITaBen «applies
it to Christ’s incarnation and crucifixion» (Barnett 1997: 406).

12 2v dpotbpatt avephrmv yevopevoe (O 2.7), GYKB. «OKa3aBIUIMCH B MOX0GHH moaeii». TpymHOCTH
MPEJICTABIISET MOHATHE OUOLMICL, «IMOZ00ME», KOTOPOEe 3aCTaBiIsSET AyMaTh O TOM, YTO XPHUCTOC ObLT HE
YEJIOBEKOM B IIOJIHOM CMBICIIE CJIOBA, a JIMIIb «IOJOOHEM», TOYHO Tak ke, Kak W (pasa &€v OLODHOTL
copkog apoptiog (Puma 8.3; cm. Xocpoer 2020: 42, npumed. 18) mpennonaraeT Ha MEPBbIA B3I, YTO
«10Th» Xpucra ObUIa HE HACTOAIICH, a JIMIIb «T0A00HEM IUIOTHY»; Belb, JKellail aBTOP BBIPA3UTh CBOIO
MBICIIb 00JIee OTPEIEICHHO, OH BITOJIHE MOT OBl CKa3aTh 63 OOMHSKOB: «CTaB YeJI0BEKOM» (GvVOPMTOG YEVO -
HEvoG, Kak, Hanpumep, napagpasupyer 3tot ctux Oun Kimmment: Protr. 1.8.4, oueBnaHO, 4T0OB H30€KaTh
«IOKeTHYeCKnX» acccoruarmii; cp.: lust.,, Dial. 125.3); Taxke u B Puma 8.3 oH Mor mpocro cka3ath
«B IUIOTH Ipexay (&v copKl OGUOPTIOG, T.€. «B TPEXOBHOM INIOTW»). JIpeBHIE KOMMEHTATOPHI TaK OOBICHSIIN
9Ty JBYCMBICICHHOCTb: «IOTOMY ,,B MOAOOMM IUIOTH®, YTO IUIOTh €ro He Obla TPEXOBHOI Kak HaIa»
(Athan., Quest. Ep. Paul. 93 / PG 28, 753D/; Chrys., Hom. in Ep. Phlp. VII / PG 62, 231 [y] u 1.1.); cp.
2Kop 5.21, rme XpucToc Ha3BaH «HE 3HABIIAM rpexay (Tov um yvovto apoptiav); 1Ilerp 2.22: Xpucroc,
«KOTOPBIN He coBepIII rpexay; EBp 4.15: «6e3 rpexax». Tak jxe 0OBACHIET CMBICH O[LOLONO B COBPEMEH-
Hbelll KOMMeHTaTop: «Jesus came in the likeness of sinful flesh. He was passively exposed to sin, but in
distinction from us he did not actively open himself to it» (Kdsemann 1980: 217), 1, oueBu1HO, IMEHHO 3TO
umen B Buay cam [laBen. O TpyaHOCTH OOBSCHUTH coYeTaHHEe &V OLOUMUOLTL: TOHUMATh JIH €r0 B 3HAYCHHH
«CTaTh MOYHO MAKUM Jice, KaK U JEOAN», WIH «CTaTh n0O0OHbIM IIOASM», CM., HAIIPUMeEp: «...,.er ward den
Menschen gleich oder auch nur die Ahnlichkeit, wobei vorbehalten bleibt, daB er eben doch in Wahrheit
kein Mensch war, sondern nur einem Menschen ganz dhnlich» (Weiss 1917: 376-377, npumeu. 2 ¢ npume-
pamu u3 6ubneiickux tekcros: Me3 8.2-3 u Jlan 10.16, B KOTOPBIX OLOL®WUO O3HAYAET HE «TOXKIECTBOY,
a b «nopobuey); «damit streift Paulus an die Ketzerei, die spéter “Doketismus” genannt wurde» (Weiss
1917: 378). Ho Bpsin a1 37€ch CleAyeT BUACTh KAKYIO-TO TMOJIEMHKY C JOKETHYECKUMH MPEICTABICHUSIMHU
(em.: Xocpoes 2019: 32, npumeu. 14), cornacHo KOTOPBIM IUIOTh XpHCTa Oblla HE TAKOH, KaK y IPOYUX
JIoJIeH, HO MPU3PAYHO: Belb B MOCHaHUAX [laBia Mbl HE HAXOAWM €lle HUKAKUX CJIEOB 3HAKOMCTBA C
STUMH HJEsMU; O0Jee TOro, IOHATHE «BOILIOLMICHUEY (T.¢. IpUHATHE BoroM YenoBeueckoil mIoTH), Kak OHO
BbICTyMaet, Hanpumep, B VH 1.14 (06 3TOM CM. B ClieA. 4. CTaThH), €My HEH3BECTHO, MIO3TOMY €/Ba JIH
MOJKHO COTJIacUThCs ¢ yTBepkaeHueM: «Paul cannot mean that Christ had only the ,,appearance* of flesh.
Moreover, the word homoioma here probably has nuance of ,,form® rather than ,,likeness* or ,,copy“» (Moo
1996: 479 no noBoxy Pumn 8.3; kypcus Moil. — A4.X.), XOTs He 3a0y/ieM IIPH 3TOM, YTO MapKHOHHTEHI, BbI-
coko ctaBs aBroputeT [laBna u ccpitasch uMeHHO Ha P 2.6—7, ObLIM YBEPEHBI B TOM, YTO XPHCTOC, T0-
CKOJIBKY OH OblI borom, umen b muumyio 10tk (quod phantasma carnis fuerit in Christo) u korna, no
HX CJIOBaM, aroCTOJ FTOBOPHJI, YTO XPUCTOC «CTall 4enoBekoM mo Buay» (figura inventus homo), on umen B
BUJLY, YTO XPHUCTOC CTaJl YEJIOBEKOM «HE MO CYLIHOCTH, T.€. He MO II0TH» (non substantia, id est non carne:
Tert., Adv. Marc. V.20.3); o Pumn 8.3 cp. ibid. V.14.1 (in similitudine carnis); cp. yxe npsmoe (BHIHUMO,
4TOOBI M30€XaTh JOKETHYCCKUX AJUTIO3MII) YTBEpXKICHHE: «B Tele IUIOTH €ro» (£v 1) COUUTL GOPKOG
a01od: Ko 1.22) u «kotopeiid sBujcs B oty (0g £pavep®dn €v copkl: [Bropomnasnoso] 1Tum 3.16).
O TOM, UTO B TOM COUYETAHUM Peub MJET O cooTHeceHuH Xpucra ¢ Agxamom cm. Talbert 1967: 151:
«It seems probable <...>, that the phrase év opoiopoTL &vBpdTVY Yevopevog is a part of the Adam/Christ
typology and is intended to speak of Christ as son of Adamy; cp.: «The first Adam ends in death, the last
Adam begins from resurrection. It is the exalted Christ who bears the image and glory that Adam lost»
(Dunn 1989: 108; kypcus aBTOpa); NpoTUB 3TOr0 yTBepXk)acHUs cM. Glasson 1974: 138 (xors aBTOp mpH-
3HaeT, 4To «in Paul’s teaching an Adam/Christ parallel is beyond dispute; it is clearly expounded in Rom.
V and I Cor. XV»), 3a1aBaBIuii BOIIPOC: €CIM aBTOP IMacca)a XOTeNl COOTHECTH ucrtopuio Anama ¢ Xpu-
CTOM, TO MOYEMY OH cJenan 370 «in such an obscure manner»? cp.: Wanamaker 1987: 190: «In the first
place the passage (t.e. ®mam 2.6-11) is not to be understood as an expression of Paul’s Adamic Christology.
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y66)K,I[€HI/I€ TOJ'IKOBaTCJ'Ieﬁ, YTO pCYb B 3TOM MACCAKE UACT O «HIPCACYHICCTBOBAHNUI) XpI/I-
CTal3. MC)KI[y TEM, TAKOC MOHUMAHHUEC JAJICKO OT OUCBHUAHOIO, U OTPBIBOK 0e3 TpyAda MOKET
OBITh TIOHAT KakK OTHOCHIHPIP'ICFI K 3¢MHOMY I/II/IC}/CYMZ BCb 3/ICCb TOBOPUTCH JIUIIb O TOM,
YTO NpeABCYHAA CUJIa U CllaBa Bora 6bu1u qyACCHBIM 06pa30M M CIIOJIHA SABJICHBI B OJJTHOM
3€MHOM, POAMBIICMCS TOYHO TaK K€, KaK U MPOYHC JIFOAH, YCIOBCKE, KaK HU B KOM JPYy-
FOMIS, HO YCJIOBCK 3TOT «HE JOBOJIBCTBOBAJICA» TEM, 4TOOBI OBITH U OCTABATLCSA B TOM BBI-

Rather, it should be understood as a text which presupposes and alludes to his belief that Christ was the Son
of God. In the second place, those wishing to deny that Phil 2.6 refers to Christ’s pre-existence are in all
probability incorrect» (kypcus Moit. — A4.X.).

"> HasoBy IHIIb HEKOTOPHIX, YOEXKICHHBIX B TOM, UTO B 9TOM TTACCAXe (KaK, BIPOUEM, i B XPUCTOIOTHH
[TaBna BoOOIIIE) peyb UAET MMEHHO O «IpeacynecTBytomem» (HebecaoM) Xpucte (Do 2.6—7a), KOTOPBIH,
COWIsl HA 3eMITI0, BOIUIOTWIICS U ymep Ha kpecte (ibid. 2.7b-8); cp., Hanpumep: «Statements like those of
1Cor. 1.24, VIIL.6 <...> show that Paul held a real and not a merely ideal preexistence of the Son of
God, — a unique position of the preincarnate Christ with God» (Vincent 1911: 83; kypcus moit. — A4.X.);
«Strophe I (t.e. 2.6-7a) seems to speak of his pre-existence, and strophe 2 (1.e. 2.7b-8), in turn, of his in-
carnation» (Hamerton-Kelly 1973: 159); «von einer ,,gdttlichen* Seinsweise Christi vor seiner Menschwer-
dung» (Hengel 1997: 484); «Both expressions (T.e. v popef 80D u 10 eivon ioow Bed) mark out Christ
Jesus, in his pre-existent state...» (Wright 1986: 344); «...Philippians 2.6—7 should be read as describing
the action of ,,preincarnate® or ,,preexistent™ Christ» (Hurtado 2003: 123); «...2Corinthians 8.9 and Philip-
pians 2.6-8 suggest a pre-existent, divine state, contrasted with Christ’s ,,subsequent™, humble, human exis-
tence» (O’Collins 2009: 250); cp. Taxxke: Fee 1992; Wanamaker 1987: 190 (B npex. npumeu.) u ap. Cp.
CJI0Ba MPOTUBHKKA 3TOW ToukHu 3peHus: «The conviction that the hymn speaks of the pre-existence of Christ
is so deeply rooted that it is taken completely for granted» (Murphy-O’Connor 1976: 30). 3ameuy npu
9TOM, YTO €CIU pedb MIET 00 Myneo-XpUCTHAHCKOM (no-I1aBlnoBOM) MPOMCXOXKASHUH TMMHA (CM. HpH-
Med. 2), TO HPexe BCEro CIeIoBajo Obl A0Ka3aTh, YTO Y)KE€ IEPBbIC MYJC0-XpUCTHAHE, TITyOOKO yKOpe-
HEHHBIE B MYJEHCKON TpaIuliiu, BEPUIN B «IpEACYIIEeCTBOBaHUE» XpHcCTa Kak bora, HO caenath 3To Ha
OCHOBE UMEIOLIMXCSI B HAILIEM PACIOPSDKEHHH UCTOYHUKOB HE MPEICTaBISIETCS MHE BO3MOXKHBIM.

' Meupmas gacts uccaenoBaTesield, ¢ KOTOpOl, OHAKO, 51 MOJHOCTBIO COTJIaceH, Oblia yOexaeHa B
TOM, 4TO 3/I€Ch MMeeTCsl B BUy 3eMHOM Mucyc; cp. yxe: Barnikol 1932: 24: «...denn Paulus wufte nichts
von Prdexistenz!»; 1, TOBOPS O TOM, YTO 3[. MBI HMEEM JENO0 ¢ «00pazoM Meccuu», aBTOp MPOJOIDKAET:
«Und dieses Messiasbild hat fiir Paulus und seine Philipper nur dann Sinn, weil dieser gehorsam leidende
und sterbende Messias Jesus Mensch war und als Mensch fiihite. Darum kennt Paulus hier kein prdiexisten-
tielles Problem» (27; xypcuB Moil. — A.X.); B IPOIOJDKCHNUE 3TOH MBICIH APYTrOi COBPEMEHHBIH KOMMEH-
tatop roBoput: «Elle [the formula fo einai isa thed] ne se rapporte pas a une spéculation sur la nature divi-
ne du Christ. Mais <...> se rapporte au fraitement qui manifeste la condition reconnue a quelqu’un» (Grelot
1972: 500; kypcuB aBropa); cM. Takxke: «Analysis of the form of the hymn yields the conclusion that it
means to speak only of the human existence of Jesus» (Talbert 1967: 153); npuBeny eme OoIvH BBIBOA,
B KOTOpOM aBTOp ompejensier naccax dam 2.6—11 kak CTOSIIMHA y UCTOKOB XPHCTHAHCKOTO OOTOCIOBHS
(«at the beginning of Christian theology»): «As the Righteous Man par excellence Christ was the perfect
image of God. He was totally what God intended man to be. His sinless condition (o 6e3rpexoBHOCTH
Xpucra cm. npumeu. 10) gave him the right to be treated as if he were god, that is, to enjoy the incorrupti-
bility in which Adam was created...» (Murphy-O’Connor 1976: 49); cp. Takxe: «&v popei] 6e00 VGV
(cM. mpumeu. 8) beschreibt durchaus nicht notwendigerweise den Christus als ein préexistentes, himmli-
sches Wesen <...>. V.6 spricht nicht von einem préexistenten, himmlischen Wesen und V.7 nicht von seiner
Inkarnation, sondern beide Verse weisen auf das Leben des Christus auf Erden hin» (Rissi 1987: 3317,
3318; Be3ne kypcuB moit. — A.X.); cm.: Howard 1978 B cien. npumed. u B npumed. 22.

"> Yimenno mostomy IlaBen FOBOPHT 0 HeM TO Kak 06 «obpase Bora», To Kak 0 «4eloBEKe ¢ Heba».
06 «obpasze bora» (2Kop 4.4) cm. npumeu. 8; cp. nodaenenune B Kon 1.15: 6 €0ty elkmv 100 B0 (2Kop
4.4+) dopdtov, mpwTéTOKOS TAONE KTICEWS, «KOTOPBIN siBisieTcs oOpa3om bora (+) nesuoumozo, poscoen-
HblLL npedcoe 6CSIK020 MEOPeHUst»; TI0 MHEHUIO OONbIIMHCTBA (TuTeparypy cM.: Dunn 1996: 83, npumeu. 5;
Moo 2008: 108, npumeu. 107), B 3Trom naccaxxe u3z Kox 1.15-20 (xak u B cinyuyae ¢ @ 2.6-11) peus uger
0 HayaJle IPEeBHEr0 «rMMHa XPHCTY», KOTOPBIH, aBTOP BKIIOYMIJ B CBOE MOCIAaHHE; OIPOOHEE CM. B CIIE/.
4acTH cTathu; GvBpwmog €€ obpovod (1Kop 15.47); Ge3rpexoBHEIl «4esloBek ¢ HeOa» MPOTUBONOCTABICH
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codvaiiieM MoJOKEHHH, KOTOoporo bor ero ymocroun, kotopoe aenano ero (B riasax yBe-
POBaBIINX B HETO) CBOETO poja «0OromoJOoO0HBIM» M KOTOPOE IODKHO OBIIO OBI obecre-
YUTh €My CIIaBHBIN yJeN B 36MHOM XH3HHU, OH (BOIIPEKH TOMY, YTO OXKHJAIH OT HErO yBe-
POBaBIIIKE) HE IMOXKENal 3aHHUMATh JANbIIE 3TO MOJ0XKEHHEe, HO, UCIONHSIS BOJO bora u
CMHPUB ce6s'®, momen Ha (o30pHY0) Ka3Hb HA KPECTE U MPHUHSI CMEPTh; IMEHHO 3a 3TO
«CMHUpEHHUE 10 CMepTI/I»17 Bor, napoBaB eMy BOCKpECEHHE, «BO3BBICHI ero'® u Harpajuia
HMEHEM, KOTOPOE BBIIIIE JTF000T0 HMCHI» .

Anamy c ero cBoeBoineM, npuBeanmM k rpexy (cm.: Xocpoes 2020: 40—41, npumed. 15 u npen. npumeu.);
«The first point which calls for comment is that when Paul uses Adam language explicitly of Christ he is
referring primarily to Christ risen and exalted. As Adam stands for fallen man, so Christ stands for man
risen from the dead. Adam denotes life that leads to death; Christ denotes life from the dead (1 Cor. 15.21f).
So more clearly later on in the same chapter, I Cor. 15.45: Christ, the last Adam, is the risen Christ. Paul
here makes a careful contrast between Adam and Christ. He takes the text from Gen. 2.7, ,,the man became
a living soul”, and adds two words to heighten the Antithesis» (Dunn 1989: 107; kypcus moit. — A4.X).
IporuBomocTaBiieHHe «HeGECHOTr0» (0VPAVIOG) YeIoBEKa, «BO3HHUKILIETO 10 0Opa3y bora u HempuyacTHOro
TIGHHOH CyIIHOCTH» (K0T €lk6Ova Be0d Yeyovmg BUPTAG <...> 0VOLOG AHETOXOC), U YETOBEKA «3EMHOT0»
(YNivog), CO3MAHHOTO M3 MAaTEepuH, BBITEKAIOIIEe M3 aJUICrOPUYECKOr0 TOJKOBAHHUS JBYX pa3inyHbIX B3
paccka3oB o co3nanunu 4yenoBeka (beit 1.27 u 2.7), Ob110 X0poiio u3BectHo yxe Ounony (Leg. All. 31 cm.;
cp.: Opif. Mund. 134; mogpo6nee: Xocpoes 1991: 110-111; Cullmann 1963: 151-153), Ho HEeT ocHOBaHMHA
YTBEp)KAATb, 4TO 3Ty Heto [laBen 3aMMCTBOBAI MMEHHO y HEro; uies, BIIOJHE BO3MOXKHO, UMeJla XOXK/e-
HHE B JUIMHUCTUYECKOM Hyaau3Me He Toibko y OuitoHa, u [TaBen npeobpa3oBai ee Ha CBOM MaHEp: «3eM-
HOW yenoBek» — 310 corpemuBinuiit Agam (beit 2.7), a «HebecHbli» («mo 00pasy»: beir 1.27), He umero-
mui rpexa, — 3T0 XpHUcToc; cp.: «ubO KaK CMEPTh uepe3 uenogeKd, TaKk U BOCKPECCHHE MEPTBBIX uepes3
yenogexa. Benp kak B AfaMe Bce YMHpArT, Tak Bo Xpucre Bce Oyayt oxwusieHs» (1Kop 15.21-22).
Cp. Taxxke (BTopomasnoso) 1Tum 2.5: «M60 omun Bor, omuH u nocpenHuk (Leoitng) mexnay borom u
moapMu — yenosexk Xpucroc Uucyc (GvBpwmog Xpiotog Incode)» u Hestn 2.22, rae Iletp roBopur 00
Hucyce kak 0 «uyoice, KOTOporo Bor orkpsur/HasHaumi...» (Gvdpo dmodederypévov dmod to0 6e0d = appro-
batum a Deo: Vulg., crnemys YTEHHIO HEKOTOPBIX PYKOMHUCEH: OESOKUYLOOUEVOV); MO TMOBOAY (OPMBI
amodederypévov cm. Bruce 1990: 122—-123: «appointed, designated» ¢ nmapamtensmu u3 Jdesu 3.20 (mpoke-
xewptopévov); 10.32, 17.31; cp. taxxe Xocpoes 2020: 38, mpumeu. 12 mo moBoay OIM3KOrO MO CMBICTY
riarosia Optlw; BCMOMHUM, 4T0 uMeHHO Ha JlestH 2.22 u 1Tum 2.5 ceputancs eonor BuzanTuel, 10Ka3bl-
Basi, uto Uucyc no kpemerus 6611 00b1uHbIM yesioBekoM (Epiph., Pan. 54.5.9 ci.); e 3abyznem npu 3ToM 1
npyroe BbickasbiBaHue aBropa 1Tum 3.16, oTHOcsIIeecs K XPUCTY, KKOTOPBIA SBHIICS B IUIOTH...», T
LeNBbIN PsIJ UCTIPABJICHUI ke B pykonucsx [V B. (cremys npoYHO yKpenuBILEiics K TOMy BPEMEHH Bepe B
TO, 4T0 XpHcTOoC — 310 bor) BmecTo Og £povepddn €v copkl... mpeiaraeT dyteHHe Be0G EQPOvVEPmON €v
ocopxki, T.e. «bor sBuics B mwioti». O oM, uro «Christ is not the Anthropos (umeetcs B BUIy MpeacTaBiie-
HHUE 0 «00oxecTBeHHOM, npeiBeuHoM [Ipa-YenoBekey, kak cuntai, HanpuMmep, Kédsemann 1950: 344 et pas-
sim) who descends from heaven into the lower regions of the earth and then ascends in spectacular
enthronement over the universe. He is the man Jesus whose dedicated life God uses in subjecting all things
to himself», cm.: Howard 1978: 386387 (kypcus moii. — A.X.); cp. mpen. npumed.

1 gromeivooey gowtov (O 2.8; cp.: «On, Gyayun Gorar...»: 2Kop 8.9); 0 ToM, 9TO STOMEIVWOEY
£000TOV U £0VTOV €kévaoev (cM. mpumed. 11) «can most certainly be read as parallel <...> in meaning as
well as in form» u uTo «TOmEWVO is used in early Christianity of Jesus in connection with Isa. 53.1-12 as an
illustration of his attitude <...>. This makes it likely étaneivooev, just as éxévwoev, is an echo of the ser-
vant of Second Isaiah» (Talbert 1967: 153).

' BamUTHAKY «IOMABIOBAY TPOMCXOKICHHS THMHA HE Pa3 BHICKA3BIBATHCH B MOIB3y TOTO, 4TO (hpasa
«Jlake CMEPTH Ha KpecTte» siBisieTcs BcraBkoi camoro [laBna («die communis opinio derjenigen Exegeten,
die fiir eine vorpaulinische Abfassung des Hymnus eintreten»: Hofius 1991: 3): ¢ oaHo#i cTOpOHBI, OHA
BBINAJaeT M3 PUTMHYECKOTO CTPOsi BCETO OTPBIBKA, C IPYrOil CTOPOHBI, HA TOM OCHOBAHHH, YTO B OCTaJb-
HOM «THMH» H€ TpPOSBISIET HUKAKOTO MHTEpeca K KOHKPETHBIM COOBITHSM 3eMHOW xku3HM Hucyca (cMm.:
Jeremias 1963: 186—187; Hamerton-Kelly 1973: 157, npumeu. 1; Kreitzer 1987: 115; Rissi 1987: 3321);
9TO K€ OTHOCUTCS U K CJIOBaM «H HEOECHBIX, M 3eMHbIX, 1 npercnoHux (cymects)» (2.10), koTopbie BTOp-
rarorcs B urary u3 (Bropo)lcann 45.23; cm. npumed. 7.
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[IpuBeneHHbIC BHIMIE TIIaBHBIC XPUCTONOTHYECKHE BbICKa3biBaHUs [laBma (Pumi 1.3-4;
lanm 4.4-7; 1Kop 8.4-6; ®nm 2.5-11) He HaroT OCHOBaHUS IpEAIONarath, 9YTo mpodieMa
OJokemu3ma KaK-TO BCTaBajia Tiepel HAM: HA B €r0 MBICIH, HA B OKPYKaBIIeH €ro peJuTH-
O3HOM JEeHCTBUTENBHOCTH TH HIICH, KaXKETCs, ClIe He TOSBIIMCH .. VI B caMOM Jejte, J0Ke-
TUYECKUE TPEIICTaBICHUST MOTJIA BO3HHUKHYTDH JIMIIb TOTZA, KOTJa Bepa B To, uro Hucyc
HMEIT TIOJUTHHHO 00JicecmeHHoe Npoucxoxcoerue u npupody, T.e., IpoIIe TOBOPs, caM ObLT
MIPEeIBEYHBIM 00KECTBOM (W CIIEIOBATEIBHO, TI0 CaMOH CBOEH MPHUPOJE HE MOT MPETEPIICTh
YeIIOBEUCCKUE CTPATaHus M CMEPTB), MOIYUIIa IIOBCEMECTHOE paCHpOCTpaHeHI/IGZ ! Tombko

'8 Coueranme 6 0e0¢ adtov Drepbywoey (O 2.9; Gyks. «Bor BO3BICHN ero Goiee, deM [panee]»;
B H3 opHax1bl; y XpUCTHAHCKUX aBTOPOB TOJIBKO B IUTaTe M3 i), HCX0As U3 yBEPEHHOCTH B TOM, YTO
peyb HAET O «IPEeICYLIECTBOBaHWM» XPHCTA, TOJKOBAJIM M Kak CpPaBHHUTEIbHOE, T.e. «bor BO3BBICHI»
Wucyca ewe sviue (npucraBka LIep-), uem panee («mocae cBoedd cmeptu Mucyc He mpOCTO BepHYICS K
CBOEMY MPEKHEMY COCTOSIHHIO ,,TPE/ICYIIECTBOBaHMs Y bora®, HO Terneps OH BCTYIHII B ele 60Jiee TECHYIO
CBsI3b C bOorom, KOTOpBI HarpaauiI €ro TUTYJIOM ,, ] '0crop™ ¢ MpaBOM rOCIOJCTBA HAJ0 BCEM» C pPe3yibTa-
TOM, YTO TEIEpb OH «IpedbIBacT MO MPaByI0 pyKy oT Bora», kak 310 BUIMM, Hanpumep, B Pumin 8.34; cp.
Edec 1.20; Kon 3.1: Cullmann 1963: 184—185), u kak CHHOHUMHUYHOE OECIPUCTABOYHOMY VWO (B MOJIB3Y
storo cM. Howard 1978: 378-379 ¢ BeiBomoMm: «So far as the hymn itself is concerned there is no reason to
argue that DmepOywoev involves anything other than a post-resurrection exaltation of Christ which took
place while he was still on earth»); Tak uiam uHayYe, HO TJIAroJI, Ha MO B3I, IMECT B BUIY OCTHXXCHUE
Oosee BBICOKOTO, YeM paHee, CTaTyca, U XOTsS OTPBIBOK MPSIMO HE TOBOPUT O «BOCKPECEHHH» XPHUCTa, €ro
BOCKpeceHHe 0e3yCIOBHO HoJpasyMeBacTcs (CM. Clell. IIPUMEY.): OTHBIHE OH 3aHUMAeT Oojee 8blCOKoe
TMOJIOXKEHHE, YEM TO MPOCTO 8bICOKOE TIOJNIOKEHHE, KOTOPOE OH MMeJ 10 BockpeceHus. He ynomunas (um-
IUTMIUTHO MMEIOIIETOCs B BHIY B 3TOM ITaCCake BOCKPECEHHSI U CBSI3bIBasi 3TO «BO3BBIIICHHE» XpHCTa
TOJIBKO C €ro J00OpOBOJIEHBIM CMHPEHHEM U cMepThio), Mephu-O’KonHop, TeM He MeHee, CIpaBeTUBO
yrBepkaaet: «God exalted him above all the just who were promised a kingdom, and transferred to him the
title and the authority that had hitherto been God’s alone. He is the Kyrios...» (Murphy-O’Connor 1976:
49). TIpu BceM 3TOM 51 HE BIXKY HUKAKHX CJIE/IOB HAJIMYHUS B 3TOM I1aCCaXe BEPhI B «IIPES/ICYIICCTBOBAHUEY);
cp. npumed. 14, a taxxke: «the hymn deals with the man Jesus in his earthly career and not with his pre-
existent state. The entire hymn, in this view, describes only the earthly Jesus, his life, his death, and his
post-resurrection glorification» (Howard 1978: 381).

1% gdyopioato odtd O Svopar 10 HEp ma Svopor (D 2.9), T.e. MO3BOTMIT eMy HasbBaTECs [0CIOROM
(x0prog); moapoOHEIA pa3bop 3Toro coueranus (cm., Hanpumep, Howard 1978: 381 ci.), a taxke: Xocpoes
2020: 39-40, npumeu. 13. B ®amn 2.6-11 MbIcib, KaxeTcsi, HE UMEET 3aBEpLICHUS], 1 aBTOP HE F'OBOPHUT O
CIACUTEIHHOM 3HAUCHUH BOCKpECeHMs (KyJIbMHHALMS), KaK 9TO BUANUM B Jpyrux nocianusx [lasna, koraa
peus unet o cMmepTu Mucyca Ha kpecte: «XpUCTOC, yMepes, HO U 60CKPECHY8, IPEOBIBACT 10 IPABYIO PyKY
ot bora» (Pumn 8.34; cp. ibid. 4.25); «ymep <...> u gockpec B tperuii aeuwv» (1Kop 15.3—4); Tem He meHee,
¢pasa: «Bot nosromy...» (cT. 9) roBOpPUT B MOJIB3Y TOrO, 4TO aBTOp implicite Bce-Taku UMeEI B BULY OC-
KpeceHue Kak KITFOYEBOH MOMEHT BEPbI, BeIb 810, KII03TOMY», OAPa3yMeBaeT, 4To «bor BO3BBICHII €ro...»,
KOHEYHO, He TOJIBKO U3-3a (ZOOPOBOJBHOM) «CMEPTH Ha KPECTe», HO MPEXkK/E BCETO U3-3d €TI0 BOCKPECCHHUS,
yepe3 kotopoe, corimacHo Pumia 1.3—4, HUucyc ynocromncs crath «CeiHoM bora» (cm.: Xocpoes 2020:
38 ci., mpumeu. 12—14). Teneoaorn4eckuii CMbICT 3TOH CMEPTH, OCTAFOLIMHCS He ScHbIM n3 O 2.6-11,
[TaBen pa3zbscCHAET HUXKE, KOrJAa TOBOPUT O TOM, YTO COOCTBEHHOTO «BOCKPECEHHs M3 MEpTBBIX» (TNV
£€ovaoTooLY TNV €K VEKPMV) MOXKET OCTHYb JIMIIb TOT, KTO «IO3HAET CHIy BOCKpeceHusi Xpucra (Tnv
SOvoLY THG AVAOTACEWG CCDTOV)» U caM CIOJIHA PAa3/IeNIUT €ro CTPaJaHus, COy4acTBYs B €r0 CMepTH (GUL-
Hopelopevog @ Bavate odtod: @i 3.10-11; sTa ke Mbicns npucyreTByer u B am 2.19-21: «st copac-
msicst ¢ XPUCTOM...»); 1IeJb )K€ CMEPTH M BOCKpeceHHs: pasbsicHsiercss B 1Kop 15.3: «3a Hamm rpexu...»
¢ oueBuIHON nepexindkoi ¢ Mcans 53.12 (cp. Pumit 4.25); cp. Xocpoes 2020: 36, npumeu. 6.

2 Cm.: Watson 2018 («Paul is no docetist»: 51), X0Ts BOIPoc 0 «IpHpoae» XpHcTa B moHUMaHuu [1as-
Jla aBTOp, K COXAJICHUIO, HE PacCMaTPHBACT, COCPEAOTOUYMBIIKCH PEXKIEC BCErO HA BOCIPUITHH yUYCHHS
anocrona y Urnarus, Mapkuona u Teprynnuana.

21 O ToM, uTo J1BA TTOKONEHHs crycTs mocie Ilama asrop(sl) counnenuii MoaHHOBa Kopryca (CM. pH-
med. 1) u Urnarmit (pydex I-11 BB.), He comHeBaromiecss B 00KECTBEHHOCTH XpucTa (Cp., Hampumep,
Wu 6.62; 8.58, 10.42 u 1.11.; 0 yop 8e0g MUdV Incodg Xprotds. ..; Be0d dvBpmmiveg eovepovpévov. ..: Ignat.,
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TOCJIC TOrO, KaK 3Ta BEpa MPOYHO YKOPCHWIACH, CTPAAaHUA U CMCPTh BOI‘a-XpI/ICTa BEI3Ba-
JI1 UHOC 06’BHCH€HI/I€, HEXCIIN TO, KOTOPOC Mpeajiarai HaBCJ’I, Ybsl OCHOBHAs MBICJIb, IIPO-
Xosmas 9epe3 BCC NMOCIaHU (GCJ'II/I OCTaBUTb B CTOPOHC MOCICAYIOUIYIO TPpaAUIHIO TOJI-
KOBAHHS €TI0 XPUCTOJIOTMICCKUX BLICKa3LIBaHPII>'122, HC 3a/1aBadACh LCJIbIO PA3IIIAACTD 3a €To
CJIOBaMH TO, 4€ro B HHUX HeﬁCTBHTeHLHOCTH HC 6LIJ'IO, a TOJIbKO NbITasACh PACIIO3HATH
CMBICII, BJIOJKCHHBIN B HUX CAMHUM aHOCTOJ’IOM), 3aKJIF04YaJI1achb B CJICAYIOIIEM: BCECMOTYIIIEMY
BOFy, ((KOTOpBIﬁ OXUBJISICT MCPTBBIX U ACJIACT TaK, YTO HC CYHICCTBYIOLICC CTAHOBUTCS
CyH_ICCTByIOH.[I/IM»ZS, BCC IOJ CUITY, ITOJ CHUJIIY BOCKPECHUTb U OJHOT'O YCJIOBCKA, HC NOKHUAA-
SACh BCSO6H.[CI‘O BOCKPCCGHI/I5124; U HCT Y bora mukakoi HYXXAbI ACJIAaTb 3TO BOCKPECCHUC
MHHUMBIM. I/II/ICYC JJIA HaBna, KOTOPBIﬁ €IIC HEC 3HACT TAKOI'o IOHATH:A, KaK «BOINIOIICHUC),
OBLI U OCTaBaJICS qu’IOBeKOM, YAOCTOUBHINMCH OT Bora ObITh Ha3BaHHBLIM €0 CBIHOM, CoI-
HOM par CXCGHCI’ICS, KOTOpHﬁ C TCX 1Op, Kak eMy OBLIO JAapOBaHO BOCKPECCHUC, BOCCEAACT
Ha HeDecax «II0 MpaByrlO PyKy OT Bora»25, SABIACTCA €AUMHCTBCHHBIM nOCpe()HuKOM MCKIY
Borom n IIf).]'IOBC‘ICCTBOMz(), CI'IEICI/ITQ]'ICM27 1 3aKOHOJATCJIEM HOBOI1 JKU3HHU; TCTICPb OH fAB-

Ephes. 18.2; 19.3), yxe CTONKHYIHUCH C TOKeTHYecKoi mpobnemoit (11u 2.22-23; 2Un 7; Ignat., Tral. 10.1
IPOTUB TEX, KOTOPBIC YTBEPKAAIOT, 4T0 MHCyC «IIOCTpasal MHEMOY»: T0 JOKETV TEMOVOEVOL alDTOV), CM. B
CJIE/l. YaCTH CTaThH. Peun, KOHEYHO, HE MOXKET OBITH O HEKOEM MOCTYNAaTeIbHOM Pa3BUTHH OT Bepsl B Mu-
cyca Kak IMpopoKa, yYUTeNs U T.II. K Bepe B ero 00KECTBEHHYIO MPUPOJY: B Pa3HBIX OOIIMHAX U Y Pa3HBIX
BEPYIOIIUX 9TOT NPOLIECC NPOTEKAI I0-Pa3HOMY, @ Y HEKOTOPBIX XPUCTHAH «O0XKECTBEHHOCTBY XPHCTa TaK
U HE CTajla 4acTblo UX Bepbl; cp. Xocpoes 2020: 38, npumeu. §; K CKa3aHHOMY TaM MOXKHO JOOaBUTbH €Il
OJIHO BbICKa3bIBaHHE: «...we are liable to find that in some respects Matthew, Luke, and John are more
primitive* than their predecessors. In any religious community different degrees of development and dif-
ferent levels of profundity coexist; movements of thought rarely proceed in a single, straight line» (Caird
2002: 13).

2 TlepBbIM M3 XPUCTHAHCKUX OOTrOCIOBOB, YIIOTPEOUBILIMM IOHATHE IPECYIIECTBOBAHUEY, ObLI, OUe-
BuaHO, UyctuH (Tpoimdpyety Beov 6via mpo aidvmv todTov tov Xpiotov: Dial. 48.1; cm. Xocpoes 2020: 42,
npumed. 19); nokonenue crmycts Kimument, coueratomuii BeickaseiBanus [laBaa m Uu (kotopoe Ilasen,
pasymeeTcsi, He 3HaJI), y’Ke He COMHEBAJICS B «IIPECYIIECTBOBAaHHN» XpHUCTa; paccyxaas o Ciose, «KOTO-
poe ObLIO B HaYasle U MpeaCyIiecTBOBaio» (ToD v dpx T 6vtog kol Tpodvtog AOYov), ol mpomosnkaet: «Te-
nepb e ABUIOCh JroasiM 910 CitoBo (Adyog; cp. Uu 1.1 ci.), Bor u venoBek B oxHOM Jvne (LOVOG B,
6e6G 1 Ko GvBpwmog). <...> Tenepsb e sBUICS npezacyiiecTByomui Cracurens (0 Tpodv cwtp), Cymumii
B Cymiem (6 év 1@ 6vtl @v), motomy 4to ,,CinoBo Obw10 y Bora“ (Uu 1.1), Yuutens, siBunocs CiaoBo, mis
(pamm) KoTOpOTO BCE OBUTO CO3MaH0» (B T m&vTo dednpuiodpynTon: Protr. 7.1, 3), u nainee, IpUBEIs UTATY
u3 @i 2.6-7, 3akaHuuBaer cinoBamu: «I1o CioBo bora crano UenoBekoM, 4TOObI U Thl CMOT HAYUUTHCS Y
(atoro) Yernoseka, kak B camoMm jene (J1r000it) denoBek MoxeT crath 6orom» (ibid. 8.4); B koneunom cue-
TE, MOXKHO 06€30roBOpo4HO coryacuthes ¢ yreepkaenueM: «Freilich kann keine spétere Tradition mafige-
bend sein fiir die neutestamentliche Exegese» (Loofs 1999: 68; B cTaThe maeTcsi MCUEPIBIBAIOIINI aHAIN3
BCeX IpeBHUX TonkoBaHuid dmm 2.5-11).

B Beod 10D {womotodvtog Todg Vekpode kol kohodvtog & pf dvio dc Svtar (Puma 4.17; cp.: 2Kop
1.9); o Tom, uto «in the OT, the verb ,call (t.e. koAéw) refers to God’s creative work», cMm.: Moo 1996:
281 co cceuikoi, cpean mpouero, Ha (Bropo)lcauns 48.13; 00 mymeiickux KOpHSIX 3TOH (HOPMYIBI CM.:
Hofius 1971.

** Umenno nodtomy IlaBenm Has3biBaeT BOCKpECHIEro XPHCTa «IEPBEHIEM H3 YCOIMIIHX» (Gmopym
v kexoynpuévov: 1Kop 15.20); cp. «mepBOpOXKIeHHBIH M3 MEPTBBIX» (TPWTOTOKOG €K TAV VEKPDV:
Kou 1.18; Otxp 1.5).

2 &v 8eE18 10D Be0d (Pumi 8.34; cp. Edpec 1.20); Bepa B TO, 4TO BOCKPECIIMIl M BO3HECIIMIACS Ha HEGO
XpucToc 3aHMMAaET Temeph MECTO MO mpaByto pykKy oT bora (cp. Ilcam 109.1, yacro murtupyemsiii B H3:
Mk 12.36 u nap.; esn 2.34-35; EBp 1.13), sBnsiercst Takoii ke IpeBHEH, Kak U Bepa B CAMO BOCKPECEHHE;
cm.: Kon 3.1; EBp 8.1; 10.12; 1TTerp 3.22; Hesin 7.55.

% YmenHo «mocpeaHnKay (LECITNG) BUACT B HEM aBTOP (BTOPOIMABIIOBA; BUANMO, mepBas Tpeth 11 B.)
1Tum 2.5; cm. mpumed. 15.
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JSIETCSI TIOTHOMOYHBIM TIPE/ICTaBUTENIEM (JIOBEPEHHBIM JIMIIOM) bora mepex rpemHsM ge-
28
JIOBEUECTBOM, MIPUMHPHUBIINM ero ¢ borom™; nmenHo «yepes Nucyca Xpucra bor (Ha mo-
. L 29
cllelHeM cyze) OyAeT CyauTh TaifHbIe Jiena JIOJEH»  , a TOT, KTO «IpeObIBacT BO XpHCTE,

30
SABJIACTCA y7KE€ HOBBIM CO3JIaHHMEM; BCC CTAPOC 3aKOHYNIIOCH, HACTYIIMIIO HOBOC...» .

Coxkpauienust

B3 — Berxwii 3aBeT

H3 — Hossrii 3aBer

ANRW — Aufstieg und Niedergang der romischen Welt.
BBR — Bulletin of Biblical Research

CBQ — Catholic Biblical Quarterly

ExpT — The Expository Times

HTR — Harvard Theological Review

JBL — Journal of Biblical Literature

NHC — pykonucu u3 Har Xammanu

NT — Novum Testamentum

NTS — New Testament Studies

LU — Luthers Ubersetzung

RB — Revue Biblique

RSR — Revue des sciences religieuses

SJT — Scottish Journal of Theology

SNTS — Society for New Testament Studies

ST — Studia Theologica

TDNT — Theological Dictionary of the New Testament
VC — Vigiliae Christianae

Vulg — Vulgata

WUNT — Wissenschaftliche Untersuchungen zum Neuen Testament
ZThK — Zeitschrift fiir Theologie und Kirche

" TIpuBefy ele OHO BHICKA3BHIBAHHUC COBPEMEHHOTO KOMMEHTATOPA, ¢ KOTOPHIM MOTY TIONHOCTEIO CO-
racuthes: «...how can a man be saviour of humanity? The only possible answer was that even as man he
was somehow different. The task that the author of the hymn (1.e. @ 2.6-11) set himself was to define
this difference in a way that would not take Jesus out of the orbit of humankind. <...> He (t.e. aBTOp
ruMHa) was thus led to see the uniqueness of Jesus in terms of his sinlessness» (cMm. npumed. 16), rae aBTop
Janee 3aMevaeT, YT0 OTCYTCTBHE B TMMHE KaKuX Obl TO HU OBUTO pa3bsCHEHHI Ha ATOT cueT Aano «the im-

petus for further speculation which eventually reached a very different assessment of the uniqueness of

Jesusy. (Murphy-O’Connor 1976: 50; kypcus moit. — 4.X.).

% «Bce ot Bora, IpUMHEPHBIIETO HAC ¢ co60i depes XprcTa (KoToAAGEOVTOC HEC E0vtd it XptoTod)
¥ IaBIIIETO HAM CITy>KEHUE MPUMHUPEHUs1, MoToMy 4To bor mpumupun mup ¢ coboit Bo Xpucrte» (2Kop 5.18—
19); Pumn 5. 10-11: «npumupenue yepe3 F'ocnona (Sux 10D koupiov <...> v kartaldorynv) Hamero Mucyca
Xpucray.

¥ xpvel (31., ckopee, Gy/I. BpeMs, a He HAcT.: kpivet) O Bedc <...> St Xpiotod Incod (Pumi 2.16; mo
MOBOIY HpEeAsiora d1é MPUMEHHUTENBHO K MIOCPSIHMYECTBY XPHUCTa B Aenax bora cM. pex. 4. CTaTbu MpH-
meu. 9 u npex. npumeu.). Tak xe, kak u B B3 (Amoc 5.18; He3 30.3), [laBen Ha3bIBaeT 1€Hb IOCIEAHETO
cyna «aaem ['ociomay (®am 2.16; 1Kop 1.8; 5.5; 2Kop 1.14; 1decc 3.13; 2decc 2.2; cp. Dunn 1998: 254:
«...modeled on traditional eschatological expectation»); aTot cyn yxe 6im3ok (1Kop 10.11), HO Bpems ero
HactymieHnust HeusBectHo (1Decc 5. 2); 06 yuactu Tex, Koro «correanmii ¢ Heba» ['ocroap Oyaer cyanTs,
cM. 1 decc 4.14-17.

0 Gote 1 Tig &v Xpo1®, Kouvh Kiowg & dpyaio mopidbev, i8ob yéyovev kanvé (2Kop 5.17; cp. Tan
6.15).
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Abstract: According to the doctrine of the so-called docetic Christology, the earthly Jesus and the
heavenly Christ were two different persons; it was Jesus who suffered on the cross, 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. On the basis of some passages from Gnostic texts containing examples
of docetic Chrstology, the author attempts here to trace the origin of that concept, starting with the
New Testament (Pt. 1: Synoptic Gospels); in the previous parts of the article (Pt. 2.1; 2.2) he analyzed
such Paul’s passages as Rom. 1.3—4, Gal. 4.4-7 and 1Cor 8.4-6; in this part he deals with Phlp. 2.5-
11. To be continued.
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