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Tpancpopmanuu B peJIMTHO3HOM OCMBICJICHUN LAPCKOM BJIACTH
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A. 10. Czonnoea

Ilpasocnasuwiii Cesamo-TuxoH08CKUL 2yMAHUMAPHBLL YHUBEpCUmen,
Mockesa, Poccuiickas ®@edepayus

BBenenne. B nanHoli craThe CTaBUTCS BOIPOC O TpaHC(HOpMaIIUU B PETUTHO3HOM OCMBICIICHUU
uapckoii Bnact B Myzee | Beka Ha npumepe otpeiBka M. 26:63—64. ABTop momnaraert, 4yTo Jyis 1o-
HUMaHUs ynotpebnenus B xozae cyaa Haa Mucycom tepmunoB «CoiH boxwuit» u «CeiH Uenoseue-
CKUI» HEOOXOJMMO paccMaTpuBaTh MX B KOHTEKCTE CBSI3aHHBIX C 3TUMHU O0pa3aMH IapCKHUX
aTpuOyTOB.

Conep:xanue. Ananu3 TepMuHOB «ChiH boxuit» n «CoiH UenoBeduecKuit» MPUMEHUTETBHO K
paccMaTpruBaeMOMY BPEMEHH TOKa3bIBAET, YTO 00a TEpMUHA HECYT B ceOe HE TOJIBKO MECCHAHCKHE
KOHHOTAllUHU, TPAJULIHOHHO OTMEYAaeMbIE UCCIIEI0BATENSAMHU, HO U LIAPCKYI0 CUMBOJIUKY. Paccmarpu-
BalOTCs OTpbIBKM M3 bubauu u psn nokymeHtoB nepuoga Broporo Xpama (1 xnHura Enoxa,
4QFlorilegium, 1QSa, 1QSb, «Dkcaror» Uesekumns Tparuka, Anokpud Jlanunna). OHU HArJISAIHO
JIEMOHCTPUPYIOT, 4TO «ChIH boknii» coxpaHsieT cBs3b ¢ uaeel napCkoil AMHacTuu [laBuanioB; pexe
OH oImpenenseTcs Kak npubimxenHas k bory Hebecnas ¢urypa. B ero 3agaun BXOJUT CBSIIEHHAs
BoifHa mpoTuB Bparos M3pawisa. Ha ocHoBe ananu3a ynorpediaenus tepmuHa «ColH YenoBeueckuin»
MO>KHO CJIeJIaTh BBIBOJ, YTO B JAHHYIO 3M10XY OH MOHMMAJICS HE TOJIBKO KaK THTYJ IPSIYIIEro 3cXa-
TOJIOTHYECKOTO Meccuu, HO U Kak 0003Ha4YeHHE (PUTYPBI, KOTOPOU JapyeTcs BCs MOJHOTA BJIACTH
bora B cyzne Hax rpemiHMKaMu. ABTOp IoJIaraeT, 4YTo ABYCMBICIIEHHAs! UTPa CBETCKUMHU U PEJIUTHO3-
HBIMH, IAPCKUMHU U MECCUAHCKMMH KOHHOTAIIMAMU, YeJloBe4ecKM 3HaueHneM «CriHa boxus» u 60-
KECTBEHHBIM JIOCTOMHCTBOM «CbIHa YesoBedeckoro» oTpasuiia CMEHY IPEICTABICHUN O LApCKOU
Biactu. Eciiu panee oxxuanach purypa BOGHHOTO JHiepa o01ecTBa, nogo0Has napto lasuny, To K
cepenuHe | Beka 1apckas BIacTh nepegaercs cyase u bory.

BbiBoabl. O6a TepMuHa CBS3BIBATIMCH C 00pa3amu nuzaepa V3pauis kak B CBETCKOM, TaK U B
penuruo3Ho-scxaroynornyeckom nonumanuu. Juanor Kanader u Mucyca noctpoeH Ha CTOJIKHOBE-
HUU JIBYX NMOHUMaHHH napckoro ciuyxeHus. Beibop tepmuna «ColH YenoBeuecKuit» CBHUJIETEINb-
CTBYET HE TOJIBKO O IPEBAIMPOBAHUN KOHIEIIINH IAPCTBEHHOW HEOECHON (UTYpHI K KOHITY JaHHON
SII0XH, HO U O CMEHE MapaJurMbl BIacTH, CJIEICTBUEM KOTOPOI CTajlo yracaHue UHTepeca K MOHap-
XHMH KO BpeMeHH notepu Myneeil He3aBUCUMOCTH.

KuiroueBblie ciioBa: nynausm nepuoja Broporo Xpama, EBanrenue or Matdes, Coia boxwuit,
Coin YenoBeueckuid, napb, Meccus.
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Transformations in the religious understanding of the King's Power
(First Century Judea)
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Introduction. In this article the question of the transformation in the religious understanding
of royal power in the first-century Judea is raised and examined on the case of Matt. 26:63-64. The
author suggests that in order to understand the use of the terms “Son of God” and “Son of Man”
during the trial of Jesus it is necessary to consider them in the context of the royal attributes associated
with these images.

Content. The analysis of the terms “Son of God” and “Son of Man” in relation to the time
under consideration shows that both terms carry not only Messianic connotations, traditionally noted
by researchers, but also royal symbolism. The author examines several passages from the Bible and
a number of documents, dating to the Second Temple period (1 book of Enoch, 4QFlorilegium, 1QSa,
1QSb, “Exagoge” of Ezekiel the Tragedian, Apocryphon of Daniel), which clearly demonstrate that
the notion “Son of God” retains the connection with the idea of a Davidic king; less often “Son of
God” determines a heavenly figure, close to God. His tasks include the holy war against the enemies
of Israel. Analysing the usage of the term “Son of Man” it can be concluded that in this era it was
understood not only as the title of the coming eschatological Messiah but also as the designation of a
figure to which the fullness of God's power is granted in the judgement of sinners. The author believes
that the ambiguous play of secular and religious, royal and Messianic connotations, the anthropic
meaning of the “Son of God” and the divine dignity of the “Son of Man” reflected the change of ideas
about the king’s power. If previously a military leader of society like King David was expected, then
by the middle of the Ist century AD the royal power was transferred to the judge and God.

Conclusions. Both terms were associated with the images of Israel's leader in both secular and
religious eschatological understanding. The dialogue between Caiaphas and Jesus is based on the
collision between two understandings of the royal ministry. The choice of the term “Son of Man”
testifies not only to the prevailing concept of a royal heavenly figure by the end of this era, but also
to the change in the paradigm of power, which resulted in the fading interest to the monarchy by the
time when Judea lost independence.

Key words: judaism of Second Temple period, Gospel of Matthew, Son of God, Son of Man,
king, Messiah.
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BBenenue

B M. 26:63-64 nepBocsieHHUK cipocus Mucyca, 00BUHAEMOTO B MOKYIIIE-
HUU Ha IApCKYIO BIACTh: «3akiuHaio Teds borom >xuBbIM, ckaxxu HaM, Thl a1 Xpu-
ctoc, Cein boxwuii?». Nucyc orBetmin: «Thl ckazai; naxe CKa3blBal0 BaMm: OTHBIHE
y3pute ChiHa YenoBeuecKkoro, CHASINIETO OJIECHYIO CHJIBI U TPAIYIIETO Ha OOJaKax
HEOECHBIXY.

DTa cUTyalusi MOXKET MPECTABISTHCSA MApaI0KCAIBHOM: pa3roBOp O BJIACTH BbI-
JIMBAETCSl B CTOJIKHOBEHUE JIByX MECCUAHCKUX 00pa3oB, pu 3ToM oTBeT Mucyca Boc-
MIPUHUMAETCSl TEPBOCBAIICHHUKAMH KaK OOroXyjlbCTBO, a pUMIISIHAMH — Kak
MOCATATENIbCTBO HA MapcKyro BiacTh (Md. 27:11). YacTs nccnenopatenei [5; 22-23;
24; 12; 28] BuasT B IpOTUBOCTOSTHUM TUTYJIOB «ChIH boxuit» u «Ceia UenoBedeckuin»
HAMBBICHIYIO TOUKY pa3Buths koHpaukTa. Kak nonaraer K. ®dneruep-Jlyu, — orBeuas
Ha Borpoc cBsnieHHuKa o Coine boxuewm, «ucyc Opocaet UM BbI30B, UCIIOJIb3YS TH-
tyn Cein Yenoseueckuii» [5, ¢. 219]. Ipyrue aBropsl [8; 14; 17; 26] B cBoux 00bsic-
HEHUSX HUCXOOAT W3 TOro, 4ro BblpaxkeHue «ChiH boxuil» wucnomp3yercs
€BaHTreIMCTOM Npu oOpaienusax Kk Mucycy u peun o Hem B 3-m e, a «Ceia Yeno-
BEUCCKHUI» — B TeX ciaydasx, koraa Mucyc Cam rosoput o Cebe. HecmoTpst Ha cepbes-
HbIE€ OCHOBaHWUS, JIKAIIME B OCHOBE YKAa3aHHOIO MTpaBUJIa, HAJIO MOJaraTh, 4YTO aHAIU3
KOHHOTAIINH, CBSI3aHHBIX C YKa3aHHBIMU TUTYJIAMH, MOKET MPOJIUTh JOMOTHUTEIbHBIN
CBET Ha CMBICJI 3TOT'O OTPBIBKA.

Kak oTmeuaercs B vicciemoBarenbckoi ureparype [11; 13; 19; 21], aTOT croxkeT
MIPEACTABIISIET COOOM MapaJoKc: K KOHITy nepuoaa Broporo Xpama nnes Meccuu oxa-
3BIBAETCS OTPAHUYEHA Y3KUM KPYTOM aroKaJIUICUYECKUX JTOKYMEHTOB, CBSI3aHHBIX C
obmmHoi Kympana. [lepen Hamu BCTaroT JBa Bompoca: 1) mouemy aBTOPBI MEPBBIX
EBanrenuii onuchIBaloT NMPETEH3UIO HA 1APCKYIO BJIACTh Yepe3 KOH(IUKT JBYX TTOHU-
MaHHI Meccuu? 2) HaCKOJIbKO BOCTpeOOBaHHBIM ObLT TUTYI «ChiH YUenoBeueckuii» B
naHHyro 3moxy? [8; 14].

3/1ech MOKHO YBUJIETh OJUH U3 KJIIFOYEBBIX MOMEHTOB B ABOJIOLIMU MOHUMAHUS
naps u ero Gynkiuit. CTaThsi CTaBUT CBOEH 1ETBI0 IPOSCHUTh TOHUMAHUE TPUPO/IBI
[IApCKOM BJIACTH Yepe3 aHan3 TepMUHOB «CbIH boxkuii» u «CoiH YenoBeueckuin». Jliis
ATOTO PACCMOTPUM UCTOPUUECKUN KOHTEKCT MIEPHO/Ia, B KOTOPBIN ObUIH CO3/1aHbI TIEp-
Bble EBanrenus, a 3aTem o0paTtuMmcs K ABYM BBIII€O3HAYCHHBIM OUOIeicKM 00pa3am
Y MIPOCJIEINM 3BOJIIOLUIO X MOHUMAaHUs B iepuoja Broporo Xpama.
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Conep:xkanue ucciie10BaHUA

Konmexcm. B Uynee xonna | B. 10 H. 3. — Hauana | B. ObLIM MIUPOKO pacIpo-
CTpaHEHBI TPYIIIBL, JUAEPHl KOTOPHIX MPETEH0BANIM HA Ty WM UHYIO (OpMY BIACTH:
ACXATOJOTUYECKYIO, IPOPOUECKYIO U Hapckyto. [TocaeAHMX Mbl MOKEM BCTPETUTD TTO-
cie cmeptu Mpona Benukoro u B koHIle 60-x IT. 3a4acTyro JIUJIEPHI 3TUX «LAPCKUX»
JBYKEHUW MPUHUMAIIW TPAIUIMI0 HauMeHoBaHus ceost kak «Ilomazannuka». Hekorto-
pbIe M3 HAPOJHBIX JHUAEPOB, B yacTHOCTH LlIumon Gap I'mopa, onmuchIBalOTCS Kak BO-
KU 110 o0pasy ouoneiickoro maps Jasuma [16, c. 285].

Wnes naps JlaBuauma ObuTa JOCTATOYHO XOPOIIIO H3BECTHA B IaHHBIN Tiepuo [9,
c. 311]. Ero oxupganu Kak peajqbHOro MOTOMKa OMOJIEHCKOro 1apsi, Kak HIeaJTbHOTO
ACXATOJOTMYECKOTO Lapsi KOHIIA BPEMEH U KaK 4YeJIOBEKa, MPUIIEAIEro K BIACTU KAK
JlaBua. 31ech, Kak Mbl CUATAEM, HYKHO YETKO Pa3inyaTh T'PaHb MEXIY LlapeM, MpHU-
meamuM xax JaBum, u napem /lasuouoom (mmbo BockpecmuM JlaBuaoM KOHIIA Bpe-
MEH), TJI€ MOCJIEIHUA, OUYEBHUJIHO, CTAHOBUTCS UMEHHO arOKAJIUIICUYECKON (HUrypoi.
Kak ormeuaeT Menaenbc, 3ToT 00pa3, X0Th U oOpallieH B Oyayliee, He CBs3aH ¢ HACTO-
amel ucropueit. OH — 00pa3 NPoILIOro, HAOMUHAHUE O «30JI0TOM BEKE», B TO BpeMsI
KaK 1apb, OpUILIEIIINN kak JlaBuj, MOKET ObITh MPEICTABIEH KaK UCTOpUYECKas Pu-
rypa [20, c. 265]).

JIiist onvcaHusl HApCKOM BJIACTU B 3TOT MEPHOJ] UCIIONIBb30BAIUCH Pa3IMYHbIE 00-
pasbl, U3 KOTOPBIX JIJISl HAIIIETO MCCIEIOBaHUS JBa 00JIalal0T HAWOOJBITUM 3HaYe-
HueM: 1apb kak «CeiH boxuit» (B Tpaauuuu ocoOoro O0J1arocioBeHUs TUHACTUU
JlaBuja v CBSI3aHHBIX C ’TUM KOMILUIEKCOB YasiHUI), 1 MUCTHYeCcKas ¢urypa, odnama-
romiasi BceMu arpuOyramu bora (tpamurms [das. 7).

«Cotn boorcuir» kak Iapv H3pauna. [1ns tepmuna «CoiH boxuiin» B Betxom 3a-
BETE CYyIIECTBYET psAl KoHHOoTauui. Ilox «ceiHamMu BoxpuMu» moapazyMeBavuCh
Hekue Bbiciue cyniectBa B beIT. 6:7, B Ilc. 88:7 Tak Ha3zpiBatoTcs anrensl. Cam M3pa-
Wik HazbiBaeTcsi «chbiHOM bora» (Oc. 11:1). CeiHamu BoxxbuMH MOTYT OBITH JHO/IH,
MMEOIINE YHUKATIbHYIO CBsI3b ¢ borom (Ilc. 72:15).

Oco06yro popMmy 6G0TOCEHIHOBCTBA MOXKHO BbIIeauTh B 2 Ilap. 7:14, xorna bor ro-
Boput JlaBuny o ero ceiHe Cosomone: «5 6yay eMy oTIOM, U OH OyzaeT MHe ChIHOMY.
[Tamsts o JlaBuze TeCHO CBA3aHa ¢ TEMOW OOrOCHIHOBCTBA, 2 00€TOBAaHUE, JTAHHOE EMY,
CTAHOBHUTCS HaJEXI0W Ha BoccTaHoBieHue ero poja (3 Lap. 11:36). «Cein boxuii»
MOXET TaK)Ke€ OTHOCHUTHCS K 11apro u3 pojaa JlaBuna [15, c. 22], 0 ueM CBUACTEILCTBYET
Ilc. 2:6-7.
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B mocnenyrorieit mpopodeckoit 1 MeX3aBETHOM JIUTEPATYPeE 3TO 00ETOBAHKE pPa3-
BUBACTCA B OKUJIAHUE «OTpaciu J[aBru1a» 1 BOCCTAHOBIICHUE «IalIe CKuHuu JlaBu-
nosoii». B 4Q174 (4QFlorilegium), oTHocsIEeMycs K KaHPY IHEIIAPHUM, MBI HAXOIHAM:

«“BOCCTAHOBIIIO ceMs TBOE IMOCJIe TeOsl M BO3JBUTHY TPOH €ro IapcTBa HaBeku. S [Oymy] emy

OTIIOM, a OH OyzeT MHe cblHOM . OH — OTHpBICK JaBuaa, KOTOPBIA BCTAHET C UCTOJIKOBATEIEM

3akona (Topsl), kotopsiii [?] B Cu[oHe? B mo|cineaHue THU, KaK HAMCaHO: “‘Sl BOCCTaHOBIIIO

(momHuMYy) naByto ckuauio JaBuma”. 9to — ckuaus 13 [laBuna maBma[s...]... BCTaHET, YTOOBI

criactu U3pamiby [2, c. 273-274].

[Tpuxon mapsi KymMpaHckas OOIIMHA YacTO CBSA3BIBANA C BO3OOHOBIICHHEM poOja
Hasuna (omupasce Ha Mep. 23: 5-6, AM. 9:11), X0Ts CBSI3b C ITAPCKUM JIOMOM HE SIB-
nsieTcs 00s13aTeNbHOM. Takke BcTpedanach MBICB O TOM, UTO ITPABUTEIb JOJIKEH ObITh
«kak Jlaum»y (Mc. 11:1, Mux. 5:1, HUe3s. 34:23-24, Ue3. 37:24-25), peiko €ro CBS3b C
nuHuer J[aBuja B IPUHIIUIIE OTPUIIACTCS.

Bbonbie Bcero Hac uarepecyror 1QSa (1Q28a u 4Q249a, «/IBe xomoHkn», «Mec-
cuaHckoe mpaBmwio») U 1QSb (1Q28b, «bnarocmosenus»). B 1QSa napckas ¢urypa
OIMHUCHIBACTCS TEPMUHOM Meccus (1wian).

1QSa ii 12b—15 u ii 18b—21 nmoka3siBarOT qBE 3HAYMMEBIE (GUTYPHI B OOIIMHE TTO-
CIICAHUX JTHEH — CBSIIEHHUKA U CBETCKOTO BOXKIS, TPHYEM BTOpas GUrypa moaunHeHa
nepBoi. 1o BUAHO M3 oTphiBKa 1QSa |1 11-12:

11 X377 20Im2 SWIR Wi ORNP TV NIV 00 OR 70T

[TakoBO 3acenanne UMEHHUTHIX JIFO/ICH, TOP>KECTBEHHO [CO3BaHHBIX | /715t o01iero copeta. Ecnu

[OHI/I 6y)IYT MpUTJIalICHbI

12 R DR MWAT anX X12° 17197 WRIY 910 7Y ORI 1

s coBeta (copemanusi) k| [TomazanHuKy, ¢ HUMH NPUAET [Kpel] — riIaBa BCero o0IecTna
W3pauns [1, c. 162].

B 11-i1 ctpoke cTout mpeaior «eciam» (RXQ), KOTOPBIM CTaBUT MO BOMPOC MECCH-
aHCTBO (UTYpHI 1aps B AaHHOM TekcTe. Kak BepHO 3amedaroT ucciemoBarenu [1,
c. 157-58], aTa yCIOBHOCTh MOKET OBITHh IPUHSTA, €CIIH MO CIIOBOM «Meccusi» OHH-
MaTh IIPOCTO CBETCKOTO MpaButens Oyayiiero M3paus, KOTopblit OyaeT Mo UUHSATHCS
nctuHHOMY Meccum — Meccun ot AapoHa.

1QSb V 20-29 npexncrapiser coboii mapadpas Me. 11:1-5. Kak yoenureabHo J10-
ka3biBaeT KcepaBurir [27, ¢. 31-32], AaHHBIH OTPHIBOK CBSI3aH C HAACKIOW BOCCTAHOB-
nieHus 1apsi, nogooHoro JlaBuay, «Beunoro» JlaBuma, utoOsl oH ynpaisut U3pausem.

Coia boxwuit Takxke npeacraet nepen Hamu B Aniokpude [lanunna, rae 3aMmeHser
Coina YenoBedeckoro u3 BujieHUs KHUTH [laHnunma, o 4em OyAeT CKa3aHo HUXKE.
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«Cuin Yenoseueckuir»: ucmoku u pazeumue. B Jlan. 7 Mbl BcTpeuaeM cpaszy
HECKOJIBKO 3HAaYMMBbIX MOTHBOB: Tema Cyzaa, TemMa MpaBeIHOro (M HEMpaBegHOIO)
napsi, 00passl MPECTOJIA, CIABBI, BIACTH U 11apCTBA.

Berxuit JlHsMu BoccemaeT Ha mpecToiie, accouumupyromemcs ¢ I[Ipecromom
CnaBsl. Ero dynkius — tBopenue cyna (an. 7:12). Bropoit 3HauuMbIii IEpCOHAXK —
Coin YenoBeueckuil — noaydaer ot Berxoro J[HsIMU «BIIacTh, CIaBY U LIAPCTBO»; O HEM
CKa3aHO, YTO €ro BJIACTh — «BJIACTh BEYHAs, HENPEXOJAIIas, U HAPCTBO €ro Hepy-
muMo» (Man. 7:14). Kak 3ameuarot uccineoBaTeny, BaXXHO, YTO ONKMCAHUE Mepe/iadn
«CrnaBbi» u napctBa CeiHy YenoBeueCcKOMy HUCKOJIBKO HE yMalsieT o0pa3 Berxoro
Husamu [5, c. 31; 25, c. 76]. Ilono6ueit Ceiny YenoBeueckoMy K KOHILY OTpBIBKA
MPUHUMAET Ha ce0s U 1apckue (MpecToi U BJIAcTh), U cyaeiickue (y4acTue B cy/e)
byHKIUU.

Tewma cyna B bubnuu HepaspbeiBHO cBsa3aHa ¢ borom. Kak nonaraetr 1. C. Besro-
pKo, TeMa cyaa nogHumaetcs yxe B beiT. 6:3 [3, ¢. 480]. Cynpu B eBpeiickoii buOum
MOTYT Ha3bIBaThcs 30xXuM (2°717X). CyneOHy0 (QyHKIMIO apeil —MHCTUTYTA, MPHU-
meamero Ha cMeHy CynbsMm, — MOAYEPKUBAIOT HE TOJBKO HCTOPUUYECKUE KHUTH
(3 Lap.), Ho u mpopoueckue (Mc. 11:1-5).

DTtoT 00pa3 UMeET CBOE MPOI0JHKEHUE B BeTXx03aBeTHOM anokpude (1 En. 46:1):
«U tam s Bugen Enunoro, nuMmesmiero riaBy aHe#, u Ero riasa Obuia 6ena Kak pyHO; U
npu Hem Obu1 qpyroif, TUI0 KOTOPOTO OBLIO TOJ00HO BUAY 4enoBeka, U Ero muio
OBLJIO TIOJTHO MPEJIECTH U MOJA0OHO OJJHOMY M3 CBSITHIX aHreoB. M s cipocuil 0AHOTO
u3 aHrenos... 0 ToM CeiHe YenoBeueckom, k1o OH, u oTkyaa OH, u nouemy OH uaer
¢ I'maBoto nueil. U orBevan o MHe U ckazan MHe: “OT1o CblH UenoBedeckuid... nbo
INocrioas nyxoB uzbpan Ero... U arot Cein Yenoseueckuit, Kotoporo Tel Buae, noj-
HUMET Lapel U MOTYILIECTBEHHBIX C UX JIOXK U CUJIBHBIX C UX MPECTOJIOB, U PA3BSKET
y3bI CHIIbHBIX, M 3yObI TPEITHUKOB COKPYIIUT » (MpuBOaUTCs 110: [6, . 337]).

B nannom otpeiBKe BUIHO, uTO 00pa3 CeiHa UenoBeueckoro mpsiMo HaCIeayeT
aHresbckue 4epThl. CBs3b 3TOro 00pas3a ¢ TEMOM aHreJIOB M CBETa HAXOJIUM B «JKca-
rore» Meszexunis: «CuHalickasi BeplIMHa U TPOH Ha HEMl BBICOKWH, 10 HeOeC, Ha TPOHE
K€ — MyK, 071aropoaHbIi BUIOM (@QTo YEVVAIOV TIVa), B KOPOHE LAPCKOM, B JIEBOM K€
pyke cxxumaet ckunerp» [5, ¢. 58; 18 c¢. 54]. Kak ormeuaer U. I'. TantneBckuii [7,
c. 319], coo «Yenosek» (O GWC) MOKET OBITH OTCHIIKON HA €ro CBETO3apHOCTH (TO
eQ¢). ITomumo >1oit ocobennoctu, Coir Yenoseueckuii B 1 EH. coxpaHseT npaBo Cy-
auth (3 Jlan. 7). Baxno, uto u [logo6Hsiit Ceiny UenoBeueckomy u3 Jlan. 7, u CeiH
Yenoseueckuii u3 1 EH. He yyacTByIOT B OMTBE ¢ IpoTUBHUKaMU. B kuure [lanuunna
Castbie BeeBbilinero BeyT 00# € SIBI€HHBIM porom 3Bepsi, B 1 EH. 3TOT MOMEHT moJ-
HOCTBIO ONYILEH.
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CrnenyiouM Ba)KHBIM UCTOYHHUKOM siBiisieTcs: «Amnokpud Hanunmna» (4Q246;
4QApocryphon of Daniel ar; olim 4Qps-Dan? ar), B nem Mecto China YenoBeueckoro
3anumaeT CoiH boxxuit. bezzakonue B Mupe OyAeT IpooJKaThCA, TOKa HE TPUIET TOT,
KTO «HapeueTcs [mapem Blenukoro [bora] u B yecTh ero ums oH HazoBeTcs» [4, c.
211]. Ero mapcTBo — «I11apCTBO BEUHOE M BCE €ro myTh OyayT B uctune» (4Q246 11 5),
a bor «mocpencTBOM ero cuibl OyAeT BecTH BOMHY aiist Hero» (4Q246 11 8).

B Tekcte napp HazbiBaeTcsi «ChiHOM boxkunm n CeiHoM BceeBbliliHeron: « 7 772
ROPITD 1139920 1100V 921 RN HR» (4Q246 11 1). Cein Bokuit coxpaHseT psia 4epT, npu-
OJIMDKAIOIIUX €T0 K MPOopoYecKoMy Ipoodpa3y, 0JHAKO BMECTE CO CMEHOM TJIaBHOTO
JNEUCTBYIONIETO JIMIIA U3MEHSETCA U CaMO BHJICHUE — 3/IECh OH HE MPOCTO HA3bIBAETCS
apeM boxkuum (X 97), HO B JTaHHOM OTPBIBKE OH YYaCTBYET B BOCHHBIX JCHCTBHUSX.

DTO BaXKHBIM JJIs1 HAC aCIIEKT, TOTOMY UTO OH HAIPSAMYIO IIEPEKIUKAETCS C TEMOMN
«Cpina boxbero» u 06pa3zom noroMka JlaBuma, KOTOPHIM Cpa3uTCs B allOKAJIUIICUYE-
ckoit 6utBe. Kak otmevaeT cBsin. Anekcanap 3MHOBKUH CO CChUIKOM Ha MapTuHena:
«JImgnocTh, Hocsmasg uMeHa “CoiH boxkuit” n “ChiH BCeBBIIIHETO” — 3TO apXaHTel
Muxaun (cp. Han. 12:1), koTopslii B KyMpaHCKOW JUTEpaType Ha3BaH Takxke “‘Med-
xucenekom” (11Q13 ii), “Kuszem ceeta” (LQSHI-IV), “Bepubim Anrenom™ (1QSII-
IV; 1QHaXI [=III])» [4, c. 215].

EBanrenus 1ocTtaTouyHO 4acTo yHOTPEOJSIIOT 1O OTHOIICHUIO KO XPUCTY U TEP-
MuH «CbIH boxuii», u TepMuH «CbiH YenoBeueckuii». [locieiHuii U3 HUX Yallle BCEro
BcTpevaeTcs B EBanrenuu ot Mardes. OnHako B OOJBITUHCTBE CIIy4aeB Mbl MOKEM
BHUJIETh, YTO ATOT TEPMUH TPAKTYETCSl KaK 00pa3, ONMUCHIBAIOIIUN HEOECHOTO MOCpe/I-
Huka [10, ¢. 130; 11]. On npomaet rpexu (M. 9:6), sBiISIETCS TOCTIOAMHOM CYOOOTHI
(M. 12:8), ceeT modpoe cemst (M. 13:37), cobupaet octatok Uspanis (M¢. 18:11),
noceuiaeT anrenaoB (M. 13:41), npuxoaut Bo cinaBe Otia Cpoero ¢ anrenamu CBo-
umu (M. 16:27), Boccenaet Ha IIpecTodie ClIaBbl U CyJIUT BMecTe ¢ anoctoiamu (M.
19:28). B to e Bpemst «CoiH boxwuii» y Mardes npuodbperaet crierupuuecKkue 4epThl:
€ro TMOSBJICHUS 3a4acTyl0 CBs3aHbl ¢ TBopeHueM uyaec (Md. 4:3, Md¢. 14:33,
Ma. 27:40, 54), onun pa3 — ¢ uaraanueM o6ecos (M. 8:29).

BbiBoabI

MO3HO clienaTh HECKOJIBKO BBIBOJIOB O IOHMMAHUU ApCKOU BiacTu B Mynee ce-
penunsl | Beka:

1. Cmeicn M. 26:63—64 BriosiHE MPOSICHIETCS YEPE3 aHAINU3 «IIAPCKOTO» COMIep-
xaHust TepMUHOB «CbIH boxnii» n «CelH YenoBeyeckuin».

2. «CprH boxuil» MOKeT MOHUMATHCSA KaK YeJIOBEK WM CBEPXbECTECTBEHHOE CY-
IECTBO (B TOM YHUCJIE U aHTell), KOTOPOE KapaeT Bparos M3pauis B 3¢XaToJ0TH4e€CKOM
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OyayuieM. M0O>XHO IOHMMATh 3TOT 00pa3 M B Ka4eCTBE 3€MHOTO MPaBUTENS, MOA00-
Horo /laBunay, KOTOPBIM CTAHET CBETCKUM BOJKJIEM I'OCYyAApCTBa, OTCTaUBasl €ro Ipa-
HuUlbl. B 3TOM 00pase B moiaHOM Mepe opopMIisieTcsi TOHUMaHUEe MOHAPXUH, C OJHOU
CTOpPOHBI, KaK CHUCTEMbI MpaBJICHUs], JaHHOW U OsarocnoBisiemoit borom, ¢ apyroi —
KaK BOGHHOT'O PyKOBOJICTBA. Takoe MOHMMaHKE ObLIO B [yXe TOrO BPEMEHU U UMEJIO
BITOJTHE HCTOPUYECKUE ()OPMBI B BUJIE IBIKCHHM, JTHACPHI KOTOPBIX MPETCHIOBATIN HA
LIapCKYIO BJIACTb.

3. M0OXHO KOHCTaTUpPOBAaTh, UTO B TOHUMAHUU Martdesi HCTUHHBIN [Iapb TOT, KTO,
kaK CpIH UenoBedyeckuil, NpaBeaHO CYINT.

4. Haxkonern, Bo3MOxeH BbIBOJ, uTo nuanor Kawmadwer u Mucyca mocrpoeH Ha
CTOJIKHOBEHHH JIByX MMOHUMAHUH IapCKOT0 ciy>keHus. [1epBOCBSAIIIEHHUK BUUT B 00-
paze Coina boxxust 3eMHoro npasutensi. Uucyc xe, HazbiBas ce0s1 «CpiHoM YenoBeue-
CKHM», YTBEPXIAeT, uTo ToJibko bor Moxer ObiTh CnacuteneMm u mapem. OTBer
Nucyca BBIBOIUT CBAIIICHHUKOB U3 ceOsi: OH npsiMo 3asiBisieT, YTo OH — HEe TTOCIIaHHUK
bora, On Cam — bor u Cygp4, a Takxke L{aps.

JIiia Hac BaXKHO TO, YTO OTBET MHcyca MOXKET CBUAETENBCTBOBATh O «CMEHE Iapa-
JTUTMbD». VICTUHHBIM MOHapXoM Terephb SBISETCS HE 1aph, Moao00HbIN JlaBuy, HO Cam
bor. To, 4To el1ie Ka)keTcsi IEPBOCBALICHHUKY KOLUTYHCTBOM, BocpuHumaercs Mocudpom
@daBreM KaK MPAaBUIIBHOE, N3HAYAJILHO JAHHOE COCTOSIHUE NYJIEHCKOT0 Hapoia: «A Halll
3aKOHOJIaTENb, OTKA3aBIIMChH OT BCETO BBILICTIEPEYUCIIEHHOTO, CO3AJI TAK HA3bIBAEMYIO
TEOKPATHIO, — €CJIM 3TO CJIOBO HE CIMIIKOM HCKA)XaeT HACTOSLIMU CMBICI, — OTHAaB
HAYaJIbCTBO M BJIACTh B cBoeM rocyaapctse bory» (IIpotuB Ammona Il 16).
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