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AHHOTANUA

B cratee B paMkKax HOPMATHBHO-TEOJOTHMYECKOTO MOAXOAAa AHAIU3UPYIOTCS HCTOKH
MOJIMTHYECKOTO OBITHS, & TaK)KE OCHOBHBIC MOJUTHUKO-(PHIOCOPCKHE KOHUETIIUA U JTOKTPUHBI
CPEIHEBEKOBOM XPHUCTHAHCKON TpaJulMK. AKTYaJIbHOCTh TEMbI HCCIEIOBaHUS HAXOIUT
BBIpQKEHUE B HEOOXOJAMMOCTH OOpamieHuss K HCTOPHUYECKUM (GopMaM  BBIPKCHHUS
MOJMTHYECKOTO C IIENIbI0 H3YYEHHS OCOOEHHOCTEH COBpPEeMEHHBIX (OpM TpaHCHOpMALUH
MOJUTUYECKUX MOHATUN U KOHIENTOB. CpaBHUTENIbHAS METOA0JIOT U, TIO3BOJISAIONIAs COBMEIIATh
MeTapu3nYECKUe TE3WChl C MPAKTHYCCKUMHU TOJUTUYECKUMH IPOIECCaMH, MPEICTABISCTCS
HAyYHOM HOBHW3HOW HCCIIEIOBaHUA, MOCBSIIEHHOIO TEMAaTUKE OHTOJIOTMU MMOJUTHYECKOTO.
ABTOpBI yIensitoT 0co00€ BHHMAaHHE PACCMOTPEHUIO TaKUX MOJUTHUYECKHX KATerOpuil Kak
«BIIACTBY, «CYBEPEH», «CHJIa» U T.Hd., AHAIM3UPYIOT TEOJOTMYECKHE IOKTPUHBI «IBYX Tel
KOPOJIS», «IBYX MEUEH BIACTH», «IyaIUCTUUECKON MpUpoasl Xpuctay u apyrue. [lonutuueckoe
B XPUCTHUAHCKON TEOJOTMYECKON TpagulMi, HECOMHEHHO, SBJISIETCS MPOJYKTOM BBICIIEH,
boxectBenHoi mnpupoapl. OgHAKO IyalMCTHYECKUN XapakTep MOJUTUYECKOIO IO3BOJISIET
CHENaTh BBIBOJ O TOM, YTO «MHUPCKHE», COLMAIIBHBIE ITPOLECCH] OKA3bIBAJIM OTPOMHOE BIIUSHUE
Ha TpaHchopMalio GOopM BBIPAKEHUS MOJUTHYECKOTO B PEANbHBIX COLMAIBHBIX MpOIIeccax.
Haubonee monHO W JOCTOBEpHO TMOATBEP)KIAET OSTOT BBIBOJ T'E€PMEHEBTUYECKUN aHAIN3
COOTHOIIIEHHUS «JTUKOB BJAacTH» - «potestas» u «auctoritas» B Tekctax Bymbratel, a Takke B
nocnanusx Pumckux Ilam. JloktpuHa cooTHOIeHus «potestasy u «auctoritas» Takxe akTyanbHa
Y I aHAJIM3a COBPEMEHHBIX MOJUTUYECKUX ITPOLECCOB U BO3MOKHA K IPUMEHEHUIO HE TOJIBKO
B paMKax pa3BUTHUs OTHOLIEHUN MEX Iy XpUCTUAHCKOM L[epKOBBIO K TOCY1apCTBOM, HO U MEKTY
JPYTUMH MOJTUTUYECKUMHU AKTOPaMHU.
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BBenenune

[Tpo6nema MOHATHUS MOJUTHYECKOTO, €T0 OHTOJIOTHYECKIX HCTOKOB, THOCEOJIOTHIECKAX BEKTOPOB
¥ DBPUCTHYECKOTO TIIOTCHIMAIAa CTAHOBUTCS KpailHE aKTyajdbHa JUIi COBPEMEHHOW COIHMAIBbHO-
T'YMaHUTAPHON MBICIH. AKTYaJIbHOCTh M3YYCHHS OHTOJOTHMYECKHX XapaKTEPUCTHK MOJUTHYECKOTO
Takke 00yCIOBICHa HEOOXOJMMOCTHIO aHAlM3a COBPEMEHHBIX ()OPM BBIPAKEHHUS IMOJUTHYECKOTO
OBITHUS B YCJIOBHUAX TioOanmu3anuu. 3amaaHple ydeHbie Poiic m Mapk, u3ydarommue HUCTOPHYECKHE
0COOEHHOCTH CKIIQJIBIBAHHS TPOIECCOB TII00AIM3alMd OTMEYAIOT, YTO KOPHH ITOJUTHYECKOW M
COIMANBHO-KYJIBTYPHOH MHTETpAIlil MOXXHO YBHJIETh B OCOOCHHOCTSX YKOPEHEHHUS XPHUCTHAHCKHUX
teosoruueckux uaeit [Royce., Mark R, 2017, 272]. Tlogo6Hble akajgeMU4YeCKUe TEHACHIIUH HAXOISAT
OTpakeHHE B HOBOM BHUTKE MOMYJSpHOCTH B Poccum paboT HEMEUKOro IOpUCTa U MOJUTHYECKOTO
¢unocodpa Kapna [lImMurra, B 4bMX TpyAax MPEICTaBICH CUCTEMHBIM aHAIN3 MOJUTUYECKOTO Kak
sBJICHHA, oOnamaroniero ObituiictBeHHbIM HayamoM [IlImurt, 2000]. MHTEpECHBIM TpEACTABISETCS
BBISIBJICHHE OMNpEACNEHHON TEOpPeTUYeCKO U TMPaKTUYECKOM CBS3M IIMUTTOBCKOTO MOHSITHS
MOJINTUYECKOTO, BEIPAKEHHOTO B pa3elIeHUH Ha MOJIUTUUYECKUX «IPY3ei» U «BpParoB», BKIIIOYAIOUINX
U SK3UCTEHIMAIBHYIO IIyOMHY — TOTOBHOCTh yOMBaTh U OBITh YOUTHIM 3a CBOIO MOJUTHUYECKYIO
rpynny, c¢ «realpolitik». V3BecTHas monMTHYECKas KOHLECMIMS «CyBEpeHa» M JOKTpPHHA
«upe3Bpuaiinoro mnonoxenus» K. Illmurra, Tarkke mnpenacrtaBisier co0oil pe3yabTaT CHUHTE3a
KPUTHYECKOW OLIEHKHM TEOJIOTMYECKOro Hacieaus v (opM BBIPAKEHUS MOJIUTHUECKHUX IPOIECCOB,
XapakTepHbIX i cepeantbl XX B. [@unumnmos, 2016, 441]

[Tonutnyeckas ¢unocodus, kKak U3BECTHO, HAUYMHACTCS HE C MPAKCUOJIOTHUYECKUX MHBAPUAHTOB
MOBEACHUS MOJIUTUYECKUX AKTOPOB U PyHIAMEHTAIbHBIX OCHOBAHHUN MOJUTUYECKUX UHCTUTYTOB, a C
MO3HAHUSI OHTOJIOTHYECKUX Hauyad. TOT BEKTOp McclieqoBaHMi, koTopble 00o3Hauna cam K.IIImutr,
yKa3blBa€T HOBYIO 0O0JacTh - TEOJOTHIO, B KOTOPOW HEOOXOAMMO MPOBOAMUTH MOUCKU Kak
(GbyHIaMEHTAIbHBIX OCHOBAHHH TMOJMTUYECKOTO, TaK W PA3TMYHBIX MPAKCHOJOTHYECKUX JCHCTBUH,
BKJIFOYAs aHAJIM3 MEXIyHAPOIHBIX OTHOMLICHUI Mexay rocymnapctamu [[Imurt, 2008]. [To MeTkOMY
BbIpakeHuto camoro IlIMuTTa «BCEe TOYHBIE MOHATHS COBPEMEHHOTO YYEHHS O TOCYIapCTBe
HPENICTABISIOT CO00# CeKyIspu3upoBaHHbIe Teojornueckue moustus» [Llmurr, 1992, 57]. Cam
TEPMHUH «TIOJIUTUYECKAsT TEOJIOTHUS», CUHTE3UPOBABIIUI JBE KOHIENTYyalbHbIE MMAPAJAUTMBI, Kak
orMeuvaeT A.®. Oununnos, ObUT BBEJECH B HAy4HbIH 000poT areucTtoM M.A.bakyHUHBIM U, HECMOTPS
Ha W3HAYAIbHYIO HETaTHBHYI0 KOHHOTAIMIO, CTall OOBSCHUTENBbHOM MapaJurMoil Ienoro psja
BOXHEWIIMX MOJUTUYECKUX M ¢uiocopckux (eHoMmeHoB. Llenpro HacTosIEero ucciaeI0BaHusg
SBJISICTCS BBISBIICHUE CO/IEPKAaHUS Hayaa MOJMTHYECKOTO B TEKCTe BybraTsl, a Takxke oOmuil aHau3
MOJIMTUYECKUX KOHIEMIUH, O(OPMHUBIIUXCS B PAMKaX CPEIHEBEKOBOW XPUCTHAHCKOM TEOJIOTHH.
Hcnonbs3oBaHne HaMmu JaTuHCKOW bubmum oOycnoBnuBaercsi, B IEpPBYIO Ouepelb TeM

Anton S. Krasnov, Ol'ga O. Volchkova



Ontology and theory of cognition 27

00CTOSTEILCTBOM, YTO UMEHHO Bysbrara jgeKUT B OCHOBE MHOTHMX HNOJUTHYECKUX KOHIICTITOB, KaK
TEOJIOTMUYECKUX, PHIOCOPCKUX, TAK U MPAKCUOJIOTHUECKUX.

XpucTHaHCKasi TEOJIOTHUS MPENICTaBIsIa co00i YHUBEPCATbHYIO SMHUCTEMOJIOTMYECKYI0 MATPHUILY
MHUPOBO33PEHUS U COJepXkajla OObICHUTEIbHYIO MOJEINb JIF0OOro mIpolecca W SIBJICHHUS B MHUDE.
EcTecTBeHHO, 4TO BOIIPOC BIACTU B XPUCTHAHCKOW TEOJIOTUU SIBJISUICA OJTHUM M3 OCHOBHBIX. 3aMETHUM,
YTO HENOCPEJICTBEHHO B Bynbrare paccMaTpuBarOTCs OHmMoI02udecKue OCHOBAHMS BIIACTH, BOIIPOCHI,
CBSI3aHHBIE C Jlecumumayueli BIaCTU B COLUAIBHOM acCHeKTe PacCMaTPUBAINCH TEOJOraMu B TEOJIOTO-
¢mtocopckux tpynax u I[lontuduxkamm B KOHCTHTYHHSAX, B KOTOPBIX JaBajlaCh COOCTBEHHAs
UHTEpIIpEeTalsl COBPEMEHHBIX UM IOJIUTUYECKUX COOBITMM W JIMYHOCTEH B CBOEOOpa3HOM
MeTapu3nUeCKOr U aHTPOTIOJIOTUYECKOM JIOTHKE, OCHOBOM KOTOPHIX sBJIsLIOCH [Tncanue.

Counam,m,le HCTOKH IMOJIUTHYECKOIO B XpHCTHaHCKOﬁ TE€OJOIrnn

ToTanbHBIN XPUCTUAHCKUN JETEPMUHU3M HE BBIBOJIMII CAMO NOAUMUYECKOe KaK CAMOCTOSTEIIbHBIN
(1)GHOM€H WM KaK SBJICHUEC, COTBOpéHHOG YCJIIOBCKOM, HHA4eC HOI[06Ha$I nosunus BCTyIajla OBl B
MPOTUBOPEUYHE C KPEAIMOHUCTCKON KOHIeNIUel. XpUCTHAHCKAas OHTOJIOTHUS B CBOEM OCHOBAHUH
IyaIIMCTHYHA, TIOCKOJBKY €€ HCTOK TakK >Ke€ TMPEeACTaBIsI co0OM E€IWHCTBO JBYX Haval —
00XECTBEHHOTO0 M Mupckoro. Tpaaunus paszeneHds OHTOJIOTHUM, MpHILEas B XPUCTUAHCKYIO
MeTapu3uKy W TEOJIOTHIO W3 TUIATOHUYECKOTO HAClenus, sBisuiach yHuBepcanbHo. Cam Uucyc
Xpucroc (Filius), xak Bropas Mmocrace Cesitoit Tpounsr (Trinitatis, Pater Dei), eouno-cywuii
(consubstantialem) Cestomy ngyxy (Spiritus Sanctus), mnpeacTaBisi YHHKaIbHOE €IHHCTBO
6oxectBenroro (divina) u mupckoro (saecularia), mpuuém B mMupckom Teie (COrpus saecularia)
Xpucroc mpebbiBaa cpaBHHTEIbHO Hemoiro (33 roga), Aa0bl, MPUHSAB KPECTHBIE MYKH, HCKYITUTH
MEPBOPOIHBIN IPeX YeIOBEUYECTBA U BO3HECTHCH B CBOE ucmunnoe IlapctBo (Regnum): «Respondit
lesus regnum meum non est de mundo hoc si ex hoc mundo esset regnum meum ministri mei
decertarent ut non traderer ludaeis nunc autem meum regnum non est hinc»* (John. 18:36). Ho re crout
rnoJjiaratb, 4To Telo XPHUCTOBO OBLIO TOXIECTBEHHO TeJIy OOBIYHOTO YeJIOBEKa, IMOCKOJBbKY B
XPHUCTHAHCKOW JTOKTPHHE OHO HAISSUIOCh BEChbMa HEOObIYHBIMK CBOMCTBaMU. Sangius u Aqua — KpoBb
U BOJAa — CUTHM(HKAIIMM TAWHCTBA MPUYALEHUS M KPEIIEHUS — 3TO CHUMBOJIMYECKOE POXKICHHE
LepxBu, koTopas 6ep&T cBOE OHTOJIOTHYECKOE Havyallo 13 Tena Xpucrosa. CornacHo Berxomy 3aBery,
MePBBIM YeJIOBEKOM OblT Afam, u3 pedpa koTtoporo bor-Oren cotBopmi )xeHy Axama — EBy. Xpucroc
ke mnpusHaBaics HoBeiM AnmamoM. M, cOOTBETCTBEHHO, caM XpPHUCTOC TPU3HABANCS HOBBIM
BOIUIOIICHUEM YeJIOBEKa, COBEPILIEHHBIM 00pa3lioM rapMOHUU €IMHCTBA 00’KECTBEHHOTO 1 MUPCKOTO.
AHTpOIOJIOTUYECKAs CTOPOHA XPUCTHAHCKOW TeoJIOTUH (QYHAMPYETCs, MPEXAe BCEro, Ha Teje
XpucroBoMm. CaMo ucmeuerue KpoBU U BOJBI U3 PaHbl XPUCTA, MOTYYCHHON MM OT KOTMbS PUMCKOTO
JIETUOHEPA, TMOPOXKAAET HOBBIM MOJYC MBICIH. 4Yepe3 uenoBeueckoe meno (a Mucyc ObuT UMEHHO B
yenogeueckom meie) BO3MOXKHO ucmeyeHue OO0XKECTBEHHOTO, MUCTHYECKOTO M HEOOBSICHUMOIO C
TOYKH 3peHus (OpManibHOW JIOTHKH WU MPOCTOTO >KU3HEHHOTO OMbITa, YTO CBUACTEIHCTBYET O
HAJIMYUU TpeeNbHON TPaHCIEHACHTHON peajbHOCTH. DTO BaXKHBIE 3aMeUaHUs JJIi TEMBI HAIIero
HCCIIeIOBAHUS, TOCKOJIbKY CO CMEIIIeHuEM BekTopa Bocnpusatus Mucyca Xpucra, apTUKYISIIIIE CaMOM
€r0 OHTOJIOTUYECKOM MTPUPOJIBI OT OOKECTBEHHOTO J0 YETIOBEUECKOTO H3MEHSIIOCH U TIPEICTABICHUE O

! Mucyc otseuan: IapctBo Moe He oT Mupa cero; eciu Obl OT Mupa cero Obu10 LlapctBo Moe, To ciyxkutenu Mou
noaBHU3AIKCH ObI 32 Menst, uto0bt S He O6but ipenan Uynesim; Ho Hbire LlapctBo Moe He orcropa (Mu 18:36).
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BJIACTH, B KOHTEKCTE €€ OOrOnoCTaBICHHOCTH, TO €CTh B PA3JIMUHBIX SKCIUIMKALUAX (GUTYPBI U mena
MOHapxa. YTo, B KOHEYHOM CUETE, MPUBENO K CO3AAHUIO EAUHON MOJTUTUKO-TEOJOTHYECKON JOKTPUHBI
HByx Ten Kopons [Kpacuos, Ty3os, 2016,. B cymHocTH, cama JOKTpHUHA O IBOMCTBEHHOCTH BJIACTH,
IBYX Teiax €€ 3eMHOI0 HOCUTENs BIIOJIHE COOTBETCTBOBAjJA IyalMCTUYECKON MPHUPOAE Camoro
Nucyca. Kak uepe3 teno Xpucra B MUpP UCTEKIIN KPO8b U 600a, TaK U YEPE3 MOHApXa B MUpP UCTEKAeT
énacmo boxbs. Ho HE CTOUT MOTHOCTBIO OTOXKIECTBIISATH TEJI0 XpuUcTa U Teno MoHapXxa, MOCKOJIbKY
MepBOE CIIOCOOHO K POXKACHUIO, 1aTh HAYAJI0 HO80MY, B TO BPEMsI KaK TEJI0 MOHApXa, CIIOCOOHO OBITh
JUIIb COCYJOM Ui MCTEUEHMs yXKe ycmanosnenHou OoxecTBeHHON Biactu. U, ecnmu Uucyc B
MeTtadopuyeckoit popme nopoxaaet LlepkoBb, OJ0OHO TOMY, KaK )KCHIIMHA POXKIACT HA CBET JWTS,
to LlepkoBb u Uucyc, cnenoBarenbHo, HECYT HEpa3pbIBHbBIE CBSA3U, KOTOPbIE HATMYECTBYIOT y MaTepH
1 peb€Hka, mpu 3ToM cama [{epkoBb, KOTOpast OTOXKIECTBISAETCS ¢ MaTepbio Xpucrta — [{eBoit Mapuei,
SBJIIETCS B TOM UHCIIE U Hegecmolui XPUCTOBOM, Kak U cama Jleea Mapus mpeicTtaér B €JUHCTBE
Marepu, Llepksu u XKeHsl.

HecmoTpss Ha 4YacTUYHOE OTOXKJIECTBJIEHHE U YINOA0OJNeHue (GUIypbl MUPCKOIO IMpaBUTENs U
Xpucra, caM MOHapX HHUKOrJa HE MOT COOTBETCTBOBaTh B IIOJIHOM OHTOJIOTMYECKOM CMBICTE
CnacuTtemnto u, Tem 6osee, bory. O0nanas «aByMs TelaMu», MOHapX, TEM HE MEHee, MoJyJall BIacTh
B CJIEJICTBMY MUJIOCTH bora - «BiacTh KopoJsi ecTh BiacTh bora; Ona npuHauie:xxut bory no npupoe,
U kopoito no mMuiocti» [Kantoposud, 2015, 143]. Tlpu 3TOM HEOOXOJMMBIM YCIOBHEM CaMOIO
HaJIM4MUs BJIACTU Y MOHapXa sBJISJICS ero MeTagopuueckuil 6pak ¢ L{epkoBblo, MOCKOJIBKY JIUIIL OHA
de jure morna HamenATh MOHapXa BIAcThi0. CBOIO BIIACTh «II0 MHJIOCTH» KOPOJIb MOJIyYal JHIIb OT
[Taner Pumckoro. 1lepkoBb ke, B CBOIO OY€pe/ib, COTJIACHO JOKTPUHE «JIByX MEUYEH» HE B COCTOSHUU
CaMOCTOSITENIBHO OCYIIECTBJIATh BJIACTh MUPCKYH0. CieayeT OTMETHTh, YTO AHAJIOTMYHASI MOJENb
B3aMMOOTHOILICHUI MEXIy [IEPKOBHOM M CBETCKOM BIIACTHIO CJIOKMWIIACH U B CpeIHEBEKOBOM Poccum,
HaXoJs OTpakeHHWe B maee «cumdonuu Baactm» [Kartwmn, 2015, 182]. Takum oOpa3zom, HEPKOBb U
MOHapX HEpa3pbIBHO CBS3aHBl B KOHTEKCTE OTIPABJICHMS BJIACTH MU PEATN3ALUU MOJUTUYECKOTO.
be3yciioBHO, YTO caMM OHTOJIOTMYECKHE OCHOBAaHHWs BJIACTU JIEXKaT B akTe boXeCcTBEHHOTO
COTBOPEHHMSI, pazlieNisisich Ha BJIACTh OOTOYCTAHOBJICHHYIO U BIIACTh OOrOIOCTaBiICHHYIO. JlaHHas
TpaguLUsl SABIISIETCS NPAMBIM  INPOJOJDKEHHMEM HAEH «IByX Meued» Biactu. W ecim
OoroycraHoBjeHHOCTh BiacTu de facto o3HauaeT HaaMuYHOE OBITHE CAMOTO UHCMUMYMA BIACTH, TO
OOrOINOCTAaBICHHOCTh O3HAa4yaeT HaJlM4YMe BJIACTHBIX IIOJIHOMOYMI M caMy CHOCOOHOCTb Obinb
Hocumesiem e1acmu y MOHapXxa, ObITh ICTOYHUKOM €€ amanayuu u3 Metapusndeckoro Lapcrsa boxus
Ha 3emiie.

JlerutuManus MOJUTHYECKOT0 B CPeITHEBEKOBOM TEOJIOrH4eCKOM JOKTPHHE

B monuTHuYecKOil TEOJOTMM XPHCTHAHCTBA HE MOT OBITh O0OHIEH CTOPOHOW BOIPOC
HETIOCPE/ICTBEHHON JIETUTHMAIIMM 3€MHOM BJIACTH, IIOCKOJBKY OSTOT BONPOC OBUT BOMPOCOM
MPaKCHOJIOTUYECKUM M BBIXOJIUII 38 PAMKH JIOKTPUHAILHOM TEOJIOTHUH, HECMOTPSI Ha TO, YTO OH J0JKEH
ObL1 OBITH 3TOM TeoJIOTHEN 1 00bsACHEH. BiiacTh B koHTeKkcTe CpeiHEBEKOBOM MOIUTUYECKOH TEOJIOTUU
uMena pa3IryHble (JOPMbI BEIpaXKEHHUS. B 3aBHCHMOCTH OT acriekTa 3y4eHusi, CATYaTHBHOTO (bakTopa
U 1M CyObeKTa, MOHUMAaHHE BIACTH BBIPAXKAIOCh B YETHIPEX KOHIIENTaX — «auctoritas», «potestasy,
«dominiumy» wu «imperiumy, Kaxaplii M3 KOTOPBIX BOCIPOU3BOIHMJICS B IyOIUYHOM JHCKypCe
HECKOJIBKHX MoKoJeHui Pumckux Ilam, a Takxke 3adMKCHpOBaH B MHOTOYHMCIICHHBIX O(QHIMAIBHBIX
JTOKyMEHTaX, MUCbMaX CBAIICHHOCTY)KHUTEIEH U MeMyapax MOHapuux auHactuii [Mapeii, 2013, 45].
Kaxk npaBuio «dominiumy» u «imperiumy ucrnoib30BajIHCh B MOJIUTHYECKOM JAUCKYPCE €BPOMEHCKUX
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MOHAapxoOB, a TAKXXC HaxXOAWUJIM BBIPAKCHHUC B PAZBACHCHHUAX HOHTI/I(I)I/IKOB OTHOCUTCIIBHO BOIIPOCOB
MMYILECTBEHHBIX CIIOPOB CO CBETCKMMHU BJIACTSIMU, B TO BpEeMsI KaK KOHLICITHI «auctoritas» u «potestas»
UTPAIM BAXKHYIO POJIb B CIIOpe 00 MCTOYHMKE MOJUTUYECKOTO. M eciau OHTOJIOTMYECKUM HayalloM
BJIACTH MOYKHO CUMUTAaTh €€ AyaJIbHOE €IMHCTBO OOTOYCTAaHOBJIIEHHOCTH M OOrONOCTaBIEHHOCTH, TO B
MHUPCKOM IIaHE BJIACTh TAK)Ke yJBaMBajiach Ha potestas u auctoritas. CiiokHOCTb ATHX IBYX IMOHSATHIA
3aKJIFOYAETCS] HE TOJIBKO B TOM, YTO MX HEBO3MOXKHO IEPEBECTH Ha PYCCKUH S3BIK C IOJHBIM
COXPAaHEHHEM CMBbICJIA JIJATUHCKOTO OPUIMHAJIA, HO U C TEM, YTO B TEKCTE caMoil BynbraTel ux 3HaueHue
HU3MCEHICTCA B 3aBUCUMOCTH OT KOHTCKCTA.

B Bymerare «potestasy Bcrpewaercss 38 pa3, npudéM MNOJABIAONIEE OOJBIIMHCTBO
HCIIOJIb30BAHUS ATOr0 TepMUHA mpuxoautcs Ha HoBbiil 3aBeT, YTO CBUIETENLCTBYET O KpailHeit
3aMHTCPCCOBAHHOCTH HOBO3aBCTHBLIX ABTOPOB B APTUKYIAOUHW W TIOCTAHOBKE HpO6J’I€MI>I camoit
énacmu, HEXENU BETXO3aBETHBIX IMPOPOKOB. 371€Ch, BO3MOXKHO, HMIPAeT poJjib HEOOXOAMMOCTh
HOPMAaTUBHO-TCOJIOTMYCCKOT'O 000CHOBaHMUS UMEHHO XpUCTUAHCKOI'0 UICTOYHUKA BJIACTHU, B KOHTCKCTEC
CaMoO¥i ATIOXHU ¥ JKU3HH MEPBBIX XPUCTUAHCKUX OOIIMH U TOHEHHUH B UX CTOpoHY Pumom. «Auctoritas»
B IIPpAMOM HAIlMCAHWHU U 3HAUCHUH OTOT'O CJIOBA HE YIIOMHUHACTCA HU pa3y, TOJBKO B MHBIX q)opMax —
auctoritatis, auctori. IIpu 3ToM «auctoritatis» BcTpeuaeTcs UMb OAWH pa3, «auctori» aeaxasl. Ho B
TeKkcTe Bymbratel OJHO3HAYHO YyKa3aH caM HCTOoYHHMK Biactd: «Omnis anima potestatibus
sublimioribus subdita sit non est enim potestas nisi a Deo quae autem sunt a Deo ordinatae sunt»
(Romans 13:1)%. Takum 06pazom, Kora anocton [TaBes ToBoput o POtestas oH moapasymMeBaeT BIaCTh
3eMHO20 TIPOUCXO0KIEHUS, BIACTh NMPEIEIbHO NEPCOHUPUIIMPOBAHHYIO CaMO uuHOCMbI0 MOHApXa.
Cama BnacThb, TakyKe MPEJCTABISIETCA KaK akT 00KECTBEHHOTO TBOPEHUS, IBUBIIASICSI HA IECTOM JI€Hb
Teopenus: «Benedixitque illis Deus et ait crescite et multiplicamini et replete terram et subicite eam et
dominamini piscibus maris et volatilibus caeli et universis animantibus quae moventur super terram»
(Ex. 1:28)%. Otcrona CTaHOBHUTCS SCHBIM, UTO H3HAYAIBHO BJIACTH HE YCTAHABIMBANIACh Kak potestas n
auctoritas, Ho kak domine — BIIaABIYECTBO, TOCIOACTBO, JOMUHHPOBaHKE. TOT (hakT, YTO U3HAYATBHASL
dopma BiacTu sIBIIsUIACh Kak dOMiNe Henb3s OCTaBJsATh Oe3 BHUMaHMs. VICX0as U3 aHaIM3a TEKCTOB
Kuurun Beitus (EX0dUS), MOXXHO yTBep)KaaTh, 4TO Takas (GopMa OOBEKTHBAI[MHM BIIACTBOBAHUS
SBJISTIACh HanboJiee OJIarOCTHOM, B OTMPEIEIEHHOM CMBICIIE €€ MOYKHO apTHKYIMPOBATh BIACTH OTIA B
CeMbe, C OJHOW CTOPOHBI W BJAacTU 0OJiee COBEPIICHHOTO CYLIECTBA HaJ MEHEe COBEpLUICHHBIM
CYIIECTBOM, C APYroil CTOPOHBI.

3akJaoueHue

C OHTOJIOTMYECKOW CTOpOHBI potestas u auctoritas tsaroreror k camomy Temy Xpucra, K
NyaqUCTHYECKON TIpupoae XxpucrthaHckoro Cpnacurensd. bBynyun  yHMKaJbHBIM — €IMHCTBOM
00’KECTBEHHOT'O M 4YEJOBEYECKOIro, 1o oOpa3y M mnojaoOuto XpucTa BBICTPAUBAIUCH HE TOJIBKO
SMUCTEMOJIOTMYECKUE KapTHUHBI MHUPO3LAHMS, HO M COLMAIBHBIE U IOJUTUYECKUE MHCTUTYTHI.
Auctoritas npencraBisier co0oit mpupoIy 00KECTBEHHYIO, B TO K€ BpeMsi, Potestas siisercst yaenom

2 Besikas ayma aa OyzieT IIOKOpHa BBICIIMM BJACTSM, MOO HET BIACTH He OoT bora; cyliecTByrolue e Biactu oT bora
ycranosiens! (Pum 13:1).

3 «M 6narocnosut ux bor, u ckasan uM Bor: mwioauTech U pasMHOKaliTech, M HATIONHSANTE 3eMII0, M 00NaaiTe elo, 1
BIIAIBIYECTBYITE HAJ PRIOAMU MOPCKUMH [H HAJ[ 3BEPSMI, | ¥ HAJI ITUIIAMH HEOSCHBIMU, [M HAJT BCSIKFIM CKOTOM, W HaJl BCEH
3eMJICIO, | ¥ HaJ] BCSIKAM KHBOTHBIM, TIPECMBIKAtoIIMcs 110 3emite» (BriT.1:28)
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MarepuaibHOro Mupa. M eciu auctoritas BeueH u He3bIONIeM, Kak cam bor nim, 60)xecTBeHHast TPUPOIa
Xpucra, To potestas BedueH Kak BOIUIONIEHHE, HO HYXKJIAETCA B NMEPCOHU(PHUIIMPOBAHHOM HOCUTEIE —
MoHapxe. TakuM 00pa3oM, ydpexaaercss AyalMCTHUYECKUH HHCTUTYT BIJIACTH, C OJHOW CTOPOHBI
LlepxoBb, Kak BOIUIONICHHE AuCtoritas, m HeoOXOIUMOCTh HMHCTHTYTa MOHApXUH, KaK HOCHUTEIS
potestas. Ilpum sTOoM 3ameTmM, uro auctoritaS B OHTOJIOTMYECKOM 3HAYCHHUM OKAa3bIBACTCS
MpeAMIeCTBYIOMMUM POtestas, MocoJibKy cama MOHapxudeckas BiacTh — Potestas, He sBisercs
neruTuMupoBaHHo 0e3 e€ enunctBa ¢ LlepkoBbro. Otnyu€nnubiii ot LlepkBu MOHaApX, TEpsl CBOIO
BJIACTH HE TOJIBKO B I1a3ax camoi LlepkBH, HO U B T1a3ax cCBOMX NojaaHbiX. M, TeM He MeHee, potestas
Obula HEOOXOJMMa B XPUCTHAHCKON MOJUTHYECKOW TEOJIOTHH, MOCOJBbKY HWMEHHO OHa MOTIJa
OCYUIECTBJIATh HACWINE, IPUHYKJICHHE, 3alIPEThl U Ka3HH, T.€. SBIATHCA KaHaapMom» Juis Llepksu,
BJIACTh KOTOPO# — auctoritas, mojapasymeBaiia BIAaCTh HEHACHIIMS, BJIACTh aBTOPHTETAa. B yCIOBHSIX
COBPEMCHHOW TOJMTUYECKON PeaTbHOCTH CEeKYJIIpHU30BaHHbIC MOHATHs Potestas m auctoritas moryr
ObITh MPUMEHUMBI [UIsI OOBSICHEHHS TMOJUTUYECKUX MPOLECCOB B YCIOBHUAX TJ00anu3alui,
JIETUTUMUPYIOIIUMHA HHCTUTYTaMH, B JAHHOM CJ€4ae, MOTYT BBICTYNATh HHBIE MOJIUTUYECKUE
aKTOPBI — OT MEK/TyHAPOAHBIX OPTraHU3ALMI 10 HE3aBUCUMOTO CyJla B IEMOKPAaTUYECKUX PEKUMaX.
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Abstract

The article analyzes the origins of political life within the framework of the normative-
theological approach, as well as the main political and philosophical concepts and doctrines of the
medieval Christian tradition. The relevance of the research topic is reflected in the need to refer to
historical forms of political expression in order to study the features of modern forms of
transformation of political concepts. Comparative methodology, which allows to combine
metaphysical theses with practical political processes, seems to be a scientific novelty of research
on the subject of political ontology. The authors pay special attention to the consideration of such
political categories as “power”, “sovereign”, “strength”, etc., analyze the theological doctrines of
“two bodies of the king”, “two swords of power”, “dualistic nature of Christ” and others. The
political in the Christian theological tradition is undoubtedly the product of a higher, divine nature.
However, the dualistic nature of the political allows to conclude that the "worldly™ social processes
had a great influence on the transformation of the forms of political expression in real social
processes. This conclusion is most fully and reliably confirmed by the hermeneutic analysis of the
relationship between the “faces of power” - “potestas” and “auctoritas” in the texts of the Vulgate
and in the epistles of the Popes. The doctrine of the relationship between “potestas” and “auctoritas”
is also relevant for the analysis of modern political processes and is possible to apply not only within
the framework of the development of relations between the Christian Church and the state, but also
between other political actors.
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