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T'epmeneBTHKA B mMpoiecce
nmpeoOpa3oBaHUA: TPH
repMeHeBTHYECKUX TOPU30HTA
CJIABAHCKOI0 €BAHTEJINYECKOr0
C000IIeCTBA B TMTOCTCOBETCKHUIT TTEPUOT

Aanexcandp Hezpos

ITenbio HacTOAIIEN PAOOTHI ABIAETCA BHIABIE-
HUe HeKOTODBIX Hambojee XapaKTePHBIX TeH-
IEeHITNI B eBaHTeJINUYeCcKOoi 61bIeiicKoi mMHTeP-
mpeTamnuu, KOTOPble BOSHUKJIN KaK Pe3yabTaT
CJIOXKMBIIUXCA YCIOBUM B IOCTCOBETCKUX
crpanax OwiBuiero Coserckoro Corsa. 1 yr-
BEPIKAI0, UTO HBIHEIHUN PEJIUTHO3HO-KYIIb-
TYPHBIN KOHTEKCT, HeIIPEPHIBHBIE ITOJIUTHYUEC-
KHe ¥ 9KOHOMUUYECKHUe IIePEeMEeHbI, a TAKMKE CO-
BpPEeMeHHOe 60TOCIOBCKOe 00pa3oBaHUe OKa3hI-
BAIOT BIANWSHNE HA TOHUMaHue Bubauu B cpeze
€BaHreJNYeCKUX O0rocaoBoB sTuX cTpaH. Ce-
TONHAITHNAE €BAHTeIbCKIE XPUCTUAHE BBIHY MK -
IeHbl padoTaTh ¢ OMOJEHCKUMH TEKCTAMH B
XOJle IIOCTOAHHBIX IIePeMeH, KOTOPhIE COIPO-
BOJKJAIOT HCTOPUUYECKYIO TpaHchopManuio,
IIpeTepreBaeMyo B JaHHBIN MOMEHT UX CTpa-
HaMu, OOIIEeCTBOM M IIePKOBbIO. /1 B paMKax
9TOr0 HECTAOUIBHOI'0 KOHTEKCTA HEPEIKO IIPO-
WCXOAUT TepPeoCcMbIciieHre OUOIeHCKUX TeK-
CTOB, a TaKyKe HaOJIOIAITCA IOCTOAHHBIE I10-
OBITKY HAWTU B TEKCTE HOBBIHM cMbIca. Ilenbio
HacToAIIe# paboThl ABIsSEeTCA BEIPAOOTKA O -
X0/, CIIOCOOHOI'0 MOOYAUTE K IIOCTKOMMYHM-
CTHUUYECKOM repMEeHEeBTUUYECKOM JUCKYCCUU CPe-
¥ TIpeACTaBUTeel CIaBIHCKOTO IPOTECTAH-
TCKOT'O €BaHTEJIMUYECKOr0 COODIIeCTBA.

Hermeneutics in Transition:
Three Hermeneutical Horizons of
Slavic Evangelicals in the
Post-Soviet Period

Alexander Negrov

This article seeks to identify some of the more
common trends within evangelical biblical
interpretation produced by current circum-
stances in the countries of the former Soviet
Union. The author argues that the present
religious-cultural context, the ongoing polit-
ical-economic shift, and theological education
are affecting the way the Bible is interpreted
by these countries’ evangelicals. Today’s
evangelical Christians face the challenge of ap-
proaching the biblical texts in the midst of
constant change related to the historic trans-
formation that their country, society, and
churches are undergoing. Within this unset-

tled context, a reinterpretation of the biblical
texts frequently occurs, and the search to dis-
cover new meanings within them continues.
The author attempts to formulate a framework
for the post-communist hermeneutical debate
among Slavic evangelicals.

IIpuHIUOBI TOJIKOBAHUA MPUTY
HNucyca Xpucra u ux NoHUMaHUe
eBaHreJIbCKUMU Xpucrtuanamu Poccun

Burxmopus AHMOHEeHKO

B mepBoil yuacTu cTaThbu B KAUECTBE TEOPETH-
YEeCKOU OCHOBBI IIPeJICTaBJIeHEI 0a30BbIe repMe-
HEBTUUYECKNE HPUHIUAILI C AaKI[eHTOM Ha JIU-
TepaTypHbLIi ananus. Kpome Toro gaercst Kpat-
KU 3KCKYPC B UCTOPUIO TOJKOBAHUS IPUTY.
B KauecTBe IPUMEPOB PaCCMAaTPUBAIOTCS HE-
KOTOpBIE IPUTYM, C YUIETOM KAHPOBBIX 0COOEH-
HOCTe, a TaKkyKe UX OTHomIeHUe K TeMe Llap-
crBa Boskbero. IIoCKONBKY eBaHreJIbCKUE
MIPUTYY BHI3BIBAIOT HEMAJIO PABJIUYHBIX TOJIKO-
BaHWI, BO BTOPOM YACTH CTAThU aBTOP IIpe/Jia-
raeT o6cyauTh HanboJee PacCIPOCTPAHEHHbIE
OImMuOKY U BRISBJISET UX MPUUYUHBL. B 3aKii0-
YEHUU OTMeuaeTcs BasKHOCTh AeiicTBusa [[yxa
CBATOro0 Ha TOJKOBATEJA U BBIIEJISIOTCS He-
KOTOpbIe TeHAEHIIMU, CYIleCTBYIOI[e B paM-
Kax IepKoBHOI Tpagunuu. TakuMm o6pasom,
IIPUHITUIIBI TOJIKOBAHUA IIPUTY COIIOCTABJIAIOT-
CcA C MO3UIMEel COBPEMEHHOI'0 POCCHUICKOro
XPUCTUAHCTBA, YTO MOOYIKAAET UUTATEeNd K
ImepeorneHKe COOCTBEHHBIX BO33PEHUN U HOBO-
my B3rasaay Ha Cs. Ilucanme.

Principles for Interpretating Jesus’
Parables and the Way They are
Understood by Evangelical
Christians in Russia

Viktoria Antonenko

This article studies the special features of the
parables. As a theoretical foundation, the first
part presents the main hermeneutical
principles with an emphasis on literary
analysis guided by the works of well-known
experts in the field. A brief excursus on the
history of interpretation is also given. Several
parables are reviewed as examples, taking into
account the features of genre and their
relation to the theme of the Kingdom of God.
Since the parables elicit many different
interpretations, in the second part of the
article the author examines the most common
misinterpretations and clarifies the reason for
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them. In the conclusion the significance of the
Holy Spirit’s influence on the interpreter is
noted, and also several tendencies that exist
in contemporary church tradition. In this way
the principles of parable interpretation are
compared with the position of contemporary
Russian Christianity on this issue, inviting
the reader to reevaluate his or her own opinion
and take a new look at Scripture. The article
is intended for readers who are well
acquainted with the biblical texts and deeply
concerned with theological issues.

Heoapuanckuii cnop:
TpururapHoe 6orociaosue EBHOMUusA

Baadumup Xapramos

9Ta cTaThs JaeT KPAaTKUI aHAJIU3 TPUHUTAP-
HoTO 6orocsoBud EBHoMusa (ym. 394). EBHo-
Muit ObIJ OJHUM U3 BAUATEJIbHBIX HeOapUaH-
cKux 60rocaoBOB B KoHIle IV Beka, KOTODPHIH B
OPUTUHAJIBHOU (PUIOCOPCKOM crucTeMe MOIbI-
TAJICS UBJIOMKUTH IOCJEeA0BATEIbHO U JOCTYII-
HOo yueHue o Tpowurme. PsaAx oTioB mepkBwH,
BKIOuUaa Bacunua Keccapuiickoro u I'puro-
pua Hucckoro, Hamucaau ONPOBEeP;KEHUA ero
yueHusa. BorocsoBue u Tpyabl EBHOMUS, KO-
TOpHIe He IepeBeIeHbl Ha PYCCKUM 3BIK, 00JIb-
e 4acThI0 HEM3BECTHBI PYCCKOMY UNTATEJIO,
3a UCKJIOYEeHNEM CCHIJIOK Ha EBHOMUA B 3HA-
YUTEJHHOUN Mepe yCcTapeBIInX paboTax Imo mar-
puctuke Kouma XIX, nauama XX BB.

Neo-Arian Controversy:
The Trinitarian Theology
of Eunomius

Viadimir Kharlamov

This article provides a concise assessment of
the Trinitarian theology of Eunomius (d.
394). Eunomius was one of the most influen-
tial leaders of the neo-Arian group active in
the second half of the fourth century. In Eu-
nomius we find a very intricate and philosoph-
ically oriented system that attempted to of-
fer a rational and coherent explanation of the
Trinitarian doctrine. He was an eloquent and
original thinker. A number of Christian Fa-
thers, including Basil of Caesarea and Grego-
ry of Nyssa, refuted his teaching. Generally,
the theology and works of Eunomius are not
known to the Russian reading audience, ex-
cept for some references to him in now out-
dated publications of the late nineteenth and
early twentieth century.

Theological Reflections #4, 2004

He xkaToIuKu U He MPOTECTAHTHI:
AHabanTU3M KakK TPEeTHH IyTh

Koncmanmun IIpoxopos

ABTOpD B cBoeii paboTe mMoKas3bIBaeT ciabocTh
TPASUIIMOHHON MO3UINK, PACIEeHUBAIOIIei
amabantusm XVI crojieTus KaKk OJHO W3 Ha-
npasyieHu nporectranTudMa. CyiiecTByer psij
Ba)KHBIX apr'yMeHTOB B IIOATBEPIKJEHNIE TOTO,
YTO JBUIKEHUE IepeKpPeleHIeB OblI0, B Jeii-
CTBUTEJIBHOCTH, CBOEr0 POLA «TPETHBUM IIy-
TéM». AHAGANTHCTEI He OBLIM KATOJHUKAMMU,
IOTOMY YTO BHEIIIHE BBITJIALEJIN HOLOOHBIMU
mpoTecTaHTaM, IPOBo3rJamas ped)opmMmaTope-
kuii npuHnun Sola Scriptura u orBepras Bce
CJIO}KHBIE PHUMCKO-KaTOJUUYECKUe OOpSAABI,
Hepapxuio U CBSAIeHHbIe IpeMeThl. B To x&e
BpeMsi, aHAOAIITHCTEI He OBbLIX X IPOTECTAHTA-
MU, IOCKOJIbKY BHYTPEHHE COXPAHAIN KATOJIU-
YecKoe MBIILJIEHNEe, OTCTanBasi TaKue OHATHUS,
Kak cB00O/[a BOJIM, OTPUIAS IBOMHOE IIPEeIOI-
pernesieHre, IOQUEPKUBASA BAXKHOCTD OOIIIMHEI B
Iejie CIIaCeHUs, COXPaHssA IJIaBHbIe MOHAIIIEC-
KUe IeHHOCTH, UCIO0Jb3ysA CTPOTYIO CUCTEMY
HAKa3aHUsA, IPOTUBOOOPCTBY S rOCY1apPCTBEHHO-
My KOHTDOJIIO HaJ| I[ePKOBbI0. AHabanTusm
OBbLJI YyHUKAJIBHBIM ()DeHOMEHOM, UMEBIIIUM, TEM
He MeHee, IIy0OKVe KOPHU B CPeIHEBEKOBOI
XPUCTUAHCKOM TPALUIUAN.

Anabaptism is Neither
Catholic nor Protestant

Constantine Prokhorov

The author of the paper shows the weakness
of the traditional understanding of Anabap-
tism of the sixteenth century as a kind of
Protestantism. There are a number of impor-
tant arguments to prove the position that, in
reality, Anabaptism was the “third way” move-
ment. The Anabaptists were not Catholics
because they outwardly looked like the Prot-
estants, proclaiming the Reformed principle
of sola Scriptura, and denying all the compli-
cated Roman Catholic rites, hierarchy, and
sacred objects. At the same time, the Anabap-
tists were not Protestants because they in-
wardly retained the Catholic mentality, de-
fending things such as the freedom of the will,
rejecting double predestination, asserting an
ecclesiocentric theology, keeping the main
monastic values, using a strict system of dis-
cipline, and struggling against state control.
Anabaptism was a unique phenomenon, how-
ever, having deep roots in the medieval Chris-
tian tradition.
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Pycckuii mpoTecTaHTH3M
HA 9Talle YTBEPKICHUT JerajIu3aiuu
(1905-1917 rr.)

Tamvana Huxonvckas

CraThs MOCBAIIEHA IPABOBOMY U 06II[€CTBEHHO-
MY IIOJIO}KEHUIO PYCCKUX IIPOTECTAHTOB B Haua-
ge XX Beka. K aTtomy Bpemenu B Poccuu pac-
IIPOCTPAHUIIOCH, II0 MEHbIIIEI Mepe, TPU TeUeHUs,
0OPMUBILINXCSA 3aT€M B KOHGECCUU PYCCKOT0
MIPOTECTAHTU3MA — eBaHTeJbCKUe XPUCTUAHE,
0anTUCTBI U aJBEHTHCTHI CEALMOTO AHS; He-
CKOJIBKO IO3HEee TOABUINUCH NATHAECATHUKU.
Vkas «006 ykpemeHnr HauaJa BePOTePIUMOC-
T» or 17 ampens 1905 r. oumpegenus mpaso
PYCCKUX PEJIUTHO3HBIX MEHBIIIMHCTB Ha JIETAJIb-
HOE CYIIIeCTBOBAHVE U OTMEHIJI IIPECJIeJOBAHU A
3a BBIXOJ U3 IIpaBocjaBusi. Bmecre ¢ TeM, mpo-
THBOPEYMBOCTH POCCUNCKUX 3aKOHOB IT0O3BOJISA-
Jla MEeCTHBIM BJIACTSIM AeHCTBOBAThH B OTHOIIIE-
HUM PYCCKUX IPOTECTAHTOB IIPOU3BOJIbHO. B pe-
JINTUO3HOM MOJIUTHKE U O0II[eCTBEHHOM JBUIKe-
HUU TOTO BPEMEHU C IePEeMEeHHBIMU YCIeXOM
6GOpPOJINCH [Ba HATIPABJIEHUS: COUYBCTBLE 9MaH-
CUIIAINY PYCCKUX IPOTECTAHTOB U ITOIBITKY OC-
TAHOBUTH 9TOT IIPOILECC 3aKOHOJATEJIbHBIMU,
YTOJIOBHBIMU, afMUHUCTPATUBHBIMHU U 00II[e-
cTBeHHBIMU Mepamu. IlocineqHAs TeHAEHIU
BO300s1aasa B rogbl IlepBoit MUPOBOIT BOMHEI,
onHako @eBpanbcKasd peBoJtonus 1917 r. mpu-
HecJa pPaBEHCTBO BCEM BEPOUCIOBEJAHUAM.
Xors g0 1917 r. pyccKue MPOTECTAHTHI OTHO-
CUJINCH K YKCJY TOHUMBIX PEJIUTNO3HBIX MEHb-
LINHCTB, UX YYaCTHe B PEBOJTIOIMOHHOM JBIKe-
HUU OBLIO SIMB0AUYECKUM, a 0O6IecTBeHHAA
aKTUBHOCTb Kacajiach, B OCHOBHOM, BBICTYILIE-
HUi 3a yTBep:KAeHue B Poccuu cBOOOBI coBe-
CTH U IPAKAAHCKUX MHCTUTYTOB, & TAKYKe B 3a-
IIUTY IpaB eqUHOBePIeB. PyccKkue mporecTau-
THI HE CMOTJIX /ia U He CTPEMUJIUCH CTATh, I10-
IO0HO 3amagHBIM IPOTECTAHTAM, CKOJIbKO-HU-
OyAb BIUATENbHBIM JBUKEHUEM, IPETeHIYI0-
I[MM Ha 0COOYIO OOII[ECTBEHHO-IIOJUTUYECKYIO
POJIb B UcTOpUH cTPanbl. OHAKO, JIETATN3AIIUS
PYCCKOro IIPOTECTAHTHU3MA NMeJa BayKHOe 3Ha-
uenwue. B ganbpHelieM, HeCMOTPA HA TPYIHBIE
YCJIOBUS CYII[€CTBOBAHUS U IIEPUOIBI JKECTOKUX
FOHEHUM, PYCCKUI IPOTECTAHTU3M COXPaAHMII
CBOI JIeraJIbHBIN CTATyC (XOTA ObI YACTUYHO, HA
YPOBHE OTAEJbHBIX OOIIUH UIKU KOH(pEcCHuit) u
oKasaJ ce6s CaMOCTOATEIbHBIM JKU3HECTIOC00-
HBIM SBJI€HHEM DPOCCUHCKON pPeJIUTHO3HOMI
JKUSHU.

Russian Protestantism
at the Stage of Legalization:
1905—-1917

Tatiana Nikolskaya

This article examines the legal and civil
status of Russian Protestants at the
beginning of the twentieth century. By that
time there were at least three streams that
later developed into the confessions of
Russian Protestantism — Evangelical
Christians, Baptists, and Seventh Day
Adventists; Pentecostals emerged soon after.
The Edict “On Strengthening the Beginnings
of Religious Tolerance” dated April 17, 1905,
defined the legal rights of Russian religious
minorities and abolished their persecution as
apostates. Nevertheless, the contradictory
nature of the Russian laws allowed local
authorities to take arbitrary action against
Russian Protestants. Within religious
politics and the social movements of that
time two opposing currents fought with
varying success: sympathy for the
emancipation of Russian Protestants and
attempts to stop this process by legislative,
criminal, administrative, and social means.
The latter tendency prevailed during World
War I; however, the February Revolution of
1917 declared all confessions equal.
Although before 1917 Russian Protestants
were a persecuted religious minority, their
participation in the revolutionary movement
was sporadic, and their social activities were
directed largely to advocacy for the
establishment of freedom of conscience and
civil institutions in Russia, as well as to
defense of the rights of fellow believers.
Unlike Protestants in the West, Russian
Protestants could not and did not strive to
become at all an influential movement,
claiming a special social-political role in the
history of the country. However, the
legalization of Russian Protestantism was
very important. Later on, despite hardships
and periods of severe persecution, Russian
Protestantism preserved its legal status (at
least partly, on the level of individual
communities or confessions) and proved to
be an independent and tenacious phenomenon
of Russian religious life.

6 borocaoBcKkme paambllAeHust #4, 2004



